STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  H.S.Hundal, Advocate,

Advocates’ Chambers, District Courts,

Sector-76, SAS Nagar.







…Appellant


Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

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







O/o State Transport Commissioner, Punjab,

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



…Respondents


Appeal Case  No.  1070 of 2016

Order
Present:
None for the appellant.


Shri Amardeep Singh, Clerk, on behalf of the respondents.  

Shri H.S.Hundal, Appellant vide an RTI application dated 01-12-2014 addressed to PIO sought certain information on eight points regarding Services being provided under RTS Act. 
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 18-02-2015 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  vide application dated 01-03-2016  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 11-03-2016  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.
3.

Today, the respondent submits that the information sought by the appellant in this case has already been supplied to him vide letter No. 5874, dated 30.07.2015 in AC-1083/2015 which was heard and disposed of by Shri Parveen Kumar, SIC, on 11.09.2015. He further submits that he has brought the information for handing over to the appellant today in the court but he is not present. Accordingly, the respondent is directed to send  this information to the appellant by registered post and the appellant is directed to send his observations, if any, to the PIO, with a copy to the Commission. 
4.

Adjourned to 21.07.2016   at 11.00 A.M.






 


Sd/-
Chandigarh




            
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 30-06--2016          


          State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Hakam Singh s/o Sh. Darshan Singh,

VPO: Madhir, Tehsil  Gidderbaha,

Distt. Sri Muktsar Sahib-152101.






…Appellant

Versus
1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Secretary, Regional Transport Authority,

Ferozepur.

2.
First Appellate Authority,







O/o State Transport Commissioner, Punjab,

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


…Respondents
Appeal Case  No.  1024 of 2016

Order

Present: 
Shril Hakam Singh, 
 Appellant, in person.


Shri Supreet Singh, Data Entry Operator, on behalf of the respondents.
Shri Hakam Singh, Appellant vide an RTI application dated 30-09-2015 addressed to PIO sought certain information regarding documents required for transfer of vehicles from other States. 

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  23-12-2015 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  vide application dated 04-03-2016  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 10-03-2016 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.

3.

Today, the appellant informs that no information has been supplied to him as yet. A letter No. 304-305, dated 25.05.2016 has been received from Secretary, Regional Transport Authority, Ferozepur informing that the sought information does not 
Contd…..p/2
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-2-
relate to their office. It has been further informed that District Transport Officer, Ferozepur and Sri Muktsar Sahib have been directed to supply the requisite information to the appellant. Accordingly, the PIO is directed to supply complete information to the appellant before the next date of hearing after collecting the same from the quarters concerned. The PIO  is also directed to ensure that the PIO or the APIO attends the hearing in the Commission in future. 
4.

Adjourned to   16.08.2016  at 11.00 A.M.










Sd/-


 
Chandigarh




            
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 30-06--2016          


          State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  K.L.Malhotra,

 Anandpuri, Noorwala Road

Gurdware wali Gali, Ludhiana-141008.





…Appellant


Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

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






O/o State Transport Commissioner, Punjab,

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



…Respondents
Appeal Case  No.  1055 of 2016

Order

Present: 
None for the appellant.



Shri Amardeep Singh, Clerk, on behalf of the respondents.
 

Shri K. L. Malhotra,  Appellant vide an RTI application dated 02-02-2016 addressed to PIO sought certain information regarding names and addresses of participants in the meeting held by Shri Dalwinderjit Singh, DTO, Ludhiana in Circuit House, Ludhiana on 30-12-2015. 

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 05-02-2016  under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  vide application dated 11-03-2016  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 11-03-2016 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.
3.

A letter No. 2682, dated 21.06.2016 has been received from the PIO-cum-DTO, Ludhiana vide which it has been informed that requisite information has been supplied to the appellant vide letter No. 31480, dated 08.02.2016. Shri Amardeep Singh, Clerk, appearing on behalf of the respondents, informs that the appellant is satisfied with the provided information. 
 

4.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed. 









 Sd/-
Chandigarh




            
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 30-06--2016          


          State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Vivek Bakshi,

Hounse No. 102, Phulawal, Sugandh Vihar,

Basant Avenue, Ludhiana- 141103.






