STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

                   SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh



            Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh.Jagdish Singh s/o sh.Jagir Singh

Village Naglia, Block Majri,

Distt: SAS Nagar, Mohali.                                 



      --Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Block Development & Panchayat Officer,

Block Majri, Distt: SAS Nagar.




               -----Respondent

CC No.3509 of 2010

ORDER

Present: -
Shri Jagdish Singh, Complainant in person.
Shri Gurnam Singh, Panchayat Officer and Shri Rajwinder Singh,   SEPO, on behalf of Respondent.



Vide RTI application dated 6.4.2010, Complainant sought information from the PIO, O/o BDPO Majri regarding report No.514 dated 9.3.2010 which has been sent to DDPO Mohali and the photocopy of the report of Shri Gurdeep Singh, JE.  

2. 
 
Respondent replied vide letter No.1600, dated 8.6.2010 in which it has been stated that photo-copy of the information regarding report No.514 dated 9.3.2010 is sent herewith and report submitted by Shri Gurdeep Singh, JE will be supplied later on; and copy of the same has been endorsed to Shri Gurnam Singh, Panchayat Officer, as per letter No.959, dated 13.4.2010 stating that the report which has been submitted by Shri Gurdeep Singh, JE, has been sent to you by the BDPO Majri. Shri Gurnam Singh,Panchayat Officer has been directed to supply the same to the Complaint as per the RTI act. Again, BDPO Majri has written to Shri Gurnam Singh, Panchayat Officer, Block Majri to supply report to the Complainant submitted by Shri Gurdeep Singh. Complainant has stated that he has not received the information to this effect, he has filed complaint in the Commission on 19.11.2010.

3.

Today during hearing, Respondent submitted that information stands supplied to the Complainant as per the record and no report has been submitted by Shri Gurdeep Singh, JE and the report has only been submitted by Shri Amarjit Singh. On
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the other hand, complainant pointed out that respondent is denying supplying information intentionally as he was present at the disputed spot and report has been made by Shri Gurdeep Singh, JE in the presence of the present BDPO Mrs. Sarabjit Kaur.
4.

From the submissions made by the parties, Commission is of the view that BDPO should be personally present to clarify the matter about the report in order to establish truth as stated by the complainant that BDPO was personally present when the report has been made. Respondent should bring information along with, to be provided to the complainant.

5.

The case is adjourned to 24.01.2011 at 2.00 PM for compliance.
 

6.

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.










       Sd/-
Chandigarh





                 (Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)             Dated: 22.12.2010
                                               State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

             SCO NO. 84-85,SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 



                        Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh.Harbhjan Singh s/o Shri Balwant Singh

Village: Giljiyan, PO: Miani,

Distt: Hoshiarpur-144202.                                                                                  --------Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Block Development & Panchayat Officer,

Tanda, Distt: Hoshiarpur

FAA: BDPO, Hoshiarpur.






     -----Respondent

AC-1018/2010

ORDER

Present: -
None on behalf of the parties. 



Second appeal filed with the Commission on 10.11.2010 with respect to his RTI application dated 6.9.10, made address to the PIO, O/o BDPO Tanda, seeking information regarding Khata No.7817 of Gram Panchayat, Gilzian with Canara Bank, Urmar etc. has been taken today.

2.

None appeared on behalf of parties. A letter has been received in the Commission on 15.12.2010 against the Diary No.29911 in which it has been stated that BDPO Tanda, District: Hoshiarpur supplied information to the Appellant with covering letter bearing No.964, dated 7.12.2010. He further submitted that information has been provided after the stipulated period. PIO is directed to take corrective measures in future to respond to the RTI application within the time frame.

3.

As the information stands supplied, no further action is required.

4.

The case is, accordingly, disposed of and closed.
5.

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.










       Sd/-
Chandigarh





                (Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)             Dated: 22.12.2010
                                               State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

                   SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh



            Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh.Gurmeet Singh 

H.No. 338, Ward No.6

Lal Singh Wali Gali, Basti Gobindgarh

G.T.Road, Moga




                                                                                   --------Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Director, Local Government, Pb.

