STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Ms. Krishna Devi,

H. No. 4, Ward – 4,

Main Bazaar, KURALI,

Distt. - Mohali    

 



        

…Appellant

Vs


1.
Public Information Officer 

O/o The Principal,

 
D. A. V. Sr. Sec. School,

Near Railway Station,

KURALI, Distt. - Mohali

2.
First Appellate Authority

O/o The Principal,

 
D. A. V. Sr. Sec. School,

Near Railway Station,

KURALI, Distt. - Mohali



    
  ..…Respondents

Appeal Case No. 1766 of 2013
Order

Present:
Appellant Ms. Krishna Devi in person, assisted by Sh. K.C. Sood.



For the respondents: Sh. Ravinder Nath, Law Officer. 
   
 
The original RTI request for information is dated 01.01.2013. The information demanded pertains to twenty points. The RTI request was addressed to PIO of office of Principal, DAV Sr. Sec. School, Kurali.  First appeal with the First Appellate Authority is dated 05.03.2013. Second appeal with the Commission is dated 06.08.2013.
 
Sh. Ravinder Nath, Law Officer, who appeared on behalf of the respondent on 19.09.2013 , submitted a letter no. 09-13 dated 19.09.2013, signed by the Principal, DAV Sr. Sec. School, Kurali stating that this ‘Institution’ is not covered under the RTI Act, 2005 as it is a private institution and is also not getting any aid from the Government.

In this case, Sh. K. C. Sood, appeared on behalf of the appellant – Ms. Krishna Devi with authority letter. The appellant - Ms. Krishna Devi also appeared in the Commission on 19.09.2013.

The appellant - Ms. Krishna Devi made a submission, in which she mentioned that her case no.  C. C. No. 1257 of 2013 was earlier decided by State Information Commissioner – Sh. B. C. Thakur on 08.05.2013.

She pointed out that in that order it was mentioned that information had been supplied to her and hence the case was closed.

She further stated that as she was not satisfied with the response of the public authority concerned and as no information had been supplied to her, she wanted that her C. C.  No. 1257 of 2013 be reopened.   As this case had already heard and decided by State Information Commissioner – Sh. B. C. Thakur in C. C. No.  1257 of 2013, it is appropriate to send this case to State Information Commissioner – Sh. B. C. Thakur for taking appropriate decision at his own level.
 
Accordingly, this case-file was sent to the Deputy Registrar for placing it before the Hon’ble Chief Information Commissioner with the request to send the same to S.I.C. - Sh. B. C. Thakur for taking decision on this appeal-case and CIC accordingly ordered on 26.09.2013. 


Today, rival contentions were raised by both the parties.   


However, taking cognizance of the fact that the applicant-appellant happens to be a former employee of the respondent institute, it is advised to present before the Commission the complete relevant records concerning the relevant information, according to her written  request dated 01.01.2013, containing 20 points.


Sh. Ravinder Nath, present on behalf of the respondents, at this point, requested for an adjournment for the purpose, which is granted.


On the next date fixed, Principal of the school namely Smt. Reeta Garg, besides Sh. Ravinder Nath, Law Officer, is also directed to be present personally. 


Adjourned to 30.10.2013 at 11.00 A.M.











Sd/-
Chandigarh.





       
       (B. C. Thakur)

Dated: 22.10.2013


             
   State Information Commissioner
Copy to: -

Smt. Reeta Garg,

(REGISTERED)
Principal,

D. A. V. Sr. Sec. School,

Near Railway Station,

KURALI, 
Distt. – Mohali
For compliance, as directed hereinabove. 










Sd/-
Chandigarh.





       
       (B. C. Thakur)

Dated: 22.10.2013


             
   State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Jagan Nath Mittal,

880, Shakti Nagar,

Bathinda.      
                              





…Appellant

Vs. 

1.
Public Information Officer,

O/O Executive Engineer,

Canal Division, Bathinda,

Bathinda.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

o/o Superintending Engineer,

Sirhind Canal Circle,

Ludhiana.                                                                                   …Respondents
Appeal Case No. 1891 of 2013
Order
Present:
Appellant Sh. Jagan Nath Mittal in person.



For the respondent: Sh. Hakam Singh, SDO.



Shri Jagan Nath Mittal, Appellant vide an RTI application dated 28.02.2013 addressed to PIO, O/O Executive Engineer, Bathinda Canal Division, Bathinda, sought  information pertaining to action taken report on his letter dated 28.1.2013 written to same office.  

