STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Tejinder Singh,

Plot No. 40, Village Bolapur,

PO Shahbana,
Chandigarh Road,
Ludhiana.



   

    

 
       …Appellant
Versus
1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o District Transport Officer,

Sri Muktsar Sahib. 
2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Additional State Transport Commissioner, Punjab,
SCO 
177-178, Near Mehfil,
Sector 17,

Chandigarh. 




        
 
          …Respondents
AC- 1034/13
Order

Present:
Appellant Sh. Tejinder Singh in person.



None for the respondents.


Vide RTI application dated 19.02.2013 addressed to respondent No. 1, Sh. Tejinder Singh sought the following information: -
1.
Whether the services of a Medical Officer for conducting the medical examination of the learner’s licence applicants are available in the Suvidha Centre?  If yes, his qualifications, name and experience be provided.  Or the applicants are required to undergo the medical examination for this purpose from any other authorised medical officer?

2.
From January 1, 2013 to February 20, 2013, how many applicants qualified the test and how many were declared unsuccessful?  Category-wise No. of learner’s licences issued during the said period.  Copies of the answer-sheets of the candidates who could not qualify the test for the purpose.

3.
How many applicants, during the above period, were able to recognize the traffic signs and were declared successful?

4.
No. of regular driving licences issued during the above said period.

5.
No. of commercial and non-commercial vehicles registered during the above period?  Provide complete details.   How many vehicles were got registered 30 days after purchase?  Their details and copies of the documents submitted for registration of such vehicles.

6.
How many commercial vehicles were issued fitness certificates by the MVI?


First appeal with the First Appellate Authority i.e. respondent No. 2 was filed on 19.03.2013, who, vide Memo. No. 5227 dated 22.03.2013 advised the applicant-appellant to appear before it on 01.04.2013 at 11.00 A.M.


Respondent No. 1, vide Memo. No. 4830 dated 28.03.2013 responded to the applicant-appellant.


The Second Appeal has been preferred before the Commission on 29.04.2013. 


Though appellant pleads that the requisite information has not been provided to him by the respondent PIO, the perusal of the case file reveals that the point-wise requisite according to RTI application dated 19.02.2013 has been mailed to him by registered post on 24.06.2013 vide Memo. No. 538 dated 21.06.2013, a copy whereof has been forwarded to the Commission under the cover of Memo. No. 544 dated 21.06.2013.   A copy of the information has also been handed over to Sh. Tejinder Singh, the appellant today.


It is further observed that the applicant-appellant had also sought copies of the connected documents, which, in the opinion of the Commission, cannot be provided because in the RTI application, the appellant had not pleaded any larger / bonafide public interest in seeking the third party information, which is otherwise barred under the provisions of Section 13 read with Section 8 of the RTI Act, 2005.


During the hearing, the appellant stated that vide his subsequent communication dated 05.04.2013 addressed to the first appellate authority, he had sought inspection of certain records and stated that he would, upon inspection, identify the documents copies whereof are required by him, so that the same were made available to him by the respondent, on payment of the document charges.   As is borne out, this fact was never brought to the notice of respondent no. 1.


It is further noted that though the appellant had filed appeal with the First Appellate Authority i.e respondent No.2 on 19.3.2013, no orders have been passed by the First Appellate Authority. In this way neither he had opportunity to review the orders passed by the PIO-cum-District Transport Officer, Sri Muktsar Sahib nor to pass his own orders.  Therefore, this case is relegated to the First Appellate Authority-cum-Additional State Transport Commissioner, Punjab to decide the subsequent communication dated 5.4.2013 addressed by the appellant to him. He will dispose of first appeal in accordance with the provisions contained in RTI Act,2005 after affording an opportunity of being heard to the appellant and the PIO-cum-DTO, Sri Muktsar Sahib. 


However, with a view to help out the applicant-appellant, Sh. Tejinder Singh is advised to approach the First Appellate Authority namely Sh. Ashwani Kumar, IAS, Additional State Transport Commissioner, Punjab, Chandigarh by filing a first appeal, who will decide the matter in accordance with the provisions of the RTI Act within the prescribed time limit, after giving opportunity of hearing to all concerned, by passing a speaking order.

