STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Gurbax Singh,

40, Village Bholapur Jhabewal,

PO Ramgarh,

Distt. Ludhiana.
 
    

 
             …Complainant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer,


O/o District Transport Officer,


Kapurthala.

2.
Motor Vehicle Inspector,

Kapurthala.


 
                      …Respondents

CC- 422/13

Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Gurbax Singh in person.

For the respondents: S/Sh. Amit Narula, SO; and Gurmit Singh, MVI.


In this case, vide RTI application dated 12.04.2012 addressed to the respondent, Sh. Gurbax Singh had sought the number of school buses, buses belonging to Roadways, PRTC and buses of private companies and commercial trucks fitted with speed governors, with their respective registration numbers, model and the name and designation of the officer who had affixed the seals.  He had further sought copies of certificates of fitness issued by the respondent.


The present complaint had been filed with the Commission, received in its office on 10.01.2013.


When the case came up for hearing on 20.02.2013, neither the complainant nor the respondent was present.   A perusal of the case file suggested that the application for information had been addressed to the Motor Vehicle Inspector while he happened to be neither an APIO nor a PIO.    As such District Transport Officer, Kapurthala was also arrayed as a respondent who was directed to provide the requisite information to the complainant as per his application dated 12.04.2012 submitted to the MVI, Kapurthala.  DTO, Kapurthala; and the Motor Vehicle Inspector, Kapurthala were directed to appear before the Commission today, along with relevant records for perusal of the Commission and to ascertain the requirement of the complainant for information.


Sh. Gurbax Singh, the complainant had stated that no response had been received from the respondent. 


In the subsequent hearing dated 03.04.2013, no one had put in appearance on behalf of the respondents nor had any communication been received from either of the two.   It was observed that the application for information had been filed about a year back and yet no information whatsoever had been made available to the applicant-complainant.    As such, a show cause notice was issued to the District Transport Officer, Kapurthala.

 
S/Sh. Amit Narula, SO; and Gurmit Singh, MVI, appearing on behalf of the respondents submitted that they have brought the requisite information to the Commission for onward delivery to Sh. Gurbax Singh.  If so is the case the same may be handed over to the applicant/complainant under the cover of a forwarding letter. 

In compliance with the directions of the Commission, a duly sworn affidavit dated 27.04.2013 has been received from the District Transport Officer, Kapurthala explaining the facts and circumstances of the case as also citing the reasons for the delay that has occurred in the matter of providing the requisite information to the applicant-complainant.    The same is taken on record and shall be taken up for further consideration on the next date fixed.


Though Sh. Amit Narula, the Section Officer has come present on behalf of the DTO, Kapurthala along with an authority letter, he was unable to cite any reasons for non-appearance of the DTO in person today.


In the interest of justice, one last opportunity is afforded to the District Transport Officer, Kapurthala to appear before the Commission on the next date fixed, along with complete relevant records and action taken report pertaining to the information sought, for perusal of the Commission. She has to justify in writing as to what action has been taken by her on the RTI application filed by the complainant after she was impleaded as a necessary party by declaring her as the concerned PIO vide order dated 20.2.2013. 

The complainant is also advised to be present on the next date of hearing failing which the case would be decided in his absence. 

Adjourned to 27.05.2013 at 11.00 A.M.

Chandigarh



      
    
      (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 02.05.2013



State Information Commissioner
Copy to:

Ms. Daljit Kaur, PCS,

District Transport Officer,

Kapurthala.

For compliance, as directed hereinabove. 

Chandigarh



      
    
      (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 02.05.2013



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Gurbax Singh,

40, Village Bholapur Jhabewal,

PO Ramgarh,

Distt. Ludhiana.   

    

 
             …Complainant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer,


O/o District Transport Officer,


Mansa.

2.
Motor Vehicle Inspector,

Mansa.


 
                      …Respondents

CC- 423/13

Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Gurbax Singh in person.

For the respondents: S/Sh. Karandeep Singh Chhina, DTO; Sahil; Gurpal Singh, assisted by Counsel Sh. Suraj Chhabra.


In this case, vide RTI application dated 12.04.2012 addressed to the respondent, Sh. Gurbax Singh had sought the number of school buses, buses belonging to Roadways, PRTC and buses of private companies and commercial trucks fitted with speed governors, with their respective registration numbers, model and the name and designation of the officer who had affixed the seals, from 2011 onwards.  He had further sought copies of certificates of fitness issued by the respondent.


