
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.

Sh. K.K. Bhatia, 

Village Sahora Kandi, 

P.O. Siprian, Tehsil Mukerian, 

District Hoshiarpur. 




__________ Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o. The Naib Tehsildar,

Talwara, Distt Hoshiarpur.



____________Respondent
CC No. 3439 of 2011 
Present:    i)       Sh. K.K. Bhatia, complainant in person. 


      ii)      Sh. Prem Chand, Naib Tehsildar-cum-PIO.
ORDER


Heard.


The original RTI request for information is dated 28-10-2011. The information demanded ten points pertaining to Tehsildar Talwara. The complaint made to the Commission is dated 22-11-2011.


The Complainant has approached the Commission directly by way of complaint under Section 18 and has not exhausted the channel available to him under Section 19.  Therefore, this case is remanded to the First Appellate Authority (FAA), Sub Divisional Magistrate, Mukerian, District Hoshiarpur, who is directed to provide the requisite information to the complainant as per record. It should be attested and legible. and endorse a copy of the covering letter of the information sent to the Complainant, to the Commission. 


A copy of RTI request be also enclosed for ready reference of FAA who will treat it as first appeal. The FAA is directed to give an opportunity to the parties to be heard and decide the case on merit.


The Complainant is free to approach the Commission by way of second appeal, if he is not satisfied with the information provided.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


                      


      
  (Chander Parkash)

                                                                   State Information Commissioner

 30th   December, 2011    
C C :

Sh. Rahul Chabha, 
Sub Divisional Magistrate,

Mukerian, District Hoshiarpur. 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.


Sh. K.K. Bhatia, 

Village Sahora Kandi, 

P.O. Siprian, Tehsil Mukerian, 

District Hoshiarpur. 




__________ Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o. The Naib Tehsildar,

Hazipur , Distt Hoshiarpur








____________Respondent
CC No. 3440 of 2011 
Present:    i)       Sh. K.K. Bhatia, complainant in person. 


      ii)      Sh. Surjit Singh, Naib Tehsildar-cum-PIO. 

ORDER


Heard.


The original RTI request for information is dated 28-10-2011. The information demanded nine points pertaining to Naib Tehsilar Hajipur. The complaint made to the Commission is dated 22-11-2011.

The Complainant has approached the Commission directly by way of complaint under Section 18 and has not exhausted the channel available to him under Section 19.  Therefore, this case is remanded to the First Appellate Authority (FAA), Sub Divisional Magistrate, Mukerian, District Hoshiarpur, who is directed to provide the requisite information to the complainant as per record. It should be attested and legible. and endorse a copy of the covering letter of the information sent to the Complainant, to the Commission. 


A copy of RTI request be also enclosed for ready reference of FAA who will treat it as first appeal. The FAA is directed to give an opportunity to the parties to be heard and decide the case on merit.


The Complainant is free to approach the Commission by way of second appeal, if he is not satisfied with the information provided.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


                      


      
  (Chander Parkash)

                                                                   State Information Commissioner

 30th   December, 2011    
C C :

Sh. Rahul Chabha,
Sub Divisional Magistrate,

Mukerian, District Hoshiarpur. 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.

Sh. K.K. Bhatia, 

Village Sahora Kandi, 

P.O. Siprian, Tehsil Mukerian, 

District Hoshiarpur. 




__________ Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o. SDM, Mukerian, 

District Hoshiarpur.




____________Respondent

CC No. 3441 of  2011 

Present:    i)       Sh. K.K. Bhatia, complainant in person. 


      ii)      Sh. Prem Chand & Surjit Singh, Naib Tehsidlars, on behalf of the 


   respondent. 

ORDER


Heard.


The original RTI request for information is dated 22-11-2011. The information demanded eleven points pertaining to SDM, Mukerian. The complaint made to the Commission is dated 28-10-2011.


