STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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




www.infocommpunjab.com)
Smt. Sarabjit Kaur,
# 32, Sewa Nagar,

P.O.Khalsa College,

Putlighar, Amritsar (Pb).
        …………………………….Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Distt. Transport Officer,
Amritsar.

……………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1655 of 2007
Present:
(i) Sh. Amarjit Singh Laukha on behalf of the Complainant
(ii) Sh. Jaswinder Singh Dhillon, APIO-cum ADTO & Smt. Sawinder       Kaur, Junior Assistant, on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER


Heard
2.
In this case, the application for information was filed on 17.08.2007. The Complainant has asked for the supply of attested photocopies of the cash receipts and photocopy of the attendance register pertaining to herself for the period 07.07.05 to 06.12.06. In the first two hearings, neither PIO nor his representative attended the proceedings. On 27th Feb, 2008, District Transport Officer, Amritsar, has sent a reply that there is difference between cash receipts and counter-foils. In the hearing on 20th Feb, 2008, Complainant clarified that she only wants counter-foils. Respondent, vide his letter no. 1667/DTO/ASR dated 23.04.08, informed the Commission that complete information including the attendance  register and 153 against 156 counter-foils stand supplied to the Complainant and further informed that regarding the balance 3 receipts, Sh. 
Contd….P-2

-2-

Kulbir Singh Randhawa, Clerk working with the DTO, Gurdaspur was responsible for the loss of record.
3.
In his reply dated nil (received in the office of the Commission on 27.02.2008) the DTO has written that Sh. Jaswant Singh Dhillon has been given the charge to supply the information under RTI Act alongwith Smt. Sawinder Kaur, Junior Assistant. From this in the last hearing Sh. Jaswinder Singh Dhillon, ADTO was presumed to be PIO and show cause notice under Section 20 was issued. In today’s hearing Sh. Jaswant Singh Dhillon has filed an affidavit as APIO cum ADTO, Amritsar. He has stated that since, he has not been appointed Public Information Officer, he should not be blamed for the delay and that he has checked up from the office of Director Transport that DTO is the PIO. DTO, Amritsar has also written one letter to Smt. Sarabjit Kaur, the Complainant, as PIO-cum-DTO, Amritsar, (copy of which has also been sent to the Commission) from which it can be noted that DTO is the PIO and not the ADTO. In view of this, it is clear that the DTO, Amritsar is the PIO who is responsible for the delay in supplying the information. Since, the clarification regarding cash receipts and counter-foils was given on the hearing dated 28.02.08, so the period of delay can be presumed from 28.02.08 to 23.04.08. For item regarding attendance register, the delay is from 17.08.07 to 23.04.08. In this case, the Complainant has attended seven hearings and has asked for compensation for the same.
4.          The perusal of the record un-mistakably shows the Sh Vimal Sethia, the then DTO, Amritsar was the PIO at the relevant time. The delay in supplying the information occurred during the period the said Sh. Vimal Sethia was the PIO. It has now transpired that Sh. Vimal Sethia has been transferred from his position as DTO, Amritsar and is presently posted as Addl. Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Amritsar. The facts and circumstances of the case leave no manner of doubt that action under Section 20 RTI Act, 2005 needs to be initiated against Sh. Vimal Sethia for the delay caused in supplying the information. I, therefore, 
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call upon Sh. Vimal Sethia to show cause within 30 days why he be not penalized under Section 20 for the delay in supplying the information. He should also show cause why compensation be not awarded to the Complainant under Section 19(8)(b). 

 3.
Adjourned to 21.08.2008 (2.00 PM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 22nd May, 2008
CC:- 
Sh. Vimal Sethia, 

Additional Commissioner, 

Municipal Corporation,

Amritsar.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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





www.infocommpunjab.com)
Smt. Sarabjit Kaur,

# 32, Sewa Nagar,

P.O.Khalsa College,

Putlighar, Amritsar (Pb).
        …………………………….Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Distt. Transport Officer,

Amritsar.