The present complaint had been filed with the Commission, received in its office on 10.01.2013.


When the case came up for hearing on 20.02.2013, neither the complainant nor the respondent was present.   A perusal of the case file suggested that the application for information had been addressed to the Motor Vehicle Inspector while he happened to be neither an APIO nor a PIO.    As such District Transport Officer, Mansa was also arrayed as a respondent who was directed to provide the requisite information to the complainant as per his application dated 12.04.2012 submitted to the MVI, Mansa.  DTO, Mansa; and the Motor Vehicle Inspector, Mansa were directed to appear before the Commission today, along with relevant records for perusal of the Commission and to ascertain the requirement of the complainant for information.

Sh. Gurbax Singh, the complainant had stated that no response had been received from the respondent. 


In the subsequent hearing dated 03.04.2013, no one had put in appearance on behalf of the respondents nor had any communication been received from either of the two.   It was observed that the application for information had been filed about a year back and yet no information whatsoever had been made available to the applicant-complainant.    As such, a show cause notice was issued to the District Transport Officer, Mansa.


Today, S/Sh. Karandeep Singh Chhina, DTO; Sahil, appearing on behalf of the respondents, prayed for some more time to enable them to provide the requisite information to the applicant-complainant.  

It is, however, observed that no response to the show cause notice issued to the respondent PIO has been received for which one last opportunity is afforded to him and decision on show cause notice issued to Shri Karandeep Singh Chhina shall be taken on the next date of hearing, after perusal of reply to it. 


Shri Karandeep Singh Chhina, DTO, Mansa is therefore afforded last opportunity for  reply to the show cause notice on or before the next date of hearing i.e. 14.5.2013. Shri Karandeep Singh Chhina, DTO, Mansa shall be present on the next date of hearing along with complete record and action taken report on the RTI application dated 12.4.2012 filed by the complainant Sh. Gurbax Singh.  


To come up on 14.05.2013 at 11.00 A.M.

Chandigarh



      
    
      (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 02.05.2013



State Information Commissioner

Copy to:-



Shri Karandeep Singh Chhina,
(Under Registered Cover)



District Transport Officer,



Mansa. 


-For compliance.

Chandigarh



      
    
      (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 02.05.2013



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Jasbir Singh,

40, Village Bholapur Jhabewal,

PO Ramgarh,

Distt. Ludhiana.

    

 
             …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o District Transport Officer,

Tarn Taran.



        
 
              …Respondent

CC- 424/13

Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Jasbir Singh in person.



For the respondent: Sh. Onkar Nath, Jr. Asstt.


In this case, 
Sh. Jasbir Singh, vide RTI application dated 01.10.2012 addressed to the respondent had sought the following information: -

1.
A list of the unutilized / un-issued fancy numbers for registration of new vehicles for the last five years;

2.
Complete details of fancy registration numbers issued including details of auction(s) conducted and the bid amount, from 2011 onwards.


Vide Memo. no. 497 dated 01.11.2012, the respondent had provided the information which was termed to be incomplete by Sh. Jasbir Singh vide his letter dated 16.11.2012 addressed to the respondent.


The present complaint had been filed with the Commission, received in its office on 10.01.2013.


In the hearing dated 20.02.2013, neither the complainant nor the respondent was present.  However, a copy of Memo. no. 142 dated 18.02.2013 had been received from the respondent a copy whereof had been sent to Sh. Jasbir Singh, the applicant-complainant, whereby information on point no. 1 was stated to have been provided.   Possibly, the said communication had not been received by the complainant as the same was dated 18.02.2013. 


Affording one more opportunity to the respondent to appear before the Commission on the next date fixed along with original relevant records so that the requirement of the complainant for information could be assessed, the case was posted to April 3, 2013 when Sh. Jasbir Singh, the complainant had stated that no further communication had been received from the respondent.  
No one had put in appearance on behalf of the respondent nor had any communication been received from him.   It was further observed that the application for information had been filed on 01.10.2012 and complete information was yet far from provided despite passage of a period of over five months.   As such, PIO – Sh. Jaswant Singh, District Transport Officer, Tarn Taran was issued a show cause notice.  Though again copy of a Memo. no. 147 dated 19.02.2013 had been received from the respondent informing that information on point no. 2 of the RTI application had already been provided to the applicant vide letter no. 142 dated 18.12.2012; however, a copy thereof had not been placed on record which was ordered to be done now. 

