STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Pakhar Singh 

S/o Shri Jora Singh 

C/o BSMS Agriculture Workshop,
Nabha-Bhadson Road,

Near Petrol Pump, 
Village Lubana Karmu,

Tehsil Nabha  
Distt. Patiala.                                                


 
    …Appellant
Vs. 

1.
Public Information Officer,

O/O Director Rural Development & Panchayats, Punjab, 
Vikas Bhawan,

Ajitgarh.    
2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/O Director Rural Development & Panchayats, Punjab, 
Vikas Bhawan,

Ajitgarh.                                                                  

…Respondents
Appeal Case No. 1437 of 2013
Order
Present:
Shri Pakhar Singh, appellant in person.
For Respondents: Ms Kamlesh Kumari, Under Secretary, RD, Ms Kamlesh Kumari, Superintendent, Sh. Jatinder Singh Brar, DDPO, Sh. Jasbir Singh, Jr. Asstt., and Shri Mohan Singh, Sr. Asstt. 

Shri Pakhar Singh, appellant, vide RTI application dated 01.04.2013              addressed to the respondent-PIO, sought following information:-

1. Provide certified copies of names of employees of Zila Parishad / Panchayat Samitis, their orders including noting portion vide which their cadre has been changed by the Director office from January,1995 to January, 2013;

2. The employees whose cadre has been changed, provide following information regarding them:-

(a) Name of the employee, date of appointment, designation and if the employee is in service or left service. Provide written certified copy;

(b) Copy of the orders regarding change of cadre and date of change of cadre;

(c) Present place of posting and provide copy of the joining letter;

(d) Employees in the department who were appointed from one post to another post, provide copy of their noting portion and joining letters.    

Failing to get any response within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed a complaint with the Commission, received in it on 14.05.2013.

Since the perusal of the file revealed that there were sufficient grounds which were required to be looked into by the Commission in terms of Section 18(1)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.

When the case came up for hearing today, it transpired that in fact, Sh. Pakhar Singh, the applicant had filed first appeal before the First Appellate Authority i.e. respondent No. 2 on 09.05.2013 as disclosed by him.   He has also placed on record a copy thereof.   He further stated that he has received notice for the hearing of the first appeal and is already appearing before the First Appellate Authority.   As such, the present case is being treated as an appeal.

 
During the discussions, it further came to light that the respondents could not provide the applicant-appellant the relevant information since it was quite voluminous being spread over 18 years’ period.   With persuasion of the Commission, the appellant has agreed to be satisfied if he is provided the requisite information from 01.01.2008 onwards, instead of the earlier sought information from January, 1995 to January, 2013.

 
In the circumstances, Ms. Kamlesh Kumari, Undersecretary-cum-PIO, office of the Director Rural Development & Panchayats, Punjab, Vikas Bhawan, Ajitgarh is directed to provide the applicant-appellant point-wise complete relevant information, duly attested, free of cost, per registered post, within a fortnight and to present a copy of the relevant postal receipt on the next date fixed, along with a duly sworn affidavit about the correctness of the provided information and also to the effect that complete information as available on records stands provided to the applicant-appellant according to his RTI application dated 01.04.2013 and that there is no further information available on records which could be provided to him in response to his RTI application.


Adjourned to 16.07.2013 at 11.00 A.M.









Sd/-
Chandigarh.






       (B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 26.06.2013




  State Information Commissioner

Copy to:

Ms. Kamlesh Kumari,





(Registered)

Under secretary-cum-Public Information Officer,

O/O Director Rural Development & Panchayats, Punjab, 
Vikas Bhawan, Sector 62,
Ajitgarh.    
For compliance, as directed hereinabove. 











Sd/-
Chandigarh.






       (B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 26.06.2013




  State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Gurmej Singh ,

#10, Lane No. 2, Street No. 2, 

Sunder Nagar  Avenue, Kanjli Road,

Kapurthala.                                                                                   Complainant

Vs. 

Public  Information Officer,

O/O   District Transport Officer,

Kapurthala.  