Failing to get any information within prescribed time as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority –cum-Executive Engineer, Bathinda Canal Division, Bathinda vide letter dated 06.05.2013  under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 and again for having no response he  approached the Commission in second appeal  on 26.08.2013 under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act, 2005, therefore, notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.

During the hearing of this case on 26.09.2013, Shri Hakam Singh, SDO appearing on behalf of PIO-cum-Executive Engineer, Bathinda Canal Division, Bathinda delivered a copy of letter No. 6580 dated 25.09.2013 under the signatures of Executive Engineer, Bathinda Canal, Bathinda requesting for more time as they had not been able to provide the information because of the shifting of the office recently, where the records had not yet been placed in a systematic manner. 


The request made by the PIO was acceded to. 


PIO was directed to provide correct, complete and duly attested information to the appellant within 15 days free of cost under registered cover. It might be noted that failing to provide the information as mentioned above, would attract the penalty provisions as envisaged in the RTI Act, 2005. 


Shri Hakam Singh, SDO would appear in the Commission on the next date of hearing with one spare copy of the provided information for the perusal and record of the Commission. 


Today, the appellant submitted that a copy of the enquiry report has been provided by the respondents.   However, he stated that further action taken on the enquiry report has not been made available.


Sh. Hakam Singh, appearing on behalf of the respondents, submitted that since financial implications are involved in the matter, the report has been forwarded to the Divisional Accounts Officer for his comments.    A copy of the letter written to the Divisional Accounts Officer has been handed over to the appellant, in the presence of the Commission.


Thus, in view of the Commission, the information as it exists on date, stands provided to the appellant.    Thus no cause for any further adjournment is left.


Accordingly, the case is hereby ordered to be closed and disposed of. 











Sd/-
Chandigarh.





       
       (B. C. Thakur)

Dated: 22.10.2013


             
   State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Balbir Aggarwal, 

10904, Basant Road, 

Near Gurudwara,

Industrial Area-B, 

Ludhiana.       

                                                 

 …Appellant

Vs.  

1.
Public Information Officer,

O/O Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana.

 2.
First Appellate Authority,

o/o Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana.                                                                 
   
…Respondents 

Appeal Case No. 1113 of 2013

Order

Present:
None for the appellant.

For the respondents: S/Sh. Dharam Singh, Addl. Commissioner (T); and Hakam Singh, SDO.


In the instant case, Shri Balbir Aggarwal, vide RTI application dated 20.07.2012, addressed to respondent no. 1, had sought the following information, on three points:-

1. Provide list of total number of JEs, their name & distribution of work & duty of Zone-D;

2. Provide attested copy of measuring works of Road and building & their maps and Lab report of Roads & Work order tender & given to Contractor, their name of Company & terms and conditions and any guarantee of material;

3. Provide name of XEN, SC, SDO, J.E who permitted & approved road works and building works from the year of April, 2010 to 31st March, 2012.   


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 – respondent no. 2 vide letter dated 24.08.2012 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal on 15.05.2013, under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act, 2005 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 18.07.2013 when response to the notice of hearing issued by the Commission had been tendered by the respondents vide letter dated 26.06.2013, which was taken on record.  Copy of letter no. 170 dated 26.06.2013 addressed by the PIO, Municipal Corporation, Zone D, Ludhiana – Sh. Tajinder Pal Singh, Superintendent, to Sh. Dharam Singh, Additional Commissioner (Technical) had also been received whereby assistance of Sh. Dharam Singh had been sought in the matter and he had been treated as ‘Deemed PIO’ in terms of Section 5(4) and Section 5(5) of the RTI Act, 2005.


Sh. Dharam Singh, appearing on behalf of the respondents, had stated that the information sought by the applicant-appellant was voluminous in as much as he had sought the same for the period from 2009 to 2012.    Upon persuasion by the Commission, Sh. Balbir Aggarwal, the appellant had agreed to be satisfied if the latest information on point no. 1 and 3 of his application was provided by the respondents.


For information on point no. 2, both the parties had mutually agreed that the appellant would visit the respondent any day after 24.07.2013 during office hours for inspection of the relevant records.  He would, thereafter, identify the documents copies whereof were required by him and the respondent was directed to provide the same, running not into more than 100 pages, free of cost. 

 
Sh. Tajinder Pal Singh, Supdt.-PIO, Municipal Corporation, Zone D, Ludhiana; and Sh. Dharam Singh, Additional Commissioner (Technical), B&R Branch, office of Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana were issued a show cause notice each under Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005.  