 The Complainant has approached the Commission directly by way of complaint under Section 18 and has not exhausted the channel available to him under Section 19.  Therefore, this case is remanded to the First Appellate Authority (FAA), Deputy Commissioner, Hoshiarpur, who is directed to provide the requisite information to the complainant as per record. It should be attested and legible. and endorse a copy of the covering letter of the information sent to the Complainant, to the Commission. 


A copy of RTI request be also enclosed for ready reference of FAA who will treat it as first appeal. The FAA is directed to give an opportunity to the parties to be heard and decide the case on merit.


The Complainant is free to approach the Commission by way of second appeal, if he is not satisfied with the information provided.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


                      


      
  (Chander Parkash)

                                                                   State Information Commissioner

 30th December, 2011    
C C :

Sh. Deepinder Singh, I.A.S.,
Deputy Commissioner,



Hoshiarpur.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.

Sh. K.K. Bhatia, 

Village Sahora Kandi, 

P.O. Siprian, Tehsil Mukerian, 

District Hoshiarpur. 




__________ Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o. Block Development & Panchayat Officer, 

Block Hazipur, District Hoshiarpur. 


____________Respondent
CC No. 3442 of 2011 
Present:    i)       Sh. K.K. Bhatia, complainant in person. 


      ii)      Sh. Baldev Singh, BDPO-cum-PIO. 

ORDER


Heard.


The original RTI request for information is dated 22-11-2011. The information demanded seven points information pertaining to Village Panchayat Deh. The complaint made to the Commission is dated 31-10-2011.


The Complainant has approached the Commission directly by way of complaint under Section 18 and has not exhausted the channel available to him under Section 19.  Therefore, this case is remanded to the First Appellate Authority (FAA), District Development & Panchayat Officer, Hoshiarpur, who is directed to provide the requisite information to the complainant as per record. It should be attested and legible. and endorse a copy of the covering letter of the information sent to the Complainant, to the Commission. 


A copy of RTI request be also enclosed for ready reference of FAA who will treat it as first appeal. The FAA is directed to give an opportunity to the parties to be heard and decide the case on merit.


The Complainant is free to approach the Commission by way of second appeal, if he is not satisfied with the information provided.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


                      


      
  (Chander Parkash)

                                                                   State Information Commissioner

 30th December, 2011    
C C :

Sh. Avtar Singh Bhullar,
District Development & Panchayat Officer, 



Hoshiarpur.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.

Sh. Tasvir Chand, Chairman, 

Panchayat Samiti Dorangla, 

District Gurdaspur. 




__________ Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o. Block Development & Panchayat Officer,

Dorangla, District Gurdaspur.


____________Respondent




CC No. 3378 of 2011
Present:    i)      Sh. Tasvir Chand, complainant in person. 


      ii)      Sh. Sukhdev Raj, BDPO-cum-PIO. 

ORDER


Heard.

The original RTI request for information is dated 09-09-2011. The information demanded pertains to allotment of circles to the Panchayat Secretaries. The complaint made to the Commission is dated 17-11-2011.


The respondent has given in writing that notice of hearing dated 05th December, 2011 in respect of CC-3378 has not been received by him. A photostat copy of the same has been handed over to him along with the copy of original RTI application in the Commission today. 


The respondent is directed to give the required information duly attested, legible and as per record to the information seeker as per his RTI request, within 15 days. 

Adjourned to 11.00 AM on 14-02-2012 for further consideration and orders. 

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


                      


      
  (Chander Parkash)

                                                                   State Information Commissioner

 30th   December, 2011    

 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.

Sh. Tasvir Chand, Chairman, 

Panchayat Samiti Dorangla, 

District Gurdaspur. 




__________ Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o. Block Development & Panchayat Officer,

Dorangla, District Gurdaspur.


____________Respondent
CC No. 3379 of 2011 
Present:    i)      Sh. Tasvir Chand, complainant in person. 


      ii)      Sh. Sukhdev Raj, BDPO-cum-PIO. 
ORDER


Heard.