 If, however, the applicant-appellant does not feel satisfied with the decision of the F.A.A., he will be at liberty to move a Second Appeal before the Commission, as per Section 19(3) of the RTI Act 2005.

In terms of the observations noted above, the case is hereby ordered to be closed and disposed of. 

Chandigarh.





     (B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 24.06.2013



    
State Information Commissioner
Copy to:-

(1) Shri Ashwani Sharma,IAS

Additional State Information Commissioner, Punjab,

O/O State Transport Commissioner, Punjab,
SCO 177-78, Near Mehfil, Sector 17, 

Chandigarh. 

(2) Shri B.P.Singh Bajwa

District Transport Officer, 

Sri Muktsar Sahib.

-for similar necessary action. 
Chandigarh.





     (B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 24.06.2013



    
State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Jasbir Singh,

Village Bolapur Jhabewal,

PO Ramgarh,

Distt. Ludhiana.

   

    

 
       …Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o District Transport Officer,

Kapurthala

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Additional State Transport Commissioner, Punjab,

SCO 
177-178, Near Mehfil,

Sector 17,

Chandigarh. 



        
 
  …Respondents

AC- 1035/13

Order

Present:
Appellant Sh. Jasbir Singh in person.



For the respondent: Sh. Gurmeet Singh, MVI


Vide RTI application dated 15.01.2013 addressed to respondent no. 1, Sh. Jasbir Singh sought copies of CFX forms and Fitness Certificates in respect of Punjab Roadways, Pepsu, PRTC and other Govt. buses, issued by the Board of Inspection, from October 2012 to January, 2013.


A reminder is also stated to have been sent on 15.02.2013.


First appeal with the First Appellate Authority i.e. respondent No. 2 was filed on 07.03.2013, whereas the Second Appeal has been preferred before the Commission, received in its office ion 29.04.2013.


Sh. Gurmeet Singh, MVI, appearing on behalf of the respondent, tendered a letter bearing no. 1480 dated 21.06.2013 annexing therewith copy of Memo. No. 694-95 dated 26.04.2013 whereby the requisite information has been provided to the applicant-appellant.   When asked about the delay caused, the MVI submitted that he joined only on March 13 this year and hence, was unable to comment on the same.


Sh. Gurmeet Singh submitted that upon receipt of notice from the Commission, the requisite information has once again been forwarded to Sh. Jasbir Singh under the cover of their Memo. No. 1478 dated 21.06.2013, a copy whereof has also been placed on record.


Since complete information according to RTI application dated 15.01.2013 stands provided to the appellant, the case is hereby ordered to be closed and disposed of.   
 
However, respondent PIO – DTO Kapurthala is warned to be more careful in future while dealing with the matters pertaining to the RTI Act, 2005 so that there is no unnecessary delay in providing the information to the information-seeker.

Chandigarh.




       (B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 24.06.2013


State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Navneet Singhania

H. No. 1609/2, Ram Gali,

Kt. Ahluwalia,

Amritsar.


   

    

 
       …Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Deputy Chief Engineer 

Distribution City Circle,

Hall Bazar,

Amritsar.
2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Deputy Chief Engineer 

Distribution City Circle,

Hall Bazar,

Amritsar.




        
 
  …Respondents

AC- 1038/13

Order

Present:
None for the appellant.



For the respondent: Sh. Babu Lal, Addl. S.E.


Vide RTI application dated 21.02.2013 addressed to respondent no. 1, Sh. Navneet Singhania sought information on 11 points pertaining to electricity connection bearing no. C42GT320329L in favour of Sh. Surinder Mohan (deceased) son of Sh. Sant Ram, installed in the Mandir Sri Satya Narain, having property no. 1501 – Bazar Jallianwala, near main gate of Jallianwala Bagh, Amritsar, with billing address: Surinder Mohan, 1501-Bagh Galian, in stead of Surinder Mohan, 1501-Bazar Jallianwala, Amritsar, since the installation of the said meter.


First appeal with the First Appellate Authority i.e. respondent No. 2 was filed on 22.03.2013, whereas the Second Appeal has been preferred before the Commission, received in its office ion 30.04.2013.


Sh. Babu Lal, Addl. S.E., appearing on behalf of the respondent, stated that vide Memo. No. 862 dated 10.06.2013, complete point-wise requisite information has been provided to Sh. Singhania, the appellant.