…Appellant


Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o District Transport Officer,

Ludhiana.
2.
First Appellate Authority,







O/o State Transport Commissioner, Punjab,

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



…Respondents
Appeal Case  No.  1075 of 2016

Order

Present: 
None for the appellant.


Shri Amardeep Singh, Clerk, on behalf of the respondents.
 

Shri Vivek Bakshi, Appellant vide an RTI application dated 01-01-2016 addressed to PIO sought certain information on  15 points regarding particulars of staff members.
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 08-02-2016  under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  vide application dated nil   under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 14-03-2016 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.
3.

Today, Shri Amardeep Singh, Clerk,  appearing on behalf of the respondents, submits that RTI application of the applicant has not been received in their office. Accordingly, a copy of the RTI application is handed over to him and the PIO is directed to supply requisite information to the appellant, before the next date of hearing. 
4.

Adjourned to  27.07.2016  at 11.00 A.M.









 Sd/-
Chandigarh




            
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 30-06--2016          


          State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Amrik Singh,

H.No. 3254 (GF), Sector 44-D, Chandigarh.





…Appellant


                    Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Director State Transport, Punjab,

Jeewan Deep Building, Sector 17-B,. Chandigarh.
2.
First Appellate Authority,






O/o Principal Secretary to Govt. Punjab,

Deptt. Of Transport, Punjab Civil Sectt-2,

Sector-9, Chandigarh.






…Respondents


Appeal Case  No.  1049 of 2016

Order

Present: 
Shri Amrik Singh, Appellant, in person.
Shri Ravinder Singh and Shri Gurmajor Singh, Senior Assistants, 
 on behalf of respondents.
Shri Amrik Singh  Appellant vide an RTI application dated 04-01-2016 addressed to PIO sought certain information on 13 points in respect of Deputy Director, Station Supervisors, Inspectors, Assistant Mechanical Engineer, Traffic Manager and others.
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 03-02-2016 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  vide application dated 11-03-2016  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 11-03-2016 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.
3.

Today, the respondent hands over information regarding point No. 6 to the appellant and informs that complete information has been supplied to the appellant. The appellant submits that the provided information is incomplete and misleading. Accordingly, he is directed to send the deficiencies in the provided information to the PIO with a copy to the Commission and the PIO is directed to supply complete information to the appellant after removing the deficiencies, which will be furnished by him in due course of time.
4.

Adjourned to  16.08.2016  at 11.00 A.M.









 Sd/-
Chandigarh




            
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 30-06--2016          


          State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Naurang Singh Dahiya s/o Sh.Raunak Singh,

H.No. 1508/47-B, Street No. 6, Harkrishan Nagar,

Gill Road, Ludhiana.








…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o District Transport Officer,

Sangrur.
2.
First Appellate Authority,






O/o State Transport Commissioner, Punjab,

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



…Respondents.

Appeal Case  No.  1035 of 2016

Order

Present:
None on behalf of the appellant as well as the respondents.
Shri Naurang Singh Dahiya,  Appellant vide an RTI application dated 12-06-2012 addressed to PIO sought certain information recorded in his Service Book from the beginning of service to his retirement. 

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  03-12-2012 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  vide application dated 25-02-2016  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 28-02-2016  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.
3.

None is present on behalf of the appellant as well as the respondent without any intimation. Viewing the absence of the respondent seriously, the PIO 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, will be initiated against him.
4.

Adjourned to   16.08.2016   at 11.00 A.M.










Sd/-


 
Chandigarh




            
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 30-06--2016          


          State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Jeet Singh s/o Sh. Arjan Singh,

Village: Jhalian Kalan, Tehsil:Chamkaur Sahib,

Distt. Ropar.









…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.  1014 of 2016

Order
Present: 
None for the appellant.


Shri Gian Chand, Clerk, on behalf of the respondents.
 

Shri Jeet Singh, Appellant vide an RTI application dated 04-12-2015 addressed to PIO sought certain information regarding implementation of pension scheme in PRTC in the year 1992. 

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  28-01-2016 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  vide application dated 03-03-2016   under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on  09-03-2016 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.
3.

