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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Sham Lal Saini,

Administrative Officer (Retd.)

#50/30A, Ramgali, N.M.Bagh, 

Bharat Nagar, Distt. Ludhiana-141001.
                                                  Complainant







Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

 O/O District Education Officer,

(Secondary Education), Mini Sectt. 

Ludhiana.                                                                                                    Respondent.
CC No. 3500 of 2011
Present:
Shri   Sham Lal Saini, Complainant, in person.
Dr. Charanjit Singh, Deputy District Education Officer (Secondary)                     Ludhiana, present on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties through Video Conferencing.

2.

The appellant vide RTI application dated 10.9.2011, made to the PIO O/O DEO (S) Ludhiana sought the photocopy of his service book for the purpose of change of option for fixation of pay during the period 1.1.1986 to 31.12.1992 notionally in accordance with the instructions of the Punjab Government. Failing to get any information, he made a first appeal dated 10.10.2011 with the D.E.O. (S), Ludhiana, again getting no response, he made a second appeal with the Commission, received on 28.11.2011. Accordingly, the notice of hearing through Video Conferencing was issued to both parties for hearing today. 
3.

Dr. Charanjit Singh,
Dy. District Education Officer, (Secondary Education) 
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Ludhiana, appearing on behalf of District Education Officer, (Secondary Education) Ludhiana, during hearing of this case through   Video Conferencing requests for a time of 15 days.  
4.

In view of submission made by the respondent, he is directed to supply the complete and correct information free of cost duly attested to the appellant within a period of 3 weeks from  today under registered cover. Failing which it shall be presumed that the information sought by the appellant is being denied and delayed willfully and in that situation the provisions of section 20(1) and 19(8)(b) of the Right to Information Act, 2005 be invoked  against the PIO.
5.

To come up for further hearing on 1-3-2012 at 11.00 A.M.  in Chamber, 3rd

Floor, SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.
5.

Copy of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Place: Chandigarh




     ( B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 3.1. 2012



      State Information Commissioner


     

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Sham Lal Saini,

#50/30A, Ramgali, N.M.Bagh, 

Bharat Nagar, Distt. Ludhiana-141001.
                                                  Complainant







Vs.
 
The Public Information Officer,

 O/O District Education Officer,

(Secondary Education), Mini Sectt. 

Ludhiana.                                                                                                    Respondent.
CC No. 3579 of 2011
Present:
Shri   Sham Lal Saini, Complainant, in person.
Dr. Charanjit Singh, Deputy District Education Officer (Secondary)                     Ludhiana, present on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties through Video Conferencing.

2.

The appellant vide RTI application dated 10.9.2011, made to the PIO O/O DEO (S) Ludhiana sought the photocopy of his service book for the purpose of change of option for fixation of pay during the period 1.1.1986 to 31.12.1992 notionally in accordance with the instructions of the Punjab Government. Failing to get any information, he made a first appeal dated 10.10.2011 with the D.E.O. (S), Ludhiana, again getting no response, he made a second appeal with the Commission, received on 2.12.2011. Accordingly, the notice of hearing through Video Conferencing was issued to both parties for hearing today. 

3.

 The appellant Shri Sham Lal Saini, states through Video Conferencing that he withdraws this appeal.
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4.

In view of submission made by him, the case is disposed of as withdrawn.
5.

Copy of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Place: Chandigarh




     ( B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 3.1. 2012



      State Information Commissioner


     

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Gurbax Singh, 

Premier Enclave, Vill. Nichi Mangli,

P.O. Ramgarh, Chandigarh Road,

Distt. Ludhiana.

                      



                                                  Complainant







Vs.
The Public Information Officer,

 O/O District Transport Officer,

Ludhiana.

.                                                                                                                  Respondent.
CC No. 3360 of 2011
Present:
Shri   Gurbax Singh, Complainant, in person.
Shri Tarlochan Singh, Additional  District Transport Officer, Ludhiana present                      on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties through Video Conferencing.

2.

The complainant Shri Gurbax Singh  vide RTI application dated 15.1.2011, made to the PIO O/O DTO,  Ludhiana sought an  information on ten points pertaining to Tourist permit  of Buses, three-wheelers, Taxies etc.  Failing to get any information, he approached the Commission vide application dated 11.11.2011. Accordingly, the notice of hearing through Video Conferencing was issued to both parties for  today.
3.