Vide fax message of date, Sh. Singhania has acknowledged receipt of complete information and has further prayed for disposal of the appeal. 


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





     (B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 24.06.2013



    
State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Som Nath,

1014, Ghuman Nagar,

Sirhind Road Bye Pass,

Behind OBC Bank,

Patiala.


   

    

 
       …Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o District Education Officer (SE)

Mohali. 
2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Director Public Instruction (SE), Punjab,

Punjab School Education Board Building,

Sector 62,

Mohali.




        
 
  …Respondents

AC- 1044/13

Order

Present:
For the appellant: Sh. Karan Singh.



For the respondent: Sh. Lalit Kishore Ghai, Dy. DEO (SE)


Vide RTI application dated 06.12.2012 addressed to respondent No. 1, Sh. Som Nath sought the following information pertaining to self: -

1.
A photocopy of the ACP proceeding file sent by the office of Govt. Senior Secondary School, Lalru, vide letter no. 415/11 dated 29.09.2011;

2.
Photocopy of the service book; and

3.
Details of movement of the said file with various dealing hands;

First appeal with the first appellate authority – respondent no. 2 was filed on 15.01.2013, who, vide Memo. No. 24/5-2013 dated 29.01.2013 advised respondent no. 1 to provide the requisite information. 


Second appeal has been preferred before the Commission, received in its office on 30.04.2013.


A letter bearing no. 3977-78 dated 19.06.2013 has been received from respondent no. 1 enclosing therewith copy of letter no. 3610 dated 20.05.2013 whereby the requisite information is stated to have been provided to the applicant-appellant. 


Sh. Lalit Kishore Ghai, Dy. DEO (SE), respondent-PIO submitted a letter bearing no. 3977-78 dated 19.06.2013 annexing therewith copy of Memo. No. 3610 dated 20.05.2013 whereby the point-wise requisite information has since been provided to Sh. Som Nath, the appellant.


Perusal of the provided information makes it clear that the relevant information as available on records already stands provided to the applicant-appellant, according to his RTI application.


Since complete information according to RTI application dated 06.12.2012 stands provided to the appellant, the case is hereby ordered to be closed and disposed of.   
Chandigarh.





       (B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 24.06.2013



    
State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Avtar Singh

s/o Sh. Sant Singh,

No. 105, Walia Enclave,

Opp. Punjabi University,

Patiala.


   

    

 
       …Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Director Rural Development and Panchayat, Punjab,

Vikas Bhawan, Sector 62,

Mohali. 
2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Director Rural Development and Panchayat, Punjab,

Vikas Bhawan, Sector 62,

Mohali. 




        
 
  …Respondents

AC- 1047/13

Order

Present:
None for the appellant.

For the respondents: S/Sh. Yadwinder Singh, clerk; Inderjit Singh; and Gurnam Singh, both Sr. Asstt. 


Vide RTI application dated 05.03.2013 addressed to respondent no. 1, Sh. Avtar Singh sought the following information: -

1.
Certified copy of Bahadur Singh, DDLD’s Inquiry Report dated 31.12.2012; 

2.
Certified copy of JP Singla, DDLD’s Inquiry Report dated 20.02.2013; 

3.
Certified copy of Anandita Mittra, ADC (D)’s Inquiry Report dated 09.04.2010; 

4.
Certified copy of Anandita Mittra, ADC (D)’s Inquiry Report dated 16.12.2010; 

5.
Certified copy of Anandita Mittra, ADC (D)’s Inquiry Report dated 02.04.2013;


First appeal before the First Appellate Authority – respondent no. 2 was filed on 28.03.2013 while the Second Appeal has been preferred before the Commission, received in its office on 02.05.2013.


Deputy Director (LD), vide letter no. 7250 dated 25.03.2013 provided the information on point no. 1 and 2. 


Vide another letter no. 2110 dated 04.04.2013, respondent no. 1 demanded Rs. 64/- towards additional document charges. 


Vide another letter no. 2248 dated 17.04.2013, respondent PIO also provided the applicant-appellant a copy of the enquiry report conducted by ADC (D) Patiala against the then BDPO Rajpura – Sh. Ajaib Singh Sooch.   Yet another communication bearing no. 3897 dated 13.06.2013 has been addressed by the respondent to the applicant-appellant.


