STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH 

Sh. Gurdial Singh

S/o Sh. Kirpal Singh,

H. No. 130, Beant Singh Aman Nagar,

Bella Road,

Ropar. 







…..Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director State Transport,

Punjab,

Chandigarh.


                                                 
  ….Respondent

C.C. NO. 3090 of 2009
ORDER

Present:
Sh. Gurdial Singh, Complainant in person.



Sh. Ravinder Singh, Senior Assistant for the respondent.



In the earlier order dated 03.12.2009, directions were given to the respondent to send the information within 15 days to the Complainant by registered post.  These directions have were not followed therefore the respondent is directed to provide this information in the presence of the court. At today’s hearing   The Complainant is satisfied.



The case is accordingly closed and disposed of. 

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.







  Sd/-
Chandigarh.





    Mrs. Ravi Singh

Date:
25.01.2010



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH 

Sh. Anand Moudgil,

B-1-1116 Bindra Ban Street,

Civil Lines,

Ludhiana. 







…..Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Secretary,

Regional Transport Authority,

Ferozepur. 







  ….Respondent

C.C. NO. 2979 of 2009

Order

Present:
Sh. Anand Moudgil, Complainant in person.



Sh. Devinder Kumar, Assistant Secretary, for the respondent.



In the earlier order dated 03.12.2009, one more opportunity was granted to the respondent to point out any discrepancies in the information provided to him, with a copy to the Commission.  A letter dated 05.01.2010 has been presented in which discrepancies have been pointed out by the complainant.  



Directions are given that information should be provided by the Respondent from the PIO C/o District Transport Officer, Patiala.  Also, District Transport Officer, Moga, Muktsar, Ferozepur are directed to provide information as soon as possible.   The above DTOs should allow the Complainant to inspect the files which pertain to the information sought by him in his original application, whenever he visits them for the purpose.   A copy of the order be sent to the above said District Transport Officers.



Rest of the information should be provided by the DTOs to the Secretary, RTA, Patiala. 



To come up on 10.03.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.







   Sd/-

Chandigarh.





    Mrs. Ravi Singh

Date:
25.01.2010



State Information Commissioner
Copy to:

District Transport Officer, Moga, Muktsar, Ferozepur
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH 

Sh. Anand Moudgil,

B-1-1116 Bindra Ban Street,

Civil Lines,

Ludhiana. 







…..Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Secretary,

Regional Transport Authority,

Patiala. 







  ….Respondent

C.C. NO. 2980 of 2009

ORDER
Present:
Sh. Anand Moudgil, Complainant in person.



Sh. Devinder Kumar, Assistant Secretary, for the respondent.



In the earlier order dated 03.12.2009, one more opportunity was granted to the respondent to point out any discrepancies in the information provided to him, with a copy to the Commission.  A letter dated 05.01.2010 has been presented in which discrepancies have been pointed out by the complainant.  



Directions are given that the information should be provided by the Respondent from the PIO C/o District Transport Officer, Patiala.  A copy of the order be sent to the above said District Transport Officer.



Rest of the information should be provided by the DTOs to the Secretary, RTA, Patiala. 



To come up on 10.03.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.







 Sd/-

Chandigarh.





    Mrs. Ravi Singh

Date:
25.01.2010



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH
Sh. Anand Moudgil,

B-1-1116 Bindra Ban Street,

Civil Lines,

Ludhiana. 







…..Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Secretary,

Regional Transport Authority,

Jalandhar. 







  ….Respondent

C.C. NO. 2981 of 2009

Order

Present:
Complainant in person.

Sh. Pal Singh, Senior Asstt. Secretary, Jalandhar for the respondent.

In the earlier order dated 03.12.2009, one more opportunity was granted to the respondent to point out any discrepancies in the information provided to him, with a copy to the Commission.  A letter dated 05.01.2010 has been presented in which discrepancies have been pointed out by the complainant.  



