STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Dr. A.S.Mann,

21-A, Officer Colony,

Sangrur.







--------Appellant 







Vs. 

PIO, O/O, Director Public Instructions (SE)
Punjab,

SCF 95-97, Sector 17-E,
Chandigarh.







-------Respondent.





AC No-275-2008
Present :
Dr. A.S. Mann, Appellant in person.


Sh. Omkar Singh, Statical Assistant for PIO.

Order:



Dr. A.S.Mann has been given full information with regard to his application under RTI dated 25.03.2008. He had asked for information on three points and information on two points has been given to him.  For the remaining regarding formula adopted for preparing merit list of sports persons selected through S.S.Board and C-DAC.  Sh. Omkar Singh has been informed that this formula is fixed by the Sports Department when seniority is also fixed by the Sports Department and only the end result sent to the Department of Education.  Therefore, this formula which has been formulated and is implemented by the Department of Sports should be asked for from the concerned department.  



With this, the case is hereby disposed of.   








Sd-
  (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


04.03. 2009

(LS)

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Smt. Usha Matta, W/o Sh. Vijay Kumar Sayal,

5/75, Garden Colony, 

Model Town,  Jalandhar.




--------Appellant 







Vs. 

PIO, O/O,Addl. Secretary School Education,

Punjab Mini Secretariat, Sector 9,

Chandigarh.






____   Respondent.





AC No-300-2008
Present :
Sh. Vijay Kumar Sayal, Husband of Smt. Usha Matta, 



Appellant.


Sh. Jatinder Singh, Senior Assistant Education-II Branch for 


PIO.
Order:


Sh. Vijay Kumar Sayal on behalf of Appellant has presented letter dated 03.03.2009 addressed to the Commission with annexures, containing an official reference made to the SSP for the registration of a case in respect of missing file no. 4/48/98-2-Education-2, regarding which Smt. Usha Matta had given an application under RTI dated 30.01.2008 to the PIO O/o Education Secretary, School Education, Pb., Chandigarh.  Complaint dated 23.06.2008 was made in this connection made to the State Information Commission, in which she had asked for “attested copies of complete noting portion of file no. 4/48/98-2-Education-2 from page no. 1 to end (file relates to Education-2 branch)”.  The said file could not be located despite best efforts by the Department.  
2.

On the last date of hearing on 14.01.2009, the following directions had been given :-



“3. Smt. Indu Mishra has been directed to make full efforts to locate/procure the record and/or to fix responsibility for the loss thereof, including taking of disciplinary action and registration of FIR etc, if needed.  She had stated that one month may be given to the Department to make another effort. 



Adjourned to 04.03.2009.”
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3.

The communication states that said file has not become available despite best efforts and has stated that the reference for the lost of the official file has been made to the SSP for registration of FIR.  The said reference has been seen.  Copy of the SIC order of which it is based has also been enclosed with reference to the SSP.  A copy of the same has also been endorsed to the Additional Secretary, Secretariat Administration with reference that necessary disciplinary action may be initiated against Sh. Amar Singh, Superintendent and Sh. Bhagat Singh, Senior Assistant who were formerly dealing with the subject in Education-2 Branch and have since been transferred. 
4.

Armed with the order of the State Information Commission, Smt. Usha Matta may request to be included in the list of witnesses in the disciplinary proceedings against the errant employee and to make whatever use of these papers as they may be advised in the pending court case.  



With this, the case in the State Information Commission is hereby disposed of.        







Sd-
  (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


04.03. 2009

(LS)

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Sh. Jaswant Singh,

# 3911, Ward No. 12 (15),

Hamayunpur, Sirhind,

District Fatehgarh Sahib.




&

Sh. Varinder Kumar,

H.No. 2882/8,

Cinema Road, 

Sirhind,

District Fatehgarh Sahib.





--------Complainant







Vs. 

PIO/O Director Public Instructions(S),

SCO 95-97, Sector 17, 

Chandigarh.



&

PIO O/o Special Secretary-cum-Director General

School Education, 

SCO-104-106, Sector 34-A,

Chandigarh.






  ---------Respondent.

CC No- 1868-2007  & CC No-1144-2008 

Present :
Sh. Jaswant Singh, Complainant in person.


None for Sh. Varinder Kumar, Complainant.



Sh. Darshan Singh, PIO/Director Private aided School in 



person.