                                                                                                     Respondent

                                             Complaint Case No.  1824 of 2013
Present:
None for the complainant 


For the Respondent: Shri Amrit Narula,S.O.
ORDER:


Shri Gurmej Singh, complainant vide an RTI application dated 19.4.2013         addressed to PIO-cum-District Transport Officer, Kapurthala, sought following  information on four points pertaining to vehicle registered vide Registration No.PB-57-B-9133:-

1. Intimate in whose name this vehicle is registered;

2. Intimate the kind of vehicle i.e. scooter, car, jeep, Truck or Tractor;

3. Intimate the date on which this vehicle was registered by the DTO office;

4. Copy of the registration certificate of this vehicle, along with photo copies of documents relating to above registration.   

Failing to get any response within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed a complaint with the Commission, received in it on 23.5.2013.

Since the perusal of the file revealed that there were sufficient grounds which were required to be looked into by the Commission in terms of Section 18(1)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.


Today Shri Amrit Narula, SO appearing on behalf of the PIO-cum-DTO, Kapurthala delivers letter No.1507 dated 25.6.2013 enclosing therewith letter No.1299 dated 3.6.2013 vide which information has been sent to the complainant under registered cover. Shri Amrit Narula further stated that the connected documents sought by the complainant could not be supplied to him because this vehicle is registered in the office of Registering Authority-cum- S.D.M., Bhulath who has not transferred complete records pertaining to the registration of the vehicles. 


I have perused the provided information supplied to the complainant vide letter dated 3.6.2013. Though the particulars pertaining to the vehicle PB-57B-9133 have been supplied to the complainant under registered cover.  Neither the complainant has pointed out any deficiency in the provided information till date nor he is present today.  Since it is a complaint case filed by the complainant Shri Gurmej Singh, therefore, as per the latest judgment of Supreme Court of India delivered in S.L.P(C).No. 32768 to 32769 of 2010 decided on 12.12.2011, no further directions for the supply of information can be issued. The complainant is therefore at liberty to file first appeal with the First Appellate Authority-cum-Additional State Transport Commissioner, Punjab, if he still feels that the provided information is deficient and can thereafter avail the opportunity of second appeal under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, if required. 

With these observations this case is closed/disposed of. 










Sd/-
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 26.06.2013




     State Information Commissioner.


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Ranjit Singh,

# 2314, Phase 11,

S.A.S Nagar, Mohali.                                                               

 ...Complainant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/O District Transport Officer,

Kapurthala.                                                                                         …Respondent

Complaint Case No. 1833  of 2013
Order
Present:
Complainant Sh. Ranjit Singh in person.



For the respondent: Sh. Amit Narula, Section Officer.

Shri Ranjit Singh, complainant, vide written request sent to the respondent-PIO by registered post on 22.04.2013, had demanded information under the RTI Act, 2005 which, as per his version, had earlier also been sought by him in the year 2011 and the relevant case, being CC No. 3163 of 2011, had been disposed of by the Commission vide order dated 06.12.2011.  

Failing to get any response within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed a complaint with the Commission, received in it on 21.05.2013.


Since the perusal of the file revealed that there were sufficient grounds which were required to be looked into by the Commission in terms of Section 18(1)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.

Sh. Ranjit Singh, complainant, made a statement today that complete information to his satisfaction has been provided by the respondent. 


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










Sd/-
Chandigarh.






       (B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 26.06.2013




  State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Satnam Singh Dhillon,

s/o Shri Amrik Singh Dhillon,

r/o VPO Naya Gaon,

 Tehsil Kharar,

Distt. S.A.S.Nagar.                                                                Complainant

Vs. 

Public  Information Officer,

O/O Officer Incharge DRA (T),

District Revenue Officer Branch

o/o Deputy Commissioner,

 Ajitgarh.                                                                              Respondent

                                             Complaint Case No. 1842    of 2013

Present:
Shri Satnam Singh Dhillon in person. 


For the Respondent: Ms Namrita Kapur,HRC
ORDER:


Shri  Satnam Singh Dhillon, complainant vide an RTI application dated 21.3.2013                addressed to PIO O/O Deputy Commissioner, S.A.S.Nagar, sought following information on three points pertaining to his Money Lender Licence File – submitted on 8.12.2010, Diary No.3019:-
i) Why Money Lender Licence is not issued till date?

ii) What is the latest progress made in this regard?
iii) When the Money Lender Licence will be issued to the applicant. 

Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed a complaint with the Commission, received in it on 15.5.2013.

Since the perusal of the file revealed that there were sufficient grounds which were required to be looked into by the Commission in terms of Section 18(1)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.