……………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1677 of 2007

Present:
(i) Sh. Amarjit Singh Laukha on behalf of the Complainant
(ii) Sh. Jaswinder Singh Dhillon, APIO-cum ADTO & Smt. Sawinder       Kaur, Junior Assistant, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER


Heard.
2.
In this case, the application for information was filed on 20.08.2007. As recorded in my order dated 24.04.2008, the Complainant had stated that she had received the complete information in the instant case. She, however, prayed for imposition of penalty upon the PIO under Section 20 and award of compensation under Section 19(8)(b).  
3.          The perusal of the record shows the Sh Vimal Sethia, the then DTO, Amritsar was the PIO at the relevant time. The delay in supplying the information occurred during the period the said Sh. Vimal Sethia was the PIO. It has now transpired that Sh. Vimal Sethia has been transferred from his position as DTO, Amritsar and is presently posted as Addl. Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Amritsar. The facts and circumstances of the case leave no manner of doubt that 
Contd…P-2

-2-

action under Section 20 RTI Act, 2005 needs to be initiated against Sh. Vimal Sethia for the delay caused in supplying the information. I, therefore, call upon Sh. Vimal Sethia to show cause within 30 days why he be not penalized under Section 20 for the delay in supplying the information. He should also show cause why compensation be not awarded to the Complainant under Section 19(8)(b). 

 3.
Adjourned to 21.08.2008 (2.00 PM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.



Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 22nd May, 2008
CC:- 
Sh. Vimal Sethia, 

Additional Commissioner, 
Municipal Corporation,

Amritsar.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

www.infocommpunjab.com)
Smt. Sarabjit Kaur,

# 32, Sewa Nagar,

P.O.Khalsa College,

Putlighar, Amritsar (Pb).
        …………………………….Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Distt. Transport Officer,

Amritsar.

……………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1678 of 2007

Present:
(i) Sh. Amarjit Singh Laukha on behalf of the Complainant
(ii) Sh. Jaswinder Singh Dhillon, APIO-cum ADTO & Smt. Sawinder       Kaur, Junior Assistant, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER


Heard.
2.
In this case, the application for information was filed on 20.08.2007. As recorded in my order dated 24.04.2008, the Complainant had stated that she had received the complete information in the instant case. She, however, prayed for imposition of penalty upon the PIO under Section 20 and award of compensation under Section 19(8)(b).  
3.          The perusal of the record shows the Sh Vimal Sethia, the then DTO, Amritsar was the PIO at the relevant time. The delay in supplying the information occurred during the period the said Sh. Vimal Sethia was the PIO. It has now transpired that Sh. Vimal Sethia has been transferred from his position as DTO, Amritsar and is presently posted as Addl. Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Amritsar. The facts and circumstances of the case leave no manner of doubt that 
Contd…P-2
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action under Section 20 RTI Act, 2005 needs to be initiated against Sh. Vimal Sethia for the delay caused in supplying the information. I, therefore, call upon Sh. Vimal Sethia to show cause within 30 days why he be not penalized under Section 20 for the delay in supplying the information. He should also show cause why compensation be not awarded to the Complainant under Section 19(8)(b). 

 3.
Adjourned to 21.08.2008 (2.00 PM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 22nd May, 2008
CC:- 
Sh. Vimal Sethia, 

Additional Commissioner, 

Municipal Corporation,

Amritsar.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

www.infocommpunjab.com)
Smt. Sarabjit Kaur,

# 32, Sewa Nagar,

P.O.Khalsa College,

Putlighar, Amritsar (Pb).
        …………………………….Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Distt. Transport Officer,

Amritsar.

……………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1700 of 2007

Present:
(i) Sh. Amarjit Singh Laukha on behalf of the Complainant
(ii) Sh. Jaswinder Singh Dhillon, APIO-cum ADTO & Smt. Sawinder       Kaur, Junior Assistant, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER


Heard.
2.
In this case, the application for information was filed on 24.08.2007. As recorded in my order dated 24.04.2008, the Complainant had stated that she had received the complete information in the instant case. She, however, prayed for imposition of penalty upon the PIO under Section 20 and award of compensation under Section 19(8)(b).  
3.          The perusal of the record shows the Sh Vimal Sethia, the then DTO, Amritsar was the PIO at the relevant time. The delay in supplying the information occurred during the period the said Sh. Vimal Sethia was the PIO. It has now transpired that Sh. Vimal Sethia has been transferred from his position as DTO, Amritsar and is presently posted as Addl. Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Amritsar. The facts and circumstances of the case leave no manner of doubt that 
Contd…P-2

-2-

action under Section 20 RTI Act, 2005 needs to be initiated against Sh. Vimal Sethia for the delay caused in supplying the information. I, therefore, call upon Sh. Vimal Sethia to show cause within 30 days why he be not penalized under Section 20 for the delay in supplying the information. He should also show cause why compensation be not awarded to the Complainant under Section 19(8)(b). 

