STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Navinder Singh,

S/o Shri Raminder Singh,

C/o Sainik Type College,

Opposite Purana Post Office,

Kharar, District: Mohali.






Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o PUDA,  PUDA Complex,

Sector: 62, Mohali.







 Respondent

CC - 3457/2011

Present:
Shri  Navinder Singh, Complainant, in person.
Shri Gurdev Singh Atwal, Assistant Engineer, office of  District Town Planner,  Punjab and Shri Sher Singh, Superintendent, office of PUDA, Mohali , on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER
1.

In this case,  Shri Navinder Singh vide an RTI application dated nil addressed to District Town Planner, PUDA, Mohali sought following information on three points:-


(1)
r[wkvk n?e;gq?; jkJht/ dk N?eBheb Bk eh j? <

(2)
yoV s'A ;zs/ swkiok (jZdpzdh yoV fwT[;gb ew/Nh) sZe ;Ve dk N?eBheb eh BK j?? <

(3)
yoV fwT[;gb ew/Nh ftu g?Ad/ fgzv ;zs/ wkiok(jZdpzdh ew/Nh yoV) sZe jh w"i{dk ;Ve d/ fJZe fwBko/ s'A fezBK ck;bk SZv e/ T[;koh ehsh ik ;edh j?. (fijBK gbkN wkbeK dh gbkN dh bzpkJh 90 c[ZN ns/  u"VkJh 30 c[ZN j?)
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Having no response from the PIO,  Shri Navinder Singh filed a complaint with the Commission vide his application dated 24.11.2011. Accordingly, Notice of Hearing was issued to both the parties for today.
2.

Shri Gurdev Singh Atwal, Assistant Engineer, appearing on behalf of  respondent PIO, hands over a copy of letter dated 09.01.2012 containing complete information  in it to the Complainant, who shows satisfaction with the supplied information and submits that the case may be closed. 
3.

Since the information stands provided, the case is disposed of.

4.

Copy of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




           (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 10. 01. 2012



      State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Rachhpal Singh,

# LIG-1138, Model Town,

Phase-1, Bathinda.







Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Tehsildar, Bathinda.






 Respondent

First Appellate Authority,
O/o Additional Deputy Commissioner,  Bathinda.


 Respondent
AC - 1259/2011

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Appellant. 
Shri Manjit Singh, Clerk,  Tehsil Office, Bathilnda , on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

In this case, Shri Rachhpal Singh vide RTI application dated 14.09.2011 sought certain information on 4 points from the PIO-cum-Tehsildar Bathinda pertaining to the registration of documents. Having no response, he filed an appeal with the First Appellate Authority-cum-Additional Deputy Commissioner, Bathinda vide his application dated 02.11.2011, which was transferred to the APIO-cum-Tehsildar Bathinda vide letter No. 2282, dated 11.11.2011 for supplying requisite information to the Appellant. The APIO-cum-Tehsildar Bathinda  vide his letter dated 16.11.2011 sent  a reply to the Complainant in respect of his RTI application . Not satisfied with the reply,  Shri Rachhpal Singh filed second appeal  with the Commission vide application dated nil, which was received in the Commission on 25.11.2011. Accordingly, Notice of  Hearing was issued to the concerned parties for today. 
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2.

A perusal of supplied information reveals that no information seems to have been supplied to the Appellant on the ground that the information asked for is a questionnaire. Shri Manjit Singh, Clerk, appearing on behalf of the Respondent PIO also states that the information has not been supplied to the Appellant as the information asked for is a questionnaire.  I have gone through the information asked for by the Appellant and am of considered view that the information  asked for by the Appellant deserved to be provided to him. Therefore, Tehsildar, Bathinda is directed to supply correct and complete information to the Appellant within a period of one month from today under registered cover with a copy  to the Commission.  It is also made clear that if correct and complete information  point-wise is snot supplied to the Appellant within stipulated time, the provisions of Sections 20 and 19(8)(b) of RTI Act, 2005 shall have to be invoked against the PIO-cum-SDM Bathinda  without  affording any other opportunity.  Tehsildar Bathinda shall attend the court personally on the next date of hearing with a copy of supplied information. 
3.