On 06.08.2013 when the case came up for hearing, written response to the show cause notice had been received both from Sh. Dharam Singh, Additional Commissioner (Tech.) B&R Branch and Sh. Tajinder Pal Singh, Supdt.-PIO and the same were taken on record.   It had also been reported that Sh. Tajinder Pal Singh, Supdt.-PIO was suffering from disc problem and had been advised bed rest.   A medical certificate in support thereof had also been placed on record.


It was further observed that already information running into over 7,300 pages had been provided to the appellant Sh. Balbir Aggarwal which indeed was voluminous.   For the little remainder information, both the parties had mutually agreed that Sh. Balbir Aggarwal, the applicant-appellant would visit the respondent office on 13.08.2013 between 11 AM and 12 Noon when Sh. Dharam Singh, Additional Commissioner (Technical), B&R Branch, office of Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana would extend all possible assistance / cooperation to him and thereafter, provide copies of the documents identified by Sh. Aggarwal, strictly in accordance with his RTI application dated 20.07.2012.


It had also come on record that the appellant had suffered monetary and other detriments in getting the information sought under the RTI Act, 2005.   Therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by Section 19(8)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005, the Commission hereby awarded a compensation to the tune of Rs. 3,000/- (Rupees Three Thousand Only) in favour of the appellant Sh. Balbir Aggarwal which was payable by the Public Authority – Department of Local Govt. Punjab, through the Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana against acknowledgement a copy whereof was directed to be placed on the file of the case. 


Sh. Hakam Singh, appearing on behalf of the respondents, handed over to Sh. Aggarwal, the appellant, a demand draft bearing no. 860421 of date for Rs. 3,000/- (Rupees Three Thousand Only) drawn on Punjab National Bank, RCC, Ludhiana representing the amount of compensation awarded in his favour vide order dated 06.08.2013.   A photocopy of the demand draft has also been placed on record. 


Besides, a communication bearing no. No. 64 dated 26.08.2013 had also been received from Sh. Dharam Singh, Additional Commissioner (Tech.) D, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana intimating the Commission that today, he was required to appear before Hon’ble Sh. AK Chauhan, JMIC – Jalandhar in the case titled VK Sood vs. Harinder Chadha and had, as such, sought exemption from appearance in the hearing.


In the earlier hearing dated 06.08.2013, it was recorded as follows: -

“It was further observed that already information running into over 7,300 pages had been provided to the appellant Sh. Balbir Aggarwal which indeed was voluminous.   For the little remainder information, both the parties had mutually agreed that Sh. Balbir Aggarwal, the applicant-appellant would visit the respondent office on 13.08.2013 between 11 AM and 12 Noon when Sh. Dharam Singh, Additional Commissioner (Technical), B&R Branch, office of Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana would extend all possible assistance / cooperation to him and thereafter, provide copies of the documents identified by Sh. Aggarwal, strictly in accordance with his RTI application dated 20.07.2012.”


On 26.08.2013 when the case came up for hearing, while Sh. Hakam Singh, present on behalf of the respondents, stated that they kept waiting for the appellant on the scheduled date but he did not come present for inspection of the relevant records, as per the directions of the Hon’ble Commission.    However, Sh. Aggarwal asserted otherwise.


In the circumstances, both the parties were once again advised to tie up with each other and let the appellant undertake the requisite inspection of relevant records as directed in the hearing dated 06.08.2013 and do the needful.


Both Sh. Dharam Singh, Additional Commissioner (Tech.) D, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana; and Sh. Tajinder Pal Singh, Supdt.-PIO, House Tax were afforded another opportunity of personal hearing with reference to the show-cause notice issued; and were directed to appear before the Commission in person, positively.


PIO was also directed to ensure that remaining information was provided to the appellant positively within 10 days under registered cover. 


On 17.09.2013, a letter bearing No. 69/ACT/D/RTI dated 04.09.2013 had been received from the respondent wherein it was intimated that on 13.08.2013, the date fixed for inspection of the relevant records by the applicant Sh. Aggarwal, they kept waiting for him till 12.30 PM; however, he did not turn up.   It had further been communicated that once again, they had written to the applicant to come present for inspection of records on 10.09.2013 between 11.00 AM and 11.30 AM for the purpose.


A somewhat similar communication, vide letter no. 72/ACT/D/RTI dated 10.09.2013, had been received from the respondent, re-asserting that information running into approx. 7,300 pages had already been provided to Sh. Aggarwal, free of cost; and that he was deliberately harassing the respondents for vested interests.


