STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Surjeet Singh s/o Sh. Ajaib Singh,

Village: Banwala Annu, Tehsil Malout,

Distt. Sri Muktsar Sahib.






……..Complainant
Versus

Public Information Officer,

o/o District Transport Officer,

Sri Muktsar Sahib.







……….Respondent

Complaint Case No. 240 of 2016

ORDER

Present:
None for the parties.
Vide RTI application dated 22-09-2015  addressed to the respondent, Shri  Surjeet Singh sought various information/ documents regarding vans plying in Lambi block of Sri Muktsar Sahib.

2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri Surjeet Singh  filed a complaint dated 23-11-2015  with the Commission, which was received in it on 30-11-2015   and finding sufficient reasons to inquire into the matter in terms of section 18(1)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for 19.04.2016, which was further postponed for today as 19.04.2016 was declared a Public Holiday.
3.

None is present for the parties. Viewing the absence of the respondent without any intimation, seriously, the PIO is directed to supply complete information to the complainant before the next date of hearing, under intimation to the Commission, failing which punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 will be initiated against him. 
4.

Adjourned to  07.06.2016 at 11.00 A.M.









Sd/-
Chandigarh






(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 20-04--2016



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri J.N.Bansal,

1812, Phase-II, Urban Estate, Patiala.




…….
Complainant
Versus
Public Information Officer,

o/o District Transport Officer, Patiala.




……..
Respondent
Complaint Case No. 263 of 2016

ORDER

Present:          None for the parties.
                       Vide RTI application dated 28-08-2015  addressed to the respondent, Shri  J.N.Bansal sought information/ documents regarding renewal of driving licence.  

2.                      Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri J.N.Bansal   filed a complaint dated 30-11-2015  with the Commission, which was received in it on 07-12-2015   and finding sufficient reasons to inquire into the matter in terms of section 18(1)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for 19.04.2016, which was further postponed for today as 19.04.2016 was declared a Public Holiday.
3.                 The respondent is not present without any intimation. However, a letter No. 10747-10748/DTO/P, dated 20.03.2016, addressed to the complainant, with a copy to the Commission,   has been received from the PIO-cum-DTO, Patiala informing the complainant that his RTI application indicates the procedural lapse regarding the issuance of driving license No. PB 11 PB1120100230126, which is not covered under RTI Act, 2005.  However, the PIO has asked the complainant to see him in his office as regards his complaint.  
4.              The complainant  is not present. However, a letter dated 04.04.2016 has been received from him  expressing his observations on the letter written to him by the PIO. Accordingly, both the parties are directed to be present in person on the next date of hearing so that factual position of the case could be ascertained and the requisite information could be supplied to the complainant. 
5.                 Adjourned to 14.06.2016 at 11.00 A.M.









Sd/-
Chandigarh





(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 20-04--2016




State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri N. B. Bansal, Advocate,

Chamber No. 169, Jan Sahaitya Kender,

Opposite Mini Secretariat, Patiala – 147001.



…Complainant
                          Versus

Public Information Officer








o/o Chief Secretary, Punjab,

Punjab Civil Secretariat – 1, Chandigarh.


Public Information Officer,

O/o Secretary, 

Punjab Subordinate Services Selection Board,

Forest Complex, Sector: 68, Mohali.




…Respondent


Complaint  Case No. 1622 of 2015

Order

Present: 
None on behalf of the complainant as well as the respondent.


This  case was last heard by Shri S. S. Channy, Chief Information Commissioner Punjab on 12.08.2015 when none was present for the  complainant without any intimation and the officials  from the office of Subordinate Services Selection Board, Punjab,  appearing on behalf  of the respondent,  informed that the  instant RTI application,  originally addressed to the Chief Secretary to Government of Punjab, was transferred to their office under Section 6(3) of the RTI Act, 2005 and reached their office on 08.06.2015 through General Coordination Branch and  Department of Personnel.  They submitted a reply during course of hearing. Since none was present for the complainant, the respondents were directed to send a copy of the 
reply to the complainant by registered post and the complainant was advised to revert 
back to the PIO in case of any deficiency.  Consequently, the case was adjourned for hearing on 15.09.2015.  In the mean time this case had been transferred to this Bench  for further hearing.
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2.