The original RTI request for information is dated 18-08-2011. The information demanded pertains to Cash-book/proceeding register of Village Panchayat Dorangla. The complaint made to the Commission is dated 17-11-2011.


The respondent states that the information required by the information seeker at point nos. 1 to 4 of his RTI application has been supplied to him. The information mentioned at point no. 5 regarding proceeding register of Village Panchayat Dorangla will be supplied to the complainant before the next date of hearing. 


Adjourned to 11.00 AM on 14-02-2012 for further consideration and orders. 

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


                      


      
  (Chander Parkash)

                                                                   State Information Commissioner

 30th December, 2011    

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.
Ms.  Nisha  Sharma,

W/o Late Sh. Bhupinder Kumar,


Street No. 11, Nai  Aabadi,

Abohar Distt Fazilka




__________ Appellant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o. Additional Executive Engineer, 

Punjab State Power Corporation Limited, 

Abohar, District Fazilka. 



____________Respondent
AC No. 1242 of 2011 
Present:    i)       Sh. Vikram Sharma on behalf of the appellant. 

      ii)       Sh. Vijay Kumar, AEE, on behalf of the respondent. 
ORDER


Heard.

The original RTI request for information is dated 27-07-2011. The information demanded pertains to attendance report of Gurdarshan Singh, Lineman. The appeal made to the Commission is dated 03-11-2011.


The appellant states that no response has been given to her by the respondent in respect of her RTI appeal. 

The representative of the respondent has given in writing that the information required by the information seeker is very old and needs some more time to supply the same. He assured that the information will be supplied to the information seeker before the next date of hearing. 

The appellant has made First Appeal to the First Appellate Authority but no information was supplied to her. 

The action of FAA is depreciated because of his failure to treat the First Appeal as per provisions of RTI Act. 

The respondent is directed to supply the information to information seeker before the next date of hearing. 


Adjourned to 11.00 AM on 02-02-2012 for further orders. 

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


                      


      
  (Chander Parkash)

                                                                   State Information Commissioner

 30th   December, 2011    

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.

Ms.  Nisha  Sharma,

W/o Late Sh. Bhupinder Kumar,


Street No. 11, Nai  Aabadi,

Abohar Distt Fazilka




__________ Appellant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o. Executive Engineer, 

Punjab State Power Corporation Limited, 

Abohar, District Fazilka.



____________Respondent
AC No.  1243 of 2011 

Present:    i)       Sh. Vikram Sharma on behalf of the appellant. 

      ii)       Sh. Vijay Kumar, AEE, on behalf of the respondent. 
ORDER


Heard.

The original RTI request for information is dated 27-07-2011. The information demanded pertains to attendance report of Nirmal Singh, S/o. Sh. Harbans Singh, Lineman. The appeal with the Commission is dated 03-11-2011.


The appellant states that no response has been given to her by the respondent in respect of her RTI appeal. 


The representative of the respondent has given in writing that the information required by the information seeker is very old and needs some more time to supply the same. He assured that the information will be supplied to the information seeker before the next date of hearing. 


The appellant has made First Appeal to the First Appellate Authority but no information was supplied to her. 


The action of FAA is depreciated because of his failure to treat the First Appeal as per provisions of RTI Act. 


The respondent is directed to supply the information to information seeker before the next date of hearing. 


Adjourned to 11.00 AM on 02-02-2012 for further orders. 


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


                      


      
  (Chander Parkash)

                                                                   State Information Commissioner

 30th   December, 2011    

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.

Ms.  Nisha  Sharma,

W/o Late Sh. Bhupinder Kumar,


Street No. 11, Nai  Aabadi,

Abohar Distt Fazilka




__________ Appellant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o. Senior Executive Engineer, 

Punjab State Power Corporation Limited, 

Abohar, District Fazilka.