The case is adjourned and  fixed for further hearing on 27.03.2012 at 11.00 A.M. in the Chamber on the 3rd Floor of SCO No. 84-85, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.
4.

Copy of the order be sent to  the concerned  parties. 
Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




           (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 10. 01. 2012



      State Information Commissioner   
CC:


S. D. M. Bathinda.               
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Jasbir Singh,

R/0 Plot No. 39, Nai Abadi,

Near Telephone Exchange,

Village: Bholapur Jhabewal,

P.O.: Ramgarh, District: Ludhiana.




Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o District Transport Officer,

Sangrur.








 Respondent

First Appellate Authority,
O/o State Transport Commissioner,

Punjab, Jeewan Deep Building, 

Sector:17, Chandigarh.






 Respondent

AC - 1262/2011

Present:
Shri  Jasbir Singh, Appellant,  in person.


Shri  Sham Lal, Junior Assistant,  on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER
1.

In this case,  Shri Jasbir Singh vide RTI application dated 26.08.2011 addressed to the PIO-cum-DTO, Sangrur sought certain information on 7 points such as registration of commercial vehicles for the period 2010 onwards etc. etc.  D.T.O. Sangrur vide letter No. 3024, dated 16.09.2011 asked the applicant to inspect the record and ask for some specific information as the 
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information asked for by him is very lengthy and only one regular official is working in his office.  Not feeling the necessity of inspecting the record,  he filed an appeal with the  First Appellate Authority-cum-Additional State Transport 
Commissioner,  Punjab, Chandigarh vide his application dated 03.10.2011, which was transferred to PIO-cum-DTO, Sangrur for supplying requisite information to the Appellant vide letter No. 46593, dated 17.10.2011.  On  getting no information, he filed a second appeal  with  the Commission vide application dated 21.11.2011. Accordingly, Notice of Hearing was issued to the concerned parties for today.
2.

Shri Sham Lal, Junior Assistant, appearing on behalf of Respondent PIO-cum-DTO, Sangrur states that the requisite information running into 19 pages  except the information asked for at Sr. No. 2 and 5, which relates to DTO, Ludhiana and the information asked for at Sr. No. 7, which relates to RTA, Patiala, has been supplied to the Appellant vide letter dated 03.01.2012. Accordingly, the Appellant is directed to file fresh applications with the  concerned  PIOs to seek information asked for at Sr. No. 2, 5 and 7.
3.

The Appellant states that the information supplied to him  except at Sr. No. 2, 5 and 7 is also incomplete. Accordingly, the PIO-cum-DTO Sangrur is directed to supply complete and correct information to the Appellant within 3 weeks under registered cover with a copy to the Commission.
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4.

The case is adjourned and fixed for further hearing on 27.03.2012 at 11.00 A.M. in the Chamber on the 3rd Floor of SCO No. 84-85, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.

5.

Copy of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




           (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 10. 01. 2012



      State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Aswinder Kumar,

# 84, Vikas Colony,

Rajpura Road, Patiala.






Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o District Education Officer(SE),

Sangrur.








 Respondent

CC - 3240/2011

Present:
Shri  Aswinder Kumar, Complainant, in person.


Shri   Ramesh Kumar Chawla, Ad.O. , on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The case was last heard on 06.12.2011, when none was present on behalf of the Respondent. Accordingly, the PIO-cum-D.E.;O. Sangrur was directed to supply the requisite information to the Complainant within 10 days. He was also directed to be present  in person on  the next date of hearing i.e. today to explain reasons as to why provisions of Section 20(1)  of RTI Act, 2005 be not invoked against him for the delay in the supply of requisite information to the Complainant. 
2.

Shri Ramesh Kumar Chawla, Ad.O., appearing  on behalf of the Respondent PIO states that the requisite information has been supplied to the Complainant. The Complainant  states that he has not received the information 
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as yet. On this, the respondent hands over one  copy of the information to the Complainant in the court today. 

3.

The Respondent submits  that the DEO Sangrur regrets its inability to attend the court today due an election meeting in the office of Deputy Commissioner, Sangrur. He further explains reasons for delay in  the supply of information to the Complainant. I am fully convinced with the plea put forth by the Respondent and therefore no action is ordered to be initiated  against the PIO under the provisions of Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005.

4.