On 15.09.2015,  Ld. Counsel for the complainant informed  that deficiencies in the provided information had  been furnished to the PIO. The respondent informed  that requisite information had  been supplied to the complainant. Ld. Counsel for the complainant expressed  dissatisfaction. Consequently, the matter was  discussed in detail point-wise and found that the information regarding Points No. 2, 3 and 5 was  still incomplete. Accordingly, the PIO was  directed to supply complete information to the complainant in the light of the discussion held in the court, before the next date of hearing. The case was adjourned to 08.10.2015.
3.

On 08.10.2015,  the representative of the complainant made  a written submission, dated 08.10.2015, stating that  that no  information had  been supplied to the complainant so far. None was present on behalf of the respondent without any intimation. Viewing the absence of the respondent seriously, one last opportunity was  afforded to the PIO to supply the 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 to 28.10.2015.

4.

On 28.10.2015,  a telephonic message was  received from the complainant informing that he was  not a position to attend the hearing . He requested to adjourn the case to some other date. 

5.

Ms. Kulwant Kaur, Senior Assistant, office of S.S.S. Board, Punjab, appearing  on behalf of the respondent, informed  that the information had  already been supplied to the complainant vide letter dated 07.10.2015 by post. Accordingly, the complainant 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 to 22.12.2015, which was further postponed to 11.01.2016, then to 28.01.2016 and then to 19.02.2016 due to certain  administrative reasons.

6.

On 19.02.2016,  none was  present on behalf of the complainant as well as the respondent. A letter dated 07.02.2016 was  received through FAX from  the 
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representative of the appellant informing that the provided information was  incomplete 
and deficiencies in the information had  been furnished to the PIO. Accordingly, he was  directed to send a copy of this letter to the PIO and the PIO was  directed to send complete information to the complainant after removing the deficiencies, pointed out by him. The case was adjourned to 19.04.2016, which was further postponed for today as 19.04.2016 was declared a Public Holiday.
7.

Today, none is present on behalf of both the parties. It is noted with concern that despite issuance of a Memo. No. 16/24/2015-1PP3/479-480 dated 15.03.2016  to the Secretary, Subordinate Services Selection Board, Forest Bhawan, Tower No. 4-5, Sector: 68, Mohali by the PIO of the Personnel Department, to attend hearing in the Commission,  none is present for the respondent without any intimation nor requisite information has been supplied to the complainant. Accordingly, one last opportunity is afforded to the PIO to supply complete information to the complainant after removing deficiencies pointed out by him, failing  which punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 will be initiated against him.

8.

A copy of the order is forwarded to Secretary, Personnel, Punjab Civil Secretariat – 1,  Chandigarh to ensure the compliance of the orders.
9.

Adjourned to 14.06.2016  at 11.00 A.M .










Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 20-04-2016

            
 State Information Commissioner
CC:

Secretary Personnel,




REGISTERED


Punjab Civil Secretariat -1, 



Chandigarh.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri  Parwinder Singh s/o Sh. Harnam Singh,

Village: Ajnoda Khurd, Tehsil Nabha, District:  Patiala.



…Appellant


Versus
1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Block Development & Panchayat Officer,

Nabha, District:  Patiala.

2.
First Appellate Authority,







O/o Deputy Director, Panchayats,

Vikas Bhawan, Sector 62, SAS Nagar.



…Respondents

Appeal Case  No.  3888 of 2015

Order

Present: 
None on behalf of the appellant as well as the respondents.
Shri Parwinder Singh, Appellant vide an RTI application dated 24-04-2015  addressed to PIO, sought copies of record of Gram Panchayat Ajnauda Khurd including Cash Book, Proceedings Book, Staff Register, etc. 

2.

