STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Fax 0172-4630888 Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Complaint Case No. 1014 of 2016

Date of institution:06.05.2016
Date of decision: 19.07.2016
Sh. Nanak Singh Bhatti, Advocate,

Village Bal Labe Dariya, 

P.O. Jagdev Khurd,  Tehsil Ajnala,

District-Amritsar.


 




    …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director, Land Records, 

Punjab, Jalandhar.







    ...Respondent

Present:   
Sh. Nanak Singh Bhatti, Advocate, complainant in person. 


For the respondent: Sh. Santokh Singh, Senior Assistant (99887-33145).
ORDER

1. The RTI application is dated 26.02.2016 whereby the information-seeker has sought information as mentioned in his RTI application. He filed complaint in the Commission on 06.05.2016 under Section 18 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 (hereinafter RTI Act).
2. Notice was issued to the parties for hearing for 19.07.2016 in the Commission.
3.
The complainant states that though the information has been provided to him but there is some deficiency therein.
4.
The respondent states that reply to the Notice of the Commission has already been sent to the Commission vide letter no. L-2/246/3/5371 dated 13.07.2016 and copy thereof is given to the complainant also. He further states that the information as available on record has been provided to the complainant.
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5.
After hearing both the parties, it is ascertained that the information as available on the record of the respondent has been provided to the complainant by the respondent. 

Hon’ble Supreme Court of India in Civil Appeal no. 10787-10788 of 2011 titled Chief Information Commissioner & another Vs State of Manipur and another has held in its order on 12.12.2011:- 

(31.  We uphold the said contention and do not find any error in the impugned judgment of the High Court whereby it has been held that the Commissioner while entertaining a complaint under Section 18 of the said Act has no jurisdiction to  pass an order providing for access to the information).

The complainant may file appeal against the order of the PIO with the First Appellate Authority to seek the information under Section 19 (1) of the RTI Act, if he is dissatisfied and if he so desires. With this direction, this Appeal Case is hereby disposed of and closed. 
6.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 


Sd/-
Chandigarh
   (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 19.07.2016

                                    State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Fax 0172-4630888 Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Complaint Case No. 1027 of 2016

Sh. Raspal Singh Mali (99888-66966)

s/o Sh. Sohan Singh,

R/o Village Dau Ramgarh, Tehsil Kharar,

District- S.A.S. Nagar. 

 




    …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Block Development & Panchayat Officer,

Kharar.








    ...Respondent

Present:   
Sh. Raspal Singh Mali, complainant in person. 


None for the respondent. 
ORDER

1.
The complainant states that the information has yet not been provided to him by the respondent.
2.
The respondent is absent without intimation to the Commission.
3.
Sh. Jatinder Singh Dhillon, BDPO, Kharar is hereby directed to be present personally on the next date of hearing and along-with the reply to the Notice of the Commission. The matter is adjourned for further hearing on 23.08.2016 at 2.00PM.
4.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 


Sd/-
Chandigarh
   (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 19.07.2016

                                    State Information Commissioner

CC:-


Sh. Jatinder Singh Dhillon, (BDPO)



(Regd.post)
O/o Block Development & Panchayat Officer,

Kharar.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Fax 0172-4630888 Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Complaint Case No. 1028 of 2016

Sh. Raspal Singh Mali (99888-66966)

s/o Sh. Sohan Singh,

R/o Village Dau Ramgarh, Tehsil Kharar,

District- S.A.S. Nagar. 

 




    …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Development & Panchayat Officer,

S.A.S. Nagar.







    ...Respondent

Present:   
Sh. Raspal Singh Mali, complainant in person. 


None for the respondent. 

ORDER

1.
The complainant states that the information has yet not been provided to him by the respondent.

2.
The respondent is absent without intimation to the Commission.

3.
Sh. Gurwinder Singh, DDPO, S.A.S. Nagar is hereby directed to be present personally on the next date of hearing and along with the reply to the Notice of the Commission. The matter is adjourned for further hearing on 23.08.2016 at 2.00PM.
4.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 


Sd/-
Chandigarh
   (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 19.07.2016

                                    State Information Commissioner

CC:-


Sh. Gurwinder Singh, (DDPO) 



(Regd.post)

O/o District Development & Panchayat Officer,

S.A.S. Nagar.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Fax 0172-4630888 Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Complaint Case No. 1048 of 2016

Date of institution:12.05.2016
Date of decision: 19.07.2016
Sh. Rajeev Kumar,(98555-58017)

Bay Shop No.8, Phase-6,

Tehsil & District Mohali (S.A.S.Nagar).