Since the information stands provided and the Complainant is satisfied,  the case is disposed of.

5.

Copy of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




           (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 10. 01. 2012



      State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)                                             
Shri Balbir Singh,

S/o Shri Amar Singh,

V.P.O. Bopa-Rai-Kalan, 

Tehsil: Nakodar, District: Jalandhar.




Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o D.P.I.(SE), Punjab,

Sector: 17, Chandigarh.






 Respondent

CC -  3136/2011

Present:
Shri  Balbir Singh,  Complainant, in person.

Shri Gurjit Singh, Superintendent and Shri Gursewak Singh, Senior Assistant,  on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The case was last heard on 22.11.2011, when none was present on behalf of the Respondent PIO. Accordingly,  D.P.I.(SE), Punjab was directed to supply the requisite information  to the Complainant within 10 days.
2.

The Respondent  requests that some more time may be given for supply of requisite information to the Complainant since the original letter No. n-1$2011-17297-98, dated 13.04.2011 written by D.E.O., Jalandhar was  not traceable in their office and now they have procured a photo  copy of the same. 

3

While accepting the request of the Respondent, the case is adjourned and fixed for further hearing on 27.03.2012 at 11.00 A.M. in the Chamber on the 3rd Floor of SCO No. 84-85, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.

4.

Copy of the order be sent to both the parties. 





Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




           (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 10. 01. 2012



      State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Balkar Singh,

S/o Shri Bagicha Singh,

# 3A/567, Mahal Mubarak Colony,

Dhri Road, Sangrur – 148001.





Appellant






Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o District Food and Supplies Controller,

Sangrur.








 Respondent

First Appellate Authority,
O/o Director, Food Supplies and Consumer Affairs,

Punjab, Sector: 17, Chandigarh.





 Respondent

AC -  1126/2011

Present:
Shri Balkar Singh, Appellant,  in person.
Smt. Paramjit Kaur, Senior Assistant, office of Director Food Supplies, Punjab and Shri Sushil Kumar Goyal, AFSO, Sangrur , on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER
1.

The case was last heard on 06.12.2011,  when none was present on behalf of the Respondent PIO and therefore, directions were issued  to the PIO-cum-DFSC Sangru and the PIO of the office of Director Food Supplies, Punjab to supply complete and correct information to the Appellant within 15 days under registered cover. They were also directed to be present in person on the next date of hearing i.e. today and explain in writing as to why provisions Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005 be not invoked against them for willful delay in the 
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supply of requisite information to the Appellant,   who submitted RTI application on 03.08.2011. 
2.

The Respondent states that the requisite information has been supplied to the Appellant vide letter dated 06.01.2012 and the Appellant shows his satisfaction. The Respondent submits  Memo. No. 23, dated 06.01.2012 containing  requisite information, which is taken on record. 
3.

The Respondents explain in detail the reasons for the delay in  the supply of information to the Appellant. I  am  convinced with the plea put forth by them and therefore no action is ordered to be taken against the PIO under the provisions of Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005. 

4.

Since the information stands provided, the case is disposed of.

5.

Copy of the order be sent to both the parties. 
Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




           (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 10. 01. 2012



      State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Rakesh Kumar Gupta, Advocate,

8/237, Jagraon Road, Mandi Mullanpur,

District: Ludhiana.- 141101.





Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o District Food Supplies Controller(West), Ludhiana.

 Respondent

AC - 1113 /2011

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Appelllant.
Shri Charanjit Singh, Superintendent, office of  Director Food Supplies, Punjab, Chandigarh, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER
1.

The case was last heard on 06.12.2011, when  Shri Manjit Singh, Auditor, appearing on behalf of PIO-cum-DFSC(West) Ludhiana stated that since the matter pertains to AFSO Mullanpur, he has been directed to supply the information directly to the Appellant.  However, a perusal of the information asked for by the Appellant revealed that the information relates to the office of DFSC(West) Ludhiana and accordingly Dr. Rajat Oberoi, PIO-cum-DFSC(West) Ludhiana  was directed to supply the correct and complete information, duly certified, to the Appellant under registered cover within 10 days. He was also directed to explain in writing and personally on the next date of hearing i.e. today  as to why the provisions of Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005 be not invoked against him for willful denial/delay of information to the Appellant. 
2.