Today, S/Sh. Yadwinder Singh, clerk; Inderjit Singh; and Gurnam Singh, both Sr. Asstt., appearing on behalf of the respondents, tendered copies of various communications whereby the relevant information on all the points as sought by the applicant-appellant vide RTI application dated 05.03.2013 has been provided to him.


Since the appellant is not present today, he is afforded an opportunity to intimate the respondents if there are any discrepancies in the information, within a period of ten days and the respondents, thereafter, shall remove the same within a fortnight.  In case no appearance is made on behalf of the appellant, it shall be construed that he is satisfied with the information received and the case shall accordingly be closed.   


Adjourned to 10.07.2013 at 11.00 A.M.

Chandigarh.





     (B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 24.06.2013



    
State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Sarabjit Singh

s/o Sh. Gurdeep Singh,

VPO Gumanpura,

Tehsil & Distt. Amritsar

   

    

 
       …Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Senior Supdt. of Police (Rural)

Amritsar.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Deputy Inspector General of Police, 

Border Range,

Amritsar.




        
 
         …Respondents

AC- 1055/13

Order

Present:
Appellant Sh. Sarabjit Singh in person.

For the respondents: Sh. Sukhwinder Singh, DSP, Sub-Division Attari.


Vide RTI application dated 22.02.2013 addressed to respondent no. 1, Sh. Sarabjit Singh sought attested copies of various FIRs registered against Puran Singh, Dalbir Singh son of Charan Singh, resident of VPO Gumanpura, Tehsil and Distt. Amritsar under various sections in different police stations at Chhehrata and Gharinda, during 2002 and 2013.   He further sought attested copies of the complaint filed against Dalbir Singh son of Charan Singh made in January 2013 and subsequent compromise dated 17.01.2013 arrived at between the parties. 


First appeal before the First Appellate Authority – respondent no. 2 was filed on 25.03.2013 while the Second Appeal has been preferred before the Commission, received in its office on 30.04.2013.


A communication bearing no. 355/RTI dated 01.06.2013 has been received from respondent no. 1, annexing therewith copy of letter no. 180-RTI dated 23.03.2013 addressed to the applicant-appellant Sh. Sarabjit Singh, whereby the requisite information is stated to have been provided.


Sh. Sukhwinder Singh, appearing on behalf of the respondents, reiterated the stand taken in communication dated 01.06.2013 that the requisite information has already been provided to Sh. Sarabjit Singh vide communication dated 23.03.2013 pertaining to police stations at Gharinda.   He, however, submitted that Chhehrata PS falls in the jurisdiction of Commissioner of Police, Amritsar (City) and as such, information pertaining thereto is not available with the office of Senior Supdt. of Police (Rural), Amritsar.

 
Thus it is clear that information as available on records has been provided by respondent no. 1.   For the remaining information pertaining to Chhehrata, the applicant-complainant is advised to file a fresh request with the authorities concerned.


Since complete information according to RTI application dated 22.02.2013 stands provided to the appellant, the case is hereby ordered to be closed and disposed of.   
Chandigarh.





     (B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 24.06.2013



    
State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Gurdeep Singh, Ex-Sarpanch,

s/o Sh. Sohan Singh,

VPO Makhanwindi,

Block Jandiana Guru, 

Tehsil & Distt. Amritsar.

   

    

 
       …Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer,


Block Development and Panchayat Officer,


Block Jandiala Guru,


Tehsil & Distt. Amritsar.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o District Development and Panchayat Officer,

Zila Parishad Complex,

Amritsar-143001






…Respondents

AC- 1066/13

Order

Present:
Appellant Sh. Gurdeep Singh in person, assisted by Sh. Sukhdev Raj Sharma.


For the respondents: S/Sh. Sukhraj Singh, Supdt; and Mandeep Singh, Panchayat Secretary. 


Vide RTI application dated 17.05.2012 addressed to respondent no. 1, Sh. Gurdeep Singh sought the following information: -

1.
Attested copies of the resolutions passed by Gram Panchayat, Makhwanwindi during the period 1993 to 1998; 

2.
Attested copies of the cash book of Gram Panchayat, Makhwanwindi during the period 1993 to 1998; 

3.
Attested copies of audit (reports) of Gram Panchayat, Makhwanwindi during the period 1993 to 1998; 


Respondent No. 1, vide communication dated 12.03.2013 and 20.03.2013, advised Sh. Mandeep Singh, Panchayat Secretary, to make the requisite information available to the applicant.


