STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Bant Singh, 

S/o Sh. Niaghia Singh, 

R/o Kehar Singh Colony, 

Lalhari Road, W. No. 3,

Gali No. 3, Khanna, 
District – Ludhiana.  
 

 



… Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Registering Authority, 

Motor Vehicles, Khanna, 

Distt.  Ludhiana. 







 …Respondent

Complaint Case no. 1735/2013

ORDER















Present :
Mr. Bant Singh, complainant, in person.



Mr. Anand Sagar Sharma,SDM-PIO,for the Respondent.






---   



The PIO-Respondent stated that the complainant is not  co-operating and hence the process of preparing the duplicate papers is getting delayed. The complainant is advised  to co-operate  to ensure that the duplicate papers related to his scooter are prepared at the earliest.  The  complainant has assured that he would extend all cooperation and submit the requisite  documents again  including the  affidavit. 



The case is adjourned  to  8.11.2013 at 11.00 A.M.     

Announced  in the open court.


Copies of the order  be sent to the parties.
 Place: Chandigarh.


      

  (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated:  7.10.2013.    

   

  State Information Commissioner.


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

   SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Sucha Singh

s/o Sh. Rajinder Singh,

VPO Jasraur,

Tehsil Ajnala,

Distt. Amritsar.





   
        …Appellant
Vs

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Secretary,

Jasraur CASS Ltd.

V. Jasraur, 

Tehsil Ajnala, Distt. Amritsar.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o President 

Jasraur CASS Ltd.

V. Jasraur, 

Tehsil Ajnala,  Distt. Amritsar.



     ..…Respondents

Appeal Case no.  1151/2012 

ORDER   
Present :
None for the appellant.

Mr. Shavinder Singh, PIO-Secretary with Mr.  Vishal Sharma, Advocate,   for the respondent.  






-----  



The counsel for the  PIO-Respondent stated that  the Punjab and Haryana  High Court has, vide its order dated  3.9.2013, stayed the  order of the Commission dated 28.5.2013.



The representative of the appellant has sent letter  dated  5.10.2013 that due to some other engagement he is unable to appear before the Commission today.



In the light of above, the case is adjourned sine die.
Announced  in the open court.


Copies of the order  be sent to the parties.
 Place: Chandigarh.


      

  (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated:  7.10.2013.    

   

  State Information Commissioner.


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH
 Amarjit Singh Dhamotia, 

r/o # 60/35-P/330, St. No.8, 

Maha Singh Nagar, 

Daba Lohara Road, 

P.O. – Dhandari Kalan, 

Ludhiana – 141014.  
 
 




  … Appellant
Versus
i) 
Public Information Officer, 

 
O/o Deputy Commissioner,  


Ludhiana. 

ii) 
First Appellate Authority,


O/o Deputy Commissioner,  


Ludhiana. 







 …Respondents

Appeal Case no. 1073/2013

ORDER

Present :
Mr. Amarjit  Singh  Dhamottia,  appellant, in person.



Mr. Pardip Singh Bains, Tehsildar (W),  for  the  Respondents.






----             



Regarding point No.1, the  representative of the  respondent –PIO assured  that  a copy of the notification of the government will be provided.  During the last hearing, the Commission in its order, had sought clarification about the two contradictory perceptions of the PIO  through its different letters. In its letter dated 17.6.2013, the PIO had stated that the periodic  enquiries are  conducted on the issues involved while in subsequent letter dated 2.09.2013 it was stated that no enquiry is conducted.  



Today, the representative  of the  PIO clarified that there is no contradiction  on the same.  He stated that the periodic enquiries are conducted and  after checking the checking officer puts its  signatures on the register  of the same vendor and no separate  record is kept.  Hence,  after the enquiry is conducted, its no record is available in the office.  Only the register of   the  vendor has a mention of the same.



The  PIO, Mrs. Neeru Katyal Gupta, Addl. D.C., has submitted  her reply  by way of affidavit dated  4.10.2013, to the show cause notice. In view of the position explained therein, further proceedings on the show-cause notice are dropped. 



With this clarification,  the case is disposed of and closed.
Announced  in the open court.