The Respondent states that requisite information has been supplied
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to the Appellant vide letter dated 20.12.2011.  A letter dated 10.01.2012 has been received from the Appellant through FAX intimating the Commission that he is unable to attend the court today due to some urgency and has requested to adjourn the case. He has further informed that the information supplied to him vide letter dated 20.12.2011 is incomplete and incorrect.
3.

Despite the directions issued to PIO-cum-DFSC(West) Ludhiana on the last date of hearing, he is not present today.  Taking the disobedience shown by the PIO towards the  orders of the Commission  seriously, he is directed to be present in person  on the next date of hearing  and submit an self attested  affidavit explaining reasons for delay in the supply of complete and correct information to the Appellant and also to explain as to why provisions of Section 20(1) and 19(8)(b) of RTI Act, 2005 be not invoked against him. He is also directed to supply complete,  correct  and point-wise information to the Appellant after giving him personal hearing so that he could identify the  specific information required by him. 
4.

The case is adjourned and  fixed for further hearing on 27.03.2012 at 11.00 A.M. in the Chamber on the 3rd Floor of SCO No. 84-85, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.

5.

Copy of the order be sent to both the parties. 





Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




           (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 10. 01. 2012



      State Information Commissioner             
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Tarsem Lal,

# 386, Ward No. 6,

Guru Ravidas  Nagar, 

Bhogpur, District: Jalandhar – 144201.




Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Director Sainik Welfare, Punjab,

Punjab Sainik Bhawan, Sector:21-D,

Chandigarh.








 Respondent

First Appellate Authority,
O/o Principal Secretary, 

Defence Services Welfare, Punjab,

Mini Secretariat, Sector:9, Chandigarh.




 Respondent

AC - 1263/2011

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Appellant.
Shri  Narinder Singh Clerk,  office of Director Sainik Welfare, Punjab, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER
1.

In this case Shri Tarsem Lal, Honorary Subedar Major(Retd.) vide RTI application dated 22.08.2011 sought certain information on 5 points from the PIO of the office of Director Sainik Welfare, Punjab, Chandigarh in respect of Lt. Col. Manmohan Singh, District Welfare Officer, Jalandhar. APIO-cum-O.S.D. of the office of Director Sainik, Punjab, Chandigarh sent a reply to the applicant vide letter dated 15.09.2011 intimating that since Government is the appointing
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 authority in the case of District Sainik Welfare Officer, therefore the  information asked for at Sr. No. 2, 3  and 5  i.e. regarding  property returns. Pay scale, medical certificate  in respect of  Lt. Col. Manmohan Singh,  may be sought from
 the Principal Secretary to Government of Punjab, Defence Welfare Department directly.  Regarding information asked for at Sr. No. 4 it has been intimated to the Appellant that no TA/DA bill has been received from District Sainik Welfare Officer, Jalandhar. Not satisfied with the reply, he filed an appeal with the First Appellate Authority-cum-Principal Secretary Defence Services, Punjab,   vide his application dated 10.10.2011. Having no response, he filed second appeal with the Commission vide his application dated 14.11.2011. Accordingly, Notice of Hearing was issued to the concerned parties for   today. 
2.

A Memo.  No. 10/RTI/5n-2011$1849 dated  30-12-2011 has been received from APIO-cum-OSD intimating the Commission that the Appellant was called by  Principal Secretary Defence Services Welfare, Punjab for personal hearing  on 23.11.2011 and 15.12.2011 but he did not turn up. 
3.

As there is an alternate and efficacious remedy of First Appeal available under section 19(1) of RTI Act , 2005 and the Appellant has failed to avail the same in the instant case, he is directed to appear before the First Appellate Authority for personal hearing.  Simultaneously, First Appellate
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 Authority is directed to pass a speaking order after giving an opportunity of personal hearing to the Appellant. In case the Appellant is not satisfied with the orders passed by the First Appellate Authority after giving personal hearing to the Appellant, he is free to file second appeal with the Commission. 
4.

In these circumstances, the instant case  is disposed of.

5.

Copy of the order be sent to the concerned  parties. 
Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




           (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 10. 01. 2012



      State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Malkeet Singh, (Retd.)