Today, the respondent stated that information on point no. 1 had been sent to the complainant on 01.11.2012 whereas that on point no. 2 had been mailed to him on 18.02.2013.   However, since the complainant pleads non-receipt thereof, a copy of the same has been handed over to him today in the presence of the Commission.


Sh. Onkar Nath, present on behalf of the DTO, Tarn Taran stated that on account of ill-health, Sh. Jaswant Singh Dhillon, DTO had sought exemption from personal appearance and that he would come present on the next date fixed.   However, reply to the show cause notice issued to the respondent PIO has been submitted by Sh. Onkar Nath, which is taken on record and shall be taken up for consideration on the next date fixed. 

 
One last opportunity is afforded to the District Transport Officer, Tarn Taran to appear before the Commission on the next date fixed, along with complete relevant records pertaining to the information sought, for perusal of the Commission and to evaluate the requirement of the applicant for information.  He will also explain his position for having provided delayed information to the applicant-complainant. 


To come up on 28.05.2013 at 11.00 A.M.

Chandigarh



      
    
      (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 02.05.2013



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Jaspal Singh

s/o Sh. Mahinder Singh,

Gali No. 1, Ward No. 7,

Court Road,

Mansa-151505.

   

    

 
       …Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o District Transport Officer,

Mansa. 
2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Additional State Transport Commissioner, Punjab,

Jeevandeep Building,

Sector 17,

Chandigarh. 




        
 
  …Respondents
AC- 150/13
Order

Present:
Appellant Sh. Jaspal Singh in person.

For the respondents: S/Sh. Karandeep Singh Chhina, DTO; Sahil; Gurpal Singh, assisted by Counsel Sh. Suraj Chhabra.


In the present case, vide RTI application dated 30.07.2012 addressed to respondent no. 2, Sh. Jaspal Singh had sought the following information: -

1.
No. of driving licences (commercial / Non-commercial) issued by the District Transport Officer, Mansa, from 01.01.2005 till the date of providing the information;

2.
How many registers were maintained for issuance of the above said licences?  Attested photocopy of the first and last page of each such register according to licence number and date.


Respondent no. 2, vide Memo. no. 1432/18215 dated 01.08.2012 had transferred the application of the applicant to the District Transport Officer, Mansa – Respondent No. 1 - in terms of Section 6(3) of the RTI Act, 2005. 


First appeal before the First Appellate Authority had been filed on 04.09.2012 whereas the Second Appeal had been preferred before the Commission, received in its office on 03.01.2013.

 
On 19.02.2013 when the case came up for hearing, the appellant was not present and Sh. J.S. Brar, appearing on behalf of respondent no. 2, had reasserted that the application for information had been transferred to the D.T.O. Mansa, in accordance with Section 6(3) of the RTI Act, 2005 vide their Memo. dated 01.08.2012.   Sh. Sahil, appearing on behalf of respondent no. 1, had prayed for some time to provide the relevant information to Sh. Jaspal Singh, the appellant.    Taking into consideration the fact even after passage of over six months from the date of application, more time was being sought by the respondent, a show cause notice had been issued to Sh. Karanbir Singh Chhina, District Transport Officer, Mansa-cum-PIO.   He was further directed to provide point-wise complete relevant information duly attested, to Sh. Jaspal Singh, as per his application dated 30.07.2012, free of cost, per registered post and present a copy of the relevant postal receipt before the Commission.


On 03.04.2013, while Sh. Jaspal Singh had stated that no information had been provided to him by the respondent, Sh. Sahil, appearing on behalf of the DTO, Mansa had stated that during a police raid in their office sometime in 2010, most of the records were seized and taken in custody and the same had been produced in the Court at Mansa where a case was pending.   He had further stated that they had already made a written request to the Court concerned and were hopeful to get back the relevant records within a period of two weeks whereafter the relevant information would be extracted therefrom and provided to the appellant.