Order:



The matter concerns the complaint of Sh. Jaswant Singh in the matter of appointment of one Sh. Dharam Singh as ‘correspondent’ in the BZFS, Khalsa High School, Fatehgarh Sahib. 
2.

The PIO who is present in person has brought the concerned file bearing no. 14/1-2007-Grant-I(4) and 14/1/2008-Grant-I(4) in compliance with the directions of the Commission for perusal by the Commission as well as by the Complainant.  However, Sh. Jaswant Singh who is present had been asked to file an affidavit regarding all cases filed in the Commission on similar/identical points whether as Complaints/Appeals/Reviews which may be pending or have 
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been disposed of by other Benches.  He has not done so.  The matter was, therefore, adjourned to 2:00 P.M. in the afternoon to enable Sh. Jaswant Singh to file the required affidavit.  Here it is observed that in the related/identical case no. CC-1144/2008 (clubbed with this case)  but made to a different authority, Sh Varinder Kumar has not appeared himself and neither has he filed any affidavit as per the requirement of the Commission. 
2:00 P.M.



Sh. Darshan Singh, PIO/Director Private aided School is present in person again with the files.  However, Sh. Jaswant Singh has not appeared inspite of the case being called twice.  The case was taken up at 3:00 P.M.
3:00 PM



Sh. Jaswant Singh has not come back and neither has any affidavit been filed by him.  However, at page 8 of the Commission’s file a communication exists which mentions that in addition to the present complaint, only AC-261/2007, as well as complaint no. 346/2007 which is a review petition filed on 13.12.2007 in AC-261/2007 (decided by Mrs. Ravi Singh, State Information Commissioner) have been filed.   Yet another affidavit has been found at page-48 which is copy of a complaint addressed to the Governor in which he has made the following prayers:-

“1) The State Information Commission, Punjab is not supplying me the information in my CC No.1868 of 2007, 519 of 2008, 980 of 2008, 1499 of 2008, 1500 of 2008, 1501 of 2008, 1502 of 2008 and AC No. 261 of 2007 and AC 09 of 2008 knowingly, intentionally, deliberately and with malafidely. (sic) 
2) That I am a senior citizen of India and is facing old age difficulties of ill health.

3. That I am of the opinion and believes that the State Information Commission, Punjab had decided not to supply the information during my life time.”

3.

It is observed that Sh. Jaswant Singh and Sh. Varinder Kumar are repeatedly putting in identical complaints or in similar form other regarding the 
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same matter and addressing the Commission as an agency for redressal of grievances in the garb of asking for information. (Sh. Varinder Kumar and his wife Smt. Seema Rani alias Smt. Poonam have already been found to be serial complainants and the registry has already been alerted about any Complaints/Appeals/Reviews submitted by both of them in the matter of termination from service of Smt. Seema Rani from the self same B.Z.F.S Khalsa High School, Fatehgarh Sahib which are more than 10-15 in number).  
4.

In view of the above cases mentioned in his affidavit and separately in his complaint to the Governor, it is definitely necessary that Sh. Jaswant Singh should himself go through these cases and if any of them are identical or on the same subject to state so, in order that different Benches of the Commission should not be plied with the same matter, without admitting that matter is also pending with another Bench/Benches.  Unless Sh. Jaswant Singh himself comes clean on the subject, the Commission cannot entertain his complaints against the PIOs. Moreover, there is no provision in the Right to Information Act, 2005, for Appeal or Review against the orders of any of the State Information Commissioners.  By repeatedly presenting the same matter before different State Information Commissioners, he is in reality seeking to get the decisions repeatedly reviewed.  This is a misuse of Right to Information Act, 2005, and cannot be permitted as it uses up time of the Commission which could be devoted to other cases awaiting adjudication.  
5.

PIO is permitted to leave the court.  In case Sh. Jaswant Singh appears in the Commission before 5 PM and files the affidavit, then he will be allowed to inspect the files. He will be sent to the office of the Deputy Director (Private Aided Schools) SCO No. 34, Sector 17-E, First Floor, Chandigarh for inspection of the record.  In case, he does not appear and does not file the required affidavit, the present case will be treated as closed today

6.

Till 5:00 PM, Sh. Jaswant Singh did not appear and file the affidavit, Sh.  Darshan Singh, PIO has rang the office and enquired whether Sh. Jaswant 
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Singh had come and whether he should wait further? He was permitted to go home as office time was over.