Directions are given that the information should be provided by the Respondent from the PIO C/o District Transport Officer, Patiala.  Also, District Transport Officer, Jalandhar, Nawanshahr, Amritsar, Tarn Taran, Kapurthala and Hoshiarpur are directed to provide information as soon as possible.   The above  DTOs should allow the Complainant to inspect the files which pertain to the information sought by him in his original application, whenever he visits them for the purpose.   A copy of the order be sent to the above said District Transport Officers.



It is pointed out that in this case, Asstt. Secretary, RTA who is present, is not aware of the provisions of the RTI Act, 2005.   It shows defiance to the directions of the court and also disrespect to the Commission.  Directions are given that he should not appear in the court.  He is not in knowledge of the Act and argues in a disrespectful manner.  A copy of this order is being sent to Secretary, Transport to take disciplinary action against the erring officer.    









Contd…P/2….

-:2:-. 



At the next hearing, PIO should be personally present.  Information should also be provided within one week with compliance report to the Commission. 

To come up on 10.03.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.

  Sd/-

Chandigarh.





    Mrs. Ravi Singh

Date:
25.01.2010



State Information Commissioner
Copy to:

The District Transport Officer,

Jalandhar, Nawanshahr, Amritsar, Tarn Taran, Kapurthala, Hoshiarpur
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH 

Sh. Rajinder Singh

WZ-37, 2nd floor,

Sant Nagar,

Tilak Nagar,

New Delhi – 110018.





    …..Appellant 

Vs.

1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Sub-Divisional Magistrate,

Nawanshahar. 

2.
Public Information Officer,


First Appellate Authority,


O/o The Deputy Commissioner,


Nawanshahar. 

….Respondents
A.C. NO. 807 of 2009

Order

Present:
Sh. Rajinder Singh, Complainant in person.



Sh. Barjinder Singh, Tehsildar Nawanshahr, for the respondent.


The respondent states that original application dated 28.07.2009 was transferred to Office of SSP, Nawanshahr on 26.08.2009.  This is not accepted since it was transferred beyond the stipulated period of five days as per provisions of the RTI Act 2005.  A letter from the SDM Nawanshahr has been presented which states as under: -
“With regard to the subject mentioned above, it is submitted that whatever information was sought by you from this office vide your application dated 28.07.2009 was pertained to the office of Senior Superintendent of Police, Shaheed Bhagat Singh Nagar.  Therefore, you were informed by this office vide No. 1032/CC dated 26.08.2009 that the required information may be obtained from the office of SSP, Shaheed Bhagat Singh Nagar directly.  A copy of the said letter was endorsed to the SSP Shaheed Bhagat Singh Nagar also photocopy of the same is enclosed for your kind information. 
Therefore, the office of SSP Nawanshahr vide letter no.









Contd…P/2….

-:2:-. 

1625/PC dated 13.10.2009 supplied the required information to you.  A copy of the above said letter is again enclosed with this letter.”



Complainant states that no information has been received by him from office of SSP Nawanshahr. Respondent does not have any documentation regarding information supplied by the SSP Nawanshahr.  Transfer of application is not accepted since it was done beyond the stipulated period of transferring the case.


Directions are given that the PIO that should be personally presented in the next hearing and information should be provided to the complainant within 15 days. 

To come up on 11.03.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.







Sd/-

Chandigarh.





    Mrs. Ravi Singh

Date:
25.01.2010



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH 

Sh. Anil Sandhir,

S/o Sh. S.P. Sandhir,

# 2994, HIG,

Phase I,

Dugri,

.Ludhiana. 







    …..Appellant 

Vs.

1.
Public Information Officer,


O/o The Deputy Commissioner,


Ludhiana. 






  ….Respondent

A.C. NO. 377 of 2009

Order

Present:
Complainant Anil Sandhir in person.



Sh. Avtar Singh, S.D.E. for Respondent DC, Ludhiana.



In the earlier order dated 03.12.2009, directions were given to the Complainant to point out any discrepancies in the information supplied to him.  



