STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Karandeep Singh Kairon,

President, 7 South Model Gram Sampuran

Colony, Ludhiana- 141002.







…Appellant


Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o District Transport Officer,

Ludhiana.
2.
First Appellate Authority,







O/o State Transport Commissioner, Punjab,

SCO No. 177-78, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.



…Respondents

Appeal Case  No.  297 of 2016

Order

Present: 
None for the 
appellant.



Shri Amardeep Singh, Clerk,  on behalf of the respondents. 
Shri Karandeep Singh Kairon Appellant vide an RTI application dated 27-10 -2015 addressed to PIO sought certain information on eight points regarding series  PB 10.
2.

The case was last heard on 30.03.2016, when a letter dated 28.03.2016 was received through e-mail from the appellant informing that he was  unable to attend hearing  due to sudden demise of his father. He  requested to adjourn the case to some other date. He also informed on telephone that no information had  been supplied to him so far. Accordingly, the PIO was  directed to supply complete information to the appellant before the next date of hearing. The case was adjourned for today.
3.

Today, the respondent informs that requisite information has been supplied to the appellant. The appellant is not present. However, a telephonic message has been received from him informing that he has received the information. He has requested to close the case. 


4.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed. 









Sd/-
Chandigarh




            
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 03-06--2016          


          State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Karandeep Singh Kairon,

President, 7 South Model Gram Sampuran

Colony, Ludhiana- 141002.







…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o District Transport Officer,

Ludhiana.
2.
First Appellate Authority,






O/o State Transport Commissioner, Punjab,

SCO No. 177-78, Sector 17-C,  Chandigarh. 


…Respondents.


Appeal Case  No.  298 of 2016

Order
Present: 
None for the 
appellant.



Shri Amardeep Singh, Clerk,  on behalf of the respondents. 
Shri Karandeep Singh Kairon, Appellant vide an RTI application dated 26-10-2015 addressed to PIO sought certain information on seven  points regarding property returns of the staff. 

2.

The case was last heard on 30.03.2016, when a letter dated 28.03.2016 was received through e-mail from the appellant informing that he was  unable to attend hearing  due to sudden demise of his father. He  requested to adjourn the case to some other date. He also informed on telephone that no information had  been supplied to him so far. Accordingly, the PIO was  directed to supply complete information to the appellant before the next date of hearing. The case was adjourned for today.

3.

Today, the respondent informs that requisite information has been supplied to the appellant. The appellant is not present. However, a telephonic message has been received from him informing that he has received the information. He has requested to close the case. 


4.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed. 









Sd/-
Chandigarh




            
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 03-06--2016          


          State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Karandeep Singh Kairon,

President, 7 South Model Gram Sampuran

Colony, Ludhiana- 141002.







…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o District Transport Officer, Ludhiana.
2.
First Appellate Authority,







O/o State Transport Commissioner, Punjab,

SCO No. 177-78, Sector 17-C,  Chandigarh.



…Respondents.

Appeal Case  No.  304 of 2016 

Order

Present: 
None for the 
appellant.



Shri Amardeep Singh, Clerk,  on behalf of the respondents. 
Shri Karandeep Singh Kairon Appellant vide an RTI application dated 27-10-2016 addressed to PIO sought certain information on 16  points regarding registration numbers auctioned in public since the start of auction of numbers, series-wise and year wise.
2.

The case was last heard on 30.03.2016, when a letter dated 28.03.2016 was received through e-mail from the appellant informing that he was  unable to attend hearing  due to sudden demise of his father. He  requested to adjourn the case to some other date. He also informed on telephone that no information had  been supplied to him so far. Accordingly, the PIO was  directed to supply complete information to the appellant before the next date of hearing. The case was adjourned for today.

3.

Today, the respondent informs that requisite information has been supplied to the appellant. The appellant is not present. However, a telephonic message has been received from him informing that he has received the information. He has requested to close the case. 


4.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed. 









 Sd/-
Chandigarh




            
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 03-06-2016          


          State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No.32-34, SECTOR 17-C,CHANDIGARH-160017.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Jasbir Singh,

Village: Bholapur Jhabewal, PO: Ramgarh,

Disteict:  Ludhiana.







…….
Complainant
Versus

Public Information Officer,

o/o
District Transport Officer,

Ludhiana.








………Respondent

Complaint Case No. 117 of 2016

ORDER

Present:
None on behalf of the complainant.