During hearing of this case today, perusal of file revealed that the requisite information has been sent by Shri Rohit Gupta, DRO-cum-APIO, Officer Incharge, RTI Branch O/O Deputy Commissioner, S.A.S.Nagar vide letter No.739 dated 2.5.2013. Ms Namrita Kapur,HRC, present on behalf of the respondent also delivered the copy of information to the complainant in the Commission also. 

On perusal of provided information complainant expressed full satisfaction with it.  

Therefore, case is disposed of and closed. 











Sd/-
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 26.06.2013




     State Information Commissioner.


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Sukhdev Singh s/o Shri Banta Singh,

Vill. Dhup Sari, 

P.O. Govt. Polytechnic College,

Batala, Distt. Gurdaspur.
                                                       Complainant

Vs. 

Public  Information Officer,

O/O Punjab School Education Board,

Sector 62, S.A.S.Nagar, Mohali.    

                                                                                                     Respondent

                                             Complaint Case No. 1853    of 2013

Present:
None for the complainant. 


For the Respondent: Ms Pavittar Pal Kaur,PIO-cum-Joint Secretary. 
ORDER:


Shri  Sukhdev Singh, complainant vide an RTI application dated 25.3.2013               addressed to Secretary, Punjab School Education Board, Sector 62, Mohali, sought  photo copy of the affidavit filed by the Methodist Co-Educational, S.S.School, Batala with the Punjab School Education Board, Mohali pertaining to the salary of staff.  

Failing to get any response within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed a complaint with the Commission, received in it on 17.5.2013 and accordingly  notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.


Today, Ms Pavitar Pal Kaur, PIO-cum-Joint Secretary, Punjab School Education Board, Mohali showed a copy of the RTI application along with the receipt given to the complainant in token thereof which showed that the RTI application in fact has been filed by him with the Punjab School Education Board on 20.6.2013  and they are not in receipt of any application dated 25.3.2013. 
After the perusal of the record I am convinced that Shri Sukhdev Singh, complainant has filed RTI application with the Punjab School Education Board, Sector 62, S.A.S.Nagar only on 20.6.2013. Though his complaint, as such, is not maintainable as per provisions of Section 7(1) of the RTI Act,2005, however in the interest of fair justice Ms Pavittar Pal Kaur,PIO-cum-Joint Secretary, Punjab School Education Board is directed to provide the relevant information i.e. duly attested photo copy of the affidavit filed by Methodist Co-Educational, S.S.School, Batala with the Punjab School Education Board pertaining to the salary of the teachers within a period of 15 days, free of cost under registered cover. 

PIO-cum-Joint Secretary, shall also provide one set of information to the Commission on the next date of hearing for the perusal of the same by the Commission.  

The case is adjourned to 16.7.2013 at 11:00 AM. 










Sd/-
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 26.06.2013




     State Information Commissioner.


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Rulda Singh 
s/o Shri Basant Singh,

Vill. Suhag Heri, 
P.O. Turkheri,

Via Chanarthal  Kalan,

Tehsil Fatehgarh Sahib.                                                          

…Complainant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/O Managing Director,

Pepsu Road Transport Corporation,

Patiala.                                                                                      
…Respondent

Appeal Case No. 1091  of 2013
Order
Present:
Complainant Sh. Rulda Singh in person.

For the respondents: S/Sh. Ajaib Singh, Supdt. and Vinod Kumar, Asstt. Store-Keeper.

Shri Rulda Singh, appellant vide an RTI application dated 28.02.2013     addressed to the respondent-PIO, sought the following information pertaining to orders dated 3.3.2011 passed by the Hon’ble High Court in CWP No.12522 and thereafter instruction were issued for the payment vide 984 /COCP/341/30/5/12:-

1. How many retired employees were paid their dues as per above mentioned COCP/341 and also intimate their number, date of payment and amount paid and also intimate the reasons for not paying my dues and also intimate how much my interest has been calculated by the Gratuity and Pension Branch and also intimate the reasons for not making payment of interest to me?

2. A news item appeared in the paper regarding the employees retired during the year 2012.   All these employees were paid their dues including Shri Paramjit Singh, Superintendent. Please give information regarding these employees as per format below:-

	S. No.
	Name of employee
	Designation
	PPO No.
	Date of retirement
	Date of payment of dues. 


 
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-Additional Managing Director, PRTC, Patiala vide letter dated 11.04.2013 and then approached the Commission in second appeal, under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, received in it on 08.05.2013 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.