Both the above communications had been taken on record. 


During the hearing on 17.09.2013, Sh. Balbir Aggarwal, the appellant stated that he could not carry out the inspection of the records pertaining to Measurement Books, Buildings & Roads and their maps, due to a death in the relations-circle. 


During the hearing, it was mutually agreed between the parties that the appellant would visit the respondent office on 24.09.2013 between 11.00 AM and 1.00 PM and see Sh. Dharam Singh, Addl. Commissioner (Technical) in his office and identify the documents copies whereof were required by him and the respondent-PIO would provide the same to Sh. Aggarwal, strictly in accordance with his RTI application dated 20.07.2012, while observing the relevant provisions of the Act.


Since Shri Tejinder Pal Singh, PIO-cum-Superintendent, House Tax was suffering from satiric pain and he had appeared in the Commission on 17.09.2013 despite bad health, his presence from appearing before the Commission on the next date of hearing was exempted.  However, Shri Dharam Singh, Addl. Commissioner (Technical), Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana would be personally present on the next date of hearing when decision on the show cause notices issued to him and Sh. Tejinder Pal Singh, PIO-cum-Superintendent, House Tax, M.C., Ludhiana would be finalized after hearing the respondent. 


On 26.09.2013, Shri Hakam Singh, SDO appearing on behalf of PIO stated that after inspection of record by Appellant Shri Balbir Aggarwal, copies of Work Order G-33 running into almost 300 pages had been provided to him and also about 25 Measurement Books which were available in the office were shown to him.  After the inspection of the same, he declined to seek attested photo copies of any one and wanted to inspect more M.Bs.  Since the record pertaining to other M.Bs had already been deposited, the same could not be got inspected. 


The appellant was not present on 26.09.2013, however, a communication dated 25.9.2013 through FAX had been received from him in which he requested for adjournment of the case. A letter No. 79/ACT/D/RTI dated 25.9.2013 had also been received in the Commission under the signatures of Shri Dharam Singh, Additional Commissioner (Technical), Zone D, B& R Branch, M.C., Ludhiana requesting  to seek adjournment  that he was unable to attend the Commission because of medical check up of his wife who is suffering from breast cancer.  


One more opportunity was provided to Shri Balbir Aggarwal, appellant for inspection of the Measurement Books within a period of 10 days. It was specifically mentioned that this case had been heard many a times 
when quite a voluminous information running in to more than 4000 pages had already been provided by PIO to appellant. He had inspected record even once, so this opportunity given to him for inspection of record within 10 days during any working hours be treated as final, when he could identify and seek information of about 200 pages free of cost.

 
Both Appellant and the PIO Shri Dharam Singh would attend the Commission on next date of hearing, when case would be taken up for passing final order by the Commission.


Today, S/Sh. Dharam Singh, Addl. Commissioner (T); and Hakam Singh, SDO, appearing on behalf of the respondents, tendered written acknowledgment dated 15.10.2013 from the appellant Sh. Balbir Aggarwal regarding receipt of complete satisfactory information.    The same is taken on record. 


Written response to the show cause notice had been submitted by S/Sh. Dharam Singh, Additional Commissioner (T); and Tajinder Pal Singh, Superintendent-PIO in an earlier hearing.   


Taking the matter in its entirety, it is observed that information spread over thousands of pages has been provided by the respondents to the appellant, free of cost.    It has further come on record that the information being voluminous, collection, compilation and provision thereof was bound to take time.  As such, the Commission is of the opinion that there was no malafide on the part of the respondent-PIO or any of its officials for the delay caused in making the information available to the appellant.    No part of it could be termed deliberate or intentional. 


Since complete information to the satisfaction of the appellant stands provided and he has duly admitted this fact in writing, the case is hereby ordered to be closed and disposed of. 










Sd/-
Chandigarh.





       
       (B. C. Thakur)

Dated: 22.10.2013


             
   State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Ms. Amrit Kaur,

# 178 B, Partap Nagar, 

Gali No. 2, 

Sangrur.                        

                                                      …Complainant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/O District Manager,

Markfed, 4-C, Greenfield,

Ludhiana.                                                                                               …Respondent

Complaint Case No. 3118 of 2013
Order
Present:
Complainant Ms. Amrit Kaur in person.

For the respondents: S/Sh. Kamal Kishore, Technical Officer; and S.P. Singh, Dealing Assistant. 