Shri Amarardeep Singh, Clerk,  on behalf of the  respondent.
Vide RTI application dated 30-11-2015   addressed to the respondent, Shri Jasbir Singh  sought copy of action taken report of the orders passed by the Hon’ble High Court of Punjab and Haryana in Civil Writ Petition No. 6907/2009, dated 27-05-2015 and 07-08-2015. 

2.

The case was last heard on 30.03.2016, when  the complainant informed  that no information has been supplied to him so far. The respondent assured  that requisite information would  be supplied to the complainant within 15 days. The case was adjourned for today.
3.

Today, none is present on behalf of the complainant.  However, a letter dated 02.06.2016 has been received from him  informing that he has received the requisite information. He has requested to close the case. 
4.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed. 










Sd/-
Chandigarh






(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 03-06--2016



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No.32-34, SECTOR 17-C,CHANDIGARH-160017.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Jasbir Singh,

Village: Bholapur Jhabewal, PO: Ramgarh,

District:  Ludhiana.







……...
Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

o/o District Transport Officer, Ferozepur.




………Respondent

Complaint Case No. 119 of 2016

ORDER

Present:
None on behalf of the complainant as well as the respondent.
Vide RTI application dated 30-11-2015   addressed to the respondent, Shri Jasbir Singh  sought copy of action taken report of the orders passed by the Hon’ble High Court of Punjab and Haryana in Civil Writ Petition No. 6907/2009, dated 27-05-2015 and 07-08-2015.

2.

The case was last heard on 30.03.3016, when the complainant informed  that no information  had  been supplied to him so far. None was  present on behalf of the respondent without any intimation. Viewing the absence of the respondent seriously, the PIO was  directed to supply complete information to the complainant before the next date of hearing, failing which punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 would be initiated against him. The case was adjourned for today.
3.

Today, none is present on behalf of the complainant as well as the respondent. However, a letter dated 02.06.2016 has been received from the complainant informing that he is unable to attend hearing today. He has further informed that no information has been supplied to him as yet. In these circumstances, it is relevant to invite the attention of the Complainant to the judgement of the Hon’ble Supreme Court of India rendered on 12.12.2011 in Civil Appeal Nos. 10787-10788 of 2011(arising out of SLP(C) No. 32768-32769/2010) in Para 31 whereof, it has been held that while entertaining a complaint case under Section 18 of the RTI Act, 2005, the 
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Commissioners have no jurisdiction to pass an order providing for an access to the information. As such, since the complainant has approached the Commission under the provisions of Section 18 of the RTI Act, 2005,  no directions for providing further information can be  given by the Commission.

4.

Since there is an alternative and efficacious remedy of first appeal available to the Complainant under Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, which has not been availed in the instant case and the First Appellate Authority has not had the occasion to review the decision of the PIO, as envisaged under the RTI Act by passing a detailed well reasoned speaking order.  In case the Complainant has any grouse about the provided information, he is advised to challenge the response of the PIO before the designated First Appellate Authority, as envisaged under Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, who will decide the matter in accordance with the provisions of the RTI Act within the prescribed time limit, after giving an opportunity of hearing to all concerned, by passing a speaking order.

5.

If, however, the Complainant does not feel satisfied with the decision of the First Appellate Authority, he will be at liberty to file  a Second Appeal before the Commission under Section 19(3) of the RTI Act, 2005. 

6.

In view of the observations noted above, the instant case is hereby ordered to be closed and disposed of.









Sd/-
Chandigarh






(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 03-06--2016




State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No.32-34, SECTOR 17-C,CHANDIGARH-160017.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Jasbir Singh,

Village: Bholapur Jhabewal, PO: Ramgarh,

District:  Ludhiana.







……..Complainant
Versus

Public Information Officer,

o/o District Transport Officer, Ludhiana.




………Respondent

Complaint Case No. 120 of 2016

ORDER

Present:
None for the complainant.



Shri Dilbag Singh, Steno, on behalf of  respondent.



Vide RTI application dated 30-11-2015   addressed to the respondent, Shri Jasbir Singh sought copy of action taken report of the orders passed by the Hon’ble High Court of Punjab and Haryana in Civil Writ Petition No. 6907/2009, dated 27-05-2015 and 07-08-2015.

2.