The case was last heard on 16.02.2016, when  the respondent sought  time to enable them to supply the requisite information to the appellant, which was  granted and the case was adjourned to 19.04.2016 which was further postponed for today as 19.04.2016 was declared a Public Holiday.
3.

None is present for  both the parties. However, a telephonic message has been received from the appellant informing that no information has been supplied to him as yet. Viewing the absence of the respondent without any intimation, seriously, 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 him. 
4.

Adjourned to  14.06.2016  at 11.00 A.M.









Sd/-
Chandigarh




            
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 20-04-2016          


          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,

Distt. Ludhiana.







…..Complainant
Versus

Public Information Officer,

o/o District Transport Officer, Moga.





……..Respondent

Complaint Case No.290 of 2016

ORDER

Present:
None for the parties.




Vide RTI application dated 28-12-2015  addressed to the respondent, Shri Jasbir Singh  sought various information/ documents on  10 points regarding allotment of paid numbers of PB-29-N Series.
2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri Jasbir Singh  filed a complaint dated 01-12-2016  with the Commission, which was received in it on 01-12-2016   and finding sufficient reasons to inquire into the matter in terms of section 18(1)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for 19.04.2016, which was further postponed for today as 19.04.2016 was declared a Public Holiday.
3.

A letter dated 16.04.2016 has been received from the complainant through e-mail informing that he is unable to attend hearing as he has to visit the doctor on 19.04.2016 for medical check-up. He has further informed that complete information has not been supplied to him as yet. 
4.

The respondent is not present without any intimation nor the complete information has been supplied to the complainant. Viewing this callous attitude of the PIO seriously, he is 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 will be initiated against him.
5.

Adjourned to  14.06.2016 at 11.00 A.M.


















Sd/-
Chandigarh






(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 20-04--2016




State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Karanveer Thamman s/o Sh. Sham Lal Thaman,

Ward No. 7, Banur,

Distt: SAS Nagar.








…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Financial Commissioner, Revenue, Punjab,

3rd floor, Punjab Civil Sectt-1, Chandigarh.

2.
First Appellate Authority,







O/o Financial Commissioner, Revenue, Punjab,

3rd floor, Punjab Civil Sectt-1, Chandigarh.


…Respondents
Appeal Case  No.  540 of 2016

Order

Present: 
None for the appellant.
Shri Didar Singh, Superintendent-cum-APIO and Shri Parminder Korpal, Senior Assistant, on behalf of the respondents.

Shri Karanveer Thaman Appellant vide an RTI application dated addressed to PIO sought Action Taken Report on his complaint dated 09.10.2014  against the officials of Municipal  Council Banur.
2.

Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide application dated  17-08-2015 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  vide application dated 30-01-2016  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 02-02-2016 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 19.04.2016, which was further postponed for today as 19.04.2016 was declared a Public Holiday.
3.

 A Memo. No. 13/167/2013-Gw-3$5562, dated 16.03.2016 has been received from the PIO explaining the factual position of the case alongwith status of the 
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sought information.  Since the appellant is not present,  the PIO is directed to send a copy of this letter to the appellant for his observations, if any. 
4.

Today, the respondent informs that the sought information relates to Municipal Council Banur and requisite information has been supplied to the appellant by them vide letter No. 2424, dated 17.02.2014. He further informs that the appellant was asked twice on 30.09.2015 and 03.11.2015 to inspect the record and identify the documents required by him but he did not turn up. Accordingly, the appellant  is directed to send his observations, if any, on the provided information or inspect the record in the office of the PIO on any working day to identify the specific documents required by him so that requisite information could be supplied to him. 



5.

Adjourned to  07.06.2016 at 11.00 A.M.









Sd/-
Chandigarh




            
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 20-04--2016          


          State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri. Jagjit Singh, S/o Sh. Jaswant Singh,

Village Parach, PO- Mullanpur Garib Dass,

Tehsil Kharar, District: SAS Nagar.  




…Appellant

Versus
1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Block Development & Panchayat Officer,

Kharar, District: SAS Nagar.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


O/o District  Development & Panachayats Officer,

SAS Nagar.







…Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 1158 of 2015     

Order
Present: 
None for the parties.
Shri  Jagjit Singh, Appellant,  vide an RTI application dated 24.12.2014 addressed to PIO, sought certain information on 4 points regarding detail of works got executed during the tenure of Shri Ravinder Singh, Administrator and  a copy of report of action taken against him.
2.

The case was last heard on 29.03.2016, when the respondent informed  that requisite information had  been supplied to the appellant. The appellant was  not present nor any  observation had been received from him, which showed  that he had received the information and was  satisfied. 
3.

The respondent informed  that BDPO was  not able to attend hearing as he was  on leave. He submitted  a copy of his leave application, which was  taken on record. Accordingly, one last opportunity was  afforded to the BDPO to submit reply to the Show-Cause Notice issued to him and explain the factual position in person on the next date of hearing, failing which action would be taken against him ex-parte. The case was adjourned to 19.04.2016, which was further postponed for today as 19.04.2016 
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was declared a Public Holiday.
4.

Today again BDPO is not present to submit reply to the Show-Cause Notice without any intimation. Viewing this callous and irresponsible  attitude of the PIO seriously, one last opportunity is afforded to him to submit reply to the Show-Cause Notice, failing which action will be taken ex-parte.
5.

Adjourned to 11.05.2016  at 11.00 A.M.









Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 20-04-2016


             State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Gursharan Singh s/o Sh. Gurnam Singh,

VPO: Mullanpur Garibdas,

Distt. SAS Nagar (Mohali).







…Appellant


Versus
1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Block Development & Panchayat Officer,

Kharar, District: SAS Nagar(Mohali).

2.
First Appellate Authority,






O/o District Development & Panchayat Officer,

SAS Nagar.







…Respondents

Appeal Case  No.  2073 of 2015

Order

Present: 
None for the  Appellant.

Shri Gurminder Singh, Superintendent; Shri Hakam Singh, Panchayat Secretary and Smt. Rajni, Clerk,  on behalf of the   respondents.
 

Shri Gursharan Singh, Appellant vide an RTI application dated11-07-2014,  addressed to PIO, sought Action Taken Point on letter dated 21.01.2014 submitted by Panches of Village: Mullanpur Garibdas for removal of encroachment on Panchayat Land. 

2.

The case was last heard on 29.03.2016, when the respondent informed  that requisite information had  been supplied to the appellant. The appellant was  not present nor any  observation had been received from him, which showed  that he had received the information and was  satisfied. 
3.

The respondent informed  that BDPO was  not able to attend hearing as he was  on leave. He submitted  a copy of his leave application, which was  taken on record. Accordingly, one last opportunity was  afforded to the BDPO to submit reply to 
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the Show-Cause Notice issued to him and explain the factual position in person on the 
next date of hearing, failing which action would be taken against him ex-parte. The case was adjourned to 19.04.2016, which was further postponed for today as 19.04.2016 

was declared a Public Holiday.

4.

After the hearing was over, Shri C.L. Premy, Advocate, appears before the Commission on behalf of the appellant. He was  apprised of the proceedings taken place during  hearing of the case.  
5.

Today again BDPO is not present to submit reply to the Show-Cause Notice without any intimation. Viewing this callous and irresponsible  attitude of the PIO seriously, one last opportunity is afforded to him to submit reply to the Show-Cause Notice, failing which action will be taken ex-parte.

6.

Adjourned to 11.05.2016  at 11.00 A.M.








Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 20-04-2016


             State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Surinder Singh s/o Harmail Singh,

H.No. B-1/343,  Gali No. 15(R) , Dhillon Colony, 
Near Royal City, Jagraon, District:  Ludhiana.











…Appellant

Versus
1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Managing Director,

Pepsu Road Transport Corporation,

Nabha Road, Patiala.

2.
First Appellate Authority,







O/o Managing Director,

Pepsu Road Transport Corporation,

Nabha Road, Patiala.





…Respondents

Appeal Case  No.  544 of 2016

Order

Present: 
Shri Surinder Singh, Appellant, in person. 