Ms. Amrit Kaur, vide RTI application dated 08.06.2013 addressed to the respondent-PIO, sought certain information pertaining to payment of suspension allowance w.e.f. 21.08.2012 onwards. 


Failing to get any information within the prescribed time as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed a complaint with the Commission, received in it on 26.08.2013, and finding sufficient reasons to inquire into the matter in terms of Section 18(1)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.


The complete relevant information to the satisfaction of the applicant-complainant has been provided by the respondents, in the presence of the Commission a copy whereof has also been placed on record.     Ms. Amrit Kaur, complainant, who was present in person, confirmed receipt of complete satisfactory information.


Therefore, the case is hereby ordered to be closed and disposed of. 










Sd/-
Chandigarh.





       
       (B. C. Thakur)

Dated: 22.10.2013


             
   State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Ms. Amrit Kaur,

# 178 B, Partap Nagar, 

Gali No. 2, 

Sangrur.                 

                                                             …Complainant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/O District Manager,

Markfed, 4-C, Greenfield,

Ludhiana.                                                                                               …Respondent

Complaint Case No. 3119 of 2013
Order
Present:
Complainant Ms. Amrit Kaur in person.

For the respondents: S/Sh. Kamal Kishore, Technical Officer; and S.P. Singh, Dealing Assistant. 


Ms. Amrit Kaur, vide RTI application dated 04.06.2013 addressed to the respondent-PIO, sought charge-report of B.O. Jagraon for July, 2012. 


Failing to get any information within the prescribed time as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed a complaint with the Commission, received in it on 26.08.2013, and finding sufficient reasons to inquire into the matter in terms of Section 18(1)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.


The complete relevant information to the satisfaction of the applicant-complainant has been provided by the respondents, in the presence of the Commission a copy whereof has also been placed on record.     Ms. Amrit Kaur, complainant, who was present in person, confirmed receipt of complete satisfactory information.


Therefore, the case is hereby ordered to be closed and disposed of. 










Sd/-
Chandigarh.





       
       (B. C. Thakur)

Dated: 22.10.2013


             
   State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Ms. Amrit Kaur,

# 178 B, Partap Nagar, 

Gali No. 2, 

Sangrur.            

                                                                  …Complainant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/O District Manager,

Markfed, 4-C, Greenfield,

Ludhiana.                                                                                               …Respondent

Complaint Case No. 3120 of 2013
Order
Present:
Complainant Ms. Amrit Kaur in person.

For the respondents: S/Sh. Kamal Kishore, Technical Officer; and S.P. Singh, Dealing Assistant. 


Ms Amrit Kaur, vide RTI application dated 11.05.2013 addressed to the respondent-PIO, sought complete report of physical verification of wheat stock for 2011-12 at Branch Office, Jagraon done, with reference to Managing Director, MARKFED, Chandigarh’s letter No. 2523 dated 06.06.2011. 


Failing to get any information within the prescribed time as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed a complaint with the Commission, received in it on 26.08.2013, and finding sufficient reasons to inquire into the matter in terms of Section 18(1)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.


Today, S/Sh. Kamal Kishore, Technical Officer; and S.P. Singh, Dealing Assistant, appearing on behalf of the respondent, submitted that despite their best efforts, the relevant record has not been traced.   They also placed on record a joint declaration made on behalf of the District Manager, Markfed, Ludhiana; Custodian, Markfed, Branch office Jagraon; and Branch Officer, Markfed, Jagraon in this respect.


The Commission notices with concern how records pertaining to a Physical Verification of the stocks are not traceable at the end of the respondent.   It is over five months and yet no information whatsoever has been provided to the applicant-complainant.


In the circumstances, the respondent-PIO – Sh. Hardeep Singh Chahal, District Manager, Markfed, Ludhiana is hereby issued a show cause notice to explain in writing by furnishing a duly sworn affidavit as to why a penalty under Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005 be not imposed on him till the information is furnished.  


In addition to the written reply, the PIO is also hereby given an opportunity u/s 20(1) proviso thereto for a personal hearing before the imposition of such penalty on the next date of hearing.  He may take note that in case he does not file his written reply and does not avail himself of the opportunity of personal hearing on the date fixed, it will be presumed that he has nothing to say and the Commission shall proceed to take further proceedings against him ex parte. 


PIO is further directed to make written submissions, if any, in response to the show cause notice, in the shape of a duly sworn notarized affidavit, failing which further steps including initiation of disciplinary proceedings shall be taken, as per relevant provisions of the RTI Act, 2005.    He is further directed to present on the next date complete relevant records pertaining to the case along with day-to-day action taken report on the RTI application of the applicant-complainant.