To compensate the appellant to some extent for the monetary as well mental detriments suffered by him in seeking the information under the RTI Act, 2005, the Commission, in exercise of the powers conferred by Section 19(8)(b) of the Act, awarded a compensation to the tune of Rs. 5,000/-  (Rupees Five Thousand Only) which was payable by the Public Authority in the Department of Transport Punjab i.e. State Transport Commissioner, Punjab, Chandigarh, within a fortnight, and a copy of the relevant instrument i.e. cheque or demand draft and / or written receipt obtained from the appellant therefor, was ordered to be placed on the records.


DTO, Mansa - Sh. Karanbir Singh Chhina was afforded one last opportunity to appear before the Commission on the next date fixed and to tender a duly sworn affidavit explaining the reasons for the delay in providing the information sought under the RTI Act, 2005. 


Sh. Gurpal Singh, present from the office of the State Transport Commissioner, Punjab stated that the necessary approval has already been obtained and the amount of compensation i.e. Rs. 5,000/- awarded in favour of Sh. Jaspal Singh would be released in about a week’s time.


Sh. Jaspal Singh, the appellant, however, stated that information on point no. 2 of his application has been provided to him today only and that the same is un-attested.   The respondents have been directed to rectify the error and do the needful.


Complete particulars of the officers earlier posted as DTO, Mansa were directed to be communicated to the Commission which has not been done by the DTO, Mansa.   However, in the interest of justice, one final opportunity is granted to him to do so now. 


Respondents today prayed for some more time, which is granted.


To come up on 28.05.2013 at 11.00 A.M.

Chandigarh



      
    
      (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 02.05.2013



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Avtar Singh

s/o Sh. Sant Singh,

No. 105, Walia Enclave,

Opp. Punjabi University,

Patiala.


   

    

 
       …Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Director Rural Development & Panchayat, Punjab, 

Vikas Bhawan, Sector 62,

Mohali. 

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Director Rural Development & Panchayat, Punjab, 

Vikas Bhawan, Sector 62,

Mohali. 


3.
Block Development and Panchayat Officer,


Rajpura.




        
 
…Respondents

AC- 265/13

Order

Present:
Appellant Sh. Avtar Singh 

For the respondents: Ms Kamlesh Kumari, PIO-cum-Under Secretary (RD) 
for respondents No. 1 and 2; and Sh. Paramjit Singh, BDPO, Rajpura – Respondent No. 3.


In the case in hand, vide RTI application dated 27.09.2012 addressed to respondent No. 1, Sh. Avtar Singh had sought the following information: -

1.
A copy each of the report of enquiry conducted against suspended BDPO Rajpura – Sh. Ajaib Singh Sooch, DDPOs namely S/Sh. D.S. Virk and Baljit Singh; Panchayat Secretary Sh. Amrik Singh; and V.D.O. Sh. Vinod Kumar; 

2.
A copy each of the report of enquiry conducted against BDPO, Rajpura; and Panchayat Officer, Rajpura - Sh. Shishpal Singh Brar for illegal mining from the Shamlat land;

3.
A copy of the demarcation report of Shamlat land of Gram Panchayat Salempur Naggal, Block Rajpura, Distt. Patiala (now Mohali for revenue purposes);

4.
Certified copies of FIRs registered against illegal possessors of the Shamlat land of Gram Panchayat, Salempur Naggal;

5.
Certified copy / copies of all illegal possessors of the Shamlat land, Gram Panchayat Salempur Naggal.


APIO – office of the Principal Secretary, Rural Development & Panchayat, Punjab, Chandigarh, vide Memo. No. 7222 dated 05.11.2012, had informed Sh. Avtar Singh, in response, that no enquiry was ever conducted by Smt. Anandita Mittra, Additional Deputy Commissioner (Development), Patiala.   Similarly, Deputy Director of the respondent department had communicated to the applicant-appellant vide Memo. 25553 dated 15.11.2012 that no such case was pending against Sh. Amrik Singh, Panchayat Secretary.


First appeal before Respondent No. 2 had been filed on 30.10.2012 while the second appeal had been preferred before the Commission.


When the case came up for hearing on 05.03.2013, Sh. Avtar Singh had submitted that while information on point no. 1 and 2 of his application had already been provided, no information pertaining to point no. 3 to 5 of his application had been provided.


During the proceedings, it transpired that the pending information i.e. on point no. 3-5 directly related to the Block Development and Panchayat Officer, Rajpura – Sh. Paramjit Singh who was also present in the hearing.    A show cause notice was accordingly issued to Sh. Paramjit Singh, Block Development and Panchayat Officer, Rajpura and was further directed to provide the requisite information to the appellant by registered post, within a week’s time. 