7.

A copy of this order should be placed on the relevant case no. CC-1144/2008 filed by Sh. Varinder Kumar, which is likewise closed.  



With this, the case is hereby disposed of. 








Sd- 
  (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


04.03. 2009

(LS)

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Sh. Pawan Kumar

S/o Sh. Hakam Chand,

2139/1, Agwar Gujran,

Jagraon, District Ludhiana.

&

Sh. Subhash Namdev, Advocate,

J-558/64, BRS Nagar,

Ludhiana-141012.





--------Complainant


&




Vs. 

PIO O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Ludhiana.






  ---------Respondent.





       CC No- 291-2008 
Present :
None for Complainant.


Sh. K.S.Randhawa, APIO-cum-Tehsildar (West) with Sh. Rajesh 

Sharma, Record Keeper for PIO.

Order:


Detailed orders have been passed in this case on 01.04.2008 and on 14.05.2008.  Thereafter, the three further dates were fixed on 16.07.2008, 03.09.2008, 12.11.2008 and on 14.01.2009 of which only on 12.11.2008 another order was passed, remaining being adjournments due to request from the PIO.  On 12.11.2008, when none had appeared for either party, a notice under Section 20(1) had been issued to the PIO whey a penalty of Rs. 250/- per day subject to the maximum of RS. 25,000/- be not imposed on the PIO for not supplying necessary information within the stipulated period. It has now been explained that due to the Vigilance raid on 19.09.2008 in which Sub Registrar himself was also an accused and the entire office staff was arrested, the work of the said office came to a standstill.  No substitute was posted in his place for the next three months. Matters took time to return to normal.  The main branch affected was the registry branch to which the present RTI application pertained.  The entire Registry branch of office of the Sub Registrar was affected by the said raid.  However, after posting of Sh. K.S. Randhawa in December 2008, he apprised 
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himself of the pending cases and thereafter he decided to make an enquiry into the whole matter.  He called the Complainant three times through notice dated 03.02.2009 (ordinary post) and thereafter notice dated 16.02.2009 and 25.02.2009 (both through registered post).  Each time, copy of the notice was also sent to his Advocate, Sh. Subhash Namdev, the last one by registered post.  However, none has appeared.  He sated that examination of the Complainant is the starting point of the enquiry.  He has also presented letter dated 02.03.2009 as under :-



“In this regard Letter No. 294/S-R, 1/SPC, 1/SPC dt. 03.02.2009, 16.02.2009, 25.02.2009 were written under Registered cover but none appeared.  On verbal enquiry from the staff it was found that the said document was never received by this office and nor it was registered in this office.  There is no provision in law to receive the document except for Registration, so the document if received there must be some receipt with the applicant.  There is no evidence of presenting this document in this office.  So it is most humbly requested that this complaint may kindly be filed” 
2.

Sh. Pawan Kumar, Complainant as well as Sh. Subhash Namdev his lawyer had due and adequate notice of today’s hearing, since in addition being its on website, both parties were informed through notice dated 04.02.2009 while enclosing a copy of the order passed on 14.01.2009. Incidentally, the order was dictated in the presence of Sh. Manjinder Singh, Counsel for Sh. Pawan Kumar and the date of hearing was known to him also.  Yet they have chosen not to appear or to make any submission.  Again and again, the various authorities have reported that original complaint was not available (with the DC’s office and the Branch of the DC office) and that reply had already been given to Sh. Pawan Kumar.  Sh. Pawan Kumar, Complainant insisted on knowing the status of his complaint and action taken on it.  Now, the new Tehsildar had summoned the Complainant time and again to initiate an enquiry but, he and his counsel chose not to appear.  This is in spite of the fact that the PIO had not been asked to institute a fresh enquiry and to make another 
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investigation into his complaint.  It will not serve any end to keep this case pending.  


With this, the case is hereby disposed of.    








Sd- 
      (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


04.03. 2009

(LS)

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Smt. Anguri Devi,

# 20639, Street No. 26/2,

Ajit Road,

Bathinda.






--------Complainant







Vs. 

PIO O/o Education Secretary,

Punjab, 

Chandigarh.




 

 --------Respondent





       CC No- 1156-2008

Present :
Sh. Madan Lal for Complainant Smt. Anguri Devi.