It is also in fitness of the things to record that Sh. Kamal Kishore, Technical Officer, who also deals with the physical verification of various stocks, will be treated as ‘Deemed PIO’ in terms of Section 5(4) of the RTI Act, 2005.   He will also, while appearing in person, on the next date fixed, file a duly sworn affidavit to the effect that the physical verification in question was not conducted by him. 


Adjourned to 30.10.2013 at 11.00 A.M.









Sd/-
Chandigarh.





       
       (B. C. Thakur)

Dated: 22.10.2013


             
   State Information Commissioner
Copy to:

1.
Sh. Hardeep Singh Chahal,

(REGISTERED)

District Manager,


O/o Markfed,


4-C, Greenfield,

Ludhiana.

2.
Sh. Kamal Kishore, 



(REGISTERED)

Technical Officer,


O/o Markfed,


4-C, Greenfield,

Ludhiana.


For due compliance, as directed hereinabove. 










Sd/-
Chandigarh.





       
       (B. C. Thakur)

Dated: 22.10.2013


             
   State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Kuldeep Singh Khaira, 

c/o Vigilant Citizens’ Forum,

#3344, Chet Singh Nagar,

Ludhiana.     
                                                                                         …Appellant

Vs. 

1.
Public Information Officer,

Community Policing Resource Centre,

O/O the Commissioner of Police,

Jalandhar.  

 2.
First Appellate Authority,

Community Policing Resource Centre,

O/O the Commissioner of Police,

Jalandhar.                                                                                 …Respondents 

Appeal Case No. 1896 of 2013
Order
Present:
None for the appellant.



For the respondents: Sh. Paras Ram, ASI.


Shri Kuldeep Singh Khaira, vide RTI application dated 06.04.2013, addressed to respondent No. 1, sought the following information, on 6 points, pertaining to accounts of the Community Policing Resource Centre, Jalandhar:-

1.
Certified copy of the Auditor’s Report, Balance Sheet, Income & Expenditure Account of the CPRC complete with all annexures for all the financial years since the inception of the CPRC until the financial year 2012-13.

2.
Certified copy of the report of the Auditor General of Punjab on the financial statements and/or working of the CPRC for all the financial years since the inception of the CPRC until the financial year 2012-13.

3.
Certified copy of the registration/approval of the CPRC u/s 12A(a) of the Income Tax Act, 1961.  In case, no income tax exemption has been obtained, please state so clearly.

4.
Certified copy of the acknowledgements of the Returns of Income-tax and statement of computation of income filed by the CPRC for all the Assessment Years since the inception of the CPRC until the Assessment year 2013-14. In case the returns of income are not file, please state so clearly in your response. 

5.
Certified photocopy of all the bills of expenditure incurred during the period 01.04.2012 to the date of providing this information.

6.
Certified copy of statement of account in the Ledger of the CPRC for the financial years since the inception of the CPRC until the financial year 2012-13 for the following expenditure, by whatever name depicted in the Ledger:-


(a)
Petrol, Oils & Lubricants and other expenses on vehicles including accessories, spares, repair, insurance etc.


(b)
Telephone expenses;

(c)
Food, beverages, refreshments, hotel expenses, restaurant expenses; 

(d)
Travelling Expenses-within India and abroad both:

(i)
Expenses on any functions organized.

(ii)
Miscellaneous/Sundry/General Expenses

(iii)
Miscellaneous/Sundry/General income.

(iv)
Purchase of fixed assets like Cars, Air Conditioners, Refrigerators, Mobile Phones, Laptops, Telephone sets and all other capital assets. 


Failing to get any information within prescribed time as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority – respondent no. 2, vide letter dated 16.05.2013  under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005. 


First Appellate Authority, vide his order dated 04.06.2013 disposed of the appeal with a direction to the Deputy Commissioner of Police, Jalandhar-cum-Public Information Officer to provide the sought information, if possible within the parameters of the RTI Act to the applicant within a period of 20 days from the issue of this order. 


PIO-cum-Deputy Commissioner of Police, Jalandhar vide letter No. 28-A-CP-I-RTI dated 17.06.2013 sent the information to the applicant-appellant.

 
Still dis-satisfied with the provided information the applicant-appellant approached the Commission in second appeal on 27.08.2013 under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act, 2005 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.


Sh. Paras Ram, ASI, appearing on behalf of the respondents, tendered written acknowledgement dated 19.10.2013 obtained from Sh. Kuldeep Khaira, regarding receipt of complete satisfactory information.