First appeal before the First Appellate Authority – respondent no. 2 was filed on 06.02.2013 while the Second Appeal has been preferred before the Commission, received in its office on 06.05.2013.


It is observed that while the RTI application was filed on 17.05.2012, the first appeal before the first appellate authority came to be filed on 06.02.2013 i.e. after lapse of about seven months, which is not in consonance with the relevant provisions of the RTI Act, 2005.   It is also noted that no order whatsoever has been passed by the First Appellate Authority as envisaged under the Act. 


However, today, the Respondents submitted that the BDPO, vide Memo. No. 191 dated 11.04.2013 has already communicated to the appellant the factual position in the matter.   It has been duly communicated to him that as per the statement of Sh. Mandeep Singh, Panchayat Secretary, the relevant records were not handed over to him when he took over as such.  In the circumstances, once the relevant records were not passed on to him, he is unable to make the same available to the applicant-appellant.



Appellant, however, insisted that they have documents supporting their contention that the said documents were handed over to the present Panchayat Secretary at the time of his taking over.


In the circumstances, the Block Development and Panchayat Officer is directed to file an affidavit on the next date fixed, detailing complete facts of the case and the exact factual position in the matter whereupon further proceedings in the matter shall be conducted accordingly.   He will also state in the affidavit regarding as to if complete information as available on records stands provided to the applicant-appellant and that there is no further information available on records which could be made available to Sh. Gurdeep Singh in response to his RTI application dated 17.05.2012.


Adjourned to 09.07.2013 at 11.00 A.M.

Chandigarh.





     (B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 24.06.2013



    
State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Kirpal Singh

s/o Sh. Sardara Singh,

No. 1471, Ganesh Nagri,

Jalalabad

Fistt. Fazilka-152024

    

 
      
     …Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Ferozepur.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Commissioner,

Ferozepur Division,

Ferozepur. 





        
 
…Respondents

AC- 622/13

Order

Present:
None for the Appellant.



For the respondents: Sh. Vishal Mehta, clerk.


In this case, Shri Kirpal Singh, Appellant vide his RTI application dated 16.12.2012, addressed to PIO, O/O Deputy Commissioner, Ferozepur, had sought following information on three points:-

1. Certified copies of applications bearing No. 451, 452, 453, 454, 455, 516 and 839 for the year 2010-11;

2. Certified copies of C.D-2 Register from 1.9.2010 to 30.6.2011;

3. Certified copies of Enquiry reports as well as status reports regarding FIR No. 249 dated 11.12.2012, PS Sadar, Ferozepur, relating to the Govt. land situated back side of T.B. Hospital, Ferozepur. 


Failing to get any response within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal under the provisions of Section 19(1) of RTI Act, 2005 with the First Appellate Authority-cum-Commissioner, Ferozepur Division, Ferozepur vide letter dated nil and then approached the Commission by filing 2nd appeal on 08.03.2013.


When the case came up for hearing on 25.04.2013 via video-conferencing, Shri Manjit Singh, Tehsildar, Ferozepur, appearing on behalf of PIO–cum-SDM Ferozepur had stated that information relating to point no. 1 had been supplied on 20.12.2012 to appellant except application no. 839 which was not traceable in the office record.  

He had further stated that so far information on point no. 2 i.e. certified copies of C.D-2 Register for the period from 1.9.2010 to 30.6.2011 was concerned, this information was in bulk, therefore, the appellant was informed well in time i.e. on 18.12.2012 to deposit an amount of Rs. 400/- as an additional fee and information on Point No. 3 had also been supplied in complete whatever was available in office record.

At this, Shri Kirpal Singh had stated that he had already deposited Rs. 400/- vide bank draft dated 24.12.2012 as an additional fee, for seeking information on point no. 2; and that no information had been supplied. 

Upon  perusal of the case file, it came to light that application No. 839 still remained to be supplied and similarly information on Point No. 2 i.e. attested copies of C.D-2 Register from 01.09.2010 to 30.06.2011 had also not been supplied, though the additional fee/document charges had been deposited by appellant. 