Sh. Ram Singh APIO-cum Superintendent, Establishment 


Branch O/o DPI(S), Pb.


Sh. Amrik Singh Puri, Superintendent-II, Education 4 Branch 


for Secretary Education.
Order:


Full information as falls under the definition of ‘information’, ‘record’ and ‘right to information’ under RTI Act, 2005, definitions thereof has been provided to the Complainant.  It had been noted that my order dated 10.09.2008, that Sh. Rakesh Kumar, son of Smt. Anguri Devi, who had got appointment on compassionate grounds upon the death of her husband was being unduly harassed by the authorities at the DEO level, due to the case filed by her for payment of ex-gratia benefits to her.  The Civil Court at that time had awarded her 12% interest for the delayed payment and held that the amount should be recovered from the erring employees.  The payment was, however, made to her by the Department itself.  Her application was to bring to the notice of the authorities various problems which were being created in the field, probably at the behest of the employees who were to be taken to task under orders of the Court.  Sh. Amrik Singh Puri, Superintendent has summoned the officials from the office of the DEO, Bathinda and has facilitated the grant of ACP (9 years) service which was due to him and was not given to him due to his bad ACRs, by taking into account the facts mentioned in the RTI application, and has told them 
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to be careful in future and not to unduly harass said person.  Superintendent also informs me that an instruction has been sent in writing to all the DEOs/Schools that no teaching work should be assigned to Senior Laboratory Assistants (SLA) who were not qualified for this as had been done in the case of her son.  


With this, the case is hereby disposed of.    








Sd- 
  (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


04.03. 2009

(LS)

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Sh. Surinder Singh Maan,

Chamber No. 91,

District Court,

Fatehgarh Sahib,





--------Complainant







Vs. 

PIO O/o Principal Desh Bhagat,

Ayurvedic College (MGG), 

Sounti , Teh- Amloh,

District Fatehgarh Sahib.


 

 --------Respondent.





       CC No- 1158-2008  

Present :
None for the complainant.


Dr. Bhatnagar, representative of the Principal of the college. 

Order:


Shri Surinder Singh Mann is seeking information from the PIO/Principal, Desh Bhagat Ayurvedic College (M &M) Sounti, Teh. Amloh Distt. Fatehgarh Sahib, which in the hearing held on 12.11.08 claimed that it was a private institute not getting any Grant-in-aid from Government. He stated that the Bench of Er. Surinder Singh, SIC in the hearing on 11.9.08 held that the said college is a private institute and  not getting any Grant-in-aid from  Punjab Government. However, the representative of the said college has been asked to file an affidavit specifying the said college was not covered under the provisions of Section 2(h) of the RTI Act and also to state that no directions have been received from the DRME or AYUSH for appointing the PIO under the Act. The matter had been adjourned to 14.11.09 and then to 4.3.09 on the request of Dr. Bhatnagar, Principal of the said college for the same.
2.
Today,  Dr. Bhatnagar had appeared and filed an affidavit of Dr. Lavleen Kaur Ahuja, Principal of Desh Bhagat Ayurvedic College and Hospital, Sounti. However, this was found not to have been attested by any person and undated. As such the affidavit has been returned and Dr. Bhatnagar has promised to get the deficiencies removed and resubmit within two days. Accordingly,  Dr. 
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Bhatnagar has submitted the said affidavit on 5.3.2009 duly attested by Notary Public.

2. 
The Commission is satisfied that the said institute does not falls within the definition of Public Authority as defined in Section 2(h) of the RTI Act and thus is not subject to the jurisdiction of the State Information Commission.
With these observations, the case is hereby disposed of.








Sd- 
  (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


04.03. 2009

(Ptk)

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Sh. Piara Singh,

H.No. 95, Green Enclave,

Village Daun,

Tehsil Mohali

District Mohali. 





--------Complainant 







Vs. 

PIO O/o Director State Transport,

Punjab., Chd.


 


  ---------Respondent.





       CC No- 1265-2008  

Present :
Sh. Piara Singh, Complainant in person.



Sh. Satish Kumar, Senior Assistant O/o DST, Pb.

