STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  H.S.Hundal, Advocate,

Lawyers’ Chambers, District Courts,

Sector 76, SAS Nagar.







…Appellant

Versus
1.
Public Information Officer

O/o District Transport Officer,  Gurdaspur.

2.
First Appellate Authority,







O/o State Transport Commissioner, Punjab,

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

……..…Respondents

Appeal Case  No.  23 of 2016

Order

Present: 
Shri H. S. Hundal, appellant, 
 in person.



Shri Baldev Randhawa, M.V.I. Gurdaspur, on behalf of the respondents.

Shri H.S.Hundal, Appellant vide an RTI application dated 13-10-2015  addressed to PIO sought certain information on six points regarding registration  record.

2.

The case was last heard on 16.03.2016, when  the respondent informed  that the information had  not been supplied to the appellant as he had not deposited the document charges. The appellant informed  that he had  been asked to deposit documents charges after one month. Accordingly, the PIO was directed to supply complete information,  to the appellant, free of cost, before the next date of hearing. The case was adjourned for today.
3.

Today, the appellant submits that he has inspected the record and obtained the requisite documents. He requests for withdrawal of the case, which is allowed. 
4.

Accordingly, the case is dismissed as withdrawn. 









Sd/-

 

Chandigarh




            
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 18-05-2016          


          State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  H.S.Hundal, Advocate,

Lawyers’ Chambers, District Courts,

Sector 76, SAS Nagar.







…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o District Transport Officer, Gurdaspur.

2.
First Appellate Authority,







O/o State Transport Commissioner, Punjab,

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


…Respondents


Appeal Case  No.  24 of 2016

Order
Present: 
Shri H. S. Hundal, appellant, 
 in person.



Shri Baldev Randhawa, M.V.I. Gurdaspur, on behalf of the respondents.

Shri H.S.Hundal Appellant vide an RTI application dated  addressed to PIO sought certain information regarding functioning of DTO office, Gurdaspur.

2.

The case was last heard on 16.03.2016, when  the respondent informed  that the information had  not been supplied to the appellant as he had not deposited the document charges. The appellant informed  that he had  been asked to deposit documents charges after one month. Accordingly, the PIO was directed to supply complete information,  to the appellant, free of cost, before the next date of hearing. The case was adjourned for today.

3.

Today, the appellant submits that he has inspected the record and obtained the requisite documents. He requests for withdrawal of the case, which is allowed. 

4.

Accordingly, the case is dismissed as withdrawn. 










Sd/-


 
Chandigarh




            
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 18-05-2016          


          State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  H.S.Hundal, Advocate,

Lawyers’ Chambers, District Courts,

Sector 76, SAS Nagar.







…Appellant

Versus
1.
Public Information Officer

O/o District Transport Officer, Gurdaspur.

2.
First Appellate Authority,







O/o State Transport Commissioner, Punjab,

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


…Respondents


Appeal Case  No.  97 of 2016

Order
Present: 
Shri H. S. Hundal, appellant, 
 in person.



Shri Baldev Randhawa, M.V.I. Gurdaspur, on behalf of the respondents.
Shri H.S.Hundal Appellant vide an RTI application dated 13-10-2015 addressed to PIO sought certain information on  ten points regarding issuance of permits to school buses and vehicles of other educational institutions.

2.

The case was last heard on 16.03.2016, when  the respondent informed  that the information had  not been supplied to the appellant as he had not deposited the document charges. The appellant informed  that he had  been asked to deposit documents charges after one month. Accordingly, the PIO was directed to supply complete information,  to the appellant, free of cost, before the next date of hearing. The case was adjourned for today.

3.

Today, the appellant submits that he has inspected the record and obtained the requisite documents. He requests for withdrawal of the case, which is allowed. 

4.

Accordingly, the case is dismissed as withdrawn. 









Sd/-


 
Chandigarh




            
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 18-05-2016          


          State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  H.S.Hundal, Advocate,

Lawyers’ Chambers, District Courts,

Sector 76, SAS Nagar.







…Appellant


Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o District Transport Officer, Gurdaspur.

2.
First Appellate Authority,







O/o State Transport Commissioner, Punjab,

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


…Respondents

Appeal Case  No.  102 of 2016

Order
Present: 
Shri H. S. Hundal, appellant, 
 in person.



Shri Baldev Randhawa, M.V.I. Gurdaspur, on behalf of the respondents.

Shri H.S.Hundal  Appellant vide an RTI application dated 13-10-2015 addressed to PIO sought certain information on eleven points regarding designating APIOs, PIOs, First Appellate Authority alongwith copies of bills/vouchers etc.

2.

The case was last heard on 16.03.2016, when  the respondent informed  that the information had  not been supplied to the appellant as he had not deposited the document charges. The appellant informed  that he had  been asked to deposit documents charges after one month. Accordingly, the PIO was directed to supply complete information,  to the appellant, free of cost, before the next date of hearing. The case was adjourned for today.

3.

Today, the appellant submits that he has inspected the record and obtained the requisite documents. He requests for withdrawal of the case, which is allowed. 

4.

Accordingly, the case is dismissed as withdrawn. 










Sd/-


 
Chandigarh




            
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 18-05-2016          


          State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  H.S.Hundal, Advocate,

Lawyers’ Chambers, District Courts,

Sector 76, SAS Nagar.







…Appellant


Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o District Transport Officer, Gurdaspur.

2.
First Appellate Authority,






O/o State Transport Commissioner, Punjab,

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


………Respondents

Appeal Case  No.  104 of 2016 

Order
Present: 
Shri H. S. Hundal, appellant, 
 in person.



