STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No.32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Dr. Pardeep Dutta,

son of  Dr.P.K. Dutta,

# No. A-2, Kailash Colony,

New Delhi-110048








Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer,

 o/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Patiala.

2. 
First Appellate authority,

   
 o/o Inspector General of Police,

  
  Zonal-1, Patiala.    






…Respondents

Appeal Case no. 617 of 2013

ORDER

Present :
Dr. Pardeep Dutta,  appellant, in person.

Mr. D. S. Brar, DSP with  Mr. Amarvinder Singh, S.I., Mr. Surjit Singh, ASI and Mr. Hakam Singh, H.C., for  the  respondents.







-----          


Substantial information has been provided to the appellant during the hearing  Now a certified copy of the  report / letter of SHO  P.S. City  No. 76/5-A, dated 15.12.2012  on the basis of which the reply  to  query  No.1  was filed,  is awaited.  Also, a copy of the  jimny No.27  is to be provided again.  The Respondent-PIO stated that the  remaining information will be   provided on the next date of hearing.


The case is  adjourned to  12.11.2013  at 11.00  A.M.
Announced  in the open court.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
 Place: Chandigarh.


      

  (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 08.11.2013.    

   

  State Information Commissioner.


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No.32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Dr. Pardeep Dutta,

Son of Dr.P.K.Dutta,

# No. A-2, Kailash Colony,

New Delhi-110048 








…Appellant

Versus

1. 
Public Information Officer,

Office of the Senior Superintendent of Police,

Patiala.

2. 
First Appellate authority,

   
 Inspector General of Police,

  
 Zonal-1,  Patiala.                




…Respondents

Appeal Case no. 618 of 2013

ORDER

Present :
Dr. Pardeep Dutta,  appellant, in person.

Mr. D. S. Brar, DSP with  Mr. Amarvinder Singh, S.I., Mr. Surjit Singh, ASI and Mr. Hakam Singh, H.C., for  the  respondents.







-----          


Substantial information has already been provided to the appellant  except of point No. 2.  That information has too been provided  to the appellant   today to his satisfaction.



Since  the information  has been provided  to the appellant, 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: 08.11.2013.    

   

 
 State Information Commissioner.


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. Rakesh Kumar, Clerk, for the  respondent.






---   



The  respondent requests for  some  more time to provide the requisite documents.  Granted.



The case is  adjourned to  12.12.2013  at 11.00  A.M.
Announced  in the open court.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
 Place: Chandigarh.


      


  (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 08.11.2013.    

   

           State Information Commissioner.


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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





Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Har Amrit Amol Singh

H. No. W.O. 51,

Basti Danishmandan,

Jalandhar City-144002






     …Appellant 

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer 


O/o General Manager,


District Industries Centre,


Jalandhar.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o General Manager,


District Industries Centre,


Jalandhar.





      
 
…Respondents 

Appeal Case No. 1166/2013

ORDER

Present: 
Mr. Har Amrit Amol Singh, appellant, in person. 



Mrs. Seema Dhawan, Extension Officer,  for the respondent. 






----  



In compliance with the Commission’s  orders/directions, the Respondent-PIO submitted affidavit, dated  28.10.2013, to the Commission which is taken on record.
The respondent-PIO stated that efforts were made to trace the requisite information but failed.  However, he filed affidavit to that effect. Some information sought by the appellant is not available on record and  cannot be provided.


In the 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: 08.11.2013.    

   

           State Information Commissioner.


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Manjit Singh, 

S/o Sh. Mohan Singh, 

R/o 388/3, Behra Road,  

District – Patiala.  
 





 
… Complainant
Versus
Public Information Officer, 

O/o District Transport Officer, 

Mansa. 








 …Respondent

Complaint Case no. 3253/2013







ORDER

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

None  for   the  respondent.   




----


The  respondent is absent without intimation to the Commission for the second consecutive hearing.  The PIO-Respondent has neither  responded to the  RTI 
application  of  the  complainant  nor  to the notice  of hearing of the Commission till date.  This shows that the  PIO has  scant  regard both for the RTI Act  and the Information Commission. Obviously the PIO has casual approach to the application of the information-seeker under the RTI Act. The PIO  deliberately/willfully denied /delayed the  supply of requisite  information to the complainant. The Commission takes a serious note of this lapse  on the part of the PIO and is constrained  to issue  show-cause notice.


The  PIO –DTO  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  her/him for delaying  and denying  the supply of  information to the  appellant.  



The  PIO  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.




 





Complaint Case no. 3253/2013

 -2-


In addition to the written reply, 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  along with a copy of the information supplied to the  appellant and his reply to the show-cause notice failing which  the  matter will be decided ex-parte.   



The case is  adjourned to  25.11.2013 at 11.00 A.M.
Announced  in the open court.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
 Place: Chandigarh.


      

  (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 08.11.2013.    

   

  State Information Commissioner.