Shri Gurjit Singh Pannu, PCS, PIO-cum-SDM, Ferozepur was therefore, directed to supply remaining duly attested information to the appellant under registered cover within 7 days. 


He was further directed to comply with Para 3 of notice of hearing dated 25.3.2013 of the Commission which reads as under:-


“3.
You are further directed to file a written reply before the next date of hearing, with an advance copy to the Appellant / Complainant.  The written reply shall be duly signed by the PIO and shall disclose the name and designation the P.I.O. and the First Appellate Authority”.


Sh. Gurjit Singh Pannu, PCS, PIO-cum-SDM, Ferozepur was also issued a show cause notice under Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005.


On 27.05.2013 when the case came up for hearing, Sh. Manjit Singh, Tehsildar, appearing on behalf of the respondents, submitted that Sh. G.S. Pannu, PCS, SDM, Ferozpur had retired from service on attaining the age of superannuation, on 30.04.2013.   In view of this development, the show cause notice issued to Sh. Pannu on 25.04.2013 was dispensed with. 


Sh. Manjit Singh further stated that at the residence of appellant, a messenger namely Sh. Dushehra Singh had been sent to deliver the information, who had reported that appellant had refused to accept the same.   Therefore, the same had been handed over to the appellant in the Commission itself, during hearing of the case on 27.05.2013.  


Upon perusal thereof, the appellant asserted that the information provided was complete but a copy of the application No. 839 had still not been provided.   He further lamented that there had been abnormal delay on the part of the respondents in providing the information and as such, stringent provisions of the RTI Act, 2005 be invoked against them. 


In the interest of justice, the Tehsildar, Ferozepur was directed to will file an affidavit stating the reasons for the delay caused in providing information in piecemeal and for not providing a copy of application No. 839.  


A Memo. No. 1120 dated 23.05.2013 has been received from the Sub-Divisional Magistrate, Ferozepur informing the Commission that despite best efforts, the application bearing no. 839 is not traceable.  It has further been stated that a copy of the complete C-D-2 register has been provided to the applicant-appellant vide letter no. 1118 dated 23.05.2013 which contains all the details of application bearing no. 839.


Sh. Manjit Singh, Tehsildar, has sought an adjournment on account of the fact that he has been put on election duties for the ensuing Gram Panchayat elections slated for 03.07.2013, which is granted.


On the next date fixed, Tehsildar, Ferozepur to support his above version, shall file an affidavit stating that complete information as available on records has since been provided to Sh. Kirpal Singh according to his RTI application dated 16.12.2012 and that application No.839 is not traceable/available in records.  

Since the appellant is not present today, he is also afforded one last opportunity to intimate the Commission if he is satisfied with the response received from the respondent.


Adjourned to 09.07.2013 at 11.00 A.M.

Chandigarh.





     (B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 24.06.2013



    
State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Shri  P.C.Sharma,

RTI & Social Activist,

Chowk Regent Cinema,

Amritsar-143006-05                                                                       …Appellant

Vs. 

1.
Public Information Officer,

O/O Commissioner of Police,

Amritsar.  

2.
First Appellate Authority,

o/o Commissioner of Police,

Amritsar.                                                                           …Respondents
                                             Appeal Case No. 949   of 2013
Order
Present:
None for the Appellant. 



For the Respondent: Shri Harjit Singh, ACP

In this case, Shri P.C. Sharma, Appellant, vide RTI application dated 15.10.2012, addressed to PIO-cum-Deputy Commissioner of Police, O/o Commissioner of Police, Amritsar, had sought following information:-

a) Provide the certified copy of the reasons/circumstances under which rule an ASI Rank holder-Mr. Ashok Singh, Police Station Kotwali, Amritsar, has dared to challenge the order of an IPS Officer i.e. the Commissioner of Police, Amritsar, a 7 rank far or above under an ASI, & who had recommended security/gunmen after a proper personal hearing, vide his recommendation order No. 29509/S dated 06.08.2012;

b) Provide the certified copy of the reasons not to accept the direction issued by the Punjab State in the case of CWP No. 832/2010 vide letter No. 5/162/2010-4G4/2730-52 dated 16.8.2011 & 5/162/2008-4G4/1518 dated 7.8.2012 and last being No. 5/162/2010-4G4/1956 dated 10.10.2012. 

