STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
Sh. Manmohan Singh Gill,
Modern Housing Complex,

Manimajra, Chandigarh.

        …………………………….Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Executive Officer,
Abohar, Distt-Ferozepur.

……………………………..Respondent

CC No.  1908 of 2007
Present:
(i) Sh. Manmohan Singh Gill, Complainant


(ii) Sh. Hakam Singh, PIO the Respondent
ORDER

Heard.
2.
Complainant states that he is not satisfied with the information given to him. Respondent states that entire information as demanded by the Complainant has been given to him. He further states that Complainant wants to know the measurement of land taken from different khasra nos. for the construction of road, which is not possible without the help of Revenue Deptt. Accordingly, he has written to Tehsildar to give the demarcation, but Tehsildar has reported that it is not possible to give demarcation and Complainant has been informed accordingly.
3.
In reply to show cause notice issued to PIO, PIO has filed an affidavit justifying the delay. Commission has considered the same and is satisfied with the reply of the PIO and it is observed that penalty under Section 20 of the RTI Act, is not called for. Accordingly the show cause notice is disposed of. No further action is required.

3.
Disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
                                             (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 17th April, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
Sh. Kuldip Singh,
# 63, FCI, Colony,

Near GTB Nagar,

Jalandhar.

       …………………………….Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o. Principal,
S.D .College for women,

Sultanpur Lodhi,

Distt-Kapurthala

……………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2081 of 2007
Present:
(i) G.S.Sikka, for the Complainant


(ii) Sh. Amit Mehta, Advocated on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER


Heard.
2.
Another connected matter CC-2361/2007 has been heard and adjourned to 13.05.2008. This matter be taken up along with CC-2361/2008. 
3.
Adjourned to 13.05.08 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties

Sd/-
                                             (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 17th April, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Gurbaksh Singh,
# 80, Premier Complex,

Chandigarh Road,

Ludhiana.

       …………………………….Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Distt Transport Officer,
Ludhiana.
……………………………..Respondent




         CC No. 1529 of 2007
Present:
(i) Sh. Gurbaksh Singh, Complainant


(ii) Sh. Karan Singh, ADTO-cum-APIO on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER
Heard.
2.
Complainant states that he has still not been provided with the complete information and pointed out that tax on vehicles used by training schools is being charged as applicable to private vehicles where as it should be charged at commercial rate. Thus, Govt. is suffering loss on that account. He also prays that he should be compensated for his various visits to Commission office. 

3.
PIO was directed to appear personally during the last hearing  but he has deputed APIO Sh. Karan Singh, Assistant DTO, to appear on his behalf. During today’s hearing he admitted that tax being presently charged that of private vehicles and only the vehicles of the educational schools are being charged at commercial rate and further undertook to give clarification on this account after consulting legal branch. 

4.
Respondent is directed to provide the information regarding the tax to be charged from the private driving schools for the cars being used by them i.e 
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whether as commercial or private vehicles before the next date of hearing. The question of awarding compensation to the Complainant shall also be considered on the next date of hearing.
5.
Adjourned to 09.05.08 (2.00 PM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties                                      

Sd/-
                                                    (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 17th April, 2008

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
Sh. Gurbaksh Singh,

# 80, Premier Complex,

Chandigarh Road,

Ludhiana.

         …………………………….Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Public Information Officer 

O/o Distt Transport Officer,

Moga.
……………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1530 of 2007
Present:
(i) Sh. Gurbaksh Singh, Complainant


(ii) Sh. Ravinder Singh Jain, DTO, the Respondent & Sh. Rajkumar                        

     Jr. Assistant 
ORDER
Heard.
2.
Complainant states that he has still not been provided with the complete information and pointed out that tax on vehicles used by training schools is being charged as applicable to private vehicles where as it should be charged at commercial rate. Thus, Govt. is suffering loss on that account. He also prays that he should be compensated for his various visits to Commission office. 

3.
PIO was directed to appear personally during the last hearing and during today’s hearing he admitted that tax being presently charged that of private vehicles and only the vehicles of the educational schools are being charged at commercial rate and further undertook to give clarification on this account after consulting legal branch. 

4.
Respondent is directed to provide the information regarding the tax to be charged from the private driving schools for the cars being used by them i.e whether as commercial or private vehicles before the next date of hearing. The 
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question of awarding compensation to the Complainant shall also be considered on the next date of hearing.

5.
Adjourned to 09.05.08 (2.00 PM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties


Sd/-
                                              (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 17th April, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. G.S.Sikka,
R/o 43, Friends Colony,

Model Gram, Ludhiana.

         …………………………….Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o The Principal,
S.D. College for women,

Sultanpur Lodhi,

Distt-Kapurthala.

……………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2361 of 2007
Present:
(i) G.S.Sikka, the Complainant



(ii) Sh. Amit Mehta, Advocate on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER


Heard.