On the last date of hearing i.e. 03.04.2013, BDPO, Rajpura had mailed the complete information pertaining to points No. 3 to 5 of the RTI application dated 27.09.2012 to Sh. Avtar Singh, the applicant-appellant by registered post vide Letter no. 197 dated 01.04.2013.   However, a copy thereof including a copy of the relevant demarcation report had also been provided to the appellant in the presence of the Commission.   As already recorded and as admitted by Sh. Avtar Singh, all other information except information on point no. 1 of his application had been provided by the respondents.    This information obviously was to be provided by the PIO – Respondent No. 1, office of the Director Rural Development & Panchayat, Punjab, Vikas Bhawan, Sector 62, Mohali.


It was further observed that the requirements of Para 3 of the Notice of hearing issued by the Commission on 05.02.2013 had not been complied with, which was directed to be done forthwith.   

Respondent PIO was directed to ensure that information on point no. 1 of the RTI application dated 27.09.2012 copy of inquiry report conducted against Shri Ajaib Singh Sooch, suspended BDPO Rajpura was provided to the appellant within a period of ten days under intimation to the Commission, by registered post and to present a photocopy of the relevant postal receipt before the Commission on the next date fixed along with a copy of the enquiry report so provided to the appellant. 


It had further come on record that the applicant-appellant had suffered monetary as well as physical and mental detriments in getting the requisite information under the RTI Act, 2005 from the respondent for which he deserved to be compensated suitably. As BDPO Rajpura had supplied information on Point no. 3-5 of RTI application on 1.4.13 while RTI application was filed with PIO o/o D.R.D.P. on 27.9.2012 and still partial information was remained to be supplied by PIO o/o Director Rural Development and Panchayats, Punjab Sector 62, Mohali. Therefore, the Commission, in exercise of the powers conferred by Section 19(8)(b) of the Act, awarded a compensation to the tune of Rs. 5,000/-  (Rupees Five Thousand Only) which was payable by the Public Authority – Directorate of Rural Development and Panchayat, Punjab, Vikas Bhawan, Sector 62, Mohali, within a fortnight, and present a copy of the relevant instrument i.e. cheque or demand draft and / or written receipt obtained from the appellant therefore, to be placed on the records.


It was also stipulated in order dated 3.4.2013 that issue regarding imposition of penalty on the respondent PIO; and / or the BDPO, Rajpura – Respondent No. 1 and 3 respectively, would be taken up on the next date of hearing.

Both PIO o/o DRDP Pb. and Shri Paramjit Singh, BDPO Rajpura were also directed to personally present on the next date of hearing. 


Also Dr. S Karuna Raju, IAS, Director, Rural Development & Panchayats, Punjab,  Mohali  was directed to ensure that the concerned PIO of his office would be present alongwith the information supplied  as per the  RTI application of the appellant on the next date of hearing. 

He was further to ensure that Nodal Officer of RTI cases appointed in his office complied with Para-3 of Notice of hearing issued on 5.2.2013 and in RTI cases in future also. 


Today during hearing it is observed that Sh. Paramjit Singh,BDPO, Rajpura to whom directions on 5.3.2013 were given to supply the information on Point No.3 to 5, also sent the requisite information on these points on 1.4.2013 under registered cover. Thus show cause notice issued to him is withdrawn since he is not found at fault at all.   

Further Ms Kamlesh Kumari, Under Secretary Rural Development and Panchayats, Punjab also handed over Bank Draft No.150504 dated 01.05.2013 amounting to Rs.5000/- in lieu of compensation paid to Shri Avtar Singh, appellant in the Commission itself. 
Since complete information stands provided to the appellant, case is closed and disposed of.
Chandigarh



      
    
      (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 02.05.2013



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
              SCO No. 84-85, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  H.S.Hundal,

# 3402, Sector 71, 

Mohali.
                                                                                          Appellant

Vs. 