Seeing the merits of the case, therefore, it is hereby ordered to be closed and disposed of.










Sd/-
Chandigarh.





       
       (B. C. Thakur)

Dated: 22.10.2013


             
   State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Kuldeep Singh Khaira, 

c/o Vigilant Citizens’ Forum,

#3344, Chet Singh Nagar,

Ludhiana.     
                                                                                         …Appellant

Vs. 

1.
Public Information Officer,

Community Policing Resource Centre,

O/O the Commissioner of Police,

Jalandhar.  

 2.
First Appellate Authority,

Community Policing Resource Centre,

O/O the Commissioner of Police,

Jalandhar.                                                                                 …Respondents 

Appeal Case No. 1897 of 2013
Order
Present:
None for the appellant.



For the respondents: Sh. Paras Ram, ASI.


Shri Kuldeep Singh Khaira, vide RTI application dated 06.04.2013, addressed to respondent no. 1, sought the following information, on 5 points:- 

1.
Certified copy of statement of account in the Ledger of the CPRC for the financial years since the inception of the CPRC until the financial year 2012-13 for the following accounts, by whatever name depicted in the Ledger:-

(a)
Loans and advances given including those to the Chairman, Members, other officials or anybody else;

(b)
Imprest/Advance for expenses given to the Chairman, Members, other officials or anybody else.

2.
Certified detail of all the telephone expenses borne by the CPRC.  The detail shall include the telephone number, name of its user, whether fixed line or mobile and the month-wise expenditure since inception of the CPRC. Also provide certified copy of the latest bill of each telephone. 

3.
Certified detail of all the expenditure incurred by the CPRC since its inception, which is not authorized under the Objectives & Functions of the CPRC enlisted in the Constitution. In this regard, also provide a certified copy of Ledger account of all such unauthorized expenditure. 

4.
Certified detail of all the expenditure of the residences of government officials which has been borne by the CPRC since its inception to the date of providing this information.  The detail should include the date of expenditure, complete description of expenditure, amount of expenditure, name & designation of person to whose residence it pertains. 

5.
Certified detail containing the rates of all the service charges and other charges for all the services provided by the CPRC.  Also provide certified copy of the order(s) in this regard issued since the inception of the CPRC.  In case the rates were approved by the State Government, please provide certified copy of the relevant notification/order issued by the Government. In case no such notification/order has been issued, please state so clearly. 


Failing to get any information within prescribed time as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority – respondent no. 2, vide letter dated 16.05.2013 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005. 


First Appellate Authority, vide his order dated 04.06.2013, disposed of the appeal with a direction to the Deputy Commissioner of Police, Jalandhar-cum-Public Information Officer to provide the sought information, if possible within the parameters of the RTI Act to the applicant within a period of 20 days from the issue of this order. 


PIO-cum-Deputy Commissioner of Police, Jalandhar vide letter No. 29-A-CP-III-RTI dated 17.6.2013 sent the information to the applicant-appellant.


Still dis-satisfied with the provided information the applicant-appellant approached the Commission in second appeal on 27.08.2013 under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act, 2005 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.


Sh. Paras Ram, ASI, appearing on behalf of the respondents, tendered written acknowledgement dated 19.10.2013 obtained from Sh. Kuldeep Khaira, regarding receipt of complete satisfactory information.


Seeing the merits of the case, therefore, it is hereby ordered to be closed and disposed of.










Sd/-
Chandigarh.





       
       (B. C. Thakur)

Dated: 22.10.2013


             
   State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Kuldeep Singh Khaira, 

c/o Vigilant Citizens’ Forum,

#3344, Chet Singh Nagar,

Ludhiana.     
                                                                                         …Appellant

Vs. 

1.
Public Information Officer,

Community Policing Resource Centre,

O/O the Commissioner of Police,

Jalandhar.  

 2.
First Appellate Authority,

Community Policing Resource Centre,

O/O the Commissioner of Police,

Jalandhar.                                                                                 …Respondents 

Appeal Case No. 1898 of 2013
Order
Present:
None for the appellant.



For the respondents: Sh. Paras Ram, ASI.


Shri Kuldeep Singh Khaira, vide RTI application dated 06.04.2013, addressed to respondent no. 1, sought the following information, on 8 points:- 

1.
Certified copy of the notification(s) regarding the formation of the CPRC.

2.
Certified copy of the Memorandum of Association and Rules & Regulations, orders, notifications and other documents that contain provisions for the management and operations of the CPRC.