    …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director, Land Records,

Jalandhar.








    ...Respondent

Present:   
None for the complainant. 


For the respondent: Sh. Santokh Singh, Senior Assistant (99887-33145).

ORDER

3. The RTI application is dated 11.04.2016 whereby the information-seeker has sought information as mentioned in his RTI application. He filed complaint in the Commission on 12.05.2016 under Section 18 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 (hereinafter RTI Act).
4. Notice was issued to the parties for hearing for 19.07.2016 in the Commission.
3.
The complainant is absent without intimation to the Commission. Even the Notice sent to him at the given address has been received back undelivered with the remarks from the postal authority "no such person returned to sender".
4.
The respondent states that reply to the Notice of the Commission has already been sent to the Commission vide letter no. AR/RTI/3675/5328 dated 13.07.2016 by registered post. He further states that after receiving the RTI application on 12.04.2016 
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the information seeker was intimated vide letter no. 3013 dated 26.04.2016 that the record is in Urdu script and therefore it can take time to trace the record. He further states that vide letter no. 4328 dated 31.05.2016 the complainant has been intimated that the available record can be obtained either by sending Rs. 12/- postal order as assessed fee or can be received by hand. He further states that the complainant came to the office of the respondent on 01.06.2016 and refused to receive the information available and sought the inspection of record and the complainant said he shall come again to receive the record but he did not come to receive the information which is available in the office of the respondent. 

5.
After hearing the respondent and perusing the record available on file, it is ascertained that he has received some information from the office of the respondent but has not appended his signatures thereon. The Notice of hearing sent to him has also been received in the Commission undelivered.

Hon’ble Supreme Court of India in Civil Appeal no. 10787-10788 of 2011 titled Chief Information Commissioner & another Vs State of Manipur and another has held in its order on 12.12.2011:- 

(31.  We uphold the said contention and do not find any error in the impugned judgment of the High Court whereby it has been held that the Commissioner while entertaining a complaint under Section 18 of the said Act has no jurisdiction to  pass an order providing for access to the information).
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The complainant may file appeal against the order of the PIO with the First Appellate Authority to seek the information under Section 19 (1) of the RTI Act, if he is dissatisfied and if he so desires. In view of aforementioned, the Complaint Case is closed and disposed of.
6.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 


Sd/-
Chandigarh
   (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 19.07.2016

                                    State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Fax 0172-4630888 Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Complaint Case No. 1049 of 2016

Date of institution:12.05.2016
Date of decision: 19.07.2016

Sh. Rajeev Kumar,(98555-58017)

Bay Shop No.8, Phase-6,

Tehsil & District Mohali (S.A.S. Nagar).




    …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Rehabilitation Wing,

Revenue Department, 

Punjab Civil Secretariat, Chandigarh.




    ...Respondent

Present:   
None for the complainant. 


For the respondent: Smt. Manjit Kaur PIO-cum-Under Secretary and Sh. Jagtar Singh, Senior Assistant. 
ORDER

1.
The RTI application is dated 11.04.2016 whereby the information-seeker has sought information as mentioned in his RTI application. He filed complaint in the Commission on 12.05.2016 under Section 18 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 (hereinafter RTI Act).
2. Notice was issued to the parties for hearing for 19.07.2016 in the Commission.

3.
The complainant is absent without intimation to the Commission. Even the notice sent to him at the given address has been received back undelivered with the remarks from the postal authority "no such person returned to sender".

4.
The respondent states that reply to the Notice of the Commission has already been sent to the Commission vide memo no.13/17/2016-PL3/11243 dated 11.07.2016. She states that the information sought pertains to year 1963 and on receiving the RTI 
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application dated 11.04.2016 intimation was sent to the complainant vide letter dated 03.05.2016 that the record is quite old and as soon the record is available in the office the information shall be provided to him. She further states that efforts have been made to trace the record that has not been found. She further mentions that instead of filing first appeal with the First Appellate Authority, a complaint has been filed in the Commission. 

5.
After hearing the respondent and perusing the record available on file, it is ascertained that the information has been sought about record pertaining to the year 1963. The respondent has intimated vide letter dated 03.05.2016 that the record is not available as it is old, the information shall be provided when the record is traced. 
Hon’ble Supreme Court of India in Civil Appeal no. 10787-10788 of 2011 titled Chief Information Commissioner & another Vs State of Manipur and another has held in its order on 12.12.2011:- 

(31.  We uphold the said contention and do not find any error in the impugned judgment of the High Court whereby it has been held that the Commissioner while entertaining a complaint under Section 18 of the said Act has no jurisdiction to  pass an order providing for access to the information).