Failing to get any response within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 with the First Appellate Authority-cum-Commissioner of Police, Amritsar vide letter dated 17.11.2012.   The Second Appeal had been filed with the Commission, received in its office on 16.04.2013.


PIO-cum-Deputy Commissioner of Police, Amritsar City had informed that vide letter No. 6578 dated 20.11.2012, 31.12.2012 and vide letter No. 7193-C dated 25.12.2012, the appellant had been provided the information. 


Perusal of the case file revealed that appellant informed the Commissioner of Police-cum-FAA, Amritsar vide letter dated 14.11.2012 that the PIO-cum-DCP, Amritsar had provided him incomplete and incorrect information vide letter dated 20.11.2012. 

 
During the hearing of this case on 29.05.2013, Shri Harjit Singh, ACP had stated before the Commission that the requisite information had also been sent to the appellant vide letter dated 20.11.2012. He also delivered a copy of the letter 28.05.2013 addressed by the Commissioner of Police, Amritsar to the Commission wherein he had reiterated that the complete information had been provided. However, Shri P.C. Sharma informed over the phone that he had been provided totally incomplete information. 

 
Shri Kaushtav Sharma, IPS-cum-Deputy Commissioner of Police, Amritsar was, therefore, directed:-

(i) to ensure  that the complete, correct and duly attested point-wise information is provided to the appellant again within a period of 15 days free of cost under registered cover; 
(ii) He was further directed to depute Shri Harjit Singh, ACP on the next date of hearing with one set of provided information for the perusal of the Commission. 
 
Shri P.C. Sharma who had not com present, was advised to attend the Commission either in person or through his representative so that provided information could be discussed with him, failing to do so, may attract ex-parte proceedings in the matter.  


During the proceedings, it transpired that complete information on point no. 1 of the RTI application dated 15.10.2012 has been provided by the respondent whereas information on point no. 2 i.e. provide the certified copy of the reasons not to accept the direction issued by the Punjab State in the case of CWP No. 832/2010 vide letter No. 5/162/2010-4G4/2730-52 dated 16.8.2011 & 5/162/2008-4G4/1518 dated 7.8.2012 and last being No. 5/162/2010-4G4/1956 dated 10.10.2012, is not at all either clear or speaking one.  

Accordingly, one more opportunity is afforded to the respondent PIO to provide the remainder information (on point no. 2) to the applicant-appellant Sh. PC Sharma under intimation to the Commission. 


Adjourned to 09.07.2013 at 11.00 A.M.

Chandigarh.





     (B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 24.06.2013



    
State Information Commissioner
Copy to:-
(1) Shri Kaushtav Sharma,IPS

Deputy Commissioner of Police,
Amritsar.
(2) Shri Harjit Singh

Assistant Commissioner Police (Central), 

Amritsar. 

-For similar necessary action. 

Chandigarh.





     (B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 24.06.2013



    
State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Shri  P.C. Sharma,

RTI & Social Activist,

Chowk Regent Cinema,

Amritsar-143006-05                                                                       …Appellant

Vs. 

1.
Public Information Officer,

O/O Commissioner of Police,

Amritsar.  

2.
First Appellate Authority,

o/o Commissioner of Police,

Amritsar.                                                                           …Respondents
                                             Appeal Case No. 920   of 2013
Order
Present:
None for the Appellant. 



For the Respondent: Shri Harjit Singh, ACP

In the instant case, Shri P.C. Sharma, Appellant, vide RTI application dated 01.10.2012, addressed to PIO-cum-Deputy Commissioner of Police O/O Commissioner of Police, Amritsar, had sought following information:-

“Provide the certified copy of the document called as recommendation of security by the Commissioner of Police, Amritsar having dispatch No. 29509/S dated 6.8.2012 addressed to the ADGP Security, Punjab Police Hqrs., Chandigarh alongwith all the documents attached with the said recommendation.”  