Copies of the order  be sent to the parties.
 Place: Chandigarh.


      

  (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated:  7.10.2013.    

   

  State Information Commissioner.


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Darshan Singh

s/o Sh. Harbhajan Singh,

Village Nurpur Khurd,

PO Nurpur Bedi,

Tehsil Anandpur Sahib,

Distt. Ropar.







… Complainant
Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Sub-Divisional Magistrate,

Anandpur Sahib.







 …Respondent

Complaint Case No. 3145/2013
ORDER

Present :
None for  the  complainant.



Mr. Jatinder Singh, Clerk, for the  Respondent.






-----


RTI  application filed on

:   10.07.2013.

PIO  replied



:   Nil. 
Second complaint  recd.  in
:   26.08.2013. 

Information Commission on.

Information sought : 


Seeks attested copies  of 27  odd new voters  which the  documents were submitted by the  complainant/information-seekers.

Grounds  for  appeal. 



No response, hence  denial  of  information.  

Relevant Facts emerging  during Hearing :



The  complainant is absent today without intimation to the Commission.  



The representative  of the PIO-Respondent submitted that information has been supplied to the complainant to his satisfaction and the complainant  has given in writing  that he has got the information and requested to close his case.

Complaint Case no- 3145/2013
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Decision:


In view of the above, the case is disposed of and closed.
Announced  in the open court.


Copies of the order  be sent to the parties.
 Place: Chandigarh.


      

  (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated:  7.10.2013.    

   

  State Information Commissioner.


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

 Amrinder Singh

Village Badhouchi Khurd,

PO Badhouchi Kalan,

Tehsil & Distt. Fatehgarh Sahib. 





… Complainant
Versus
Public Information Officer, 

O/o General Manager,

Pepsu Road Transport Corporation,

Patiala Depot,

Patiala.








 …Respondent

Complaint Case no. 3089/2013

ORDER

Present :
Mr.  Amrinder Singh,  complainant, in person.



None  for  the  Respondent.






-----


RTI  application filed on

:     September,  2011.

PIO  replied



:   Nil. 
Second complaint  recd.  in
:   21.06.2013. 

Information Commission on.

Information sought : 


He submitted a receipt  of having deposited security in October, 2009 but it has not been refunded so far.  Seeks information related to the  information.
Grounds  for  appeal. 



No  response.  

Relevant Facts emerging  during Hearing :



The   respondent is absent today without intimation to the Commission.  



The  complainant stated that  no information  has been supplied to him till date.

Complaint Case no- 3089/2013
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The PIO-Respondent has  not  dealt with the RTI application as per  provisions  of the RTI Act.   The sought  for information was required to be supplied  within thirty days but the  PIO has  delayed the same inordinately.  The Commission has taken a serious note  of this wilful and  deliberate denial/delay on the part of the PIO.  The Commission is constrained to  issue show-cause notice to the  PIO o/o G.M.,PRTC, Patiala.


The  PIO o/o G. M.,  is  hereby issued show -cause notice under Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005 as to why  penalty @ Rs. 250/- per day subject to a maximum of Rs. 25,000/-  be not imposed  upon  him for delaying  and denying  the supply of  information to the  appellant.  



The PIO o/o G. M.  is directed to submit  reply in the form of affidavit giving reasons for delaying and denying the supply of requisite information to the applicant before the next date of hearing.




 



In addition to the written reply,  PIO o/o G. M.  is  also hereby given an opportunity u/s 20(1) proviso thereto for a personal hearing before the   imposition of such penalty on the next date of hearing.  He may take note that in case he does not file his written reply and does not avail himself of the opportunity of personal hearing on the date fixed, it will be presumed that he has nothing to say and the Commission shall proceed to take further proceedings against him ex parte. 



  The Commission further directs  the  PIO o/o G. M. to be  present  in person on the next date of hearing  to explain  reasons for delaying/denying  the information failing which  the  matter will be decided ex parte.
Decision:


The case is  adjourned to  28.10.2013 at 10.00 A.M.
Announced  in the open court.