The complainant may file appeal against the order of the PIO with the First Appellate Authority to seek the information under Section 19 (1) of the RTI Act, if he is dissatisfied and if he so desires. In view of aforementioned, the Complaint Case is closed and disposed of.
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6.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 


Sd/-
Chandigarh
   (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 19.07.2016

                                    State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Fax 0172-4630888 Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Complaint Case No. 1060 of 2016

Sh. Balwant Singh (989160-1125),

S/o Sh. Prabh Singh, 

R/o House No. B8, 2nd Floor, 

Sardar Nagar, Delhi-110009.





    …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Tehsildar, 

Ropar. 








    ...Respondent

Present:   
Sh. Balwant Singh complainant in person. 


None for the respondent.  

ORDER

1.
The complainant states that the information has yet not been provided to him by the respondent.

2.
The respondent is absent without intimation to the Commission.

3.
Sh. Jaswant Singh, Tehsildar, Ropar is hereby directed to be present personally on the next date of hearing and along with the reply to the Notice of the Commission. The matter is adjourned for further hearing on 23.08.2016 at 2.00PM.
4.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 


Sd/-
Chandigarh
   (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 19.07.2016

                                    State Information Commissioner

CC:-


Sh. Jaswant Singh, Tehsildar 



(Regd.post)

O/o Tehsildar,
Ropar.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Fax 0172-4630888 Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Complaint Case No. 1086 of 2016

Date of institution:19.05.2016
Date of decision: 19.07.2016
Sh. Kartar Singh s/o Sh. Prabh Singh, 

House No. 70, Village Sukhrampur Tapriya, 

Tehsil & District- Ropar.






    …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner, 

Roop Nagar. 








    ...Respondent

Present:   
Sh. Kartar Singh, complainant in person. 


For the respondent: Sh. Harinder Singh, Saddar Kanoungo ()
ORDER

1.
The RTI application is dated 18.04.2016 whereby the information-seeker has sought information as mentioned in his RTI application. He filed complaint in the Commission on 19.05.2016 under Section 18 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 (hereinafter RTI Act).
2.
Notice was issued to the parties for hearing for 19.07.2016 in the Commission.
3.
The complainant states that he has received the information vide letter dated 14.07.2016 by hand in the Commission. He requests that he may be allowed to file first appeal with the First Appellate Authority, if there is deficiency in the information provided by the respondent to him. 
4.
The respondent files reply dated 14.07.2016 to the Notice of the Commission which is taken on record and copy thereof is given to the complainant. He states that the information as sought by the complainant has been provided to him by hand today in the Commission.   
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5.
After hearing both the parties, it is ascertained that the request information has been provided to the complainant by the respondent by hand in the Commission. The complainant shall be at liberty to file first appeal with the First Appellate Authority if he is dissatisfied with the information provided by the respondent and if he so desires. In view of aforementioned, the Complaint Case is closed and disposed of.
6.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 


Sd/-
Chandigarh
   (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 19.07.2016

                                    State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Fax 0172-4630888 
Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Appeal Case No.1611 of  2016
Date of institution:06.05.2016
Date of decision: 19.07.2016 

Sh. Nanak Singh Bhatti, Advocate, (98555-60437)

Village Bal Labe Dariya, 

P.O. Jagdev Khurd,  Tehsil Ajnala,

District-Amritsar.
                 




                 ..…Appellant

Versus

1. Public Information Officer,

O/o Revenue Rehabilitation & Disaster Management,

Punjab Civil Secretariat, Chandigarh.

2. First Appellate Authority,

O/o Revenue Rehabilitation & Disaster Management,

Punjab Civil Secretariat, Chandigarh.
 


…...Respondent

Present:   
Sh. Nanak Singh Bhatti, Advocate, appellant in person. 


For the respondent: Smt. Manjit Kaur, PIO-cum-Under Secretary (94179-36222). 

ORDER

1. The RTI application is dated 17.02.2016 vide which the appellant has sought information as enumerated in his RTI application. First appeal was filed with the First Appellate Authority (hereinafter FAA) on 25.03.2016 and second appeal was filed in the Commission on 06.05.2016 under Section 19 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 (hereinafter RTI Act).