Failing to get any response within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 with the First Appellate Authority-cum-Commissioner of Police, Amritsar vide letter dated 06.11.2012 and later approached the Commission in Second Appeal, under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act, 2005, received in it on 12.04.2013 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 29.05.2013 when, during hearing Shri Harjit Singh, ACP Office of Commissioner of Police, Amritsar had stated that the requisite information had already been sent to the appellant vide letter No. 29509/S dated 06.08.2012.  He had also produced the photo copy of the dispatch register wherein the information had been received on behalf of the appellant Shri P.C. Sharma by his representative. However, Shri P.C. Sharma informed the Commission over phone that though he had received certified copy of the information but he had not received all the documents attached with the recommendation made by the Commissioner of Police, Amritsar for providing the security to him vide letter No. 29509/S dated 06.08.2012. As such the provided information was incomplete and deficient.  


Shri Kaushtav Sharma, IPS, PIO-cum-Deputy Commissioner of Police, Amritsar was, therefore, directed to:-

(1) Provide the remaining information to the appellant free of cost, under registered cover within a period of 15 days. The information to be provided to the appellant had been explained to Shri Harjit Singh, ACP during the hearing of the case;

(2) It was also made clear that it would be the last opportunity for providing the certified copies of the complete sought information to the appellant;

(3) It was further directed that Shri Harjit Singh, ACP Office of the Commissioner of Police, Amritsar would be present today with one spare set of provided information.  

 
On appraisal of the case file, it is clear that the information sought by the applicant-appellant vide RTI application dated 01.10.2012 stands provided by the respondent vide Memo. No. 3390 dated 05.06.2013, as contended by the respondent.   A copy of the communication dated 05.06.2013 along with enclosures has also been placed on record. 


Since complete information according to RTI application dated 01.10.2012 stands provided to the appellant, the case is hereby ordered to be closed and disposed of.   
Chandigarh.





     (B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 24.06.2013



    
State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Ms. Manju Bala Thakral,

Street I-Daan, #4237, 

Near Raja Cinema Road,

Fazilka-152123                                                                                  …Appellant

Vs. 

1.
Public Information Officer,

O/O District Education Officer,

(Secondary Education),

Ferozepur.   
2.
First Appellate Authority,

o/o District Education Officer,

(Secondary Education),

Ferozepur.       





  …Respondents
Appeal Case No. 919   of 2013
Order
Present:
None for the appellant.



For the Respondent: Shri Prem Kumar, Administrative Officer-APIO. 

Ms. Manju Bala Thakral, Appellant vide RTI application dated 14.01.2013, addressed to PIO, O/O District Education Officer (SE), Ferozepur, had sought a copy of enquiry report in a complaint made by Shri Jaswinder Singh, clerk G.H.S. Asafwala Tehsil Fazilka (now G.S.S.S. Kheuwala Dhab) against her in which enquiry was conducted and thereafter complaint was filed. 


Failing to get any response within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, she filed first appeal under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 with the First Appellate Authority-cum-DEO(SE), Ferozepur vide letter dated 23.02.2013 and later approached the Commission in Second Appeal, under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act, 2005, received in it on  12.04.2013 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 29.05.2013, when during the hearing, Shri Charanjit Singh, Junior Assistant had informed that the copy of the inquiry report which had been conducted by Headmistress–cum-Inquiry Officer, Govt. High School, Khundar Utar had been sent to the appellant Ms. Manju Bala vide letter No. 1810 dated 17.05.2013 under registered letter dated 25.02.2013. However, a communication from Ms. Manju Bala had been received in the Commission on 29.05.2013 wherein she mentioned that the provided information was incomplete because she had not been provided the copy of the comments given by the D.E.O., Ferozepur on this inquiry report on the basis of which the complaint had been filed against her. She had requested for an adjournment. 


PIO-cum-Deputy DEO, Ferozepur was, therefore, directed to supply the remaining information to the appellant free of cost under registered cover within 15 days.   He was further called upon to be personally present today with one spare set of provided information, for the perusal of the Commission.


Sh. Prem Kumar, appearing on behalf of the respondents, tendered copy of Memo. No. 1827-28 dated 20.06.2013 whereby the requisite information has been made available to Ms. Manju Bala Thakral which contains written acknowledgement dated 20.06.2013 from the applicant-appellant. 


Since complete information according to RTI application dated 14.01.2013 stands provided to the appellant, the case is hereby ordered to be closed and disposed of.   
Chandigarh.





     (B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 24.06.2013



    
State Information Commissioner