 3.
Adjourned to 21.08.2008 (2.00 PM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 22nd May, 2008
CC:- 
Sh. Vimal Sethia, 

Additional Commissioner, 

Municipal Corporation,

Amritsar.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

www.infocommpunjab.com)
Smt. Sarabjit Kaur,

# 32, Sewa Nagar,

P.O.Khalsa College,

Putlighar, Amritsar (Pb).
        …………………………….Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Distt. Transport Officer,

Amritsar.

……………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1791 of 2007

Present:
(i) Sh. Amarjit Singh Laukha on behalf of the Complainant
(ii) Sh. Jaswinder Singh Dhillon, APIO-cum ADTO & Smt. Sawinder       Kaur, Junior Assistant, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER


Heard.
2.
In this case, the application for information was filed on 21.08.2007. As recorded in my order dated 24.04.2008, the Complainant had stated that she had received the complete information in the instant case. She, however, prayed for imposition of penalty upon the PIO under Section 20 and award of compensation under Section 19(8)(b).  
3.          The perusal of the record shows the Sh Vimal Sethia, the then DTO, Amritsar was the PIO at the relevant time. The delay in supplying the information occurred during the period the said Sh. Vimal Sethia was the PIO. It has now transpired that Sh. Vimal Sethia has been transferred from his position as DTO, Amritsar and is presently posted as Addl. Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Amritsar. The facts and circumstances of the case leave no manner of doubt that 
Contd…P-2

-2-

action under Section 20 RTI Act, 2005 needs to be initiated against Sh. Vimal Sethia for the delay caused in supplying the information. I, therefore, call upon Sh. Vimal Sethia to show cause within 30 days why he be not penalized under Section 20 for the delay in supplying the information. He should also show cause why compensation be not awarded to the Complainant under Section 19(8)(b). 

 3.
Adjourned to 21.08.2008 (2.00 PM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 22nd May, 2008
CC:- 
Sh. Vimal Sethia, 

Additional Commissioner, 

Municipal Corporation,

Amritsar.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

www.infocommpunjab.com)
Smt. Sarabjit Kaur,

# 32, Sewa Nagar,

P.O.Khalsa College,

Putlighar, Amritsar (Pb).
        …………………………….Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Distt. Transport Officer,

Amritsar.

……………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1789 of 2007

Present:
(i) Sh. Amarjit Singh Laukha on behalf of the Complainant
(ii) Sh. Jaswinder Singh Dhillon, APIO-cum ADTO & Smt. Sawinder       Kaur, Junior Assistant, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER


Heard.
2.
In this case, the application for information was filed on 05.09.2007. As recorded in my order dated 24.04.2008, the Complainant had stated that she had received the complete information in the instant case. She, however, prayed for imposition of penalty upon the PIO under Section 20 and award of compensation under Section 19(8)(b).  
3.          The perusal of the record shows the Sh Vimal Sethia, the then DTO, Amritsar was the PIO at the relevant time. The delay in supplying the information occurred during the period the said Sh. Vimal Sethia was the PIO. It has now transpired that Sh. Vimal Sethia has been transferred from his position as DTO, Amritsar and is presently posted as Addl. Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Amritsar. The facts and circumstances of the case leave no manner of doubt that 
Contd…P-2

-2-

action under Section 20 RTI Act, 2005 needs to be initiated against Sh. Vimal Sethia for the delay caused in supplying the information. I, therefore, call upon Sh. Vimal Sethia to show cause within 30 days why he be not penalized under Section 20 for the delay in supplying the information. He should also show cause why compensation be not awarded to the Complainant under Section 19(8)(b). 

 3.
Adjourned to 21.08.2008 (2.00 PM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.



Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 22nd May, 2008
CC:- 
Sh. Vimal Sethia, 

Additional Commissioner, 

Municipal Corporation,

Amritsar.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

www.infocommpunjab.com)
Smt. Sarabjit Kaur,

# 32, Sewa Nagar,

P.O.Khalsa College,

Putlighar, Amritsar (Pb).
        …………………………….Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Distt. Transport Officer,

Amritsar.