____________Respondent
AC No. 1247 of 2011 

Present:    i)       Sh. Vikram Sharma on behalf of the appellant. 

      ii)       Sh. Vijay Kumar, AEE, on behalf of the respondent. 
ORDER


Heard.

The original RTI request for information is dated 27-07-2011. The information demanded pertains to attendance report of Shiv Kumar Sharma, Lineman. The appeal with the Commission is dated 03-11-2011.


The appellant states that no response has been given to her by the respondent in respect of her RTI appeal. 


The representative of the respondent has given in writing that the information required by the information seeker is very old and needs some more time to supply the same. He assured that the information will be supplied to the information seeker before the next date of hearing. 


The appellant has made First Appeal to the First Appellate Authority but no information was supplied to her. 


The action of FAA is depreciated because of his failure to treat the First Appeal as per provisions of RTI Act. 


The respondent is directed to supply the information to information seeker before the next date of hearing. 


Adjourned to 11.00 AM on 02-02-2012 for further orders. 


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


                      


      
  (Chander Parkash)

                                                                   State Information Commissioner

 30th   December, 2011    

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.

Ms.  Nisha  Sharma,

W/o Late Sh. Bhupinder Kumar,


Street No. 11, Nai  Aabadi,

Abohar Distt Fazilka




__________ Appellant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o. Executive Engineer, 

Punjab State Power Corporation Limited, 

Abohar, District Fazilka.



____________Respondent
AC No. 1248 of 2011 

Present:    i)       Sh. Vikram Sharma on behalf of the appellant. 

      ii)       Sh. Vijay Kumar, AEE, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.

The original RTI request for information is dated 27-07-2011. The information demanded pertains to attendance report of Anirudh, Lineman. The appeal with the Commission is dated 03-11-2011.


The appellant states that no response has been given to her by the respondent in respect of her RTI appeal. 


The representative of the respondent has given in writing that the information required by the information seeker is very old and needs some more time to supply the same. He assured that the information will be supplied to the information seeker before the next date of hearing. 


The appellant has made First Appeal to the First Appellate Authority but no information was supplied to her. 


The action of FAA is depreciated because of his failure to treat the First Appeal as per provisions of RTI Act. 


The respondent is directed to supply the information to information seeker before the next date of hearing. 


Adjourned to 11.00 AM on 02-02-2012 for further orders. 


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


                      


      
  (Chander Parkash)

                                                                   State Information Commissioner

 30th   December, 2011    

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.

Sh. K.K. Bhatia, 

Village Sahora Kandi, 

P.O. Siprian, Tehsil Mukerian, 

District Hoshiarpur. 




__________ Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o. Financial Commissioner,  

Rural Development & Panchayats, Punjab,

Mini Secretariat, Punjab, Sector 9,

Chandigarh.





____________Respondent
CC No. 3370 of 2011 
Present:    i)       Sh. K.K. Bhatia, complainant in person. 


      ii)       Sh. Amandeep Singh, employee of complaint branch, on behalf 

          
of the respondent. 

ORDER


Heard.


The original RTI application of the complainant is not placed in the case file. The complainant is directed to submit a clear and legible copy of his RTI application to the Commission as well as to the respondent at the earliest. 

The respondent is directed to supply the requisite information to the complainant after receiving the copy of original RTI application. The information supplied should be legible, duly attested and as per record. 


Adjourned to 11.00 AM on 10-02-2012 for further consideration and orders. 


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


                      


      
  (Chander Parkash)

                                                                   State Information Commissioner

 30th December, 2011    

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.

Sh. K.K. Bhatia, 

Village Sahora Kandi, 

P.O. Siprian, Tehsil Mukerian, 

District Hoshiarpur. 




__________ Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o. Director, 

Rural Development & Panchayats,

Vikas Bhawan, Sector 62,

SAS Nagar, Mohali.




____________Respondent
CC No. 3371 of 2011 
Present:    i)       Sh. K.K. Bhatia, complainant in person. 


      ii)       Sh. Amandeep Singh, on behalf of the respondent. 