Sh. Rulda Singh, the appellant stated that incomplete information on point no. 1 of his application has been provided to him while rest of the information is still pending.


It is observed that despite lapse of about four months’ time, complete information is far from provided.   Therefore, PIO - Sh. Surinder Singh, General Manager (Purchase / Admn.), Pepsu Road Transport Corporation, Patiala is issued a show cause notice to explain in writing by furnishing self attested affidavit as to why a penalty under Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005 @ Rs. 250/- per day subject to maximum of Rs. 25,000/- 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 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 provide the appellant point-wise complete relevant information, duly attested, free of cost, per registered post and to present a copy of the relevant postal receipt on the next date fixed, along with a duly sworn affidavit about the correctness of the provided information and also to the effect that complete information as available on records stands provided to the applicant-appellant according to his RTI application dated 28.02.2013 and that there is no further information available on records which could be provided to him in response to his RTI application.


Adjourned to 16.07.2013 at 11.00 A.M.









Sd/-
Chandigarh.






       (B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 26.06.2013




  State Information Commissioner

Copy to:

Sh. Surinder Singh,





(REGISTERED)

General Manager (Purchase / Administration)

Pepsu Road Transport Corporation,

Patiala.

For compliance, as directed hereinabove. 










Sd/-
Chandigarh.






       (B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 26.06.2013




  State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri M.P. Singh Wassan,         
                                                                                  2016, Urban Estate, 

Phase-II, 
Patiala.                

                                                      
…Complainant
Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/O Managing Director,

Pepsu Road Transport Corporation,

Patiala.                                                                                        
…Respondent

Appeal Case No. 1094 of 2013
Order
Present:
For the appellant: Sh. Shiv Kumar.

For the respondents: S/Sh. Ajaib Singh, Supdt. and Vinod Kumar, Asstt. Store-Keeper.

Shri M.P. Singh, appellant vide an RTI application dated 10.12.2012 addressed to the respondent-PIO, sought the following information:-

1. List of the officers/employees who retired from PRTC during January-2010 to November-2012;

2. Name(s) of the employees whose retirement benefits such as gratuity, leave encashment, commuted value of pension and GPF/EPF has been paid out of the officers/employees who retired from PRTC during January-2010 to November-2012;

3. Name(s) of the employees whose retirement benefits such as gratuity, leave encashment, commuted value of pension and GPF/EPF were paid as a result of the orders passed by the various Hon’ble Courts out of the officers/employees who retired from PRTC during January-2010 to November-2012;

4. Number of cases initiated against PRTC for contempt of court due to non-payment of the retirement benefits such as gratuity, leave encashment, commuted value of pension and GPF/EPF pertaining to the officers/employees who retired from PRTC during January-2010 to November-2012;

5. Total amount of expenditure incurred in each court case (in respect of categories at Sr.No.3 & 4) including payment of TA/DA and expenditure incurred on transportation;

6. Total amount of interest paid to officers/employees for delayed payment of retirement benefits such as gratuity, leave encashment, commuted value of pension and GPF/EPF out of the officers/employees who retired from PRTC during January-2010 to November-2012;

7. Prescribed period for submission of no-due certificate to the Depot in case of retiring employees before the date of their retirement.  

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, PRTC, Nabha Road, Patiala  vide letter dated 28.01.2013.  PIO O/O PRTC, Head Office, Patiala vide letter No.11939 dated 15.3.2013 provided the requisite information to the appellant.  


The dissatisfied with the provided information approached the Commission in second appeal, under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act, 2005, received in it on 9.5.2013 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.
 
S/Sh. Ajaib Singh, Supdt. and Vinod Kumar, Asstt. Store-Keeper, appearing on behalf of the respondents, stated that the relevant information has already been provided to the applicant-appellant vide Memo. No. 11939 dated 15.03.2013 a copy whereof has also been placed on record. 


The information sought was discussed at length in the presence of both the parties whereafter, respondents sought some more time to provide the remainder information to the applicant-appellant, which is granted.


Respondent PIO Sh. Surinder Singh, General Manager (Purchase / Admn.), Pepsu Road Transport Corporation, Patiala is directed to provide the appellant point-wise complete relevant information, duly attested, free of cost, per registered post and to present a copy of the relevant postal receipt on the next date fixed, along with a duly sworn affidavit about the correctness of the provided information and also to the effect that complete information as available on records stands provided to the applicant-appellant according to his RTI application dated 28.02.2013 and that there is no further information available on records which could be provided to him in response to his RTI application.