2.
Complainant states that he filed an application for information on 22.11.2007, by registered post for two points and vide letter no. SDC/ 16995/08 dated 06.02.2008, he was provided information for item one of his application and for item two of his application he has been informed by the Respondent vide letter no. SDC/17008/08 dated 18.02.2008, that the same is not available in their record. He further states that he has been provided with misleading information as the Respondent supplied different information on the same point to Sh. KUldip Singh, complainant in CC-2081/2007 and at his request both the complaints have been clubbed. He prayed, that as the Respondent intentionally delayed in supply of the information and further supplied misleading and incorrect information, therefore, penalty under Section 20 of the RTI Act, is required to be imposed. As due to illegal acts of the Respondent, the Complainant has been forced to file this complaint; he should be compensated for his visit to Chandigarh. 
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3.
In order to verify the facts, Commission directed the Respondent to produce the original record but the Respondent states that the same has gone missing from the college and DDR has been lodged with the Police Station, Sultanpur, Lodhi.
4.
PIO is directed to show cause, by filing an affidavit on the next date of hearing, why action should not be taken against him under Section 20 of the RTI ACT, 2005 for not supplying the information in time and also why the Complainant be not awarded compensation. 

5.
Adjourned to 13.05.08 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties


Sd/-
                                           (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 17th April, 2008
 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Kashmira Singh,

3 328 CX, Model Town,

Ludhiana.

         …………………………….Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o The Principal Secy 

to Govt. Pb, Dept. of Local Govt.

 Pb, Chandigarh.

……………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2282 of 2007
Present:
(i) Sh. Sham Lal Saini on behalf of the Complainant
(ii) Sh. Hakam Singh, Suptd. O/o The Principal  Secy to Govt. Local Govt. & Sh. Chamkaur Singh, Account Assistant, O/o M.C. Ludhiana on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER


Heard.

2.
During the last hearing, Complainant stated that the information is to be supplied by the Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana. The representative of the Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana attended the Commission today and states that the entire information will be supplied before the next date of hearing.  Complainant has also requested that one more opportunity be given to the Respondent to supply the information and he has no objection for another date of hearing.
3.
Adjourned to 09.05.08 (2.00 PM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties


Sd/-
                                           (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 17th April, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Smt. Pritam Kaur,

House No. 57-B,

Partap Nagar, Patiala.

         …………………………….Appellant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Director Language,

Patiala.

……………………………..Respondent

AC No. 1 of 2008

Present:
(i) Sh. Bhagat Singh on behalf of the Complainant


(ii) Sh. Satnam Singh, Research Assistant & Sh. Gurbant Singh,   Assistant O/o Higher Education & Language Punjab
ORDER


Heard.

2.
During the last hearing, it was directed to issue a notice to the PIO O/o Secretary, Higher Education & Language Punjab to appear personally alongwith the relevant record. However, Sh. Gurbant Singh Suptd, appeared on behalf of the Secretary, Higher Education, and states that he has not received the orders of the Commission dated 04.04.2008. He is directed to bring the receipt and dispatch register as ordered in the hearing dated 04.04.2008. Copy of the orders dated 04.04.2008 also be sent alongwith the today’s orders of the Commission.
3.
Adjourned to 13.05.08 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties. A copy of this order dated 17.04.2008 alongwith copy of the order dated 04.04.2008 be also sent to the PIO O/o Secretary, Higher Education & Language Department Punjab through registered post.

Sd/-

                                           (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 17th April, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Satnam Singh Kanda, Gen Secy,

All India Shrimani Akalidal,

127/4, Kucha Kalala,

Jalianwala Bagh, Amritsar.

         …………………………….Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Commissioner,

MC, Amritsar.


……………………………..Respondent

CC No. 273 of 2008
Present:
(i) Sh. Satnam Singh Kanda, Complainant


(ii) Sh. Des Raj, Asst. Town Planner on behalf of the 



           Respondent
ORDER
Heard.

2.
Respondent has produced the record as directed during the last hearing which is checked and found correct.  The application for information was given on 26.12.07 and the information was supplied vide letter no. MTP/2603 dated 28.02.08 under UPC but the Complainant on the first hearing stated that he has not received the information. Accordingly, information was again supplied to him vide letter no. MTP/2744 dated 27.03.08 after the notice for hearing was issued by the Commission
3.
Respondent further states that this building is in the name of Kewal Krishan and a notice was accordingly issued to Kewal Krishan and he has produced the record accordingly.  The Respondent has also shown the record which clearly shows that notice was issued when the construction was started and not when the roof slab was laid. From the inspection of record it is evident that the information was supplied to the Complainant in time and reply to the show cause notice was also considered and found satisfactory. It is, therefore, not a fit case for imposition of penalty under Section 20 RTI Act, 2005. 
. 
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4.
Disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.
                                             Sd/-                        
                                                 (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 17th April, 2008