#4671/1-J-183, Sarabha Nagar,

Ludhiana. 

                                             
      Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o District Transport Officer, Mansa.
                     
   Respondent.     
CC No.3447 of 2011
Present:
None is present on behalf of complainant 

as well as respondent.



ORDER

1.

Complainant Shri Malkeet Singh vide an RTI application dated 18.9.2011, addressed to PIO –cum- D.T.O. Mansa, sought an information on 5 points pertaining to the particulars of a school bus  bearing registration no.  PB-31-D 8423, transferred from  the name of Shri Tirath Ram s/o Shri Roop Chand   to Desh Bhagat  Institute of Computer Sciences, Mandi Gobindgarh by his office, as follows:-

U)
T[es rvh fwzBh p; dh ofi;No/;B nko ;h fe; Bkw s/ pDkJh rJh j?.

n)
ofi;No/;B fe; skohy B{z ehsh rJh j?.

J)
T[es rvh dk wkbe e"D j? ns/ T[;d/ xo dk iK dcso dk n?vo?; eh j?. 

;)
wkbe tb'A fibk NoK;g'oN  dcso ftu i' d[oyk;s ofi;No/;B eoB ;pzXh fdsh rJh j? T[;dh dh c'N'ekgh ;{uBk fjs d/D dh y/ub ehsh ikt/.
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j)
T[es fwBh p; d/ ;pzX ftu ;/b b?No fi; Bkb ns/ fi; tb'A fJj rvh fwBh p; dh nko ;h pBD ;w/a vhHNhHU  ;kfjp d/ dcso ftu fdZsk frnk j? ns/ b'AVhdk jbchnk fpnkB wkbe tb'A fdsk frnk j?. T[;dh c'N' ekgh d/D dh y/ub ehsh ikt/.”

2.
Complainant also addressed various applications to other senior 


officers for seeking information which were transferred to PIO-cum- D.T.O. Mansa under section 6(3) of RTI Act, 2005 for the supply of necessary information directly to the complainant. Having no response from PIO-cum-DTO Mansa, within stipulated period, complainant approached the Commission vide his letter dated 25.11.11. Notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today. 

3.

Complainant vide his letter dated 10.12.11 has sought the adjournment of this case to some other date. Whereas none is present on behalf of respondent PIO –cum- D.T.O. Mansa. Serious view is taken for non-supply of information to the complainant by PIO –cum- D.T.O. Mansa till date and also for Respondent’s  absence today.

4.

(i) PIO-cum- DTO Mansa is therefore, directed to supply the correct and complete information to the complainant within a period of 3 weeks by registered post. (ii) He is also directed to be present in person on the next date of hearing with a copy of the supplied information.(iii) He is also directed to explain in writing that why neither he or his representative was   present today in the 
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court and why the information has not been supplied to the complainant within the stipulated period.  He is also directed to explain that why the provision of Section 20(1) and section 19(8)(b) of RTI Act, 2005 be not invoked against him for willfully delaying and denying the information to the complainant. 

5.

 In view of the above, the case is adjourned and fixed for further hearing on 27-3-2012 at 11.00 A.M. 

6.

Copy of the order be sent to both the parties. 








                          Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




     ( B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 10.1. 2012



      State Information Commissioner


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 
Shri Gurpreet Singh s/o Sh. Darshan Singh,

c/o Murlidhar Singla, Advocate, 

Tehsil Complex, Mansa-151505.                                                    Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o District Transport Officer,

Mansa.                                                                                         Respondent.                                                     
CC No.3448  of 2011
Present:
None is present on behalf of the complainant 

as well as  the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The complainant vide an R.T.I. application dated 11.9.2011 sought an information from the PIO o/o S.T.C. Punjab, Chandigarh on 4 points  such as commercial/non-commercial licenses issued by the D.T.O. Mansa for the period between 25.7.2010 to 10.9.2011 and photocopies of form 4 connected with these licenses etc. etc.  Having no response, he made a complaint with the commission vide letter dated 23.11.2011. Notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.

2.

Complainant vide letter dated 9.1.2012 informs the commission that he has not been provided any information so far, he also expresses his inability to attend the court today and seek adjournment. 
3.