Today, the respondent submits a letter No. SPL-1/PRTC/PIO, dated 30.06.2016, enclosing a copy of provided information,  from the PIO vide which it has been informed that requisite information has been supplied to the appellant vide letter No. 2097-98, dated 17.05.2016. The appellant is not present without any intimation nor any observations on the provided information have been received from him, which shows that he has received the information to his satisfaction. 
5.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed. 





 





Sd/-
Chandigarh




            
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 30-06--2016          


          State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Manjit Singh s/o Sh. Sohan Singh,

H.No. 388/3, Bahera Road, Patiala.






…Appellant


Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o District Transport Officer,

Patiala.
2.
First Appellate Authority,






O/o State Transport Commissioner, Punjab,

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



…Respondents
Appeal Case  No.  1059 of 2016

Order

Present: 
Shri Manjit Singh, Appellant, in person.


Shri Harwinder Singh, Clerk, on behalf of the respondents.
Shri Manjit Singh, Appellant vide an RTI application dated 27-04-2015 addressed to PIO sought certain information regarding issuance of fancy numbers of PB-34-A series by Tehsil office, Nabha. 

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 11-06-2015  under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  vide application dated 09-03-2016  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 11-03-2016 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.
3.

Today, the appellant informs that no information has been supplied to him as yet. After hearing both the parties and discussing the matter, the PIO 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  24.08.2016  at 11.00 A.M.









Sd/-
Chandigarh




            
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 30-06--2016          


          State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri  Manjit Singh s/o Sh. Sohan Singh,

H.No. 388/3, Bahera Road, Patiala.






…Appellant


Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

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







O/o State Transport Commissioner, Punjab,

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



…Respondents
Appeal Case  No.  1060 of 2016

Order

Present: 
Shri Manjit Singh, Appellant, in person.


Shri Sampuran Singh, Junior Assistant, on behalf of the respondents.
 

Shri Manjit Singh,  Appellant vide an RTI application dated 15-05-2015 addressed to PIO sought certain information regarding number of licences renewed for the period from 21-04-2015 to 15-05-2015. 

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  01-09-2015 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  vide application dated 09-03-2016   under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 11-03-2016  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.
3.

Today, the appellant informs that no information has been supplied to him as yet.  Shri Sampuran Singh, Junior Assistant, appearing on behalf of the respondents, seeks some more time to enable them to supply the requisite information to the appellant, which is granted. Accordingly, the PIO 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 24.08.2016 at 11.00 A.M. 






 


Sd/-
Chandigarh




            
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 30-06--2016          


          State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Manjit Singh s/o Sh. Sohan Singh,

H.No. 388/3, Bahera Road, Patiala.






…Appellant


Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

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







O/o State Transport Commissioner, Punjab,

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



…Respondents
Appeal Case  No.  1061 of 2016
Order

Present:
Shri Manjit Singh, Appellant, in person.



Shri David Kumar, Clerk, on behalf of the respondents. 
 

Shri Manjit Singh Appellant vide an RTI application dated 01-09-2015 addressed to PIO sought certain information regarding Nos. PB-11-BR-2029, No. PB-11-AS-9466 and No. PB-11-BR-6892 to which vehicles have been allotted and in whose  names.
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 14-10-2015  under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  vide application dated  09-03-2016 under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 11-03-2016  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.
3.

Today, the appellant informs that no information has been supplied to him as yet. After hearing both the parties and discussing the matter, the PIO is directed to supply complete information to the appellant before the next date of hearing, failing which punitive action will be initiated against him under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005. The PIO is also directed to ensure that the PIO or the APIO attends the hearing in future.
4.

Adjourned to  24.08.2016    at 11.00 A.M.









Sd/-



 
Chandigarh




            
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 30-06--2016          


          State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Manjit Singh s/o Sh. Sohan Singh,

H.No. 388/3, Bahera Road, Patiala.






…Appellant


Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

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






O/o State Transport Commissioner, Punjab,

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



…Respondents
Appeal Case  No.  1062 of 2016

Order

Present: 
Shri Manjit Singh, Appellant, in person.



Shri Sampuran Singh, Junior Assistant, on behalf of the respondents.
 

Shri Manjit Singh  Appellant vide an RTI application dated 15-05-2015 addressed to PIO sought certain information regarding dates of issue of licences No. PB-11-20060016124 and PB-11-20020019559. 

