STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Mangat Arora
Advocate,

District Courts,

Faridkot.







…Complainant

VERSUS

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Transport Officer,

Faridkot.

        





 …Respondent

C.C. No. 2991 of 2009

ORDER

Present:
None for the Complainant.


For the respondent – Sh. Jiwan Lal (98766-33743), Jr. Asstt. 


Sh. Jiwan Lal, Jr. Assistant is present for the respondent  and states that information was provided to the complainant on 25.01.2010 and also in the court during the hearing on 10.03.2010.



On the last hearing, Sh. Rahul Chhatwal who was present on behalf of the complainant had asked for time to study the information whilch had been granted.  



Today none is present on behalf of the complainant and no discrepancies have been pointed out in the informatlion.   Therefore, it seems he is satisfied.



Accordingly, the case is hereby disposed of and closed. 

 

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.

Sd/-

Chandigarh





(Mrs. Ravi Singh)

Dated: 08.04.2010



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Mangat Arora
Advocate,

District Courts,

Faridkot.







…Complainant

VERSUS

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Transport Officer,

Faridkot.

        





 …Respondent

C.C. No. 2364 of 2009

ORDER

Present:
None for the Complainant.



For the respondent – Sh. Jiwan Lal (98766-33743), Jr. Asstt. 


A penalty of Rs. 10,000/- was imposed on the PIO C/o Distt. Transport Office, Faridkot in the order pronounced in open court on 16.12.2009.   The amount of penalty has been deposited which is stated in the letter dated 07.04.2010 from the Distt. Transport Officer, Faridkot, along with a copy of the reciepted challan.  Informatlion has already been provided to the complainant.



Therefore, the case is herbey closed and disposed of.  
Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh






(Mrs. Ravi Singh)

Dated: 08.04.2010



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Atma Ram

/o Late Sh. Milkhi Ram,

# 17772, Khaddar Bhandar Wali Gali,

Bibi wala Road,

Bathinda.







...Complainant

Versus

Publlic Informaltion Officer

O/o Tehsildar,

Bathinda.







…Respondent
CC No. 3146/2008

Order

Present:
None for the parties.



In the last order dated 08.02.2010, none was present on behalf of the respondent and one more opportunity was granted to the respondent to comply with the direcitons of the Commission.  A copy of the order was sent to the Deputy Commissioner, Bathinda and to the Chief Secdretary, Punjab, Chandigarh.  However, no action has been taken on the same.



One last opportunity is granted to the PIO to comply with the orders of the Commission, otherwise disciplinalry action will be initiated.  A copy of the order also be sent to the Deputy Commissioner and the Chief Secrertary, Punjab, Chandigarh.



To come up on 24.06.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber for confirmatikon of compliance. 

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.


Sd/-
Chandigarh





(Mrs. Ravi Singh)

Dated: 08.04.2010



State Information Commissioner



Sh. Sukhraj Dhillon, Naib Tehsildar, came present after the hearing.  A copy of receipted Challan for Rs. 10,000/- i.e. the amount of penalty imposed has been presented.  Respondent present also states that information has already been provided to the complainant.  



Therefore, the case is hereby disposed of and closed. 


Sd/-

Chandigarh





(Mrs. Ravi Singh) 

Dated: 08.04.2010



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Surinder Singh

S/o Malkit Singh, 

H. No. 12, Sector 4,

Guru Gian Vihar, Near Jawaddi Kalan,

P.O. Basant Avenue, Ludhiana.




...Complainant

Versus

Public Informaltion Officer

o/o District Education Officer (S),

Ludhana.







....Respondent
CC No. 2338/2008

Order

Present:
None for the complainant.



Ms. Varsha Shukkla, PIO for the respondent.



A copy of the receipted challan has been presented whereby penalty of Rs. 25,000/- imposed on 23.12.2009 has been deposited.  Information already stands provided to the complainant.



Therefore, the case is herbey disposed of and closed.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh






(Mrs. Ravi Singh)

Dated: 08.04.2010



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Gurjail Singh s/o Sh. Harnam Singh

Ex-Panch,

Village Bahmna,

Tehsil Samana,

Distt. Patiala.