ORDER


Heard.

The original RTI request for information is dated 20-10-2011. The information demanded three points pertaining to Rural Development and Panchayats Department. The complaint made to the Commission is dated   14-11- 2011.


The respondent has supplied photostat copies of the information duly attested, legible and as per record to the complainant in the Commission today. 


The complainant has given in writing that he is satisfied with the information supplied to him. 


Disposed of. 


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.



                      


      
  (Chander Parkash)

                                                                   State Information Commissioner

 30th December, 2011    

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.

Sh. K.K. Bhatia, 

Village Sahora Kandi, 

P.O. Siprian, Tehsil Mukerian, 

District Hoshiarpur. 




__________ Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o. Director, 

Rural Development & Panchayats,

Vikas Bhawan, Sector 62,

SAS Nagar, Mohali.




____________Respondent
CC No. 3372 of 2011 

Present:    i)       Sh. K.K. Bhatia, complainant in person. 


      ii)       Sh. Amandeep Singh, employee of complaint branch, on behalf 

          
of the respondent. 

ORDER


Heard.


The original RTI application of the complainant is not placed in the case file. The complainant is directed to submit a clear and legible copy of his RTI application to the Commission as well as to the respondent at the earliest. 


The respondent is directed to supply the requisite information to the complainant after receiving the copy of original RTI application. The information supplied should be legible, duly attested and as per record. 


Adjourned to 11.00 AM on 10-02-2012 for further consideration and orders. 


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


                      


      
  (Chander Parkash)

                                                                   State Information Commissioner

 30th December, 2011    

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.

Sh. K.K. Bhatia, 

Village Sahora Kandi, 

P.O. Siprian, Tehsil Mukerian, 

District Hoshiarpur. 




__________ Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o. Director, 

Rural Development & Panchayats,

Vikas Bhawan, Sector 62,

SAS Nagar, Mohali.




____________Respondent
CC No. 3373 of 2011 
Present:    i)       Sh. K.K. Bhatia complainant in person. 


      ii)       Sh. D.P.S. Walia, Deputy Director & Sh. V.K. Aggarwal, AO, on 


     behalf of the respondent. 

ORDER


Heard.

The original RTI request for information is dated 20-10-2011. The information demanded pertains to the action against official of department of Rural Development & Panchayats, Punjab. The complaint made to the Commission is dated 14-11-2011.


The respondent has handed over the required information to the complainant in the Commission today. 


The complainant is given an opportunity to point out deficiencies, if any, in the information to the respondent and respondent is directed to remove the same before the next date of hearing.



Adjourned to 11.00 AM on 10-02-2012 for further consideration and orders. 

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


                      


      
  (Chander Parkash)

                                                                   State Information Commissioner

 30th   December, 2011    
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.

Sh. K.K. Bhatia, 

Village Sahora Kandi, 

P.O. Siprian, Tehsil Mukerian, 

District Hoshiarpur. 




__________ Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o. Director, 

Rural Development & Panchayats,

Vikas Bhawan, Sector 62,

SAS Nagar, Mohali.




____________Respondent
CC No. 3374 of 2011 
Present:    i)       Sh. K.K. Bhatia, complainant in person. 


      ii)       Sh. Joginder Sharma, Jr. Asstt. on behalf of the respondent. 

ORDER


Heard.

The original RTI request for information is dated 20-10-2011. The information demanded five points pertaining to Rural Development & Panchayats Department. The complaint made to the Commission is dated 14-11-2011.


The respondent has supplied photostat copies of the information duly attested, legible and as per record to the complainant in the Commission today. 


The complainant has given in writing that he is satisfied with the information supplied to him. 


Disposed of. 

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


                      


      
  (Chander Parkash)

                                                                   State Information Commissioner

 30th   December, 2011    

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.

Sh. Kuldip Chand, 

S/o. Sh. Durga Dass, 

Village Lahri Gujran, 

District Pathankot. 