1.    Public Information Officer,

O/o Secretary Transport, Punjab,

Pb. Mini Secretariat, Sector 9-A,

Chandigarh.
2.     Public Information Officer,

O/o State Transport, Commissioner,

Punjab, Jeevandeep Building,

 Sector 17, Chandigarh.
3.     First Appellate Authority,

O/o Secretary Transport, Punjab,

Pb. Mini Secretariat, Sector 9-A,

Chandigarh                                                                                             Respondents

                                              Appeal Case No.  697    of 2013

Present:
None for the Appellant.
For Respondents: Shri J.S.Brar, PIO o/o STC and Shri Manjit Singh, on behalf of Respondent No.1.
ORDER:



Shri H.S.Hundal, Appellant vide an RTI application dated 03.12.2012, addressed to PIO, O/O Secretary Transport, Punjab, Chandigarh, sought following  information on five points pertaining to complaint by the appellant addressed to Secretary Transport for inquiring in the matter of cheating and fraud in allotment of paid number PB-65-S-0082 by the office of DTO Mohali:-

1. Certified copy of the complaint dated 4.11.2012;

2. Certified copy of the orders/letter by the Secretary Transport regarding the inquiry of this complaint;

3. Certified copy of the complete inquiry report in this regard;

4. Certified copy of all statements recorded in this inquiry till date;

5. Certified copy of all documents/record summoned or inspected by the Inquiry Officer in this inquiry. 



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-cum-Secretary Transport, Punjab, Mini Secretariat, Sector-9, Chandigarh vide letter dated 02.01.2013.  On the basis of RTI application of the appellant, APIO-cum-Superintendent, Transport-2 Branch vide letter No.61 dated 7.1.2013 provided the information on two points to the appellant under registered cover and also informed the appellant that remaining information on Point No.3 to 5 can be had from STC, Punjab, copy of the letter was also endorsed to that office for further necessary action. Thereafter the appellant approached the Commission by filing 2nd appeal, received in it on 15.03.2013. 


STC, Punjab vide letter No.1600 dated 30.4.2013 sent the remaining information on Point No.3 to 5 to appellant under registered cover.   


Neither appellant is present nor any thing has been heard from him though notice of hearing was sent to him vide letter dated 28.3.2013. 



Since perusal of provided information by Public Authorities reveal that same is based on record and as per RTI application and same has been sent by registered letters on 7.1.2013 and 30.4.2013, case is closed and disposed of.
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 02.05.2013




     State Information Commissioner. 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Manjit Singh,

# 1722, Gurdwara  Akali  Office Road,                                                        

Kharar, Distt. Mohali.                                                                     Appellant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

o/o Tehsildar Kharar,

Distt. Mohali.

First Appellate Authority,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

S.A.S,.Nagar, Mohali.                                                                Respondent

                                             Appeal Case  No. 710  of 2013

Present:
None for the Appellant.



None for the respondents. 
ORDER:



Shri Manjit Singh, Appellant vide an RTI application dated 29.5.2012, addressed to PIO, O/o Deputy Commissioner, Mohali, sought following information on five points pertaining to acquisition of land of fifteen villages during 1st phase of Chandigarh project in 1955. Village Gurdaspur HB No.221, Tehsil Kharar District Ambala was also one of them. Plot No.22, 24, 25 measuring area 3718 sq.ft was allotted to Sh. Ram Singh in Capital Colony, Kharar in lieu of abadi area acquired in village Gurdaspur. Local Kanongo of Kharar of that times Sh.Ujager Singh and Patwari Sh. Naranjan Singh has given the Kabza of the allotment to Sh.Gurbax Singh son of Sh. Ram Singh:-

1. How much abadi site was allotted to Sh. Gurbax Singh s/o Sh. Ram Singh in Capital Colony Kharar at that time;

2. Copy of allotment map of capital colony Kharar;

3. Attested copy of allotment farad;

4. Whether copy of allotment letter was also sent by Naib Tehsildar© Chandigarh at that time to give the possession to allottees;

5. By whom orders possession of allotments was given to the allottees at that time.  
PIO-cum-Addl. Deputy Commissioner (G), S.A.S.Nagar transferred the RTI application to SDM, Kharar vide letter No.947 dated 5.6.2012 under the provisions of Section 6(3) of the RTI Act,2005 with the direction to provide the appellant the requisite information directly. 

SDM, Kharar further transferred the RTI application to Tehsildar,  Kharar vide letter No.508 dated 6.6.2012 under the provisions of Section  6(3) of the RTI Act,2005 with the direction to provide the appellant the requisite information directly. 