2.
Notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 19.07.2016 in the Commission.

3.
The appellant states that the sought for information has yet not been provided to him by the respondent.
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4.
The respondent states that reply to the Notice of the Commission has already been sent to the Commission vide memo no. 21/8/2016-TM-3/14627 dated 13.07.2016 and copy thereof is endorsed to the appellant also. She states that the information sought by the appellant is not specific and the appellant has raised the queries in his RTI application. She further states that the appellant can seek specific information which is needed. 
5.
After hearing both the parties and perusing the record available on file, it is ascertained that the information sought by the appellant on his RTI application dated 17.02.2016 is not specified. Therefore, the Commission advises to the appellant to file fresh RTI application to seek the specific information from the office of the respondent. In wake of this, the instant Appeal Case is hereby disposed of and closed.  
6.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 


Sd/-
Chandigarh
   (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 19.07.2016

                                    State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Fax 0172-4630888 
Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Appeal Case No.1648 of  2016 

Sh. Nirmal Singh Dhiman, 

Superintendent Grade-I (Retired),

R/o H. No. 895, Phase-XI, Sector-65, 

S.A.S. Nagar, District S.A.S. Nagar.



                 ..…Appellant

Versus

1. Public Information Officer,

O/o Under Secretary, Revenue,

Financial Commissioners' ,

Punjab Civil Secretariat, Chandigarh.

2. First Appellate Authority,

O/o Establishment Secretary,

Financial Commissioner's, 

Punjab Civil Secretariat, Chandigarh.
 


…...Respondent

Present:   
Sh. Nirmal Singh Dhiman, appellant  in person. 


For the respondent: Smt. Manjit Kaur, PIO-cum-Under Secretary (94179-36222), Smt.  Priya Rani, Senior Assistant (85910-81510) and 
Sh. Harjinder Singh, Senior Assistant (9779907480).
ORDER

1.
The respondent files reply to the Notice of the Commission which is taken on record and copy thereof is given to the appellant. 

2.
The matter to come for arguments on 30.08.2016 at 2.00PM.
3.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 


Sd/-
Chandigarh
   (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 19.07.2016

                                    State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Fax 0172-4630888 
Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Appeal Case No.1741 of 2016 

Sh. Prem Kumar Rattan (98722-20039),

House no. 78/8, Park Road, New Mandi, Dhuri,

Tehsil Dhuri, District- Sangrur.




                 ..…Appellant

Versus

1. Public Information Officer,

O/o Financial Commissioner,

Punjab Govt. Rural Development & Panchayat Department,

Chandigarh.

2. First Appellate Authority,

O/o Financial Commissioner,

Punjab Govt. Rural Development & Panchayat Department,

Chandigarh.




 


…...Respondent

Present:   
None for the appellant.

For the respondent: Sh. Kuldip Singh, Senior Assistant (84277-83922).
ORDER

1.
A letter from the appellant has been received in the Commission at diary no. 18307 dated 19.07.2016 seeking exemption from appearance on account of ill health.
2.
The respondent states that reply to the Notice of the Commission has already been endorsed to the Commission vide memo no. 23/19/2011-T-3/2532 dated 01.07.2016 and copy thereof is addressed to the appellant also. He further states that the information as available on record has been sent to the appellant vide memo dated 13.06.2016 and 01.07.2016 copies of which has been enclosed along with the reply.
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3.
Last opportunity is given to the appellant to follow up his case in the Commission failing which ex-parte decision shall be taken. The matter is adjourned for further hearing on 30.08.2016 at 2.00PM.
4.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 


Sd/-
Chandigarh
   (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 19.07.2016

                                    State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Fax 0172-4630888 
Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Appeal Case No.1744 of 2016 

Sh. Naresh Garg, (94175-17828)Press Reporter,

Bagh Colony, Tappa Mandi, District Barnala-148108.

                 ..…Appellant

Versus

1. Public Information Officer,

O/o Tehsildar,

Tappa.

2. First Appellate Authority,

O/o Deputy Commissioner, 

Barnala.




 


…...Respondent

Present:   
Sh. Naresh Garg, appellant in person. 


None for the respondent. 
ORDER

1.
The appellant states that the information has yet not been provided to him by the respondent till date. 
2.
The respondent is absent without intimation to the Commission. 
3.
 This reflects that the respondent has casual  tendency towards implementing the RTI Act. Sh. Bhupinder Singh Rai, IAS, Deputy Commissioner, Barnala is hereby directed to ensure personal presence of the PIO to attend the next date of hearing along-with the reply to the Notice of the Commission and also provide the information sought by the appellant as per provisions of the RTI Act. The matter is adjourned for further hearing on 30.08.2016 at 2.00PM.
4.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 


Sd/-
Chandigarh
   (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 19.07.2016

                                    State Information Commissioner
CC:-

Sh. Bhupinder Singh Rai, IAS, 




(Regd.post)
Deputy Commissioner, 
Barnala 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Fax 0172-4630888 
Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Appeal Case No. 1767 of 2016 

Sh. Surinder Singh, (98889-47946)

Ex Member Gram Panchayat

Kadiana Post Office and Block, Adampur,

Jalandhar.