__________ Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o. Block Development & Panchayat Officer,

Pathankot.
 




____________Respondent
CC No. 3231 of 2011 
Present:    i)      None on behalf of the complainant. 


      ii)      Sh. Sukhdayal, VDO, on behalf of the respondent. 

ORDER

Heard. 


The respondent states that the information required by the information seeker has already been supplied to him vide his letter no. 6866 dated 12-12-2011. 

The complainant is absent for the second consecutive hearing today. Nothing contrary has been heard from the complainant regarding information sent to him. 


From this I conclude that the complainant does not wish to pursue his complaint any further. 



Disposed of. 


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


                      


      
  (Chander Parkash)

                                                                   State Information Commissioner

 30th   December, 2011    

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.

  

Sh. Jaswinder Singh, 

S/o. Sh. Ram Singh, 

Village Halim Wala,

Block Jalalabad, District Fazilka. 


__________ Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o. Block Development & Panchayat Officer, 

Jalalabad West, District Fazilka. 


____________Respondent
CC No.  3220 of 2011 
Present:    i)      None on behalf of the complainant. 

      ii)      Sh. Jaswinder Singh, Panchayat Secretary, on   behalf of the 


    respondent. 

ORDER


Heard.

The information required by the information seeker was handed over to him by the respondent in the Commission on 07-12-2011. 


An opportunity was given to the complainant to point out deficiencies, if any, in the information provided to him by the respondent, but he has not availed of the same. Nothing contrary has been heard from the complainant regarding information sent to him. 

From this I conclude that the complainant does not wish to pursue his complaint any further. 



Disposed of. 


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


                      


      
  (Chander Parkash)

                                                                   State Information Commissioner

 30th December, 2011    

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.

Sh. Banarsi Dass, 

S/o. Sh. Lachhman Dass,

Village Bhawanipur Bhagtan, PO Bhawanipur, 

Tehsil Garhshankar, Hoshiarpur. 


__________ Complainant. 

                                                      V/s

Sh.  Abhay Chander, 
Public Information Officer-         (By Regd Post)
-cum- Block Development & Panchayat Officer, 

Garhshankar, District Hoshiarpur. 

____________Respondent
CC No.  3207 of 2011 
Present:    i)      Sh. Banarsi Dass, complainant in person. 


      ii)      Sh. Abhay Chander, BDPO-cum-PIO. 

ORDER


Heard.

Today the respondent Sh. Abhay Chander, BDPO, Garhshankar has personally appeared before the Commission and he has submitted his reply, vide letter no. 2940 dated 29-12-2011 to show cause notice issued under Section 20 of the RTI Act on 07-12-2011. 


The written submission of respondent is taken on record. 


The respondent also submits that the required information has been provided to the complainant as per RTI application except information mentioned at point no. 2 of the RTI application. 


However, the complainant contests it and pointed out that he was not given proper information on point nos. 2, 3 & 4 of RTI application. 


The examination of written reply of the respondent reveals that Sh. Satinder Kumar, Gram Sewak, of Village Bhawanipur Bhagtan was PIO and the then BDPO of Garhshankar vide his letter no. 2212 dated 28-06-2010 and letter no. 4020 dated 13-09-2010 has directed him to supply the requisite information to the complainant. 


The examination also reveals that Sh. Satinder Kumar, PIO was directed to supply the requisite information to the information seeker after appearing in the Commission vide letter no. 2569 dated 28-11-2011 after a notice of hearing was received in connection with the complaint of information seeker. 

The respondent submits that despite number of directions issued to Sh. Satinder Kumar, Gram Sewak, no information was given to the information seeker. 


The respondent submits that Sh. Satinder Kumar, PIO has been placed under suspension as per the order of Director, Department of Rural Development & Panchayat, Punjab. 


He submits that remaining information will be supplied to the information seeker before the next date of hearing. 