I have gone through each point regarding information to be provided to the complainant.  The information sought by the Complainant is occupation of government quarters and the penalty imposed on the officers who have stayed beyond the stipulated period. SDE present is on behalf of the DC and letter is presented regarding the directions from the DC Ludhiana.  The complainant is satisfied with the information but states that this information should could only be provided by the Deputy Commissioner’s office as Chairman of the Allotment Committee and not by the PWD.  He also argues that the complaint was not transferred to the PWD within the stipulated period of five days as per the RTI Act 2005.    The respondent SDE has given a letter written by the Executive Engineer, Divisional Office, Ludhiana dated 20.10.2009 whereby the information was provided to the Complainant. 


I am satisfied with the information supplied to the complainant.  Complainant is also advised to take up the matter with the higher








Contd…P/2….

-:2:-. 

competent authorities in case he wants to challenge the allotments done by the DC Ludhiana. 


The case is hereby disposed of and closed.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.







 Sd/-

Chandigarh.





    Mrs. Ravi Singh

Date:
25.01.2010



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH 

Geeta Rani

w/o Sh. Vinod Singla,

H. No. 22,

Ward No. 5-6,

Park Road,

Dhuri. 








…..Complainant 

Vs.

1.
Public Information Officer,


O/o Director Public Instruction (Secondary Education),

Punjab,

Chandigarh.






 ….Respondent

C.C. NO. 3134 of 2009

Order

Present:
Sh. Vinod Kumar, husband of the Complainant.

For the respondent, - Sh. Baljit Singh, Sr. Assistant, DPI, and Sh. Mohan Singh Dhanoa, Superintendent-cum-APIO. 


In the order dated 03.12.2009, following directions were given:
“Since the demand for information has been made by the complainant to DPI (SE) as well as DPI (E), the order has not been complied with by them.  Therefore, an amount of penalty of Rs. 25,000/- so imposed should be deposited in the ratio of 50:50 under the relevant Head of account by PIO O/s DPI (SE) and PIO, O/o DPI (Elementary), Punjab, Chandigarh. 

None of the directions of the Commission have been followed.  One more opportunity is granted to the Secretary, School Education, Punjab, Sector 9, Chandigarh to implement the order, otherwise I will initiate disciplinary action against the erring officer. 

To come up on 11.03.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.






                  Sd/-

Chandigarh.





    Mrs. Ravi Singh

Date:
25.01.2010



State Information Commissioner
C.C. 
The Chief Secretary, Punjab, Chandigarh. 
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH
Sh. Dharam Pal,

# 48, Multani Colony,

Sirsa – 125055






      …..Appellant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Sub Divisional Magistrate,

Sardulgarh (Mansa)






  ….Respondent

A.C. NO. 706 of 2009

Order

Present:
None of the Complainant.



Ms. Pushpinder Kaur, Naib Tehsildar for the respondent.


In the earlier order dated 02.12.2009, none appeared on behalf of the appellant as well as the respondent.  Today, Pushpinder Kaur, Naib Tehsildar is present on behalf of the respondent and submits that information has been provided to the Complainant by the office of Deputy Commissioner, Mansa, on 06.10.2009.  She has assured that fax of this information will be provided in the court by the afternoon.



No discrepancy has been pointed out by the complainant nor is he present today, therefore, it seems he is satisfied. 



Accordingly the case is hereby closed and disposed of. 


Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.







  Sd/-

Chandigarh.





    Mrs. Ravi Singh

Date:
25.01.2010



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH
Sh. Balvir Singh Sular,

Punj Pradhani Social Jathebandi,

Village Sular,

District Patiala.






    …..Appellant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o General Manager,

Pepsu Road Transport Corp.

Nabha (Patiala) 






  ….Respondent

A.C. NO. 700 of 2009

Order

Present:
None for the Complainant.



Sh. Mohinder Singh, Superintendent for the Respondent.