Shri Baldev Randhawa, M.V.I. Gurdaspur, on behalf of the respondents.

Shri H.S.Hundal  Appellant vide an RTI application dated 13-10-2015 addressed to PIO sought certain information on  six points regarding inspection/checkings of Public Transport/buses after the ORBIT Bus incident at Moga.

2.

The case was last heard on 16.03.2016, when  the respondent informed  that the information had  not been supplied to the appellant as he had not deposited the document charges. The appellant informed  that he had  been asked to deposit documents charges after one month. Accordingly, the PIO was directed to supply complete information,  to the appellant, free of cost, before the next date of hearing. The case was adjourned for today.

3.

Today, the appellant submits that he has inspected the record and obtained the requisite documents. He requests for withdrawal of the case, which is allowed. 

4.

Accordingly, the case is dismissed as withdrawn. 










Sd/-


 
Chandigarh




            
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 18-05-2016          


          State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri H.S.Hundal, Advocate,

82, District Courts, 3B1, SAS Nagar.




……..
Complainant

Versus
Public Information Officer,

o/o District Transport Officer, Moga.




…….
Respondent

Complaint Case No. 2415 of 2015

ORDER

Present:
Shri H. S. Hundal,  complainant, in person.




Shri Amardeep Singh, Clerk, on behalf of the  respondent.
Vide RTI application dated nil   addressed to the respondent, Shri H. S. Hundal  sought various information/ documents regarding security of women in buses.

2.

The case was last heard on 16.03.2016, when  the appellant informed  that he submitted RTI application on 31.08.2015 but  no information had been supplied to him as yet. The respondent informed  that RTI application submitted by the complainant was not available in their office. Accordingly, the PIO was directed to trace out the RTI application of the complainant and supply the information before the next date of hearing. 

3.

The complainant submitted  that action for imposing penalty upon the PIO for the delay in  the supply of information might  be taken and he might be compensated suitably for the loss and detriment suffered by him during this period. Accordingly, a Show-Cause Notice was  issued to the PIO 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 and also as to why a suitable compensation be not awarded to the complainant for the loss and detriment suffered by him. The case was adjourned for today.
4.

Today, two letters dated 18.05.2016 and 19.05.2016 have been received through e-mail from DTO Moga, which have been taken on record. Vide letter dated 18.05.2016, he has informed that he is unable to attend hearing at 11.00 A.M. as he has to attend a meeting of Field Officers under the chairmanship of Secretary Transport, 
Contd…..p/2

CC - 2415 of 2015



-2-
Punjab at Chandigarh. Vide letter dated 19.05.2016 he has informed that the requisite information has been supplied to the appellant vide letter No. 6120, dated 07.09.2015 and letter No. 6872, dated 14.12.2015. He has also sent reply to the Show-Cause Notice issued to him explaining  reasons for  delay in the supply of information, which is not satisfactory. Accordingly, one last opportunity is afforded to DTO Moga for personal hearing to explain  reasons for delay in the supply of information,   in person,  on the next date of hearing, failing which action for imposing penalty upon him and awarding compensation to the appellant will be taken, ex-parte.
5.

Adjourned to  26.07.2016  at  11.00 AM.










Sd/-

Chandigarh






(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 18-05-2016




State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri H. S. Hundal, Advocate,

Chamber No. 82, District Courts,

Phase: 3B1, S.A.S. Nagar(Mohali) – 160059.




…Appellant
                           Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Excise and Taxation Commissioner,

SCO No. 13-14, Sector: 17-D, Chandigarh.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Excise and Taxation Commissioner,

SCO No. 13-14, Sector: 17-D, Chandigarh.


…Respondents

Appeal Case  No.  1229 of 2015   

Order

Present: 
Shri H. S. Hundal,  appellant, in person.
Smt. Veena Rani, Superintendent, office of ETC Patiala and Shri Baljit Singh, Excise Inspector Moga, on behalf of the respondents.
Shri  H. S. Hundal, Appellant,  vide an RTI application dated 20.01.2015 , addressed to PIO, sought certain information on 10  points regarding inquiring the  conduct of Taxation Officials of Moga for not taking any action in the cases of unregistered Firms for non-payment of VAT and other taxes to the Department alongwith Action Taken Report on his complaints dated 01.12.2013 and 24.02.2014 and 04.08.2014.
2.

During hearing  02.02.2016,  the respondent handed  over copy of Despatch Register for August, 2014 to the appellant  pertaining to their office at Chandigarh. She sought  time to supply copy of Receipt Register for August, 2014 being maintained by office of ETC at Patiala, which was granted. The case was adjourned to 16.03.2016.
3.

On 16.03.2016,  the respondent informed  that receipt  register was  not being maintained in the  office of ETC at Patiala. She handed  over number of receipts to the appellant, who was  directed to point out deficiencies, if any, to the PIO. 
Contd……p/2
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Accordingly, the  PIO is  directed to produce relevant documents on the next date of hearing regarding procedure being  adopted to receive the correspondence The case was adjournment for today.
4.

Today, the appellant informs that he has furnished the deficiencies in the provided information to the PIO but no information has been supplied to him. A telephonic message has been received from the respondent-PIO from the office of ETC Patiala that she is unable to attend hearing today as her daughter has met with an accident. She has requested to adjourn the case to some other date. Accordingly,  one  last opportunity is afforded to the PIO 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 her.
5.

Adjourned to 26.07.2016 at 11.00 A.M. 








     Sd/-
                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                           
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 18-05-2016


             State Information Commissioner