None for the respondents.

Shri Surinder Singh Appellant vide an RTI application dated 17-08-2015 addressed to PIO sought certain information regarding appointment of 16  Auto-Electricians. 

2.

Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide application dated  01-10-2015 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  vide application dated21-09-2015   under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 24-09-2015  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 19.04.2016, which was further postponed for today as 19.04.2016 was declared a Public Holiday.
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3.

Today, the appellant informs that no information has been supplied to him as yet.  It is noted concern that none is present on behalf of the respondents without any intimation  nor any  information has been supplied to the appellant.  Viewing this callous and lackadaisical attitude of the PIO seriously, he 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 07.06.2016  at 11.00 A.M.











Sd/-
Chandigarh




            
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 20-04-2016          


          State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Surinder Singh s/o Harmail Singh,

H.No. B-1/343,  Gali No. 15(R) , Dhillon Colony, 
Near Royal City, Jagraon, District:  Ludhiana.












…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o General Manager, 

Punjab Roadways, Sri Muktsar Sahib.

2.
First Appellate Authority,







O/o Director State Transport, Punjab,

Jeewan Deep Building, Sector 17-B, Chandigarh.

…Respondents
Appeal Case  No.  569 of 2016

Order

Present: 
Shri Surinder Singh, Appellant, in person. 



None for the respondents.

 

Shri Surnder Singh, Appellant,  vide an RTI application dated 06-08-2015 addressed to PIO sought certain information in respect of  Auto electricians working in the Sri Muktsar Sahib Depot .
2.

Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide application dated  08-09-2015 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  vide application dated 01-12-2015   under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 02-02-2016  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 19.04.2016, which was further postponed for today as 19.04.2016 was declared a Public Holiday. 
3.

Today, the appellant informs that no information has been supplied to him as yet.  A perusal of the case file reveals that despite the issuance of letter No. 1806-07, 
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dated 15.03.2016 to the PIO-cum-General Manager, Punjab Roadways, Sri Muktsar Sahib  by the PIO of the office of Director State Transport,  Punjab, Chandigarh to supply the  requisite information to the appellant and to attend the hearing  in the Commission,  none is present on behalf of the respondents nor any information has been supplied to the appellant.  Viewing this callous and lackadaisical attitude of the PIO seriously, he 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 07.06.2016  at 11.00 A.M.











Sd/-
Chandigarh




            
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 20-04-2016          


          State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri  Rajan Loona s/o Sh.Som Parkash

H.No. E-1132, Maharian Bazar, Sabzi Mandi,

Fazilka- 152123.







…Appellant



Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o State Transport Commissioner, Punjab,

SCO No. 177-78, Sector 17C, Chandigarh.
2.
First Appellate Authority,






O/o State Transport Commissioner, Punjab,

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



…Respondents


Appeal Case  No.  537 of 2016

Order
Present: 
None for the parties.
Shri Rajan Loona Appellant vide an RTI application dated 09-09-2015  addressed to PIO sought certain information on four points regarding issuance of Driving Licence for driving non-transport and transport vehicles.
2.

Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide application dated 02-11-2015  under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  vide application dated 28-01-2016  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 01-02-2016 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 19.04.2016, which was further postponed for today as 19.04.2016 was declared a Public Holiday.
3.

A letter No. STC/RTI/PIO/2847/10871, dated 16.03.2016 has been received from PIO of the office of STC, Punjab, Chandigarh informing that requisite information has been supplied to the appellant vide letter No. 41441, dated 30.09.2015. The appellant is not present without any intimation. Therefore, he is directed to send his observations, if any, on the provided information to the PIO, with a copy to the Commission within 30 days, failing which case will be closed. 
4.

Adjourned to  14.06.2016   at 11.00 A.M.