The respondent BDPO in his reply has stated the reasons, facts and circumstances as to how the original RTI request was dealt with and how due to negligence of Sh. Satinder Kumar, Gram Sewak, information could not be supplied to the information seeker within stipulated time. 


Taking the written explanation of respondent BDPO into consideration, the show cause notice issued to him is withdrawn as it emerges from that there was no willful denial/delay in the supplying of information. 


However, the respondent BDPO is cautioned to be more alert and careful while dealing with the RTI requests pouring into his office. He is also advised to carry out a periodical review of the status of RTI applications received in his office so that detriment being suffered by information seeker could be avoided. 

The respondent BDPO is directed to supply the requisite information to the complainant before the next date of hearing. The information supplied should be legible, duly attested and as per record. 


Adjourned to 11.00 AM on 08-02-2012 for further orders. 

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


                      


      
  (Chander Parkash)

                                                                   State Information Commissioner

 30th December, 2011    
              STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.

Sh. Kuldip Chand, 

S/o. Sh. Durga Dass, 

Village Lahri Gujran, 

District Pathankot. 




__________ Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o. Deputy Director, 

Rural Development & Panchayats, 

Vikas Bhawan, Sector 62, 

SAS Nagar, Mohali. 



____________Respondent
CC No. 3232 of 2011 
Present:    i)      None on behalf of the complainant. 


      ii)      Sh. Amandeep Singh, on behalf of the respondent. 

ORDER


Heard.

The respondent had brought the required information to the Commission and the same was sent to the complainant along with the orders dated 07-12-2011. 


An opportunity was given to the complainant to point out deficiencies, if any, in the information provided to him by the respondent, but he has not availed of the same. 


The complainant is absent for the second consecutive hearing today. From this I conclude that the complainant does not wish to pursue his complaint any further. 



Disposed of. 


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


                      


      
  (Chander Parkash)

                                                                   State Information Commissioner

 30th   December, 2011    

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.
Sh. Ravinder Nath Sharma, 

27 A, Basant Nagar, 
Near Gopal Mandir Chowk, 

Majitha Road, Amritsar- 143001.


__________ Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o. The Secretary, 

Subordinate Services Selection Board, 

Forest Complex, Tower No. 4 & 5, 1st Floor, 

Sector 68, SAS Nagar, Mohali. 


____________Respondent
CC No. 3201 of 2011 
Present:    i)      None on behalf of the complainant.

      ii)      Ms. Narinder Kaur, Sr. Assistant, on   behalf of the respondent. 

ORDER


Heard.

 The respondent states that complete information was sent to the complainant and a copy of the same was also appended with the orders of the Commission dated 07-12-2011. 


An opportunity was given to the complainant to point out deficiencies, if any, in the information provided to him by the respondent, but he has not availed of the same. Nothing contrary has been heard from the complainant regarding information sent to him. 


The complainant is absent for the second consecutive hearing today. From this I conclude that the complainant does not wish to pursue his complaint any further. 



Disposed of. 


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


                      


      
  (Chander Parkash)

                                                                   State Information Commissioner

 30th   December, 2011    

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.
Sh. Davinder Singh,

S/o. Sh. Gopal Singh, 

H No. 1203, Sector 37 B, 

Chandigarh.





__________ Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o. Financial Commissioner,

Forest & Wild Life, 

Room No. 323, 7th Floor, 

Punjab Mini Secretariat, Sector 9, 

Chandigarh.





____________Respondent
CC No.  3260 of 2011 
Present:    i)      None on behalf of the complainant. 


      ii)      Sh. Karnail Singh, Sr. Assistant, on behalf of the respondent. 

ORDER


Heard.

The complainant is absent for the second consecutive hearing today. Nothing contrary has been heard from the complainant regarding information sent to him. 


From this I conclude that the complainant does not wish to pursue his complaint any further. 



Disposed of. 