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  01-09-2015 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  vide application dated 09-03-2016 11-03-2016  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.

3.

Today, the appellant informs that no information has been supplied to him as yet.  Shri Sampuran Singh, Junior Assistant, appearing on behalf of the respondents, seeks some more time to enable them to supply the requisite information to the appellant, which is granted. Accordingly, the PIO 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 24.08.2016 at 11.00 A.M. 






 


Sd/-
Chandigarh




            
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 30-06--2016          


          State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Jasbir Singh, Editor,

Village: Bholapur Jhabewal,

PO: Ramgarh, Distt. Ludhiana-141123.




……..Complainant
Versus
Public Information Officer,

o/o Block Development & Panchayat Officer,

Samrala, Distt. Ludhiana- 141114.




………..Respondent
Complaint Case No. 198 of 2016

ORDER

Present:
Shri Jasbir Sngh, Complainant, in person.



None for  the respondent.
Vide RTI application dated 16-12-2015  addressed to the respondent, Shri Jasbir Singh sought various information/ documents pertaining to Gram Panchayat, Kalal Majra, Tehsil Samrala, District:  Ludhiana for the period from June, 2008 to 2015.

2.

The case was last heard on 28.04.2016, when  the complainant informed  that no information had  been supplied to him for the last more than four months.  The respondent submitted  that the sought information was  ready and would be supplied to the complainant. Accordingly, the PIO was  directed to send the requisite information to the complainant by registered post and the complainant was  directed to send his observations, if any, on the provided information, to the PIO with a copy to the Commission. Besides, PIO-cum-BDPO Samrala was  directed to explain the status of the case, in person, on the next date of hearing so that complete information could be supplied to the complainant without any further delay. The case was adjourned for today.
3.

Today, the complainant submits that despite the assurance given by the respondent on the last date of hearing, no information has been supplied to him. 
Contd……p/2
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Viewing this callous attitude of the PIO seriously, he is directed to explain his conduct in person on the next date of hearing, failing which punitive action will be initiated against him. 
4.

Adjourned to 31.08.2016 at 11.00 AM.









Sd/-
Chandigarh






(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 30-06--2016




State Information Commissioner
5.

After the hearing is over and the complainant has left, Shri Sikandar Singh, Superintendent, appears before the Commission and submits that the information is ready and will be supplied to the complainant within 15 days. He is apprised of the proceedings taken place during the hearing of the case. It is noted with concern that the official present on behalf of the respondent on the last date of hearing also submitted that the information was ready. Despite the directions of the Commission issued on the last date of hearing, the information has not been supplied to the complainant till date. Accordingly, the PIO is also directed to explain this mis-statement of the official vis-à-vis the reason for not sending  the information after the last date of  hearing. 









Sd/-
Chandigarh






(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 30-06--2016




State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Jasbir Singh,

Village: Bolapur Jhabewal,

PO: Ramgarh, Distt. Ludhiana-123455




……Complainant

Versus
Public Information Officer,

o/o District Transport Officer, Mansa.
    



………Respondent

Complaint Case No. 2611 of 2015

ORDER

Present:
Shri Jasbir Singh, Complainant, in person.




None  on behalf of the  respondent.



Vide RTI application dated 14-09-2015  addressed to the respondent, Shri  Jasbir Singh sought copies of action taken report and office noting regarding  letter No. STC (AE)/7299-7324, dated 03-04-2012 issued by STC, Punjab, Chandigarh to all Secretaries,  Regional Transport Authority and District Transport Officers. 

2.

The case was last heard  on 28.04.2016, when  Shri Gurpal Singh, APIO,  office of STC, Punjab, Chandigarh,   informed  that as per the directions of the Commission, issued on the last date of hearing,  a copy of letter No. STC (AE)/7299-7324, dated 03.04.2012  was  supplied  to DTO Mansa  vide letter No. STC/AE/12945-46, dated 30.03.2016, for supplying  Action Taken Report to the complainant. He submitted  a copy of this letter, which was  taken on record. 
3.

None was  present on behalf of DTO Mansa nor requisite information had  been supplied to the complainant. Viewing this callous and lackadaisical attitude of DTO Mansa seriously, he was  directed to supply requisite information to the complainant, under intimation to the Commission, failing which punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 would be initiated against him. The case was adjourned for today.
4.