Sd/-
Chandigarh




            
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 20-04--2016          


          State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Harminder Singh s/o Sh.Karnail Singh,

H.No. 747, Phase 4&5, near Balla Ram Nagar,

Bathinda- 









…Appellant


Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

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







O/o State Transport Commissioner, Punjab,

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



…Respondents
Appeal Case  No.  494 of 2016

Order

Present: 
None for both the parties.
Shri Harminder Singh Appellant vide an RTI application dated 11-05-2015 addressed to PIO sought certain information on four points in respect of Shri Latif Ahmed, DTO, Bathinda.  

2.

Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide application dated 30-06-2015 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  vide application dated 25-01-2016  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 27-01-2016 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 19.04.2016, which was further postponed for today as 19.04.2016 was declared a Public Holiday.
3.

Today, a letter dated 20.04.2016 has been received through FAX from the appellant informing that no information has been supplied to him as yet. None is present on behalf of the respondents without any intimation. Viewing this callous attitude of the PIO seriously, he is directed to supply the requisite information to the appellant or explain the factual position of the case on the next date of hearing, failing which punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, will be initiated against him. 
4.

Adjourned to  14.06.2016 at 11.00 A.M.




 











Sd/-
Chandigarh




            
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 20-04--2016          


          State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Daljit Singh s/o Sh.Amrik Singh,

VPO: Baddon, Distt. Hoshiarpur.






…Appellant


Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Secretary,

Regional Transport Authority, Jalandhar.
2.
First Appellate Authority,







O/o State Transport Commissioner, Punjab,

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



…Respondents


Appeal Case  No.  487 of 2016

Order

Present: 
Shri Daljit Singh, appellant, in person.



Shri Kamaljit, Data Entry Operator,  on behalf of the respondents.
 

Shri Daljit Singh Appellant vide an RTI application dated 03-09-2015addressed to PIO sought certain information on  four points regarding certain Bus Permits of PRTC Ludhiana and Kapurthala Depots.
2.

Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide application dated  20-10-2015 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  vide application dated 25-01-2016   under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 27-01-2016  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 19.04.2016, which was further postponed for today as 19.04.2016 was declared a Public Holiday.
3.

Today, the appellant informs that provided information is incomplete and he has sent the deficiencies in the provided information to the PIO but complete information has not been supplied to him as yet. The respondent submits that  since the sought information relates to the year 1973, a lot of time is required to trace out the old record. He seeks some more time to enable them to supply the requisite information and requests for adjourn of the case. 
4.

On the request of the respondent, the case adjourned to 07.07.2016   at 11.00 A.M.
Chandigarh




            
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 20-04--2016          


          State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Vicky Bajaj s/o Shri K.L.Bajaj,

51, Vikas Vihar, Phase-1,

Ferozepur- 152002.








…Appellant

Versus
1.
Public Information Officer

O/o District Transport Officer,

Faridkot.

2.
First Appellate Authority,






O/o State Transport Commissioner, Punjab,

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


…Respondents
Appeal Case  No.  451 of 2016

Order

Present: 
Shri Vicky Bajaj, appellant, in person.



None for the respondents.
 
Shri Vicky Bajaj,  Appellant,  vide an RTI application dated 21-04-2015 addressed to PIO sought copies of instructions/orders governing the allotment of Fancy Registration Numbers for the vehicles.
2.

Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide application dated  17-08-2015 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  vide application dated 19--01-2016  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 21-01-2016 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 19.04.2016 which was postponed for today as 19.04.2016 was declared a Public Holiday.
3.

Today, the appellant informs that no information has been supplied to him as yet.  A perusal of the case file reveals that despite the issuance of letter No. 9887-88, 
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dated 11.03.2016 to the PIO-cum-DTO Faridkot  by the First Appellate Authority-cum-Additional State Transport Commissioner, Punjab, Chandigarh to supply the  requisite information to the appellant and to attend the hearing  in the Commission,  none is present on behalf of the respondents nor any information has been supplied to the appellant.  Viewing this callous and lackadaisical attitude of the PIO seriously, he 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 07.06.2016  at 11.00 A.M.










Sd/-
Chandigarh




            
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 20-04-2016          


          State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Vicky Bajaj s/o Shri K.L.Bajaj,

51, Vikas Vihar, Phase-1,

Ferozepur- 152002.