The case was last heard on 30.03.2016, when a letter dated 29.03.2016 was received through e-mail from Dr. R.P. Singh, PCS, DTO, Jalandhar informing that the concerned official was  unable to attend hearing  as he has been assigned important duties with regards to the completion of Driving Test Track at Jalandhar, which was  to be inaugurated by the Hon’ble Transport Minister Punjab very shortly. He  further informed that a reply in the matter had  already been sent to the complainant. He  requested to adjourn the case to some other date. The complainant informed  that he had not received any information/reply in the matter. Accordingly, the PIO was  directed to send complete information to the complainant by registered post, under intimation to the Commission. The case was adjourned for today.
3.

Today, the respondent informs that the requisite information has already been supplied to the complainant twice vide letters dated 11.03.2016 and 06.05.2016. The complainant is not present. However, a letter dated 02.06.2016 has been received 
from him informing that he is unable to attend hearing today. He has further informed 
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that the requisite information has not been supplied to him as yet. Accordingly, the 
respondent is directed to send one more copy of the information to the complainant by registered post. In case the complainant is not satisfied with the provided information, then his attention is invited to the judgement of the Hon’ble Supreme Court of India rendered on 12.12.2011 in Civil Appeal Nos. 10787-10788 of 2011(arising out of SLP(C) No. 32768-32769/2010) in Para 31 whereof, it has been held that while entertaining a complaint case under Section 18 of the RTI Act, 2005, the Commissioners have no jurisdiction to pass an order providing for an access to the information. As such, since the complainant has approached the Commission under the provisions of Section 18 of the RTI Act, 2005,  no directions for providing further information can be  given by the Commission.

4.

Since there is an alternative and efficacious remedy of first appeal available to the Complainant under Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, which has not been availed in the instant case and the First Appellate Authority has not had the occasion to review the decision of the PIO, as envisaged under the RTI Act by passing a detailed well reasoned speaking order.  In case the Complainant has any grouse about the provided information, he is advised to challenge the response of the PIO before the designated First Appellate Authority, as envisaged under Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, who will decide the matter in accordance with the provisions of the RTI Act within the prescribed time limit, after giving an opportunity of hearing to all concerned, by passing a speaking order.

5.

If, however, the Complainant does not feel satisfied with the decision of the First Appellate Authority, he will be at liberty to file  a Second Appeal before the Commission under Section 19(3) of the RTI Act, 2005. 

6.

In view of the observations noted above, the instant case is hereby ordered to be closed and disposed of.











Sd/-
Chandigarh






(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 03-06-2016




State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Kuldeep Singh s/o Sh. Sarwan Singh,

c/o Nirmal Singh Dhiman,

H.No. 895, Phasae-XI, Sector-65, SAS Nagar.




…Appellant

Versus
1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Deputy Director, Land Records,

Jalandhar.

2.
First Appellate Authority,







O/o Deputy Director, Land Records,

Jalandhar.







…Respondents












Appeal Case  No.  2915 of 2015

Order
Present: 
Shri Kuldeep Singh, appellant, in person.
Shri Santokh Singh, Senior Assistant and Shri Amarjit Kumar, Dealing Senior Assistant,  on behalf of the respondents.

Shri Kuldeep Singh Appellant vide an RTI application dated 27-07-2015 , addressed to PIO, sought certain information on two  points regarding land allotted to S. Sarwan Singh S/o Bhai Partap Singh S/o S. Hazura Singh in Village Burj Pawat, Tehsil: Samrala, District: Ludhiana in the year 1956 in lieu of land in Village Chak Ram Dass, Tehsil, Bhulwal, District: Sargoda, Pakistan alongwith names of the owners of the said land in Pakistan,  as per jamabandi of 1930-40 and 1940-45.

2.

The case was last heard on 01.04.2016, when  the respondent informed  that requisite information had  already been supplied to the appellant. Shri Nirmal Singh, appearing on behalf of the appellant submitted  a letter dated 31.03.2016  from the appellant vide which the appellant had  informed that he was  unable to attend hearing today as he had proceeded to France and would  be back on 03.04.2016. He  
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requested to adjourn the case for one month. Accordingly, the appellant was  directed to send his observations, if any, in case he had  received any information from the PIO as had  been stated by the respondent. The case was adjourned for today.
3.

Today, the appellant informs that requisite information has not been supplied to him as yet. Consequently, the matter is discussed in detail and after detailed deliberations and with the mutual consent of both the parties,  the appellant is directed to inspect the relevant record on 03.08.2016 at 11.00 A.M. in the office of the PIO  to identify the documents required by him and the PIO is directed to supply the duly attested  identified documents to the appellant on the spot. 
4.