None is present on behalf of the respondent without any intimation during second consecutive hearing  nor complete information has been supplied to the complainant by the PIO 
Contd……..p/2
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since 14.09.2015. Viewing the callous and lackadaisical attitude of the PIO seriously, a Show-Cause Notice is issued to the PIO to explain reasons through a duly sworn 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/her for the delay in the supply of information. 
4.

The complainant submits that no information has been supplied to him since 14.09.2015 and he has attended 4 hearings in the Commission at Chandigarh while travelling from Ludhiana. He further submits that he may be compensated suitably for the loss and detriment suffered by him during this long period  of about 9 months.  In view of the loss and detriment suffered by the complainant during this long period in obtaining the information in the instant case, I find full justification in awarding him a suitable compensation. Therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by Section 19(8)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005, a compensation of Rs. 1000/-(Rupees one thousand only) is awarded to Shri Jasbir Singh,  complainant, to be paid by the Public Authority i.e. District Transport Officer, Mansa, through a Bank Draft, within 30 days and confirmation to this effect will be furnished to  the Commission. 

5.

A copy of the order is forwarded to State Transport Commissioner, Punjab, Sector: 17, Chandigarh to ensure the compliance of the order.
6.

Adjourned to 31.08.2016 at 11.00 A.M. for confirmation of compliance of orders.











Sd/-
 
Chandigarh






(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 30-06-2016




State Information Commissioner
CC:

State Transport Commissioner,



REGISTERED



Punjab,  SCO No. 177-178,

Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.



District Transport Officer,



REGISTERED



Mansa.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Jasbir Singh,

Village: Jhabewal, PO: Ramgarh,

Distt. Ludhiana- 123455.






……Complainant
Versus
Public Information Officer,

o/o State Transport Commissioner, Punjab,

SCO No. 177-178,  Sector 17C, Chandigarh.


………Respondent

Complaint Case No.  2175 of 2015

ORDER

Present:
Shri Jasbir Singh,   Complainant, in person.


Shri Gurpal Singh, APIO-cum-Superintendent, on behalf of the  respondent.

Vide RTI application dated  7-8-2015 addressed to the respondent, Shri   Jasbir Singh, sought copy of action taken report on letter No. STC/AE/10288,  dated 26-03-2015.  

2.

During hearing  on 10.03.2016,   the complainant informed  that he did  not want to inspect the record as he only wanted  copy of comments sent by DTO, Faridkot on Memo. No. E-420/2-14/2R2/437432/1, dated 13.03.2015 issued by Secretary Transport, Punjab,  which had  been sent by STC, Punjab, Chandigarh vide letter No. STC/10288, dated 26.03.2015. Accordingly, the PIO was  directed to supply requisite information to the complainant after collecting the same from DTO Faridkot.

A copy of the order was  forwarded to DTO, Faridkot for supplying comments on the letter dated 13.03.2015 issued by Secretary Transport, Punjab, to the complainant, under intimation to the Commission. The  case was adjourned to 28.04.2016.
Contd……p/2

CC -  2175 of 2015


-2-
3.

On 28.04.2016,  the respondent informed  that a  copy of the order of the Commission dated 10.03.2016 was  sent to DTO Faridkot vide letter No. STC/AE/13762-63, dated 04.04.2016 by STC, Punjab, Chandigarh  and he was  
directed to send the requisite information to the complainant. Despite the issuance of directions by the Commission on the last date of hearing and by the STC vide letter dated 04.04.2016,  none was  present on behalf of DTO Faridkot nor the requisite information was  supplied by him  to the complainant. Viewing this callous and lackadaisical attitude of the DTO Faridkot  seriously, he was  directed to supply the requisite information  to the complainant within 30 days under intimation to the Commission and explain the status of the case, in person, on the next date of hearing, failing which punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005, would  be initiated again him.  The case was adjourned for today.
4.

Despite the orders of the Commission issued on the last date of hearing , DTO Faridkot is not present today  and more over none is present on his behalf  without any intimation during third consecutive hearing  nor requisite  information has been supplied to the complainant by him since 07.08.2015. Viewing the callous and lackadaisical attitude of PIO-cum- DTO Faridkot  seriously, a Show-Cause Notice is issued to him  to explain reasons through a duly sworn 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/her for the delay in the supply of information. 