…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o District Transport Officer,

Fazilka..

2.
First Appellate Authority,







O/o State Transport Commissioner, Punjab,

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


…Respondents.

Appeal Case  No.  449 of 2016

Order

Present: 
Shri Vicky Bajaj, appellant, in person.



None for the respondents.
 

Shri Vicky Bajaj Appellant vide an RTI application dated 21-05-2015 addressed to PIO sought copies of instructions/orders governing the allotment of Fancy Registration Numbers for the vehicles.

2.

Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide application dated  17-08-2015 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  vide application dated 16-01-2016   under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 22-01-2016 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 19.04.2016 which was postponed for today as 19.04.2016 was declared a Public Holiday.

3.

Today, the appellant informs that no information has been supplied to him as yet.  A perusal of the case file reveals that despite the issuance of letter No. 9885-86, 
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dated 11.03.2016 to the PIO-cum-DTO Fazilka  by the First Appellate Authority-cum-Additional State Transport Commissioner, Punjab, Chandigarh to supply the  requisite information to the appellant and to attend the hearing  in the Commission,  none is present on behalf of the respondents nor any information has been supplied to the appellant.  Viewing this callous and lackadaisical attitude of the PIO seriously, he 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 07.06.2016  at 11.00 A.M.











Sd/-
Chandigarh




            
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 20-04-2016          


          State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri   A.K.Sharma,

House No. 2129, Sector 50-C, Chandigarh.




…Appellant

                       Versus
1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Administrative Officer,

o/o Chief Engineer, PWD(B&R),

Nirman Bhavan, Mini Secretariat,  Patiala.

2.
First Appellate Authority,







O/o Chief Engineer, PWD(B&R),

Nirman Bhavan, Mini Sectt. Patiala.



…Respondents

Appeal Case  No.  4014 of 2015

Order

Present: 
None for the   appellant.
Shri Rajesh Kumar, Shri Harcharan Singh and Shri Keshav,  Senior Assistants,  on behalf of the respondents.
Shri A.K. Sharma, Appellant vide an RTI application dated 25-08-2015 addressed to PIO, sought copies of sanctioning of rates of contracts exceeding Rs. 1 crore and its approval by Shri G.R.Bains, Chief Engineer, PWD(B&R) alongwith copies of notings.

2.

The case was last heard on 30.03.2016, when  the appellant was not present and the respondent  submitted  a Memo. No. 343/RTI, dated 29.03.2016 from Superintendent informing  that a parcel containing requisite documents was sent to the appellant but was received back in the office unclaimed . It was   further informed  that the parcel had  again been sent to the appellant by registered post. Accordingly, 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 to 19.04.2016, which was further postponed for today as 19.04.2016 was declared a Public Holiday.
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3.

Today again the appellant is not present without any intimation. The respondents inform that the requisite information has already been supplied to the appellant but no observations have been received from him till date. Accordingly, the appellant is directed to send his observations, if any, on the provided information to the appellant, with a copy to the Commission. 
4.

Adjourned to 11.05.2016  at 11.00 A.M. 










Sd/-
Chandigarh




            
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 20-04-2016          


          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, 
SAS Nagar.

2.
First Appellate Authority,






O/o State Transport Commissioner, Punjab,

Jeewan Deep Building, Sector 17C, Chandigarh.

…….Respondents















Appeal Case  No.  3625 of 2015

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

Shri Karan Singh, DTO, S.A.S. Nagar,  on behalf of   the respondent. 

Shri H.S.Hundal,  Appellant vide an RTI application dated 01-09-2015 addressed to PIO, sought certified copies of all Registration Records etc.

2.

The case was last heard on 29.02.2016, when  the respondent informed  that the requisite information was sent to the complainant by registered post but was received back undelivered. Consequently, he handed  over information to the complainant in the court and  accordingly the appellant was  directed to furnish deficiencies, if any, in  the provided information to the PIO within 10 days and the PIO was  directed to supply complete information after removing the deficiencies within next 10 days, under intimation to the Commission. The case was adjourned to 19.04.2016 which was further postponed for today as 19.04.2016 was declared a Public Holiday.
3.