Chandigarh. 








     -----Respondent

CC No.3473 of 2010

ORDER

Present: -
None on behalf of the Complainant.

Shri Swtantar Kumar, PIO-cum-Accountant and Mrs. Gurdev Kaur, Senior  Assistant, on behalf of Respondent.



Complaint filed complaint with the Commission on 2.11.2010  with respect to his RTI application dated 10.8.2010, made to the address of PIO, O/o Director Local Government, Punjab, Chandigarh, seeking information regarding payment of bills given to street light Contractor M/s Jaswinder Singh & Electrical Co. Moga. RTI application has been transferred to the Municipal Council, Moga under Section 6(3) of the RTI Act.

2.

During hearing, Respondent on behalf of the Local Govt. Department present submitted that application has been transferred vide letter letter No.36436, dated 20.12.2010 to the Executive Officer, Nagar Council, Moga. He brought information to the supplied to the complainant. 

3.

Complainant is not present today. Respondent appeared on behalf of the N.C.Moga, has been directed to send the copy to the complainant under registered cover. He further submitted that the same information has been delivered to Shri Gurmeet Singh.
4.

Therefore, the case is hereby closed and disposed of.

5.
 
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.










       Sd/-
Chandigarh





                (Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)             Dated: 22.12.2010
                                               State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

                   SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh



            Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. KULDEEP Khan,
S/o Shri Asgar Khan,

R/o Lachkani tehsil and District

Patiala.                                                                                                         --------Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Block Development & 

Panchayat Officer, Patiala.





                 -----Respondent

CC No.3476 of 2010

ORDER

Present: -
Shri Kuldeep Khan, Complainant in person.
Shri Jagtar Singh and Shri Jaswinder Singh, Panchayat Secretaries, on  behalf of Respondent.



Shri Kuldeep Khan‘s complaint filed  with the Commission on 16.11.2010, with respect to his RTI application dated 7.9.2010, made to the address of PIO, O/o BDPO Patiala, seeking information on six points related to the record pertaining to Gram Panchayat, Lachkani, has been taken today. 

2.

Respondent present had brought information along with, has already been delivered to the complainant, vide letter No.5998, dated 3.12.2010. The matter has been discussed point wise. Information stands supplied to the complainant with regard to points No.1, 2, 3 & 6 and points No. 4 and 5, related to Police Station, Tripari Town, Patiala, has not been supplied. Respondent has not transferred the application under Section 6(3) of the RTI Act, according to which the respondent is obligate and date bound to supply information by accessing it from which ever source it is available and to provide it immediately without further delay to the complainant. 
3.

Complainant stated that which information has been supplied to him, is not authenticated. Commission has directed respondent to supply certified information before the next date of hearing.
4.

The case is adjourned to 24.01.2011 at 2.00 PM for compliance.
 

5.

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.










   Sd/-
Chandigarh





                (Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)             Dated: 22.12.2010
                                               State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

                   SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh



            Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh.Sadhu Singh Galwatti s/o S.Bachan Singh

Lali Niwas, Gali No.1, Ajit Nagar,

Nabha, Distt: Patiala




                                                                                   --------Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Block Development & Panchayat Officer,

Nabha, Distt: Patiala

 









     ----Respondent

CC No.3485 of 2010

ORDER

Present: -
Shri Sadhu Singh Galwatti, Complainant in person.


Shri Baljinder Singh, Superintendent, on behalf of Respondent.



Complaint filed complaint with the Commission on 9.11.2010 with respect to his RTI application dated 19.12.2009, made to the address of PIO, O/o BDPO Nabha, has been taken today.

2.

During hearing, complainant stated that he has not received any information till date. Respondent placed a copy of information that has been supplied to the complainant, vide letter No.521, dated 16.5.2007.
3.