Adjourned to  11.08.2016  at 11.00 A.M. for confirmation of compliance of the orders.









Sd/-
Chandigarh




            
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 03-06-2016          


          State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Hari Om Jindal,

C-37, Kitchlu Nagar, Ludhiana-141001.





…Appellant

Versus
1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o District Transport Officer,  Ludhiana.

2.
Public Information Officer







O/o State Transport Commissioner, Punjab,

Jeewan Deep Building, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.


2.
First Appellate Authority,







O/o State Transport Commissioner, Punjab,

Jeewan Deep Building, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.

…Respondents
Appeal Case  No.  3364 of 2015

Order
Present: 
Shri Shashwat Jindal,  on behalf of the appellant.
Shri Gurpal Singh, Superintendent, office of STC, Punjab, Chandigarh and Shri Amardeep Singh, Clerk,   on behalf of the respondents.
 
Shri Hari Om Jindal, Appellant vide an RTI application dated 12-03-2015, addressed to PIO, sought certain information on nine points regarding contract given to M/S Agros Impex(I) Pvt. Ltd. to provide High Security Number Plates and regarding termination of contract thereafter.

2.

The case was last heard on 01.04.2016, when  the respondent handed  over information to the appellant in the court, who sought  time to study the provided information. Accordingly, the appellant was  directed to send his observations, if any, on the provided information to the PIO, with a copy to the Commission and the PIO was  directed to supply complete information after removing the deficiencies, which would  be sent  by the appellant in due course of time. The case was adjourned for today.
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3.

Today, the appellant is not present in person. Therefore, the respondent hands over one more copy of information to the representative of the appellant. The appellant is again directed  to send his observations, if any, on the provided information,  to the PIO with a copy to the Commission. 
4.

Adjourned to 03.08.2016   at 11.00 A.M.











Sd/-
Chandigarh




            
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 03-06-2016          


          State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri  Ravinder Kataria,

House No. 64, New Sant Fateh Singh Nagar,

Dugri Road, Ludhiana.






…Appellant



Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o District Transport Officer, Sangrur.

2.
First Appellate Authority,







O/o State Transport Commissioner, Punjab,

Jeewan Deep Building, Sector 17C,  Chandigarh.


…Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 3358 of 2015

 Order

Present: 
Shri Ravinder Kataria,  appellant, in person.


Shri Kuldip Singh,  Steno, on behalf of the respondents.
 
Shri Ravinder Kataria, Appellant vide an RTI application dated 10-06-2015  addressed to PIO, sought certain information regarding making available of C.D.of vehicles re-registered during the period from 01-05-2015 to 30-05-2015. 

2.

The case was last heard on 01.04.2016, when the respondent submitted  a letter No. DTO/480, dated 31.03.2016 from DTO Sangrur, with a copy to the appellant, vide which it had  been informed that the requisite information related  to third party and in case copies of some documents were  required by the appellant,  the  same could be obtained after depositing the document charges.  The appellant was  not present without any intimation. Accordingly, the appellant was  directed to send his observations , if any,  on this letter or explain the position in person on the next date of hearing. The case was adjourned for today.
3.

Today, after discussing the matter in detail and finding that the sought information does not relate to third party, the PIO is directed to supply complete information to the appellant before the next date of hearing, failing which punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 will be initiated against him. 
4.

Adjourned to  03.08.2016  at 11.00 A.M. for confirmation of compliance of orders.









Sd/-
Chandigarh




            
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 03-06-2016          


          State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri  Vikas Kumar s/o Sh. Bhajan Parkash,

Prem Nagar, Backside Convent School, Ferozepur- 152001.


…Appellant

                         Versus
1.
Public Information Officer

O/o District Transport Officer, Ferozepur.

2.
First Appellate Authority,






O/o State Transport Commissioner, Punjab,

Jeewan Deep Building, Sector 17C, Chandigarh.

…Respondents

Appeal Case  No.  3333 of 2015

Order

Present: 
Shri Vikas Kumar, appellant, in person.



Shri Sukhjinder Singh, Clerk, on behalf of the  respondents.



Shri Vikas Kumar Appellant vide an RTI application dated 25-05-2015 addressed to PIO, sought Action Taken Report on a complaint against  Shri Seetal Singh, Clerk, office of District Transport Officer, Ferozepur. 

2.