5.

The complainant submits that no information has been supplied to him since 07.08.2015 and he has attended 5 hearings in the Commission at Chandigarh while travelling from Ludhiana. He further submits that he may be compensated suitably for the loss and detriment suffered by him during this long period  of about 10 months.  In view of the loss and detriment suffered by the complainant during this long period in obtaining the information in the instant case, I find full justification in awarding him a suitable compensation. Therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by Section 19(8)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005, a compensation of Rs. 1000/-(Rupees one thousand only) is awarded to Shri Jasbir Singh,  complainant, to be paid by the Public Authority i.e. District Transport Officer, Faridkot, through a Bank Draft, within 30 
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days and confirmation to this effect will be furnished to  the Commission. 

6.

A copy of the order is forwarded to State Transport Commissioner, Punjab, Sector: 17, Chandigarh to ensure the compliance of the order.
7.

Adjourned to 31.08.2016 at 11.00 A.M. for confirmation of compliance of orders.











Sd/-
 
Chandigarh






(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 30-06-2016




State Information Commissioner
CC:

State Transport Commissioner,



REGISTERED



Punjab,  SCO No. 177-178,

Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.



District Transport Officer,



REGISTERED



Faridkot.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Jasbir Singh ,

Village: Bolapur Jhabewal, PO: Ramgarh,

Distt. Ludhiana-123455.






……..
Complainant
Versus
Public Information Officer,

o/o District Transport Officer, Sangrur.




……...
Respondent
Complaint Case No. 2787 of 2015

ORDER

Present:
Shri Jasbir Singh, Complainant, in person.




None  on behalf of the  respondent.
Vide RTI application dated 12-10-2015   addressed to the respondent, Shri Jasbir Singh sought information  regarding driving tests taken by the Motor Vehicle Inspector, Sangrur. 

2.

The case was last heard on 28.04.2016,  when  Shri Jagtar Singh, Clerk, appearing on behalf of the  respondent, hands over information to the complainant, who after perusing the same, informed  that the provided information  was  incomplete. Accordingly, the complainant was  directed to submit deficiencies in the provided information to the PIO, with a copy to the Commission and the PIO was  directed to supply complete information to the complainant before the next date of hearing,  after removing the deficiencies which would  be furnished by him in due course of time, failing which punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 would  be initiated against him.  The case was adjourned for today.
3.

Today, the complainant submits that as per the orders of the Commission issued on the last date of hearing, he has sent the deficiencies in the provided information to the PIO but no information has been supplied to him. None is present on behalf of the respondent without any intimation nor complete information has been supplied to the complainant by the PIO since 12.10.2015. Viewing the callous and lackadaisical attitude of the PIO seriously, a Show-Cause Notice is issued to the PIO to explain reasons through a duly sworn 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/her  for the delay in the supply of information. 
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4.

The complainant submits that no information has been supplied to him since 12.10.2015 and he has attended 4 hearings in the Commission at Chandigarh while travelling from Ludhiana. He further submits that he may be compensated suitably for the loss and detriment suffered by him during this long period  of about 8 months.  In view of the loss and detriment suffered by the complainant during this long period in obtaining the information in the instant case, I find full justification in awarding him a suitable compensation. Therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by Section 19(8)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005, a compensation of Rs. 1000/-(Rupees one thousand only) is awarded to Shri Jasbir Singh,  complainant, to be paid by the Public Authority i.e. District Transport Officer, Sangrur, through a Bank Draft, within 30 days and confirmation to this effect will be furnished to  the Commission. 
5.

A copy of the order is forwarded to State Transport Commissioner, Punjab, Sector: 17, Chandigarh to ensure the compliance of the order.
6.

Adjourned to 31.08.2016 at 11.00 A.M. for confirmation of compliance of orders.










Sd/-
 
Chandigarh






(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 30-06-2016




State Information Commissioner
CC:

State Transport Commissioner,



REGISTERED



Punjab,  SCO No. 177-178,

Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.



District Transport Officer,



REGISTERED



Sangrur.

