
  STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

S/o. Sh. Hazura Singh,

Village Dhilwan, Teshil Samrala, 

District Ludhiana.





__________ Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o. Block Development & Panchayat Officer, 

Samrala, District Ludhiana. 



____________Respondent
CC No.  3208 of 2011 
Present:    i)       Sh. Amarjit Singh, complainant in person. 


      ii)       Ms. Sarvjeet Kaur, BDPO Samrala and Sh. Jeevan Singh, 


     Panchayat Secretary.  

ORDER


Heard.

The original RTI request for information is dated 14-05-2011. The information demanded pertains to the fine imposed by the Village Panchayat Dhilwan in the proceeding book.  The complaint with the Commission is dated 31-10-2011.


The complainant has not received any response to his RTI application from the respondent. The respondent has stated in writing that she has recently joined as BDPO Samrala. She claimed that the record connected with the information sought by the complainant is old, it would take some more time to fine out the same. She has sought 15 days time to give the complete information to the complainant.


The request of the respondent is accepted and the case is adjourned to 11.30 AM on 12-01-2012. 

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


                      


      
  (Chander Parkash)

                                                                   State Information Commissioner

   14th December, 2011    

  STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Kuldeep Singh, 

R/o. Hira Bagh, Gali No. 12,

Jagraon, District Ludhiana- 142026. 

__________ Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o. Principal Chief Conservator of Forests, 

Government of Punjab, 17 Bays Building, 

Sector 17, Chandigarh. 



__________Respondent
CC No.  3266 of 2011 
Present:    i)      None on behalf of the complainant. 

      ii)      Sh. Karnail Singh, Senior Assistant, Sh. Khushwinder Singh, 


    Forest Ranger, Ludhiana, Sh. Sukhdev Singh, Superintendent 


    Patiala, Sh. Sarwan Singh Clerk, Ferozepur, Sh. Baldev Singh, 
           
              Sr. Asstt. Bathinda, Sh. Avtar Singh, JDM Mansa and Sh.      
  

    Mahinder Singh on behalf of the respondent. 

ORDER


Heard.

The original RTI request for information is dated 23-08-2011. The information demanded pertains to abstract of trees in six forest divisions of Punjab. The complaint with the Commission is dated 04-11-2011.


The representative of the respondent Sh. Karnail Singh, Senior Assistant appeared before the Commission with an authority letter which has been taken on record. He has stated that the required information pertains to six forest divisions of the State and they have been directed to supply the information to the complainant. He has also stated that four forest sub-divisions have already supplied the information as per the RTI application of the complainant. 


The complainant is absent. He has sent a letter through fax stating that his 
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mother is ill, he is unable to attend the hearing today and request for an adjournment of this case. The complainant also stated that a fee of Rs. 2000/- has been demanded by the respondent for three pages only, which is not justified.

The respondent is directed to supply the required information to the complainant before the next date of hearing.  He is also directed to explain the rationale behind seeking Rs. 2000/- as fee for supplying three pages of information. 

Adjourned to 11.30 AM on 12-01-2012 for further orders. 


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


                      


      
  (Chander Parkash)

                                                                   State Information Commissioner

   14th December, 2011    

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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



Sh. Nasib Singh, Panch,

S/o. Sh. Mithu Singh, 

Village Mandhali, 

Tehsil Budhlada, District Mansa.


__________ Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o. Block Development & Panchayat Officer, 

Budhlada, District Mansa. 



____________Respondent
CC No.  3299 of 2011 
Present:    i)       Sh. Nasib Singh, complainant in person. 


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


     respondent. 

ORDER


Heard.

The original RTI request for information is dated 08-09-2011. The information demanded pertains to grants received by Gram Panchayat Mandhali, Tehsil Budhlada. The complaint with the Commission is dated 25-10-2011.


The representative of the respondent has appeared before the Commission without an authority letter. However, he has given in writing that Sh. Sanjeev Kumar, BDPO Budhlada has directed him on telephone to attend of this case which has been taken on record. 