Neither the Respondent PIO –cum- D.T.O. Mansa nor his representative is present to whom the complaint was transferred by the State
Contd…p/2
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Transport Commissioner, Punjab Chandigarh under Rule 6.3 of the R.T.I. Act, 2005, for providing requisite information to the complainant directly under intimation to him. 

4.

Serious view is taken against PIO –cum-D.T.O. Mansa for non-supply of information to the complainant till date and also for not attending this court today either by him or by his representative.

5.

(i)The PIO –cum- D.T.O.Mansa is therefore,  directed  either to supply the correct and complete information to the complainant within a period of 3 weeks positively or pass a speaking order on the original R.T.I. application dated 11.9.2011 made by the complainant so that the next course of action could be decided. (ii) He is also directed to be present on the next date of hearing with the  action taken report. (iii) He is further directed to explain as to why the provisions of section 20 (1) and 19(8) (b) be not  invoked against him for not taking any action on the R.T.I. application of the complainant dated 12.09.2011 and for willfully delaying and denying the information to the complainant. 

6.

In view of the above, the case is adjourned and fixed for further hearing on 27-3-2012 at 11.00 A.M 

8.

Copy of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




     ( B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 10.1. 2012



      State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Gurpreet Singh s/o Sh. Darshan Singh,

c/o Murlidhar Singla, Advocate, 

Tehsil Complex, Mansa-151505.    
                                           Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o District Transport Officer, Mansa.   
                                        Respondent.                                                     
CC No.3450  of 2011

Present:
None is present on behalf of the complainant 

as well as  the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The complainant vide an R.T.I. application dated 12.9.2011 sought an information from the PIO o/o S.T.C. Punjab, Chandigarh on 2 points such as 

“(1) ;g?;b nkfvN fog'oN fwsh 01H04H2007 s'A fwsh 31H03H2010 pkps j?v 0041 Taxes on vehicle  dcso fibk NoK;g'oN nc;o wkB;k dhnK s;dhe ;[dk ekghnK fdshnK ikD. 

(2) fJ; nkfvN fog'oN ;pzXh j[D se j'Jh gqrsh dh fog'oN fdsh ikt/ ih.” 

Having no response, he made a complaint to the commission vide  letter dated 23.11.2011. Notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.

2.

Complainant vide his letter dated 9.1.2012 informs the commission that he has not been provided any information so far, he also expresses his inability to attend the court today and seeks adjournment. 

3.

Neither the Respondent PIO –cum- D.T.O. Mansa nor his representative is present to whom the complaint was transferred by the State
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Transport Commissioner, Punjab Chandigarh under Rule (6.3) of the R.T.I. Act, 2005, for providing requisite information to the complainant directly under intimation to him. 

4.

Serious view is also taken for non-supply of information by PIO-cum- D.T.O.Mansa till date and also for not attending this court  either by him or by his representative.

5.

(i)The PIO –cum- D.T.O.Mansa is therefore,  directed  either to supply the correct and complete information to the complainant within a period of 3 weeks positively or pass a speaking order on the original R.T.I. application dated 12.9.2011 made by the complainant so that the next course of action could be decided. (ii) He is also directed to be present on the next date of hearing with the  action taken report. (iii) He is further directed to explain as to why the provisions of section 20 (1) and 19(8) (b) be not  invoked against him for not taking any action on the R.T.I. application of the complainant dated 12.09.2011 and for willfully delaying and denying the information to the complainant. 

6.

In view of the above, the case is adjourned and fixed for further hearing on 27-3-2012 at 11.00 A.M 

7.

Copy of the order be sent to both the parties
. 

                    Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




     ( B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 10.1. 2012



      State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Gurpreet Singh s/o Sh. Darshan Singh,

c/o Murlidhar Singla, Advocate, 

Tehsil Complex, Mansa-151505.  
                                            Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o District Transport Officer, Mansa.
`                                      Respondent. 

CC No.3451  of 2011
Present:
None is present on behalf of the complainant 

as well as  the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The complainant vide an R.T.I. application dated 13.9.2011 sought an information from the PIO o/o S.T.C. Punjab, Chandigarh on  four points  such as 

“(1) fwsh 01H04H2006 s'A j[D sZe dh nkfvN fog'oN  j?v 2041 Taxes on vehicle  dcso fibk NoK;g'oN nc;o wkB;k dhnK s;dhe ;[dk ekghnK fdshnK ikD. 