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


                      


      
  (Chander Parkash)

                                                                   State Information Commissioner

 30th   December, 2011    

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.

Sh. Balbir Singh, Cashier,

652-A, Ravidass Nagar, 

Hoshiarpur- 146001.




__________ Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o. Deputy Chief Engineer, 

Punjab State Power Corporation Ltd.,

Hoshiarpur Circle, Hoshiarpur- 146001.


___________Respondent

CC No. 2885 of 2011 

Present:    i)     Sh. Balbir Singh, complainant in person. 


      ii)     Sh. Naresh Kumar Verma, Circle Assistant on behalf of the 


   respondent.

ORDER


Heard.

The respondent was directed to supply two legible copies of the documents required by the complainant vide orders dated 08th December, 2011. 
In compliance of the above mentioned orders the respondent has brought the legible copies of two letters which have been handed over to the complainant in the Commission today. 


The complainant has given in writing that he is satisfied with the same.

Disposed of.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


                      


      
  (Chander Parkash)

                                                                   State Information Commissioner

 30th   December, 2011    

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.

Sh. Avtar Singh,

S/o. Sh. Bhola Singh, 

Village Fatehgarh Chhana, PO Gajewas, 

Tehsil Samana, District Patiala. 


__________ Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o. Block Development & Panchayat Officer, 

Samana, District Patiala. 



____________Respondent
CC No. 3222 of 2011 
Present:    i)      Sh. Avtar Singh, complainant in person. 


      ii)      Sh. Chamandeep Singh, Panchayat Secretary on   behalf of the 


    respondent. 

ORDER


Heard.

The respondent has supplied the complete information to the complainant in the Commission today and the complainant is satisfied with the same. 


Since the information stands supplied the case is closed and disposed of.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


                      


      
  (Chander Parkash)

                                                                   State Information Commissioner

 30th December, 2011    

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.

Sh. Avtar Singh,

S/o. Sh. Bhola Singh, 

Village Fatehgarh Channa, PO Gajewas, 

Tehsil Samana, District Patiala. 


__________ Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o. Block Development & Panchayat Officer, 

Samana, District Patiala. 



____________Respondent
CC No. 3221 of 2011 
Present:    i)      Sh. Avtar Singh, complainant in person. 


      ii)      Sh. Chamandeep Singh, Panchayat Secretary on behalf of the 


    respondent. 

ORDER


Heard.

The respondent has supplied the required information regarding expenditure occurred in the cremation ground of Village Fatehgarh Channa to the complainant pertaining to year 2003.


 He submits that the record of the year 2002 is not available and a DDR has been lodged with the police station concerned, a copy of which has been taken on record.

 The respondent is directed to resubmit his reply in the form of an affidavit what he has given in writing to the Commission today, before the next date of hearing. 


Adjourned to 11.00 AM on 08-02-2012 for further consideration and orders. 

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


                      


      
  (Chander Parkash)

                                                                   State Information Commissioner

 30th December, 2011    
     STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.

Sh. Ajaib Singh, 

S/o. Sh. Bhinder Singh,

Village Bishanpura, PO Gajewas, 

Tehsil Samana, District Patiala.


__________ Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o. Executive Engineer, 

Bhakra Main Line Division, 

Patiala. 





____________Respondent
CC No. 3197 of 2011 
Present:    i)      None on behalf of the complainant.  


      ii)      Sh. Gurjeet Singh, AE, on behalf of the respondent. 

ORDER


Heard.

The respondent states that complete information has been supplied to the complainant by registered post vide his memo no. 11132/RTI dated 12-12-2011. 

An opportunity was given to the complainant to point out deficiencies, if any, in the information provided to him by the respondent, but he has not availed of the same. Nothing contrary has been heard from the complainant regarding information sent to him. 


From this I conclude that the complainant does not wish to pursue his complaint any further. 



Disposed of. 


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


                      


      
  (Chander Parkash)

                                                                   State Information Commissioner

 30th December, 2011    