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-cum-Sub Divisional Magistrate, Kharar vide letter dated 13.08.2012 and then approached the Commission in second appeal, received in it on 19.03.2013 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.
Today during hearing, it is noted that the SDM  Kharar neither provided any information to the appellant nor directed any one to attend the Commission. So much  so no compliance to Para no. 3  of the Notice of Hearing dated 28.3.2013 has also been made which reads as under:-
“3.You are further directed to file a written reply before the next date of hearing, with an advance copy to the Complainant/Appellant. The written reply shall be duly signed by the PIO and shall disclose his name and designations of the PIO and First Appellate Authority.”

-

In view of the facts,  neither any reply to the appellant in response to his RTI application dated 29.5.2012 stands  sent by the Respondent PIO –cum- SDM Kharar to whom RTI application was transferred by the PIO –cum- Additional Deputy commissioner (General), S.A.S,.Nagar,  vide letter no. 947, dated 5.6.2012.

Shri Sukhjeet Pal Singh, PCS  PIO-cum- SDM Kharar is directed to supply relevant information to the appellant in response to his RTI application dated 29.5.2012, whatever is available in the office record of his office or with the office of the Tehsildar Kharar within a period of 10 days free of cost under registered cover with a copy of the reply sent to the appellant,  for Commission  for its perusal and record. 

Shri Sukhjeet  Pal Singh, PCS, SDM Kharar is directed to file a written statement in the shape of an affidavit regarding the delay in supply  the information sought by the appellant vide RTI application dated 29.5.2012.

Shri Sukhjeet Pal Singh, PCS, SDM Kharar is further directed to be present on the next date of hearing.


Adjourned to 28.5.2013 at 11.00 A.M.
Chandigarh.






(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 02.05.2013

                   

State Information Commissioner. 

Copy to: 





      Under Registered cover
1. Shri Sukhjeet Pal Singh,PCS

Sub Divisional Magistrate, 

Kharar. 

2. Shri Hari Pal Nafri,                           
 Under Registered cover
Tehsildar, 

Kharar. 
-For necessary compliance. 
Chandigarh.






(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 02.05.2013


            State Information Commissioner. 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Ashok Verma,

H.I.G.-717, Phase-I,

Urban Estate, Patiala.                                                                               Complainant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director, Public Relations,

Punjab, 5th Floor, 

Punjab Civil Secretariat,

Chandigarh.                                                                                                     Respondent

                                              Complaint case No.  1179  of 2013

Present:
None for the complainant. 


For the Respondent: Smt. Paramjit Kaur,APIO-cum-APRO.
ORDER:

Shri  Ashok Verma , complainant vide an RTI application dated  21.12.2012              addressed to PIO O/O Director, Public Relations, Punjab, 5th Floor, Punjab Civil Secretariat, Chandigarh ,sought certain information on 12 points pertaining to accreditation, facilities etc. to the Journalists.  

APIO, Department of Public Relation, Punjab, Chandigarh vide letter No.57 dated 30.1.2013 provided information as per his RTI application.  


Failing to get satisfactory response within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed a complaint with the Commission, received in it on 15.03.2013.


Since the perusal of the file revealed that there were sufficient grounds which were required to be looked into by the Commission in terms of Section 18(1)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.

During hearing today I have perused copy of letter No.188 dated 16.04.2013 received in the Commission on 17.04.2013 under the signatures of Shri P.S.Kalra, State Public Information Officer, office of Director Information and Public Relation, Punjab enclosing therein complete set of provided information sent to the complainant again vide letter No.187 dated 12.04.2013 under registered cover. Further it is observed that complete information was sent to complainant by respondent-PIO o/o D.P.R., Punjab vide letter No.PR(PFA)-2012/68 dated 30.1.2013 under registered letter. The perusal of enclosed information further reveals that the same is in accordance with the information sought by the complainant in his RTI application.


Neither complainant is present today despite of notice of hearing issued to him vide letter No.6728 dated 28.3.2013 nor any communication has been received from him. 


Since it is complaint case no direction for providing any information can be given.  Complainant is at liberty to approach the first appellate authority o/o DPR, Punjab under the provisions of Section 19(1) of RTI Act,2005, if he feels dissatisfied with provided information by the PIO. 

 Since information as per record stands provided, case is closed and disposed of.
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 02.05.2013




     State Information Commissioner. 

         STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Narinder Singh 

s/o Sh. Mahinder Singh,

Village Khanoor, P.O. Jalowal,

Tehsil & Distt. Hoshiarpur.

    

 
             …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,
O/o General Manager,

Punjab Roadways,

Hoshiarpur.




 
                      …Respondent
CC- 1197/13

Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Narinder Singh in person.



For the respondent: Sh. Surinder Singh, Superintendent.


Vide RTI application dated 22.01.2013 addressed to the respondent, Sh. Narinder Singh sought the following information: - 

1.
On 16.07.1996, Tuesday, at what time in the morning was gate passed issued to Bus No. PB-12-8423?  If it was at 4.30 AM, what was the route of the bus?  Who were the driver and conductor at the time of entry in the workshop gate?  Who signed in the register?  Who was the officer on duty at the gate?  His name and designation be provided.    The name and address of the driver and conductor on duty on the said bus be provided including the name and designation of the officer who put them on the said duty.

2.
The route taken on 16.07.1996, Tuesday, by Bus No. PB-12-8423 from Bus stand, Hoshiarpur.  A copy of the Adda fee slip issued at about 4.40 AM be provided.

3.
A copy of the time table for the period 01.05.1996 to 31.12.1996 for the routes Bus Stand to Chandigarh and Chabbewal.


The present complaint has been filed before the Commission, received in its office on 15.03.2013.  


Sh. Surinder Singh, Superintendent, appearing on behalf of the respondent submitted that the old records containing the information sought by the complainant had been destroyed by the department in the year 2008 following the due process of law, pursuant to the decision of the competent committee constituted for the purpose.


Accordingly, the respondent-PIO - Sh. Harjinder Singh Minhas, General Manager, Punjab Roadways, Hoshiarpur is directed to file a duly sworn affidavit stating complete facts and circumstances of the case including the fact of destruction of the records according to the laid down procedure and the factum of having provided complete information as available in the records, according to the RTI application dated 22.01.,2013 made by the applicant and that no further information is available on records which could be provided to him in response to his RTI application. 


To come up on 05.06.2013 at 11.00 A.M.
Chandigarh



      
    
      (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 02.05.2013



State Information Commissioner
Copy to:

Sh. Harjinder Singh Minhas,

General Manager,

Punjab Roadways,

Hoshiarpur.

For compliance, as directed hereinabove. 

Chandigarh



      
    
      (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 02.05.2013



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Lakhwinder Singh 

s/o Sh. Jangir Singh,

Village Machhi Ke,

Distt. Moga.



    

 
             …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,
O/o District Transport Officer,

Faridkot.




 
                      …Respondent
CC- 1210/13

Order

Present:
None for the complainant.



For the respondent: Sh. N.S. Brar, DTO, Farikot.


Vide RTI application dated 24.12.2012 addressed to the respondent, Sh. Lakhwinder Singh sought the following information: - 

1.
Detailed particulars of the applications for exemption from payment of tax received in your office from 01.01.2004 to 01.01.2013 including the total number of such applications along with name(s) and address(es) of the individual applicants / companies;

2.
How many cases have been disposed of by your office during last 8 years?  How many cases for tax exemption are pending as on date?   Reasons in writing for such pendency.

3.
If no case of tax exemption has been disposed of / decided by your office till date, reasons for the same in writing be communicated. 


The present complaint has been filed before the Commission, received in its office on 18.03.2013.  


Sh. N.S. Brar, DTO stated that the complete requisite information according to RTI application dated 24.12.2002 already stands provided to Lakhwinder Singh, the applicant-complainant, under the cover of their Memo. No. 2232 dated 23.04.2013 by registered post, a copy whereof has also been placed on record. 


Perusal of the information provided reveals that complete and correct information according to the RTI application dated 24.12.2012 has since been provided by the respondent to Sh. Lakhwinder Singh.


Complainant is not present today nor has any communication been received from him.


In case he is not satisfied with the provided information, he is advised to approach the First Appellate Authority by way of first appeal as provided under Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 and thereafter, if not satisfied with the outcome of the First Appeal, he will be at liberty to approach the Commission by way of Second Appeal, according to Section 19(3) of the Act. 


In terms of the above noted observations, the case is hereby ordered to be closed and disposed of. 
Chandigarh



      
    
      (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 02.05.2013



State Information Commissioner