Shri Tarlochan Singh, ADTO, Ludhiana, appearing on behalf of Respondent has stated since the information sought by the complainant Shri Gurbax Singh, on 10 
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points pertaining to the Tourist Permits of Buses, Three-wheelers, Taxis etc. was quite voluminous. He was accorded inspection of the record. He further stated that he has already been provided information on point no. 9, i.e. the copy of the Audit Report for the year 2008-09 conducted by the Accountant General Punjab.  Shri Gurbax Singh complainant states that he has since inspected the record and he will seek the desired information accordingly.

4.

PIO is therefore, directed to provide the correct and complete information duly attested running into not more than 250 pages  duly identified by the complainant free of cost,  as it shall be impracticable to provide the entire voluminous  information.
5.

It is also made clear that thus specific information asked for by the complainant may be provided to him within a period of 3 weeks, by post   failing which it shall be presumed that the information is being delayed and denied willfully by the respondent andin that situation,  the provisions of section 20(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 shall have to be invoked against the PIO and no further opportunity shall be afforded. 

6.

The case is adjourned and fixed for hearing on 1-3-2012 at 11.00 A.M.  in Chamber, 3rd Floor, SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.
7.

Copy of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Place: Chandigarh




     ( B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 3.1. 2012



      State Information Commissioner


     

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Gurbax Singh, 

Premier Complex, Vill. Nichi Mangli,

P.O. Ramgarh, Distt. Ludhiana.

                      



                                                  Complainant








Vs.
The Public Information Officer,

 O/O District Transport Officer,

Ludhiana.

.                                                                                                                  Respondent.
CC No. 3361 of 2011
Present:
Shri   Gurbax Singh, Complainant, in person.
None is present on behalf of  respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard  through Video Conferencing.

2.

The complainant Shri Gurbax Singh  vide RTI application dated 20.7.2011, made to the PIO O/O DTO,  Ludhiana sought an information on nine points  pertaining to arrears of Taxes  on Buses etc., for  the period from 2009 to date  relating to the o/o DTO Ferozepur. Failing to get any information, he approached the Commission vide application dated 11.11.2011. Accordingly, the notice of hearing through Video Conferencing was issued to both parties for today. 

3. 

Complainant has been heard. He is of the view that he wants specific information on point no. 9. He also agrees to inspect the record on other points and shall seek specific information only, as he was made to convince that information is quite 
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voluminous.

4.

None is present on behalf of Respondent PIO. He is therefore, directed to provide correct  information to the complainant on point no. 9, i.e. regarding the provision of speed governor in school – college - Institutions – state carriage buses. Regarding the rest of the information sought by the complainant, respondent  PIO is directed to accord the inspection of the record pertaining to other 8 points on any working day on mutually convenient dates and to provide the specific information to the complainant running into not more than 200 pages free of cost. As sought information is quite voluminous and may otherwise  divert the resources of the State Government as provided in section 7(9) of the RTI Act, 2005.  

5.

It is also made clear that if the correct and complete information, duly attested as ordered above, by post is not provided by the respondent PIO –cum- DTO Ferozepur to the complainant within in a period of one month, the provisions of section 20(1) and 19(8)(b) of RTI Act, 2005 shall have to be invoked against him  for willfully delaying and denying  of information and no further opportunity therefore shall be given. 

6.

The case is adjourned and fixed for hearing on 1-3-2012 at 11.00 A.M.  in Chamber, 3rd Floor, SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.
7.

Copy of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Place: Chandigarh




     ( B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 3.1. 2012



      State Information Commissioner


     

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Jarnail  Singh, s/o Shri Shyam Singh,

Vill. Kamma, P.O. Isru, Tehsil Khanna,

District Ludhiana.

                      



                                                  Complainant







Vs.
The Public Information Officer,

O/O Principal,

Government Sr. Sec.School Chakohi,

P.O. Chakohi, Tehsil Khanna, 

Ludhiana.

.                                                                                                                  Respondent.
CC No. 3397 of 2011
Present:
Shri   Jarnail Singh, Complainant, in person.