Today, a letter No. 1022, dated 20.04.2016 has been received from the PIO-cum-District Transport Officer, S.A.S. Nagar,  requesting for adjournment of the case as they are busy  in the preparation of  the inauguration of Automatic Driving Test On-line Driving Licence Process.
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4.

The appellant informs that he has sent the deficiencies in the provided information to the PIO   on 12.03.2016 and 18.04.2016 and handed over the same  personally to the PIO-cum-DTO on 31.03.2016 but no information has been provided to him till 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 him. 
5.

Adjourned to 05.05.2016  at 11.00 A.M. for confirmation of compliance of orders.









Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 20-04-2016

            
 State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri H. S. Hundal, Advocate,

District Courts, Sector: 76, S.A.S. Nagar(Mohali).


…Complainant

               Versus
Public Information Officer








o/o District Transport Officer,

Phase – 1, S.A.S. Nagar(Mohali).





…Respondent

Complaint  Case No. 2501 of 2015    

Order

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

Shri Karan Singh, DTO, S.A.S. Nagar,  on behalf of   the respondent.


Vide RTI application dated 01.09.2015,  addressed to the respondent, Shri H. S. Hundal  sought copies of certain documents .

2.

The case was last heard on 29.02.2016, when  the respondent informed  that the requisite information was sent to the complainant by registered post but was received back undelivered. Consequently, he handed  over information to the complainant in the court and  accordingly the appellant was  directed to furnish deficiencies, if any, in  the provided information to the PIO within 10 days and the PIO was  directed to supply complete information after removing the deficiencies within next 10 days, under intimation to the Commission. The case was adjourned to 19.04.2016 which was further postponed for today as 19.04.2016 was declared a Public Holiday.

3.

Today, a letter No. 1022, dated 20.04.2016 has been received from the PIO-cum-District Transport Officer, S.A.S. Nagar,  requesting for adjournment of the case as they are busy  in the preparation of  the inauguration of Automatic Driving Test On-line Driving Licence Process.


4.

The appellant informs that he has sent the deficiencies in the provided information to the PIO  on 12.03.2016 and 18.04.2016 and handed over the same  
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personally to the PIO-cum-DTO on 31.03.2016 but no information has been provided to him till 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 him. 

5.

Adjourned to 05.05.2016  at 11.00 A.M. for confirmation of compliance of orders.









Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 20-04-2016

            
 State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

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

District Courts, Sector: 76,S.A.S. Nagar(Mohali).



…Complainant

               Versus

Public Information Officer








o/o District Transport Officer,

Phase – 1, S.A.S. Nagar(Mohali).





…Respondent

Complaint  Case No. 2494 of 2015    

Order

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

None for   the respondent.



Vide RTI application dated 31.08.2015  addressed to the respondent, Shri   H. S. Hundal sought  various information/documents regarding issuance of permits to School Buses and vehicles of other educational institutions.

2.

The case was last heard on 29.02.2016, when  the respondent informed  that the requisite information was sent to the complainant by registered post but was received back undelivered. Consequently, he handed  over information to the complainant in the court and  accordingly, the appellant was  directed to furnish deficiencies, if any, in  the provided information to the PIO within 10 days and the PIO was  directed to supply complete information after removing the deficiencies within next 10 days, under intimation to the Commission. The case was adjourned to 19.04.2016, which was further postponed for today as 19.04.2016 was declared a Public Holiday.
3.

Today, a letter No. 1022, dated 20.04.2016 has been received from the DTO requesting for adjournment of the case as they are busy  in the preparation of  the inauguration of Automatic Driving Test On-line Driving Licence Process. The complainant makes a written submission dated 20.04.2016 submitting that the instant case may be treated as withdrawn.
4.

Accordingly, the case is dismissed as withdrawn.








Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 20-04-2016

            
 State Information Commissioner