Adjourned to 17.07.2013 at 11.00 A.M.









Sd/-
Chandigarh.






       (B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 26.06.2013




  State Information Commissioner

Copy to:

Sh. Surinder Singh,





(REGISTERED)

General Manager (Purchase / Administration)

Pepsu Road Transport Corporation,

Patiala.

For compliance, as directed hereinabove. 










Sd/-
Chandigarh.






       (B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 26.06.2013




  State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Sanjay Kumar Mishra,

# 2124, Sector 19,

Panchkula.                                                                              

…Appellant

Vs. 

1.
Public Information Officer,

O/O State Transport Commissioner, Punjab, 
Near Mehfil, Sector 17,

Chandigarh. 

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o State Transport Commissioner, Punjab, 
Near Mehfil, Sector 17,

Chandigarh.      
3.
Public Information Officer,

 
O/o Inspector General of Police, Punjab,           
 
Chandigarh                                                        


 …Respondents
Appeal Case No. 1109   of 2013
Order
Present:
Appellant Sh. Sanjay Kumar Mishra in person.



For the respondents: Sh. Gurpal Singh.

Shri Sanjay Kumar Mishra, Appellant vide an RTI application dated 21.09.2012, addressed to PIO, Office of I.G.P.(Traffic), Punjab, Punjab Police, HQ Sector-9, Chandigarh,  sought following information on three points pertaining to date-wise movement details and action taken report (ATR) on his letter dated 14.07.2012 regarding misuse of power by the Traffic Police and causing unnecessary harassment to the citizens, with a request to take suitable steps to improve the situation:-

1. Please provide me date-wise complete movement details for the period as cited above i.e. when did this application reach which officer? For how long did it stay? And what did he/she do during that period? A certified copy of your office order/rule in this regard also be provided in support of that;

2. Please provide me a certified copy of “Final Action” taken on my application cum request along with certified copies of the documents, sections, rules, law, instructions, orders or decisions of the competent authorities in support of your action;

3. If no action taken, please provide me a certified copies of the reasons recorded for not taking any action/decision and certified copies of the documents, sections, rules, instructions, orders or decisions of the competent authorities in support of the reasons so recorded also be provided.  

PIO-cum-IGP (Traffic), Punjab, Chandigarh, vide letter No. 7975 dated 04.12.2012, transferred the RTI application to the State Transport Commissioner, Punjab, Chandigarh under the provisions of Section 6(3) of the RTI Act,2005 with the direction to provide the appellant point-wise information directly. 


PIO O/O STC, Punjab vide letter No.1562 dated 02.01.2013 sent letter No. 35231 dated 28.12.2012 issued by the Superintendent (Enforcement) to the appellant denying information stating that requested 6 points of letter dated 14.7.2012 were not covered within the definition of “information” under section 2(f) of RTI Act,2005. 

 
Failing to get satisfactory response, the appellant filed first appeal under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 with the First Appellate Authority-cum-State Transport Commissioner, Punjab, Jeevandeep Building, Sector 17, Chandigarh vide letter dated 9.1.2013 and then approached the Commission in second appeal, under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act, 2005, received in it on 15.5.2013 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.

Sh. Mishra submitted that the requisite information has not so far been provided to him by the respondents.


It is observed that 
the response sent to the applicant-appellant by the PIO O/O STC, Punjab vide letter No. 1562 dated 02.01.2013 sent letter No. 35231 dated 28.12.2012 has been sent by adopting a very casual approach which is against the very spirits of the RTI Act, 2005.   Hence the same is not accepted.   It is made clear that Sh. Sanjay Mishra, the applicant-appellant has sought the action taken report on his letter dated 14.07.2012 addressed both to the ADGP (Traffic), Punjab, Chandigarh; and the State Transport Commissioner, Punjab, Chandigarh. 


At this juncture, it is also felt by the Commission that the Public Information Officer, O/o Inspector General of Police, Punjab, Chandigarh is also necessary and proper party and required to be impleaded as a respondent, which is ordered accordingly.   