The respondent is directed to supply the required information to the complainant free of cost as no response has been given to him within the prescribed period of 30 days. Sh. Sanjeev Kumar, BDPO Budhlada (Mansa) is directed to appear personally before the Commission on the next date of hearing along with a copy of information supplied to the complainant. Sh. Manmohan Singh, Panchayat Secretary is also directed to appear with before the Commission on the next date of hearing. 


Adjourned to 11.30 AM on 12-01-2012 for further orders. 


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


                      


      
  (Chander Parkash)

                                                                   State Information Commissioner

   14th December, 2011    

 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Harbhagwan Dass Dutt, Advocate, 

Civil Courts, Nabha, 

Tehsil Nabha, District- Patiala. 



__________ Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o. Executive Officer, 

Municipal Council, 

Nabha, District- Patiala.




____________Respondent
CC No.  3288 of 2011 
Present:    i)       None on behalf of the complainant. 


      ii)       None on behalf of the respondent. 

ORDER


Heard.

The original RTI request for information is dated 26-07-2011. The information demanded pertains to regarding mobile towers installed in Municipal Council, Nabha. The complaint with the Commission is dated 10-10-2011.


Neither the complainant nor the respondent are present. However, a letter dated 13-12-2011 from the respondent has been received through fax stating that the required information has been supplied to the complainant vide letter no. 2708-2709 /MD dated 12-12-2011. The same has been taken on record. 

The complainant is advised to point out deficiencies, if any, in the information supplied to him to the respondent in writing and the respondent is directed to remove the same before the next date of hearing. 

         Adjourned to 11.30 AM on 12-01-2012 for further consideration and orders. 

        Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


                      


      
  (Chander Parkash)

                                                                   State Information Commissioner

   14th December, 2011    

  STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

S/o. Sh. Hadait Masih, 

Village Allowal, PO Kot Santokh Rai, 

Tehsil & District Gurdaspur. 


__________ Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o. Block Development & Panchayat Officer, 

Dhariwal, District Gurdaspur. 


____________Respondent
CC No. 3282 of 2011 
Present:    i)       None on behalf of the complainant. 

      ii)       Sh. Sukhwinder Singh, BDPO Dhariwal. 
ORDER


Heard.

The original RTI request for information is dated 23-08-2011. The information demanded pertains to details of grant given to Salvation Army Macrabert Hospital, Dhariwal. The complaint with the Commission is dated 01-11-2011.


The respondent has appeared before the Commission and stated that a grant of Rs. 200000/- (two lakhs) was released by the DDPO Gurdaspur to the Salvation Army Macrabert Hospital, Dhariwal directly. Therefore, he is in no way connected with the disbursement of grant and the required information is to be supplied by the DDPO Gurdaspur. 

However the complainant Labha Masih put forward the argument that when the BDPO concerned can issue the utilization certificate of the same grant then how the BDPO is denying the information connected with the details of the use of that grant to him. PIO is directed to supply the information to the complainant before the next date of hearing. 

Adjourned to 11.30 AM on 12-01-2012 for further orders.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


                      


      
  (Chander Parkash)

                                                                   State Information Commissioner

   14th December, 2011    

  STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

  
Sh. Gurmej Singh, Sarpanch, 

Gram Panchayat Ahmed Dhandi, 

Block Mamdot, District Ferozepur. 

__________ Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o. Director, 

Rural Development & Panchayats, 

Vikas Bhawan, Sector 62, 

SAS Nagar, Mohali.




____________Respondent
CC No. 3318 of 2011 
Present:    i)       None on behalf of the complainant. 

      ii)       Sh. Vikramjeet Singh, Record Keeper, on   behalf of the 



     respondent. 

ORDER


Heard.

The original RTI request for information is dated 12-09-2011. The information demanded pertains to action taken report on the complaints concerning Gram Panchayat, Ahmad Dhandi, Block Mamdot, District Ferozepur. The complaint with the Commission is dated 07-11-2011.


The representative of the respondent appeared before the Commission without an authority letter. However, the office noting deputing him to appear has been submitted by him which has been taken on record.  The respondent states that the required information has been sent to the complainant through registered post .