Copies of the order  be sent to the parties.
 Place: Chandigarh.


      

  (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated:  7.10.2013.    

   

  State Information Commissioner.


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

C. L. Pawar,

Kothi No. 599, Phase 2,

Mohali.








… Complainant
Versus
1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Mohali.



2.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Ropar.







 …Respondents

Complaint Case No. 3128/2013

ORDER

Present :
Representative, Mr. Sanjiv  Kumar, for the  complainant.

Mr. Sukhwinder Singh, DEO, Mohali and Mr. Gurinder Singh, Clerk, Ropar, for  the  respondents.






-----


RTI  application filed on

:   29.04.2013.

PIO  replied



:    Nil. 
Second complaint  recd.  in
:   30.07.2013. 

Information Commission on.

Information sought : 
Grounds  for  appeal. 



The  PIO has sought requisite fee of Rs.122/-  but the  complainant is protesting  that the requisite fee is sought after the mandated period.  

Relevant Facts emerging  during Hearing :



The  representative  of the  complainant furnished  authority letter for appearing before the Commission which is taken on record.
Complaint Case no- 3128/2013
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The representative of the PIO has brought the information.  Since the  Respondent-PIO has not raised the demand  for requisite fee within the mandatory period of 10 days,  the representative of the PIO was directed to supply the same free of cost to the representative of the complainant.


The complainant  is advised not to make single application while seeking information from two PIOs.  This is not permissible under the Act.  One has to file separate applications to different PIOs for seeking information from them.  However, the  requisite  information has been provided to the representative  of the complainant during the hearing today. If the complainant is not satisfied with the information, he can approach the first appellate authority for the same.
Decision:


Since the information has been provided, the case is  disposed of and closed.

Announced  in the open court.


Copies of the order  be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
 Place: Chandigarh.


      

  (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated:  7.10.2013.    

   

  State Information Commissioner.


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH





Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Sh. Amarjit Singh Dhaliwal

s/o Sh. Sarban Singh Dhaliwal,

Village Himmatpur,

Block Nihal Singh wala,

Distt. Moga..







             …Appellant 

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer 


O/o District Education Officer (SE)


Moga.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o District Education Officer (SE)


Moga. 







      …Respondents 

Appeal Case No. 1889/2013
ORDER

Present: 
Mr. Amarjit Singh Dhaliwal, appellant in person. 


Mr. Bharat Bhushan, L.A., on behalf of the respondent. 
RTI  application filed on


:   
19.02.2013
PIO replied




:   
Nil 
First appeal filed



:   
19.04.2013
Second  appeal received  in SIC 
:   
23.08.2013 & 27.08.2013 
Information sought : 

Seeks information on four points are as under.
i) 
Letter No. SPL. I dated 21.05.2013 sent by the principal Sr. Secondary School, Himmatpur. 

ii) 
The resolution passed by Himatpur panchayat on 02.06.2012.
iii) 
Application by gram panchayat for having not acted upon its complaint against librarian etc. 
Grounds  for  Ist & IInd appeals

 :
Denial of information. 
 Relevant Facts emerging  during Hearing :-


During the course of hearing, the representative of the respondent-PIO has provided the information to the complainant and the complainant also gives in writing that he is satisfied with the information provided. 
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Appeal Case No. 1889/2013
Decision :- 


In light of above, the case is disposed of and closed. 
 

Announced  in the open court.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.


      

  (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 07.10.2013.    

   

  State Information Commissioner.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Tejinder Singh

Plot No. 40, village Bholapur,

PO Shahbana,

Chandigarh Road,

Ludhiana.







… Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o District Transport Officer,

Faridkot.







 …Respondent
Complaint Case No. 3114/13
ORDER

Present: 
None for the parties. 

RTI  application filed 

:

27.05.2013
PIO’s  response


:    

 Nil 
Complaint  received in SIC 
:

23.08.2013
Ground for complaint

:


Denial of information.
Information  sought:- 

Seeks information on five points regarding log  book of the official vehicle of the respondent PIO and also on  the functioning of the DTO;s office. . 
 