3.
Certified detail of all the activities undertaken by the CPRC.

4.
Certified list of members of the CPRC as on the date of inception as well as on 01.04.2013 containing their names, designations, addresses and their organization. 

5.
Certified details of the meetings of the General Body of the CPRC were held since the inception of the CPRC. The detail shall be in the following format:-


(a)
Date of meeting


(b)
Chairman of the meeting


(c)
Names & designations of all the attendees


(d)
Date of service of notice of meeting


(e)
Description of issues discussed.

6.
Certified detail of the meetings, held since the inception of the CPRC, of the Board of Governors/Executive Committee/Managing Committee or any other similar body entrusted with the task of managing of operations of the CPRC. The detail shall be in the following format:-


(a)
Date of meeting


(b)
Chairman of the meeting


(c)
Names & designations of all the attendees


(d)
Date of service of notice of meeting


(e)
Description of issues discussed.

7.
Certified copy of the minutes of the meetings of the General Body of the CPRC held since its inception. 

8.
Certified copy of the minutes of the meetings of the Board of Governors/ Executive Committee/Managing Committee of the CPRC held since 01.01.2011.


Failing to get any information within prescribed time as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority – respondent no. 2, vide letter dated 16.05.2013 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005. 


First Appellate Authority vide his order dated 04.06.2013 disposed of the appeal with a direction to the Deputy Commissioner of Police, Jalandhar-cum-Public Information Officer to provide the sought information, if possible within the parameters of the RTI Act to the applicant within a period of 20 days from the issue of this order. 


PIO-cum-Deputy Commissioner of Police, Jalandhar vide letter No. 30-A-CP-I-RTI dated 17.6.2013 sent the information to the applicant-appellant.

 
Still dis-satisfied with the provided information, the appellant approached the Commission in second appeal on 27.08.2013 under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act, 2005 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.


Sh. Paras Ram, ASI, appearing on behalf of the respondents, tendered written acknowledgement dated 19.10.2013 obtained from Sh. Kuldeep Khaira, regarding receipt of complete satisfactory information.


Seeing the merits of the case, therefore, it is hereby ordered to be closed and disposed of.











Sd/-
Chandigarh.





       
       (B. C. Thakur)

Dated: 22.10.2013


             
   State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Ashok Kumar Sethi,

s/o Shri Parkash Chand Sethi,

R/o Rose Enclave, Sukhija Colony,

Faridkot, Tehsil Faridkot,

District Faridkot. 







      ...Appellant

Vs.

1.
Public Information Officer,

O/O Secretary, Irrigation, Punjab,

Mini Secretariat, Sector 9-A,

Chandigarh. 

2.
First Appellate Authority

O/O Secretary, Irrigation, Punjab,

Mini Secretariat, Sector 9-A,

Chandigarh. 







….Respondents 

Appeal Case No. 2014 of 2013
Order
Present:
None for the appellant.

For the respondents: S/Sh. Darshan Singh; and Ram Dass, Senior Assistants.


Shri Ashok Kumar Sethi, vide undated RTI application addressed to respondent no. 1, sought information pertaining to Technical and Education qualification of Shri Amarjit Singh, Chief Engineer on the basis whereof he got the present job viz. discipline of the degree, name of the college and University; whether the University is recognized by the U.G.C. or not, whether on the basis of which he can get job.  


Failing to get any information within prescribed time as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority – respondent no. 2, vide letter dated 08.06.2013  under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005. 


APIO-cum-Supdt. (Irrigation Personnel-1 Branch) vide letter No. 1789 dated 10.7.2013 informed the appellant that the requisite information cannot be provided to him being third party information.


Still not satisfied with the response, he approached the Commission in second appeal on 10.09.2013 under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act, 2005, therefore, notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.
 
S/Sh. Darshan Singh; and Ram Dass, Senior Assistants, appearing on behalf of the respondents, tendered copy of Memo. no. 107794 dated 08.10.2013 addressed to the Commission, with a copy endorsed to Sh. Ashok Sethi, the applicant-appellant, whereby the requisite information is stated to have been provided to him.   Copies of the relevant documents have also been placed on record.


Appellant is not present today.   However, when contacted over the telephone, he confirmed that complete information to his satisfaction stood provided.


Therefore, the case is hereby ordered to be closed and disposed of. 










Sd/-
Chandigarh.





       
       (B. C. Thakur)

Dated: 22.10.2013


             
   State Information Commissioner