        The complainant is advised to point out deficiencies, if any, in the information supplied to him to the respondent in writing and the respondent is directed to remove the same before the next date of hearing. 

         Adjourned to 11.30 AM on 12-01-2012 for further consideration and orders. 

        Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


                      


      
  (Chander Parkash)

                                                                   State Information Commissioner

   14th December, 2011    
   
      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

S/o. Sh. Jaidev, 

Krishna Stationers, Patiala Gate, 

Sangrur. 





__________ Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o. Executive Officer,

Municipal Council,

Sangrur.
 




____________Respondent
CC No.  3325 of 2011 
Present:    i)       Sh. Subash Kumar, complainant in person. 


      ii)       Sh. Arjun Dev Sharma, Work Supervisor, on behalf of the 


     respondent. 

ORDER


Heard.

The original RTI request for information is dated 28-09-2011. The information demanded pertains to action taken report of the complaint dated 25-08-2011 against Sh. Umesh Kumar, S/o. Sh. Shiv Dayal. The complaint with the Commission is dated 08-11-2011.


The respondent states that the required information has already been sent to him vide his letter no. 1067/Rent dated 17-11-2011 to the complainant. 

The complainant states that he has not received any communication. A photostat copy of the information sought by the complainant which is duly attested has been handed over to him in the Commission today. 

Since the information stands supplied and the complainant is satisfied, this case is closed and disposed of.

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


                      


      
  (Chander Parkash)

                                                                   State Information Commissioner

   14th December, 2011    
         STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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



(By. Regd. Post)

Sh. Hakam Singh,

S/o. Sh. Hazura Singh, 

R/o. Village Majhi, 

Tehsil & District Sangrur. 




__________ Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o. Assistant Engineer, 

Punjab State Power Corporation Limited, 

Sub-Division Nadampur, 

District- Sangrur.





__________Respondent
CC No. 2943 of 2011 
Present:    i)     Sh. Hakam Singh, complainant in person. 


      ii)     Sh. Gurmukh Singh, Asstt. Engineer-cum-PIO, Er. Shekhar 


   Kangra, and   Er. Nagindra Kumar  Sharma, AEE. 
ORDER

Arguments heard. Order is reserved.



                      


      
  (Chander Parkash)

                                                                   State Information Commissioner

   14th December, 2011    

  STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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



Sh. Gurpreet Singh, 

S/o. Sh. Dev Singh, 

VPO Kanhe Ke, 

Tehsil Tappa, District- Barnala-148107.

__________ Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o. Block Development & Panchayat Officer,

Barnala.





____________Respondent

CC No.  2937 of 2011 

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


      ii)     None on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.

The complainant has not received any response to his RTI application from the respondent. It is noted that there is an alternate and efficacious remedy of First Appeal available under the provisions of the RTI Act, 2005. It appears that in the instant case, the complainant has not availed of the same. Consequently, the case is remanded to the First Appellate Authority, which is  District Development & Panchayat Officer, Barnala with the directions that he should deal with the RTI application as per RTI Act by treating the same as First Appeal.  A photostat copy of the complaint is enclosed for treating it as the First Appeal. 

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


                      


      
  (Chander Parkash)

                                                                   State Information Commissioner

   14th December, 2011    
    Encl……….

   STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Kuldeep Singh,

Heera Bagh, Gali No. 12, 

Jagraon, District- Ludhiana.



__________ Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o. Principal Chief Conservator of Forests, 

Government of Punjab, 

17 Bays Building, Sector 17-D, 

Chandigarh.  





__________Respondent
CC No. 2951 of 2011 

Present:    i)     None on behalf of the complainant. 


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

ORDER


Heard.

The authorized representative of the respondent, Sh. Karnail Singh, Sr. Asstt. has appeared in the Commission today. The required information has already been supplied to the complainant vide letter dated 28-10-2011 and an opportunity was given to him to point out deficiencies, if any. The complainant, however, has not availed of the same. It seems that he is satisfied with the information provided to him. The case is disposed of. 

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


                      


      
  (Chander Parkash)

                                                                   State Information Commissioner

   14th December, 2011    