On perusal of the record, it has been seen that complainant has filed two RTI applications, dated 19.12.2009 to BDPO, Nabha. In the first application, he sought information from the BDPO on two points. BDPO has written to Sarpanch Gram Panchayat, Harigarh Block Nabha on 16.5.2007 with a copy to the complainant to take action on the matter. Now the complainant wants to know (i) what action has been taken by the BDPO against the Sarpanch for non-compliance of the orders of the Hon’ble Court, dated 3.1.2007 and (ii) secondly if action has not been taken, reasons may be given. However, Respondent placed a letter from the Sarpanch in which he has written that in view of the stay granted by the Hon’ble Court, he has not interfered in the matter and he has maintained a statuesque. However, it is observed that complainant asked 
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the reason why action has not been taken as the query being in nature of seeking explanation cannot be replied under RTI Act. No further action is required regarding this.
4.   
 
In regard to second application, complainant sought information with respect to letter No.3257, dated 10.9.2010 by the Divisional Deputy Director (RDP) Patiala to take action against Sarpanch Mrs. Jaswant Kaur under Section 216 of the Punjab Panchayati Raj Act, 1994. As per this application, he sought information on five points. Respondent submitted that this application has not been received in his office and the photocopy of the same has also been provided to the respondent and he has been directed to provide information to the complainant before the next date of hearing.
5.

The case is adjourned to 24.01.2011 at 2.00 PM for compliance.
 

6.

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.










     Sd/-
Chandigarh





                (Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)             Dated: 22.12.2010
                                               State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

                   SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh



            Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh.Mahinder Singh s/o Sh.Labh Singh

# Village: Kalyanpur, P.O. Kiratpur

Tehsil: Anandpur Sahib, Distt: Ropar.                                                               --------Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Block Development & 

Panchayt Officer, Anandpur Sahib, 
District: Rupnagar.







         -----Respondent

CC No.3475 of 2010

ORDER

Present: -
Shri Mahinder Singh, Complainant in person.
Shri Gurnetar Singh, PIO-cum-BDPO and Shri Surinder Singh, PIO-cum-  Sarpanch, on behalf of Respondent.


Complainant filed RTI application on 12.5.2010, made addressed to Deputy Commissioner, Rupnagar.

2.

This application has been transferred under Section 6(3) of the RTI Act, 2005 from Block Development and Panchayat Officer, Anandpur Sahib to Sarpanch, Gram Panchayat, Kalyanpur.

3.

Complainant filed complaint with the Commission on 16.11.2010 with the grievance that Respondent has provided only Sannad but not map.

4.

Today, during hearing, complainant submitted that all the occupants of shamilat land have submitted site plans showing the house and open area as per Government instructions. He also submitted the plan showing the house and open area. The respondent has given Sannads & maps to all the 120 persons, but not to him. This has been done intentionally and with malafide intention. 
5.

Respondent (BDPO) submitted that complainant had denied taking the information. He also placed a photocopy of map to be provided to the complainant. He further submitted that complainant refused to accept this plan; he wants that it should be given accordingly as the area is in his possession. He further stated that this plan which
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has been received from the D.C.Office and he can supply what is on record.
6.

On the basis of submissions made by the complainant, it transpires that complainant’s main grouse is that Sarpanch has not submitted that plan according to the area in his possession, but he has intentionally given the map showing less area. As PIO is obligate to provide the information which already exists, he will not create information. If the complainant has grievance that Sarpanch has done any irregularities, he may file complaint to the competent authority to redress his grievance.

7.

With these observations, the case is disposed of.
 

8.

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.










       Sd/-
Chandigarh





                (Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)             Dated: 22.12.2010
                                               State Information Commissioner.
      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

                   SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh



            Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh.Ram Lal Jain & Sons through

Shri Darshan Lal Jain,

Chandigarh Road

Roopnagar (Ropar)




                                                                                   --------Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Executive Officer, Municipal Council,

Roopnagar, Punjab.






               -----Respondent

CC No.3497 of 2010

ORDER

Present: -
Shri Jaideep Verma, Advocate along with the Complainant.



Shri Vikas Gupta, APIO-cum-Accountant on behalf of Respondent.



Vide application dated 6.8.2010, complainant sought information from the PIO, O/o Executive Officer, M.C.Roopnagar on 6 (six) points. On not having received information, complainant filed complaint with the Commission on 2.11.2010.
2.