Sh. J.S. Brar, Deputy State Transport Commissioner, Punjab, Sector 17, Chandigarh; as well as the PIO, office of the Inspector General of Police, Punjab, (Traffic), Chandigarh are directed to provide the appellant action taken report on the complaint dated 14.07.2012 within a fortnight, under intimation to the Commission.


On the next date, all the respondents shall ensure that no officer below the rank of an APIO is deputed to appear before the Commission for attending the hearing. 


Adjourned to 23.07.2013 at 11.00 A.M.










Sd/-
Chandigarh.






       (B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 26.06.2013




  State Information Commissioner
Copy to:-

(1)      Inspector General of Police, Punjab(Traffic)

(Registered)

     Punjab Police Headquarters,


Sector-9, Chandigarh. 

(2)
Sh. J.S. Brar, 





(Registered)

Deputy State Transport Commissioner, Punjab, 

Sector 17, Chandigarh;

-For necessary compliance. 










Sd/-
Chandigarh.






       (B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 26.06.2013




  State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Prem Kumar Rattan,

# 78/8, Park Road,

New Mandi Dhuri,

Distt. Sangrur.                                                                                  
…Appellant

Vs. 

1.
Public Information Officer,

O/O Director Rural Development & Panchayat, Punjab, 
Vikas Bhawan,

Sector 62, 
Ajitgarh.

  2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Director Rural Development & Panchayat, Punjab, 
Vikas Bhawan,

 
Sector 62, 
Ajitgarh.                                                                                 …Respondents
Appeal Case No. 1121 of 2013
Order
Present:
Appellant Sh. Prem Kumar Rattan in person.

For the respondents: S/Sh. Jatinder Singh Brar, DDPO (HQ); J.M. Kumar, DCFA; Ranjit Singh, Supdt; Mohan Singh; Ms. Balwinder Kaur, both Sr. Asstt.; Jasbir Singh & Manjit Singh, Jr. Asstt; 

Shri Prem Kumar Rattan, Appellant vide RTI application dated 08.03.2013, addressed to the respondent-PIO, sought the following information:-

“Provide applications and orders passed regarding the officers/employees (from Panchayat Officers to Deputy Directors) who have taken more than 6 weeks’ Ex-India leave in your department, during the period from 1st January, 2011 to 28th February, 2013.”

 
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- Director Rural Development & Panchayat, Punjab, Vikas Bhawan,  Sector 62, Ajitgarh  vide letter dated 10.04.2013 and then approached the Commission in second appeal, under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act, 2005, received in it on 15.05.2013  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.

Today, Sh. Jatinder Singh Brar, DDPO (HQ) delivers a copy of the information collected from various branches, to the applicant-appellant in the Commission itself.  Upon perusal therefore, Sh. Rattan expressed his dissatisfaction and insisted that he be provided complete information in respect of the officers of the rank of Panchayat Officer to Deputy Director for the relevant period whose application for ex-India leave had been sanctioned along with copies of the respective sanction letters.


As such, Sh. Jatinder Singh Brar, DDPO (HQ) office of the Director Rural Development and Panchayat, Punjab, Vikas Bhawan, Sector 62, Mohali is directed to provide the appellant point-wise complete relevant information, duly attested, free of cost, per registered post and to present a copy of the relevant postal receipt on the next date fixed, along with a duly sworn affidavit about the correctness of the provided information and also to the effect that complete information as available on records stands provided to the applicant-appellant according to his RTI application dated 08.03.2013 and that there is no further information available on records which could be provided to him in response to his RTI application.


Adjourned to 17.07.2013 at 11.00 A.M.









Sd/-
Chandigarh.






       (B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 26.06.2013




  State Information Commissioner

Copy to:

Sh. Jatinder Singh Brar, 




(REGISTERED)
District Development and Panchayat Officer (HQ) 

O/o Director Rural Development and Panchayat, Punjab, 

Vikas Bhawan,

Sector 62,

Mohali.

For compliance, as directed hereinabove. 










Sd/-
Chandigarh.






       (B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 26.06.2013




  State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Mangal Singh 

S/o Kandhar Singh,

Vill. & P.O. Bhangala, 

Tehsil Patti,

District Tarn Taran.                                                                    

…Complainant

Vs. 

1.
Public Information Officer,

O/O Divisional Deputy Director,

Rural Development & Panchayat, Punjab, 

Jalandhar.    

2.
Block Development and Panchayat Officer,

Block Valtoha,

Distt. Tarn Taran.