In the earlier order dated 02.12.2009, the complainant was not present.  Therefore, one more opportunity was granted to him to point out any objections or discrepancies in the information provided. 



No objections have been pointed out neither is he present in the court today.   The respondent also states that information was sent to the complainant on 25.11.2009 by registered post.   It seems the complainant is satisfied. 
 

Accordingly the case is hereby closed and disposed of. 

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.






             Sd/-

Chandigarh.





    Mrs. Ravi Singh

Date:
25.01.2010



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH 

Sh. Yogesh Mahajan,

Anti Corruption Council,

Opp. Water Tank,

Municipal Market,

Mission Road,

Pathankot.







     …..Appellant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Transport Officer,

Gurdaspur.






 
  ….Respondent

A.C. NO. 547 of 2009

Order

Present:
None for the Complainant.



Sh. Dalip Kumar, Junior Asstt. for the respondent. 



In the earlier order dated 02.12.2009, appellant was not present.  Therefore, one more opportunity was granted to him to point out any objections or discrepancies in the information provided. 



None is present today on behalf of the complainant nor have any objections been pointed out on the information provided to him by registered post on 30.11.2009.  It seems the complainant is satisfied. 

 

Accordingly the case is hereby closed and disposed of. 


Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.

  Sd/-

Chandigarh.





    Mrs. Ravi Singh

Date:
25.01.2010



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH 

Sh. Parbha Singh

Village Nurpura,

Tehsil Amloh,

Distt. Fatehgarh Sahib.





…..Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Fatehgarh Sahib.





 
  ….Respondent

C.C. NO. 1709 of 2009

Order
Present:
Sh. Satwant Singh for the Complainant.



Sh. Ranjit Singh, Kanungo for the respondent.



The information has been provided to the Complainant as per order passed on 12.01.2010 attested by Sr. Asstt. SDM, Amloh.  The order has been passed by A.C. II Grade (Naib Tehsildar, Amloh – Ms. Kamaljit Kaur).  Complainant is not satisfied and states that he would like to challenge this order since the allotment letter is already in his possession.   He has been advised to take up the matter with the higher competent authority.  

Accordingly the case is hereby closed and disposed of.   A copy of the allotment letter should also be sent with the order of the Commission to the respondent. 

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.







 Sd/-

Chandigarh.





    Mrs. Ravi Singh

Date:
25.01.2010



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH
Sh. Naresh Kumar

s/o Sh. Hans Raj,

902/13, Guru Nanak Nagar,

Near Vidhant Nagar,

Moga.








…..Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director,

State Transport, Punjab,

Chandigarh.






 
  ….Respondent

C.C. NO. 2736 of 2009

Order

Present:
Sh. Naresh Kumar, Complainant in person.



Sh. Sukhwinder Singh, Sr. Asstt. for the Respondent. 



Sh. Sukhwinder Singh, Sr. Assistant is present on behalf of the respondent and he is not aware of the facts of the case.   His arguments on providing information are not related to the information sought by the complainant. No reply to the show cause notice has been provided and no information has been provided to the complainant.



One more opportunity is granted to the respondent to provide information to the complainant within 15 days.  As regards the penalty, the same would be decided on the next hearing after the information has been provided and reply to the show cause notice has been received.  



Sh. Surinderjit Singh, ADO, State Transport, Punjab, Chandigarh should be present on the next date of hearing since the notice sent by the Commission on 20.10.2009 states: -
“You are required to appear before the Commission on the said date and the time either personally or through an authorized representative not below the rank of Assistant Public Information Officer, who should be well conversant with the facts of the case and his statement of facts will be treated as if it is given by you and you will be responsible for its correctness.  In case no appearance is made on your behalf, the case will be decided ex parte in your absence.









Contd…P/2….
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To come up on 11.03.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.







Sd/-

Chandigarh.





    Mrs. Ravi Singh

Date:
25.01.2010



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH 

Sh. Gurcharan Singh

s/o Sh. Kaka Singh,

Village Prem Singh Wala,

Tehsil Samana,

Distt. Patiala. 