Today during hearing, all points are discussed point-wise. Respondent submitted that certified copies of the information with regard to Resolutions No. 9 dated 28.4.2009, 94 dated 30.6.2009, 114 dated 30.7.2009 and 122 dated 18.8.2009, have been supplied to the complainant and no resolution has been passed by M.C.Roopnagar during the period from Jan 2008 to August, 2010 and as regards point No.6, information has also been provided regarding names and qualifications of the persons who are assessing the house tax in M.C.Ropar.

3.

As the information stands supplied, however, complainant’s grievance is that respondent has intentionally withheld the information, on the other hand, respondent submitted that information could not supplied in time because the House Tax Inspector Mrs. Bhawna Satya was on medical leave for two months and he has also produced record of Attendance Register. However, Respondent explained reasons, but such kind of plea will not be accepted in future and the Complainant should not be
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suffered on account of  such lame excuses, the PIO should make alternate arrangement in the Department so that the response to the RTI applications can be made within the stipulated period. Therefore, the PIO is warned hereby to be careful in future.
4.

With these observations, the case is hereby closed and disposed of.

5.
 
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.










       Sd/-
Chandigarh





                 (Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)             Dated: 22.12.2010
                                               State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

                   SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh



            Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh.Bikkar Singh s/o Sh. Bawa Singh

R/o Village Bhai Desa, 

Distt: Mansa, Punjab.
                                                                                   --------Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Block Development & Panchayat Officer

Mansa, Punjab.






              -----Respondent

CC No.3488 of 2010

ORDER

Present: -
Shri Bikkar  Singh, Complainant in person.


Shri Leela Singh, Panchayat Secretary, on behalf of Respondent.


Complainant filed complaint with the Commission on 10.11.2010 with respect to his RTI application dated 12.7.2010, made to the address of PIO, O/o BDPO Mansa,seeking information regarding details of grants to Gram Panchayat Bhai Desa, Block Mansa.

2.

Information has been supplied to the Complainant on 15.12.2010. Complainant stated that he has not received information at point No.5- that how much money has been given to the persons for making kacha houses. Respondent submitted that no grant has been given by the Government during the period of present Sarpanch. 
3.

As all the information stands supplied to the complainant, the case is hereby closed and disposed of.

4.
 
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.










       Sd/-
Chandigarh





                (Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)             Dated: 22.12.2010
                                               State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

                   SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh



            Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh.Harbachan Singh s/o Sh.Bishan Singh

Village Mohan Ke Uttar, 

Tehsil: Jalalabad-West-152024.                                                                        --------Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Block Development & Panchayat  Officer,

Guru Harshahai, Distt: Ferozepur.




                   -----Respondent

CC No.3482 of 2010

ORDER

Present: -
Shri Harbhajan Singh, Complainant in person.


Shri chanda Singh, Panchayat Secretary on behalf of Respondent.



Complaint filed complaint with the Commission on 9.11.2010 with respect to his RTI application dated 21.6.2010, made to the address of PIO, O/o BDPO Guruharshai, Distt. Ferozepur,seeking information regarding copies of proceedings Register of Gram Panchayat Mohan Ke Uttar from July, 2003 to July, 2008, Cash-Books and Cash Book JRY from July 2003 to July 2008. 

2.

Respondent intimated to the complainant to deposit the requisite fee of Rs.2500/- as cost of the information which has been deposited by the complainant. Complainant stated that he has not received information in spite of the deposit of the requisite fee. On the other hand, the Respondent submitted that information was readily available with him and he has also visited complainant’s residence, but he has not taken information. Today, respondent brought information along with and it has been provided to the Complainant in the Court. Complainant has received the information and he is satisfied with the information, supplied to him.
3.

As the information stands provided to the complainant, the case is hereby closed and disposed of.

4.
 
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.










      Sd/-
Chandigarh





                (Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)             Dated: 22.12.2010
                                               State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

                   SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh



            Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh.Surinder Singh, Ex-Sarpanch,

Village & P.O.Jandoli 

Bassi Kalan Sub PO-146102,

Distt : Hoshiarpur.
                                                                                   --------Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Block Development & Panchayat Officer

Mahilpur, Distt: Hoshiarpur.