(2) T[es ;pzXh j[D sZe g?fvzr nkfvN fog'oN ;pzXh dh th ;{uBk fdZsh ikt/ ns/ j[D sZe fJj nkfvN Bk j'D d/ ekoB d;/ ikD. 

(3) fJ; nkfvN fog'oN ;pzXh j[D sZe j'Jh gqrsh dh fog'oN  fdsh ikt/ ih.

(4) ;kb 2005-06 s'A ;kb 2010-2011 wZd tkJhi dcso fibk NoK;g'oN nc;o, wkB;k j?v 2041 nXhB j'J/ czvi dh nbkNw?N ns/ you/ dk t/otk fdsk ikt/. ” 
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Having no response, he made a complaint to the commission vide letter dated 23.11.2011. Notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.

2.

Complainant vide his letter dated 9.1.2012 informs the commission that he has not been provided any information so far, he also expressed his 

inability to attend the court today and sought adjournment. 

3.

Neither the Respondent PIO –cum- D.T.O. Mansa nor his representative is present to whom the complaint was transferred by the State Transport Commissioner, Punjab Chandigarh under Rule 6.3 of the R.T.I. Act, 2005, for providing requisite information to the complainant directly, under intimation to him. 

4.

Serious view is taken against PIO –cum- D.T.O. Mansa for non-supply of information to the complainant till date and also for not attending this court today either by him or by his representative.

5.

(i)The PIO –cum- D.T.O.Mansa is therefore,  directed  either to supply the correct and complete information to the complainant within a period of 3 weeks positively or pass a speaking order on the original R.T.I. application dated 13.9.2011 made by the complainant so that the next course of action could be taken. (ii) He is also directed to be present on the next date of hearing with the  action taken report. (iii) He is further directed to explain as to why the provisions of section 20 (1) and 19(8) (b) be not invoked against him for not 
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taking any action on the R.T.I. application of the complainant dated 12.09.2011 and for willfully delaying and denying the information to the complainant. 

6.

In view of the above, the case is adjourned and fixed for further hearing on 27-3-2012 at 11.00 A.M 

7.

Copy of the order be sent to both the parties. 
8.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




     ( B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 10.1. 2012



      State Information Commissioner

 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Bhagwan  Singh s/o Sh.Arjun Singh,

V.P.O. Harpalpur, Tehsil Rajpura,

District Patiala.                                                                 

 Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o District Transport Officer,  Patiala.
                                     
Respondent. 

CC No.3464 of 2011
Present:
Shri  Bhagwan Singh, Complainant, in person.
Shri  Karanbir Singh, APIO –cum-ADTO, Patiala on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard. 

2.

Complainant Shri Bhagwan  Singh s/o Sh.Arjun Singh, V.P.O.

Harpalpur, Tehsil Rajpura, District Patiala vide an RTI application dated 12.7.2011 sought an information on 5 points from the PIO o/o Distt.Transport Officer, Patiala regarding  playing of Tape-recorder in the buses/Mini buses plying on rural routes in the district.. On getting no information, he made a complaint to the Commission, vide letter dated 21.11.2011, accordingly notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for hearing today.

3.

 Shri  Karanbir Singh, APIO –cum- ADTO, Patiala present on behalf of  PIO -cum- DTO Patiala, states that the requisite information has been supplied to the complainant vide letter dated 17.12.11.However, the complainant 
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is dis-satisfied with the supplied information. APIO seeks more time for supply of information as  discussed by him with complainant in the court and also assures that the complete and correct information shall be supplied to the complainant to his satisfaction positively within a period of 10 days by registered post.  

4.
Complainant also requests for the adjournment of this case to some other date so that he could explain about the correctness of information, on the next date.
  

5.

PIO is therefore, directed to supply correct/complete point-wise, duly attested information to the complainant, within three weeks by registered post, with a copy of it to the Commission.


6.

In view of above, the case is fixed for further hearing on 27-3-2012 at 11.00 A.M.

7.

Copy of the order be sent to both the parties. 

                      Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




     ( B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 10.1. 2012



      State Information Commissioner