3.
District Development and Panchayat Officer,

Tarn Taran.                                     




…Respondents

Complaint Case No. 1602 of 2013

Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Mangal Singh in person.

For the respondents: Ms. Jasbir Kaur, Sr. Asstt. for respondent No. 1; and Sh. Guukh Singh, Panchayat Secretary, for respondent no. 2.



Facts of this case are that Shri Satinder Pal Singh, State Information Commissioner, Punjab, vide his order in AC-1628/2012, dated 31.12.2012 passed the following orders:-

“As stated by the Appellant in the Court today although a copy of the Resolution No. 54 dated 15.07.2007 has been supplied by Panchayat Secretary, but there is no mention that this particular Resolution is No.54 although it is mentioned in the forwarding letter. Panchayat Secretary, who is present in the Court, was directed to mention Resolution No. 54 on the copy. Regarding second point in which Appellant is demanding to examine the actual record, it has been stated by Sh. Jarnail Singh, Sarpanch who is present in the Court today that the relevant record has been deposited with the office of Deputy Director, Panchayati Raj, Company Bagh, Jalandhar, in connection with the enquiry. The Deputy Director, Panchayati Raj, Company Bagh, Jalandhar is directed to allow the Appellant to examine the relevant record under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005. 


In view of the above the case is closed and disposed off.” 

 
Since no inspection of the record pertaining to Resolution No. 54 was made available by the Deputy Director Panchayati Raj, Jalandhar. Shri Mangal Singh s/o Kandhar Singh, Vill. & P.O. Bhangala, Teh. Patti, District Tarn Taran, made a complaint to the Commission vide letter dated 22.4.2013 for seeking the requisite information accordingly. The notice of hearing was issued to the Divisional Deputy Director, Rural Development & Panchayats, Punjab, Jalandhar for 03.06.2013 when both the parties had been heard. The case file had been perused. Shri Mangal Singh complainant who was present in person stated that he had not been allowed any inspection of the record as was directed by the State Information Commission in its order dated 31.12.2012, passed in AC-1628/12. Ms. Jasbir Kaur, Sr. Asstt. o/o Div. Dy. Dir. Rural Dev. & Panchayat, Punjab, Jalandhar, appearing on behalf of respondent PIO stated that no inspection of record could be carried out to the complainant in this case as no record pertaining to the resolution no. 54 mentioned in the said order was available in their office and accordingly the complainant was apprised vide letter no. 503 dated 13.02.2013.

 
It was observed that the said resolution was adopted by Gram Panchayat Village Bhangala, Block Valtoha. Therefore the BDPO Valtoha and DDPO Tarn Taran were impleaded as necessary parties and were ordered to be arrayed as respondents. Copy of the complaint made by Shri Mangal Singh and order dated 31.12.2012 passed by the State Information Commissioner Punjab be sent to both the respondents with the directions to provide the complainant the requisite information within a period of 15 days i.e. inspection of relevant record might be allowed to the complainant and thereafter attested photocopies, of the record so identified pertaining to resolution no. 54, passed by the Gram Panchayat Bhangala, Block Valtoha, Distt. Tarn Taran be provided to the complainant.

 Both the officers were directed to be present on the next date of hearing with complete records. 


Today again, the matter was discussed at length in the presence of both the parties and it transpired that the requisite information has since been provided by the respondents.    A copy of the relevant resolution has also been provided.   Though as per the applicant-complainant, it was Resolution No. 54, however, the respondents clarified that the relevant resolution dated 15.07.2007 was entered at page no. 54 of the resolution register maintained by the Gram Panchayat concerned and that all the resolutions were being referred to by the page number and no independent number to any resolution was being assigned.    They also presented the original resolution register of the Gram Panchayat for perusal of the Commission, which revealed that only one resolution on 15.7.2007 was adopted by Gram Panchayat at Page No.54.

As such, the Commission is of the view that complete relevant information has since been provided to the applicant-complainant by the respondents.   However, if Sh. Mangal Singh, the applicant-complainant has any grouse, he is advised to challenge the response of the PIO before the First Appellate Authority i.e. Director Rural Development and Panchayat, Punjab, Vikas Bhawan, Sector 62, Mohali, as envisaged under Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, 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-complainant 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. 









Sd/-
Chandigarh.






         (B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 26.06.2013




  State Information Commissioner