     -----Respondent

CC No.3494 of 2010

ORDER

Present: -
Shri Surinder Singh, Complainant in person.
Shri Balbir Singh, Panchayat Officer and Shri Samir bedi, Panchayat  Secretary on behalf of Respondent.



Complainant sought information from the PIO, O/o BDPO Mahilpur with respect to his RTI application dated 16.4.2010, seeking information regarding copies of letter written to Shri Ram Lal, ex-Sarpanch regarding not to work as sarpanch and letter written to Secretary regarding taking over the charge and date on which he had taken the charge. 

2.

Information has already been supplied which has been delivered to the Complainant and one copy of the same has been taken on Commission record.

3.

Respondent presented a letter No.2582 dated 24.9.2009 written by the BDPO Mahilpur to Director, Rural Development & Panchayats, Punjab, Chandigarh as demanded by the Complainant regarding Shri Ram Lal, Ex-Sarpanch, Gram Panchayat, Jandoli. In this letter, it has been mentioned that in accordance with the orders of Secretary Rural Development and Panchayats, Punjab, Chandigarh, Shri Ram Lal, Sarpanch was suspended on 29.1.2008 and BDPO had taken over the charge of Mahilpur Block on 22.4.2008 and as per the directions of the DRDP, Shri Ram Lal, the then Sarpanch Gram Panchayat, Jandoli and the concerned panchayat secretary had been directed not to work as such. Complainant’s contention was that he wants the letter issued by the present BDPO.  Respondent cleared that BDPO has been
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transferred and this letter had been issued by the then BDPO; order stands as such and no new letter has been issued by the present BDPO.  
4.

In view the above, information stands supplied and no further action is required. The case is hereby closed and disposed of.

5.
 
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.










       Sd/-
Chandigarh





                 (Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)             Dated: 22.12.2010
                                               State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

                   SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh



            Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Gulzari Lal, Teacher (Retd.)

Kailash Nagar, Street 2-B

Fazilka -152123.
                                                                                   --------Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Block Development & Panchayat Officer,

Fazilka, Punjab.







     -----Respondent

CC No.3487 of 2010
ORDER

Present: -
None on behalf of the Complainant.



Shri Joginder Singh, BPEO on behalf of Respondent.


This complaint has been filed by Shri Gulzari Lal, with the Commission on 12.11.2010 for imposing penalty of Rs.25000/- on BPEO and compensation of Rs.10000/- to be paid to him for supply of late information by the BPEO.
2.

Respondent stated that information stands supplied to the Complainant and no information remains to be supplied. He has placed the document on Commission record.This complaint has no locus standi. He has already received information before approaching the Commission. 

4.

In view of the above, the case is hereby closed and disposed of.

5.
 
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.










      Sd/-
Chandigarh





                (Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)             Dated: 22.12.2010
                                               State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

                   SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh



            Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh.Ashok Kumar s/o Sh.Charan Dass

Village Bariar,

Tehsil & Distt: Gurdaspur




                                                                                   --------Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Executive Engineer, 

U.B.D.C.Gurdaspur, Punjab.






     -----Respondent

CC No.3489 of 2010

ORDER

Present: -
Shri Ashok Kumar, Complainant in person.


Shri Inderjit Singh, SDO,UBDC Gurdaspur on behalf of Respondent.


Complainant sought information from the office of XEN UBDC, Gurdaspur with respect to his RTI application dated 28.6.2010 regarding muster roll and cash-book for the period 1994-95. He filed complaint with the Commission on 9.11.2010.

2.

Complainant stated that he has not received any information. However, Respondent stated that requisite fee has not been deposited by the complainant. But the complainant stated that he has not received any letter to this effect. Respondent is directed to bring all the relevant record of the employee Shri Ashok Kumar from 1994-95 in the Commission on the next date of hearing. PIO is also directed to make strict compliance of the directions of the Commission.

3.  

The case is adjourned to 31.01.2011 at 2.00 PM for compliance.
 



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.










      Sd/-
Chandigarh





                (Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)             Dated: 22.12.2010
                                               State Information Commissioner.