…..Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Tehsildar,

Samana.






 
  ….Respondent

C.C. NO. 1344 of 2009

Order

Present:
None for the parties.



In the last hearing dated 26.11.2009, directions were given to PIO C/o Tehsildar, Samana to provide information to the complainant within 15 days.  None is present on behalf of the complainant or the respondent. 



One more opportunity is provided to the Respondent to provide information as per original application dated 3.03.09 within 15 days otherwise action pertaining to show cause notice will be initiated. 
To come up on 11.03.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.







 Sd/-

Chandigarh.





    Mrs. Ravi Singh

Date:
25.01.2010



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH 

Sh. Baga Singh

s/o Sh. Kasam Singh,

Valmik Road,

Bharat Nagar,

Ferozepur City – 152002 





   …..Appellant 

Vs.

1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Ferozepur.





2.
Public Information Officer,


First Appellate Authority,


O/o The Deputy Commissioner,


Ferozepur.






….Respondents

A.C. NO. 748 of 2009

Order

Present:
Appellant Sh. Baga Singh in person.



Sh. Subhash Chander, DRO for the respondent.



Information has been provided to the appellant as per his original application dated 29.07.2009.  The order passed by DDPO states as under: -

“T[go'es ft;/ ;pzXh nkg B{z nkgdh doyk;s fwsh29H7H09 d/ ;pzX ftZu ;{fus ehsk iKdk j? fe nkg dk wzr gzso phHvhHghHUH xby[od wy{, wwv'N ns/ r[o{jo;jkJ/ B{z nrb/oh ekotkJh fjs G/fink frnk ;h. fJ; ;pzXh phHvhHghHUHxby[od tZb'A jh ehsh rJh ekotkJh ;pzXh i' gso fJ; dcso B{z gqkgs j'J/ jB, T[BQK dhnK c'N'ekghnK fJ; gZso Bkb BEh eoe/ nkg B{z ;{uBk fjs G/ihnK iKdhnK jB.”


I am satisfied with the information and the DRO has given a written statement as to what is the procedure the appellant has to follow to get the required land under the 5.5 Marla land to Poor and economically weaker sections of Scheme of Punjab Village Common Lands (Regulation) Act, 1961.
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The appellant is satisfied. 

Accordingly the case is hereby closed and disposed of. 

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.






                 Sd/-

Chandigarh.





    Mrs. Ravi Singh

Date:
25.01.2010



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH 

Sh. Jasbir Singh

Village Bholarpur Jhabewal,

P.O. Ramgarh,

Distt. Ludhiana.





          
…..Appellant 

Vs.

1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Principal Secretary Transport,

Punjab,

Chandigarh.





2.
Public Information Officer,


First Appellate Authority,


O/o State Transport Commissioner, Punjab,

Chandigarh.






….Respondents

A.C. NO. 946 of 2009

Order

Present:
Appellant Jasbir Singh in person.



Sh. J.S. Brar, ADTO, for the Respondent. 



The information to the appellant has been provided in the presence of the court.  The Appellant is satisfied. 

Accordingly the case is hereby closed and disposed of. 

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.







 Sd/-

Chandigarh.





    Mrs. Ravi Singh

Date:
25.01.2010



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH 

Sh. Jarnail Singh

C/o The New Piyar Bus Service, Pvt. Ltd.

Near Tarawala Pull,

Amritsar.







…..Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o State Transport Commissioner, Punjab,

Chandigarh.







 ….Respondent

C.C. NO. 3569 of 2009

Order
Present:
None for the complainant.



Sh. J.S. Brar, ADTO-cum-APIO, for the Respondent.

Respondent states that the same complainant had filed four different applications for the same information. Two of the applications bearing CC No. 3471 and 3472 of 2009 have already been disposed of in the court of honourable SIC Sh. Kulbir Singh dated 16.12.2009 and the present two complaints i.e. CC No. 3547 and 3569 also relate to the same information.  The Order dated 16.12.2009 states:

“Heard.