……………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1656 of 2007

Present:
(i) Sh. Amarjit Singh Laukha on behalf of the Complainant
(ii) Sh. Jaswinder Singh Dhillon, APIO-cum ADTO & Smt. Sawinder       Kaur, Junior Assistant, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER


Heard.
2.
In this case, the application for information was filed on 17.08.2007. As recorded in my order dated 24.04.2008, the Complainant had stated that she had received the complete information in the instant case. She, however, prayed for imposition of penalty upon the PIO under Section 20 and award of compensation under Section 19(8)(b).  
3.          The perusal of the record shows the Sh Vimal Sethia, the then DTO, Amritsar was the PIO at the relevant time. The delay in supplying the information occurred during the period the said Sh. Vimal Sethia was the PIO. It has now transpired that Sh. Vimal Sethia has been transferred from his position as DTO, Amritsar and is presently posted as Addl. Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Amritsar. The facts and circumstances of the case leave no manner of doubt that 
Contd…P-2

-2-

action under Section 20 RTI Act, 2005 needs to be initiated against Sh. Vimal Sethia for the delay caused in supplying the information. I, therefore, call upon Sh. Vimal Sethia to show cause within 30 days why he be not penalized under Section 20 for the delay in supplying the information. He should also show cause why compensation be not awarded to the Complainant under Section 19(8)(b). 

 3.
Adjourned to 21.08.2008 (2.00 PM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.



Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 22nd May, 2008
CC:- 
Sh. Vimal Sethia, 

Additional Commissioner, 

Municipal Corporation,

Amritsar.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

www.infocommpunjab.com)
Sh. Shukla Kohali,

85-D, Kitchula Nagar,

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

O/o Executive Officer,

Improvement Trust, 

Ludhiana

……………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2321 of 2007

Present:
(i) Sh. Shukla kohali, the Complainant


(ii) Sh. Harinder Singh, the PIO on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER


Heard.
2.
Complainant states that he has asked in his application for information, what action has been taken till date including the reports made by the concerned officers against my said application and affidavit. Respondent has submitted copies of the notings and action taken on his application to the Complainant today in the Commission. He is directed to go through the same and point out the deficiencies if any on the next date of hearing. During the last hearing, PIO as well as Superintendent was directed to file an affidavit in response to the show cause notice. Today both the affidavits have been filed. Complainant  has again prayed that he should be compensated for the expenditure incurred by him in visiting the Commission for hearings as well as detriment suffered by him on account of non supply of information as per RTI Act 2005.
3.
Adjourned to 18.08.2008 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 22nd May, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

www.infocommpunjab.com)
Sh. Gurcharan Singh,

# 142, Sec-29, CHD Road,

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

O/o Improvement Trust,

Ludhiana.

……………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2380 of 2007

Present:
(i) Sh. Gurcharan Singh, the Complainant


(ii) Sh. Harinder Singh, the PIO on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER


Heard.
2.
Complainant states that he has still not been provided with the information as ordered during the last hearing. Respondent states that information has been sent to the Complainant on 21.05.2008, by post which has still not been received by the Complainant. During the last hearing, Respondent was directed to file an affidavit to show cause why action should not be taken against him under Section 20 of the RTI Act, 2005. In today’s hearing, Respondent has filed an affidavit but the reasons for the delay have been explained. He is again directed to file an affidavit on the next date of hearing justifying the delay in submission of the information, if any. Respondent states that some of the information relating to item No. 3 of the first application is to be submitted by the legal branch and Sh. Rajesh Kumar, Law officer has been asked to supply the information but no information has been provided by Sh. Rajesh Kumar. Sh. Rajesh Kumar, Law officer is directed to personally appear on the next date of hearing along with 
Contd….P-2
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information relating to item no. 3 of the application for information of the Complainant which relates to the legal branch as stated by the PIO.

3.
Adjourned to 21.08.2008 (2.00 PM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 22nd May, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

www.infocommpunjab.com)
Sh. B.R.Bhadi, T.O(Regd),

Ashok Vihar Colony,

Nakodar, Distt-Jalandhar.
        …………………………….Appellant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Treasury Officer,
Ashok Vihar Colony,

Nakodar, Distt-Jalandhar.

……………………………..Respondent

AC No. 78 of 2007

Present:
(i) None is present on behalf of the Complainant

(ii) Sh. Rashpal Singh, Distt. Training Officer, the Respondent 
ORDER


Heard.
2.
Respondent states that the information has been sent to the Complainant vide their letter no. 930  dated 04.12.06. Complainant is absent.  He was absent on the last hearing also.
3.
Disposed of.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 22nd May, 2008