...Complainant
Versus

Public Information Officer

o/o Tehsildar,

Samana







…Respondent
CC No. 2425/2009

Order
Present:
Complainant Sh. Gurjail Singh in person.

Sh. Shiv Kumar (98780-00200), Tehsildar Samana, for the respodnent. 



Sh. Shiv Kumar, Tehsildar, Samana who is present today stated that Non-Encumbrance Certificate is not required at the time of registration.  He has given it in writing.  Complainant is satisfied.  However, he contends that he has been charged a revenue fee of Rs. 600/- which, he states, is more than what should have been taken from him.  The Tehsildar present states that it is written in the receipt that he has taken 6 copies @ Rs. 100/- each.  Therefore, charging of fee is genuine. 

 

The complainant also contends that revenue fee should not be charged after 30 days but he has been informed that RTI fee can be exempted and not the revenue fee, with which he is satisfied.  He has also been advised to take up the matter with the Deputy Commissioner, if any overcharging has been done.  He is satisfied.



Accordingly, the case is hereby disposed of and closed.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh






(Mrs. Ravi Singh)

Dated: 08.04.2010



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Mehar Singh,

S/o Sh. Maggar Singh,

C/o Lady Dr. Rano, M.D.

Village Kamalke (Bhodi wala)

P.O. Dharamkot,

Tehsil & District Moga.





---Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Distt. Transport Officer, Moga.



---Respondent

C.C. No. 2209 of 2009

ORDER

Present:
Complainant Sh. Mehar Singh in person.


None for the respondent.



Hearing in this case was held on 19.10.2009, 03.11.2009, 22.12.2009 and 08.02.2010.  None has been present on behalf of the respndent on all these hearings.  In my order dated 08.02.2010, a penalty of Rs. 25,000/- was impsoed on the PIO and I had directed the Principal Secretary Transport to cause the recovery from the salary of the concerned PIO. No action has been taken in spite of the directions for disciplinary action agaisnt the PIO c/o Distt. Transport Officer, Moga under the rules applicable, for having denied the information to the complainant without any reasonable cause. 



One final opportunity is granted to the Principal Secretary Transport, Punjab to follow the directions of the Commission.  The information should also be provided to the complainant within 15 days.  



To come up on 24.06.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber for confirmation of compliance. 

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh





(Mrs. Ravi Singh)

Dated: 08.04.2010



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Gurmeet Singh

s/o Sh. Pannu Ram,

H. NO. 336/30,

Mistrianwali Gali No. 1,

Patti Malonki,

Moga.








  ...Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,
o/o Distt. Education Officer,
Moga.








     ...Respondent
CC No. 2183/2008

Order

Present:
None for the complainant



For respodnent – Sh. Sachin Kumar, clerk (98147-95992)


A telephonic message has been received from the complaiant that he has not been contacated for receipt of an amount of Rs. 2,500/- awarded to him towards compensation.  Sh. Sachin Kumar, respondent present today states that the amount has been brought to the court to be delivered to the respondent but the complainant is not responding to the telephone calls.   


Direcitons have been given to send this amount to  the complainant by registered post with compliance report to the Commission.   Respondent has assured the court to do it and has given it in writing.



I am satisfied with the explanation given by the respondent regarding his absence in earlier hearings.  Therefore, no disciplinary action is required against the respondent.



The case is herbey closed and dispsoed of.
Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh





(Mrs. Ravi Singh)

Dated: 08.04.2010



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Parminder Singh
S/o Sh. Pritam Singh,

H. No. 305, Padhian Street,

Dhuri Gate,

Sangrur







...Complainant
Versus

Public Information Officer

O/o Zila Parisad,

Sangrur.
 






...Respondent

CC No. 2813/1008

Order

Present:
None for the complainant.

Sh. Amit Mehta (0172-2633411), advocate, standing counsel for the respondent.



Sh. Amit Mehta, advocate, present on behalf of the respodnent, states that the penalty order of the Commission dated 23.12.2009 is being challenged in the Hon’ble High Court by another counsel of the department.   He has no proof or any document in support of this contention and seeks one week’s time to produce the same, which is granted.


To come up on 24.06.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber for confirmation of compliance. 

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh





(Mrs. Ravi Singh)

Dated: 08.04.2010



State Information Commissioner
