STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
Smt. Sarabjit Kaur,
# 32, Sewa Nagar,

P.O- Khalsa College,

Putlighar, Amritsar.

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

O/o  Distt. Transport Officer,
Amritsar.

……………………………..Respondent

CC No.  1791 of 2007, CC No. 1700/2007, 

CC- 1678 of 2007, 

1655 of 2007, CC. 1656 of 2007
CC. 1789 of 2007, 
&

CC-1677 of 2007
Present:
(i) Smt. Sarabhjit Kaur , Complainant


(ii) Smt. Sarwinder Kaur, Junior Assistant, on behalf of the 



     Respondent.
ORDER


Heard.
2.
In CC-1791/07, CC-1700/2007 & CC-1678/2007, Complainant states that in these cases information has already been received by him but as requested in the last hearing he should be compensated for loss / detriment   suffered by him on account of delay in supplying the information.

3.
In CC-1655/2007, Complainant states that out of 156 receipts, only 130 has been provided to him and photocopy of the attendance register has also still not been provided to him. Respondent states that 23 receipts and copy of the attendance register has been sent to the Complainant on 11.04.08 by speed post but they have no documents to prove it.  It shows that PIO is not taking RTI Act seriously. inspite of 7 hearings still information has not been provided to the 
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Complainant. Smt. Sawinder Kaur, Junior Assistant states that Sh. Kulbir Singh Randhawa, clerk who is posted at Gurdaspur is to supply the balance receipts. The Department is making mockery of the Act and no efforts have been made by the PIO to call a clerk from Gurdaspur to provide the information to the Complainant.

4.
 In CC-1656/2007, Respondent states that copy of the D.O. letter is in the personal file of Sr. Paramjit Singh, previous D.T.O and there is no record available in the office. No proof has been given to the Commission to show that any efforts have been made to collect the same from the previous officer Sh. Paramjit Singh. Respondent states that the attested copies of the three audit reports have been sent to the complainant by Speed post. Complainant states that neither information has been supplied to him nor he has received any letter from the Respondent in this regard.

5.
In CC-1789/2007, Respondent states that the copies of the remaining   office orders from January 2002 to 28 August 2002 alongwith copy of letter no. 4364 dated 29.03.07 has been sent to the Complainant by speed post vide letter no. 1584 dated 11.04.08. Complainant states that he has neither received the office orders from Jan. 2002 to 28 Aug, 2002 nor the copy of the letter no. 4364 dated 29.03.07. 
6.
In CC- 1677/2007, Respondent states that one receipt has been handed over by hand and copy of challan has been posted to the Complainant. Complainant states that he has neither received the receipt nor the copy of the challan.

7.
From the above, it is seen that whereas in most of the cases according to the Respondent, the information has been supplied to the Complainant, the Complainant maintains that no such information has been supplied. Be that as it 
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may. To settle this controversy once for all, I hereby direct the Respondent to bring all the information, which the Complainant alleges has not been supplied to him, on the next date of hearing. The information so brought by the Respondent shall be handed over to the Complainant during the hearing.  

7.
PIO has been issued show cause notice in CC No.-1655/2007, CC No. 1656/2007, CC No. 1677/2007 & CC No. 1678/2007 for which no reply has been received so far. He is directed to file an affidavit in response to the show cause issued to him.
8.
Adjourned to 24.04.08 (2.00 PM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties






Sd/-

  (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 16th April, 2008