Relevant Facts emerging during Hearing:- 


The complainant is absent and has submitted through e-mail diarized in the Commission on 07.10.2013, wherein he seeks exemption from personal appearance on health grounds. 




The respondent PIO has not turned up without intimation to the Commission.  The PIO-Respondent has  neither  supplied the information to the  complainant nor responded in any way to the RTI application.  The PIO has not cared to comply with the notice of the Commission and has wilfully and deliberately  delayed /denied the information to the complainant.  The Commission takes a serious note of this lapse on the part of the PIO and the Commission is constrained to issue show cause notice  to the PIO-Respondent. 
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Complaint Case No. 3114/13


The  PIO-District Transport Officer, Faridkot is hereby issued show cause notice under Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005 as to why  penalty @ Rs. 250/- per day subject to a maximum of Rs. 25,000/- be not imposed  upon him for delaying  and denying  the supply of  information to the  complainant.  



The PIO-District Transport Officer, Faridkot is directed to submit his reply  in the form of affidavit giving reasons for delaying and denying the supply of requisite information to the applicant before the next date of hearing.



In addition to the written reply, the PIO is also hereby given an opportunity u/s 20(1) proviso thereto for a personal hearing before the   imposition of such penalty on the next date of hearing.  He may take note that in case he does not file his written reply and does not avail himself of the opportunity of personal hearing on the date fixed, it will be presumed that he has nothing to say and the Commission shall proceed to take further proceedings against him ex-parte. 



  The Commission further directs the PIO to be personally present on the next date  of hearing with a copy of the information supplied to the  complainant failing which  the  matter will be decided ex-parte.   

Decision:- 
 


The case is adjourned to 11.11.2013 at 11.00 AM.
 

Announced  in the open court.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.


      

  (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 07.10.2013.    

   

  State Information Commissioner.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Tejinder Singh

Plot No. 40, village Bholapur,

PO Shahbana,

Chandigarh Road,

Ludhiana.







… Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o District Transport Officer,

Pathankot.







 …Respondent
Complaint Case No. 3165/13
ORDER

Present: 
None for the complainant. 



Mr. Dilip Kumar, Jr. Asstt., on behalf of the respondent. 

RTI  application filed 

:
27.05.2013
PIO’s  response


:    
 Nil 
Complaint  received in SIC 
:
28.08.2013
Ground for complaint

:
No response, hence denial of information. 


Information  sought:- 
 
Seeks information on six points related to functioning of the department.  
 
Relevant Facts emerging during Hearing:- 
 

The complainant is absent but has submitted through an e-mail diarized in the Commission on 07.10.2013, that he won’t be in a position to attend the today’s proceedings because of his illness.


The representative of the respondent-PIO submits a letter dated 30.9.2013 from ADTO stating that the information has already been provided. The representative of the respondent-PIO is not familiar with the facts of the case. The respondent-PIO Mr. Dhayan Singh, DTO is directed to be personally present on the next date of hearing. The complainant is advised to peruse the information and point out deficiencies if any, before the next date of hearing. 
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Complaint Case No. 3165/13
Decision:- 
 
 

The case is adjourned to 31.10.2013 at 10.00 AM. 

 
Announced  in the open court.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.


      

  (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 07.10.2013.    

   

  State Information Commissioner.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH





Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Sh. Balwant Singh

s/o Sh. Bachan Singh, 

No. 968, Near Dev Hotel,

Main Bazar,

Moga.








             …Appellant 

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer 


O/o District Transport Officer,


Moga.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o State Transport Commissioner, Punjab,

Sector 17-C,

Chandigarh.






      …Respondents 
Appeal Case No. 1890/2013

ORDER
Present: 
None for the appellant. 


Mr. Ravinder Singh, Clerk, on behalf of the respondent. 

RTI  application filed 


:
25.03.2013
PIO replied




:   
Nil 
First appeal filed



:   
08.05.2013
Second  appeal received  in SIC 
:   
27.08.2013
Information sought :-

Seeks attested copy of FIR alongwith the application for duplicate R.C. regarding PB 29 K 1489 submitted to DTO Moga. 
Grounds  for Ist & IInd appeals 

 : 
Denial of information. 