The case was last heard on 01.04.2016, when  the appellant informed  that despite the directions of the Commission issued on the last date of hearing, no information had  been supplied to him as yet. None was  present on behalf of the respondents without any intimation. Viewing this callous and lackadaisical attitude of the PIO seriously, a Show-Cause Notice was  issued to him to explain reasons through a duly attested affidavit as to why a penalty at the rate of Rs. 250/- per day subject to a maximum of Rs. 25,000/- be not imposed upon him for the delay in the supply of information and also as to why a suitable compensation be not awarded to the appellant for the loss and detriment suffered by him. An opportunity of personal hearing was  also afforded to him on the next date of hearing before taking any action. The case was adjourned for today.
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3.

Today, the respondent submits a duly attested affidavit from Shri Charandeep Singh, PCS,  PIO- DTO, Ferozepur giving reply to the Show-Cause Notice issued to him on the last date of hearing. He has also explained the present status of the case. Accordingly, the PIO is directed to supply report of action taken against Shri Sheetal Singh in respect of FIR number 126. 
4.

Adjourned to 03.08.2016  at 11.00 A.M.






 



Sd/-
Chandigarh




            
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 03-06-2016          


          State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri  Ajaib Singh s/o Sh. Bhinder Singh,

Village: Bishanpura, PO: Gajewas, District Patiala – 147101.


…Appellant

           





Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Managing Director,

PRTC, Nabha Road, Patiala.

2.
First Appellate Authority,







O/o State Transport Commissioner, Punjab,

Jeewan Deep Building, Sector 17C, Chandigarh.


…Respondents


Appeal Case  No. 3198 of 2015

 Order

Present: 
Shri Ajaib Singh,  appellant, in person.
 Shri Gian Chand, Clerk, Head Office, Nabha Road, Patiala, on behalf of the respondents.
Shri Ajaib Singh, Appellant,  vide an RTI application dated 09-07-2015 addressed to PIO, sought certain information regarding refusal to issue passes by Shri Bharpur Singh, Adda Incharge, Nabha.

2.

The case was last heard on 01.04.2016, when  the respondent had brought complete information for handing over the same to the appellant but he was  not present. Accordingly, the respondent was directed to send this information to the appellant by registered post and the appellant was  directed to send his observations, if any, on the provided information to the PIO, with a copy to the Commission. The case was adjourned for today.
3.

Today, the respondent asserts that as per the directions of the Commission issued on the last date of hearing, requisite information has been supplied to the appellant. The appellant is not present without any intimation  nor any observations, on the provided information, have been received from him, which shows that he has received the information to his satisfaction. 
4.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed. 





 



Sd/-
Chandigarh




            
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 03-06-2016          


          State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Deepak Moudgill,

Military Station Road, Opp.Chankiya School, Fazilka- 152123.

…Appellant

Versus
1.
Public Information Officer

O/o District Transport Officer, Fazilka.

2.
First Appellate Authority,







O/o State Transport Commissioner, Punjab,

Jeewan Deep Building, Sector 17C, Chandigarh.

…Respondents

Appeal Case  No.  3379 of 2015

Order

Present:
None is present on behalf of the appellant.

Shri G. S. Sandhu, DTO, Fazilka, on behalf of the  respondents. 

Shri Deepak Moudgill,  Appellant vide an RTI application dated 30-07-2015 addressed to PIO, sought certain information on three  points regarding number of  RTI applications received and amount of fee collected from 2007 till date alongwith information regarding implementation of provisions of Section 4 of RTI Act, 2005. 

2.

The case was last heard on 01.04.2016, when a letter dated 30.03.2016 was  received through e-mail from the appellant informing that he was  unable to attend hearing. He  further informed that he had  not been called by the PIO to inspect the record. 

3.

A letter No. 2921. Dated 04/03/2016 was received from   DTO Fazilka  informing that the appellant was asked  vide letter No. 2622, dated 17.02.2016 to obtain the information on any working day but he never turned up. Accordingly, the appellant was  directed to inspect the record and obtain the information from the office of the PIO on any working day, failing  which case would be closed. The case was adjourned for today.
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4.

Today, Shri G. S. Sandhu, DTO, Fazilka, appearing on behalf of the  respondents, informs that despite the directions of the Commissions issued on the last date of hearing, the appellant has not turned up to inspect the record and obtained the information. It shows that the appellant is no longer interested in getting the information. 5.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed. 





 



Sd/-
Chandigarh




            
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 03-06-2016          


          State Information Commissioner