                 ..…Appellant

Versus

1. Public Information Officer,

O/o Secretary, Rural Development & Panchayat,

Department Punjab Vikas Bhawan, Sector-62, S.A.S. Nagar. 

2. First Appellate Authority,

O/o Secretary, Rural Development & Panchayat,

Department Punjab Vikas Bhawan, Sector-62, S.A.S. Nagar. …...Respondent

Present:   
Sh. Balwinder Singh on behalf of the appellant. 

For the respondent: Smt. Pushpa Rani, Senior Assistant (94636-54864).
ORDER

1.
Sh. Balwinder Singh on behalf of the appellant files authorization letter which is taken on record. He states that he has yet not received the information.  

2.
The respondent files reply to the Notice of the Commission which is taken on record and copy thereof is given to the appellant. She further states that appeal dated 08.02.2016 about which the information has been sought, has been sent for inquiry vide letter dated 31.03.2016 to Sh. Puran Chand, Deputy Director Panchayat for inquiry. 

3.
The Commission is not satisfied with the reply of the respondent. The respondent should file additional written submission mentioning the specifically about the information on 4 points as sought by the appellant. The matter is adjourned for further hearing on 30.08.2016 at 2.00PM.
4.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 


Sd/-

Chandigarh
   (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 19.07.2016

                                    State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Fax 0172-4630888 
Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Appeal Case No. 1792 of 2016 

Date of institution: 19.05.2016
Date of decision: 19.07.2016
Sh. Rakesh Kumar s/o Sh. Sat Sarup,

R/o VPO- Agampur, Tehsil Anandpur Sahib,

District Roopnagar.






                 ..…Appellant

Versus

1. Public Information Officer,

O/o Gram Panchayat,

Agampur. 

2. First Appellate Authority,

O/o Block Development & Panchayat Officer, 

Anandpur Sahib.






…...Respondent

Present:   
Sh. Rakesh Kumar, appellant in person. 


For the respondent: Sh. Baldeep Singh, Samti Patwari (946552-9566).
ORDER

2. The RTI application is dated 17.02.2016 vide which the appellant has sought information as enumerated in his RTI application. First appeal was filed with the First Appellate Authority (hereinafter FAA) on 29.03.2016 and second appeal was filed in the Commission on 19.05.2016 under Section 19 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 (hereinafter RTI Act).

2.
Notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 19.07.2016 in the Commission.

3.
The appellant states that though he has received the information vide letter dated 18.07.2016 but he rues that the Sarpanch has not taken action against the unauthorized occupants in a time bound manner. 
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4.
The respondent files reply dated 18.07.2016 to the Notice of the Commission which is taken on record and copy thereof is given to the appellant. 
5.
After hearing both the parties, it is ascertained that though the information has been provided to the appellant by the respondent but respondent has expressed his dissatisfaction on the account that the Sarpanch of Gram Panchayat Agampur has not taken action against the unauthorized occupants of the common land. The Commission advises the appellant to take up the matter of taking action against the unauthorized occupant with the competent authority. In wake of this, the instant Appeal case is hereby disposed of and closed. 
6.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 


Sd/-
Chandigarh
   (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 19.07.2016

                                    State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Fax 0172-4630888 
Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Appeal Case No.1795 of 2016 

Sh. Naresh Garg, (94175-17828)Press Reporter,

Bagh Colony, Tappa Mandi, District Barnala-148108.

                 ..…Appellant

Versus

1. Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Barnala. 


2. First Appellate Authority,

O/o Deputy Commissioner, 

Barnala.

3. Public Information Officer,

O/o BDPO,

Panchayat Sahina,

District- Barnala. 



 


…...Respondent

Present:   
Sh. Naresh Garg, appellant in person. 


None for the respondent. 

ORDER

1.
The appellant states that the information has yet not been provided to him by the respondent. 
2.
The respondent is absent without intimation to the Commission. 
3.
Sh. Baljeet Singh, BDPO, Panchayat Sahina, District- Barnala is hereby directed to be present personally on the next date of hearing and along-with the reply to the Notice of the Commission. The matter is adjourned for further hearing on 30.08.2016 at 2.00PM.
4.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 


Sd/-

Chandigarh
   (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 19.07.2016

                                    State Information Commissioner

CC:-


Sh. Baljeet Singh, (BDPO)





(Regd.post)
O/o Block Development & Panchayat Officer,

Panchayat Sahina,



District- Barnala.