Shri Kulbir Singh Principal, Government Sr. Sec.School Chakohi,

District  Ludhiana , on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.             During hearing of this case through Video Conferencing the complainant 

states that he has not been provided any information till date as sought by him in his original RTI application dated 24.5.2011. On the other hand PIO is of the view that complete information has already been provided

2.

 PIO is directed to supply point-wise correct and complete information duly attested to the complainant within a period of 3 weeks and be present on the next date of hearing with a copy of provided information, for commission record. 
3.

Complainant if not satisfied with the provided information may attend this court on next date of hearing to support his version. 
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3.

The case is adjourned and fixed for hearing on 1-3-2012 at 11.00 A.M.  in Chamber, 3rd Floor, SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.
4.

Copy of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Place: Chandigarh




     ( B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 3.1. 2012



      State Information Commissioner


     

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Om Parkash Gupta, 109,

Phase-2, Urban Estate, Dugri Road,

Ludhiana-141003.                      



                               Appellant







Vs. 
1.The Public Information Officer,

   O/O District Food Supply Controller,

    M.C.Building (Zone-D), 3rd Floor,

    Sarabha Nagar, Ludhiana.  

2.F.A.A. District Food Supply Controller,

    M.C.Building (Zone-D), 3rd Floor,

    Sarabha Nagar, Ludhiana (East).                                                            Respondents.
AC No. 1232 of 2011
Present:
Shri  Mandeep Kumar, present  as authorized representative of  Shri Om Parkash Gupta, Complainant. 


Shri  Joginder Singh, Food Supplies Officer-cum- APIO, present on behalf of 
the Respondent.

ORDER
1.         Heard both the parties through Video Conferencing. 

2.         The appellant Shri Om Parkash Gupta has sought information from the
respondent on three points regarding the withholding of carry over charges by the FCI in the year  2009-10. .

3.
     During hearing through Video Conferencing Shri Mandeep Kumar present on behalf of Shri Om Parkash  Gupta appellant states that though he has been provided 

Information by the Respondent vide letter dated 19.9.2011 but only the information on   
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point no. 1 is correct & complete. Whereas a partial  information has been provided relating to the point no.  3 & 4.
3. Shri Joginder Singh DFSO-cum- APIO, appearing on behalf of Respondent states that complete and correct information shall be provided to the appellant  within a period of 2 weeks. 

4. DFSC (East) Ludhiana –cum- PIO is therefore, directed to provide the complete and correct information duly attested  to the appellant within a period of 3 weeks by registered post.  Failing which it shall be presumed that the information is being delayed and denied willfully and the provisions of section 20(1) and 19(8) (b) of Right to Information Act, 2005 have to be invoked against the PIO without affording further opportunity.  

5.

The case is adjourned and fixed for hearing on 13-3-2012 at 11.00 A.M.  in Chamber, 3rd Floor, SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.
6.

Copy of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Place: Chandigarh




     ( B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 3.1. 2012



      State Information Commissioner


     

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Om Parkash Gupta, 109,

Phase-2, Urban Estate, Dugri Road,

Ludhiana-141013.                      



                               Appellant







Vs. 
1.The Public Information Officer,

   O/O District Food Supply Controller,

   M.C.Building (Zone-D), 3rd Floor,

   Sarabha Nagar, Ludhiana.  

2.F.A.A. District Food Supply Controller,

   M.C.Building (Zone-D), 3rd Floor,

    Sarabha Nagar,  Ludhiana (East).                                                          Respondents.
AC No. 1234 of 2011
Present:
Shri  Mandeep Kumar, present  as authorized representative of  Shri Om Parkash Gupta, Complainant. 


Shri  Joginder Singh, Food Supplies Officer-cum- APIO, present on behalf of 

the Respondent.

ORDER

1.            
 Heard both the parties through Video Conferencing.         
2.            The Appellant  Shri Om Parkash  Gupta, sought an information from the respondent on three points pertaining to  the show cause notice issued to the Labour Contractor Gurmail Chand vide memo no. auditor-1-09/5734  dated 11.8.2009.

3.
     During hearing through Video Conferencing Shri Mandeep Kumar present on behalf of Shri Om Parkash  Gupta appellant,  stated that though he has been provided information by  DFSC Ludhiana (East)  on 19.9.2011, but same is not specific and is incomplete. 
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4.