Relevant Facts emerging during Hearing:


The original RTI application was addressed to the DC, Moga. The DC Moga has transferred the RTI application to the DTO and directed the PIO in  the o/o DTO to provide the requisite information as sought by the information seeker. 
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Appeal Case No. 1890/2013


 

Today the appellant is absent and has submitted a letter dated 18.09.2013 to the Commission stating that he has not received any information till date. 


The representative of the respondent-PIO submitted that the information had been provided to the complainant through messenger on 04.10.2013.  The respondent-PIO is directed to send a copy of the same through registered post within next seven working days. 
Decision:
 

For further proceedings the case is adjourned to 31.10.2013 at 10.00 AM.

 
Announced  in the open court.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.


      

  (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 07.10.2013.    

   

  State Information Commissioner.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH





Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Sh. Jasbir Singh

Village Bholapur Jhabewal,

PO Ramgarh,

Distt. Ludhiana.







    …Appellant 

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer 


O/o District Transport Officer,


Tarn Taran.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o State Transport Commissioner, Punjab,

Sector 17-C,

Chandigarh.






      …Respondents 

Appeal Case No. 1907/2013

ORDER
Present: 
None for the appellant. 


Mr. Onkar Nath, Jr. Asstt., on behalf of the respondent. 
RTI  application filed 


:
09.03.2013


PIO’s  response



:    
 Nil 
First appeal filed



:
 27.05.2013
Second  appeal received  in SIC 
:   
 29.08.2013
Information sought : 

Seeks information on three points regarding no. of school buses / vehicles and the preventive steps taken by the department to avoid accident of such vehicles. 
Grounds  for Ist & IInd appeals 

:
Denial of information. 
Relevant Facts emerging  during Hearing :-


The representative of the respondent-PIO submitted a letter from PIO no. 744 dated 03.10.2013 wherein he stated that the information had already been provided to the appellant vide letter no. 403 dated 23.05.2013 and letter no. 434 dated 04.06.2013 and he also submitted a copy of the same which is taken on record. 


The appellant is absent and through his letter  diarized in the Commission on 04.10.2013, has sought exemption from personal appearance due to pre-occupational work. Granted. 
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Appeal Case No. 1907/2013



The respondent-PIO and appellant are directed to be personally present on the next date of hearing to ensure speedy disposal of the cases.

 

Decision :

 

The case is adjourned to 31.10.2013 at 10.00 AM.
Announced  in the open court. 


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.


      

  (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 07.10.2013.    

   

  State Information Commissioner.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH





Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Sh. Jasbir Singh

Village Bholapur Jhabewal,

PO Ramgarh,

Distt. Ludhiana.







        …Appellant 

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer 


O/o District Transport Officer,


Bathinda.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o State Transport Commissioner, Punjab,

Sector 17-C,

Chandigarh.






       
…Respondents 

Appeal Case No. 1908/2013

ORDER 
Present: 
None for the appellant. 



Mr. Bhupinder Singh, ADTO-cum-APIO, on behalf of the respondent. 
RTI  application filed on


:   
20.12.2012
PIO replied




:   
Nil 
First appeal filed



:   
29.05.2013
Second  appeal received  in SIC 
:   
29.08.2013

Information sought :-

Seeks action taken on the direction of the State Transport Commissioner, Pb. through its letter no. STC / AE/ 6100-26dated 22.03.2012 on the order of the Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court in CWP no. 181/2012 by Mr. Prithvi Raj Yadav vs. Haryana Govt. & Others. 
Grounds  for Ist & IInd appeals 


:
Denial of information 
Relevant Facts emerging  during Hearing :-
 

The respondent-APIO stated that the information has been provided to the complainant vide letter dated 04.10.2013. The appellant is advised to peruse the 
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Appeal Case No. 1908/2013

information, point out deficiencies if any, within next ten working days. And the respondent PIO should address the appellant’s concerns before the next date of hearing. 
Decision :

 

The case is adjourned to 31.10.2013 at 10.00 AM.
Announced  in the open court. 



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.


      

  (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 07.10.2013.    

   

  State Information Commissioner.