Information demanded is similar in both the cases.  So these cases are clubbed.  Respondent O/o Secretary, RTA Jalandhar states that competent authority has passed the orders regarding variation of route permits.  He further states that Complainant has been informed in this regard.  Respondent is directed that as and when the orders are passed, information be provided to the complainant.  No further action is required. 

Disposed of.  Copies of orders be sent to the parties.”” 

Accordingly the case is hereby closed and disposed of. 

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.







 Sd/-

Chandigarh.





    Mrs. Ravi Singh

Date:
25.01.2010



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH
Sh. Jagmohan Singh

Chief Editor,

Taja Masaley,

347/86, Model Colony,

Salim Tabri,

Ludhiana.







…..Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o State Transport Commissioner, Punjab,

Chandigarh.







   ….Respondent

C.C. NO. 3551 of 2009

Order

Present:
Sh. Harjinder Singh for the Complainant. 



The information sought is regarding clerk Surinder Singh posted at Ludhiana.  Other points are co-related.



The information has been provided to the complainant on 19.11.2009.  He is satisfied.  It is pointed out that final outcome of the enquiry should be communicated to the complainant.

The case is hereby closed and disposed of. 

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.







 Sd/-

Chandigarh.





    Mrs. Ravi Singh

Date:
25.01.2010



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH
Sh.  Kulwinder Singh Saini,

H. No. HL-216,

Phase 1,

SAS Nagar (Mohali)






…..Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Principal,

S.R.K. College of Physical Education,

Bhagoo Majra (Khara)





 ….Respondent

C.C. NO. 3548 of 2009

Order

Present:
Sh. Kulwinder Singh Saini, Complainant in person.



Sh. Bhupinder Singh, Principal for the respondent. 



The information sought is regarding time table and full details of the students admitted in the current session. 



Respondent states that they have not received the original application dated 20.10.2009 and he only came to know about it when the summons of hearing by the Commission was sent on 07.12.2009.  There is lot of argument on the proof of the courier sent regarding the original application dated 20.10.2009.  A copy of the receipt from On Dot Courier is attached with the order.


I am not accepting the Respondent’s averment of not having received this courier.  Even though there are no signatures but the complainant states that it was received by the Principal and no signatures were given.   However, respondent is denying the same.



Directions are given that the information should be provided to the complainant within 15 days.  A letter has been presented regarding arguments about receiving of the original application from the respondent. 

To come up on 11.03.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.







 Sd/-

Chandigarh.





    Mrs. Ravi Singh

Date:
25.01.2010



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH 

Sh.  Jarnail Singh

C/o The New Piyar Bus Service, Pvt. Ltd.

Near Tarawala Pull,

Amritsar.







…..Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o State Transport Commissioner, Punjab,

Chandigarh.







 ….Respondent

C.C. NO. 3547 of 2009

Order
Present:
None for the complainant.



Sh. J.S. Brar, ADTO for the Respondent.

Respondent states that the same complainant had filed four different applications for the same information. Two of the applications bearing CC No. 3471 and 3472 of 2009 have already been disposed of by the court of SIC Sh. Kulbir Singh dated 16.12.2009 and the present two complaints i.e. CC No. 3547 and 3569 also relate to the same information.  The Order dated 16.12.2009 states:
“Heard.

Information demanded is similar in both the cases.  So these cases are clubbed.  Respondent O/o Secretary, RTA Jalandhar states that competent authority has passed the orders regarding variation of route permits.  He further states that Complainant has been informed in this regard.  Respondent is directed that as and when the orders are passed, information be provided to the complainant.  No further action is required. 

Disposed of.  Copies of orders be sent to the parties.”
Accordingly the case is hereby closed and disposed of. 

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.







  Sd/-

Chandigarh.





    Mrs. Ravi Singh

Date:
25.01.2010



State Information Commissioner