Shri Joginder Singh DFSO-cum- APIO, appearing on behalf of Respondent states that complete information shall be provided to the appellant within a period of two weeks, to his satisfaction. 
5. PIO is therefore, directed to provide the complete and correct information duly attested  to the appellant within a period of 3 weeks by registered post.  Failing which it shall be presumed that the information is being delayed and denied willfully and the provisions of section 20(1) and 19(8) (b) of Right to Information Act, 2005 have to be invoked against the PIO, without affording  further opportunity

6.

The case is adjourned and fixed for hearing on 13-3-2012 at 11.00 A.M.  in Chamber, 3rd Floor, SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.
7.

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




     ( B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 3.1. 2012



      State Information Commissioner


     

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Charanjit Singh
, 

# 2012, Nehru Colony,

Majitha Road, Amritsar.

                                                              Appellant







Vs. 

1.The Public Information Officer,

   O/O District Transport Officer,

    Amritsar.  

2.F.A.A. State Transport Commissioner,

   Jiwan Deep Building. Sector 17,

    Chandigarh.                                                                                          Respondents

AC No. 1258 of 2011
Present:
Shri Charanjit Singh  Complainant, in person
Shri   Harjinder Kumar, Senior Assistant  o/o D.T.O. Amritsar &                                                  Smt. Rajinder Kaur Clerk, o/o D.T.O. Amritsar present on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

    Heard both the parties through Video Conferencing.

2.                  The appellant  Shri Charanjit Singh vide RTI application dated 30.11.2010, made to the PIO O/O DTO, Amritsar,  sought the information relating  to  the validity  of Registration of Ford Fiesta Car having engine no. 43123 chasis no. 43123 registered as PB02-BD-0948 in the o/o District Transport Officer, Amritsar. For no proper response, he made a first appeal on 28.1. 2011 with the State Transport Commissioner, Punjab Chandigarh, again for no response, he made a second appeal with the Commission, received in it on 23.11.2011. Accordingly, the notice of hearing through Video Conferencing was issued to both parties for hearing today.
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3.

Shri Harjinder Kumar, Senior Assistant o/o D.T.O. Amritsar appearing on behalf of respondent, through Video Conferencing   states that the information has been sent by post  to the appellant vide office no.1495, dated 22.12.2010. Whereas the appellant states that no information has been received uptil now.  Shri Harjinder Kumar also handed over the copy of requisite information to the appellant. 
4.

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

5.

Copy of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Place: Chandigarh




     ( B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 3.1. 2012



      State Information Commissioner


     

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Karun Garg, Advocate,

Civil Courts, Amloh, Tehsil Amloh, 

Distt. Fatehgarh Sahib-147203





Complainant


                                                                   Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

O/O District Transport Officer,

Ferozepur.                                                                                             Respondent.
CC No. 3433 of 2011
Present:
Shri   Karun Garg , Advocate,Complainant, in person.


None is present  on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Shri Karun Garg, Advocate, Civil Courts Amloh, had sought  information vide  his RTI application dated  15.10.2011,   relating to  the following particulars of (i) vehicle no. PB-05H-3233 registered in the o/o the District Transport Officer, Ferozepur Punjab. If Registered on which date ? (ii) who is the owner of above said vehicle? (iii) Nature of vehicle with full detail? (iv) Loading capacity of above said registered  vehicle?

2.                  Neither the PIO nor  any representative is  present  today hearing through Video Conferencing. The complainant who is present in the court at Chandigarh states that no information has been supplied by the respondent. 

3.                  The PIO-cum- DTO Ferozepur is directed to supply the complete & correct information as sought  on 4  points, by the complainant, free of cost,  within a period of three weeks by registered post. Failing which the provisions of section 20(1) and 19 (8) (b) of RTI Act, 2005 be invoked against the PIO for willfully delaying and denying the information to the complainant. 
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4.

The case is adjourned for further hearing on 13-3-2012 at 11.00 A.M.  in Chamber, 3rd Floor, SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.

5.

Copy of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Place: Chandigarh




     ( B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 3.1. 2012



      State Information Commissioner


     