Order:


With reference to order dated 12.11.2008, the Director State Transport has filed a reply dated 27.02.2009 offering an explanation for various observations made by the Commission in its order.  The dealing hand Sh. Satish Kumar has also filed a reply in the form of an affidavit dated 03.03.2009 offering his explanation for the same.  Copies of both these letters have been provided to Sh. Piara Singh.  Since letters have been filed today during the hearing in the Commission and are being provided to the Complainant at the same time, it is only fair that the Complainant be given a chance and to consider whether he has any other submissions to make in the matter. He has been permitted to inspect the file of the office bearing no. 2/7/3/G-Admn-1 which is related the file presented today for the first time with the explanation.  In case, Sh. Piara Singh wants copies of any documents from that file for making his submissions, he may be permitted photo copies of the same.  



Adjourned to 29.04.2009. 








Sd- 
  (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


04.03. 2009

(LS)

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Sh. Jagat Singh,

# B-3/MCH/235,

Near Bahadurpur Chowk,

Post Office, Opp. Snatan,

Dharam Sanskrit College, 

Hoshiarpur. 







--------Complainant







Vs. 
PIO O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Hoshiarpur.  





           ---------Respondent.

CC No- 1277-2008
Present :
None for Complainant.


Sh. Gurnam Singh, APIO-cum-DRO for PIO.

Order:


The APIO-cum-DRO Sh. Gurnam Singh stated that full information on all 17 points as sought by Sh. Jagat Singh has been provided to him vide letter dated 03.03.2009 (covering letter) in which all earlier communications have also been mentioned.  The information has been supplied for all 16 points against due receipt from the Complainant. 
2.

It is also mentioned that information regarding point no. 2 still remains to be supplied in which the Complainant has asked for information in his RTI application as follows :-


“-------2.According to the above said Punjab Government order dated 26.09.2007 rent is payable to the Government from the date of possession of the applicant but ADC, Hoshiarpur vide his letter no. 200/DRA(M) dated 08.08.2008 addressed to Jasmeet Singh says that Rent from 1968-69 to 1988-89 has not been charged.  Kindly supply the correct information whether the reply of the ADC is correct or not, keeping in view the Punjab Government order dated 26.09.2007 cited above.”
3.

The APIO states that this matter has been referred to SDM, Dasua who is looking into the matter and after his report is received, the matter will be confirmed or otherwise to the Complainant. 
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4.

It is observed that information is required to be given which is held in the custody of the PIO and in form in which it is available.  In this particular case, the Complainant wants said information to be given as per a Government order dated 26.09.2007 cited by him, according to which Government rent is payable from the date of possession of the Complainant.  He, therefore, wants a computation of the dues of Sh. Jasmeet Singh to date.  (It is clarified by the APIO that he needs the dues payable by Sh. Sarup Singh which had earlier been provided to Sh. Jasmeet Singh).  He now wants to know whether the reply of the ADC given earlier is correct, or not, in view of the Government instructions.  
5.

It is observed that this demand does not lie within the RTI Act, 2005, under which ‘right to information’ has been clearly defined in Section 2(j) and ‘information’ in Section 2(f) and ‘record’ in Section 2(i) of the Act.  ‘Information’ concerns any material in any form which means that information sought should also be available and not have to be created afresh or require any action exercise, review etc. whereas in this case the matter is required to be processed.  Only copies of record already available can be given.  
6.

In this view of the matter, if Sh. Jagat Singh has any problem with the information earlier provided, which is in his opinion not in accordance with any instructions of the Government, he should make separate representation/complaint to the Competent Authority who will look into the matter and get the figure re-computed.  
7.

Sh. Jagat Singh had due and adequate notice of hearing to be held today.  In fact, he has never appeared till date in any of the hearings held by the Commission.  It is clear that he has nothing further to add.  A set of papers supplied to him has been placed on record of the Commission.  

With the observations made regarding point no. 2, the case is hereby disposed of.




Sd- 
  (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


04.03. 2009

(LS)

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Sh. Gurmej Singh,

Village Bhoure

PO Netaji Nagar,

Ludhiana.
  





--------Complainant 







Vs. 

PIO O/o Principal Secretary,

Financial Commissioner,

Development, Pb. Chd. 
 



  ---------Respondent.





       CC No- 1313-2008 : 
Present :
Gurmej Singh, complainant in person.


Sh. J.K.Dikshit, PIO-cum-GM, Punjab State Seeds Corpn.

Order:

The complaint of Sh. Gurmej Singh dated 9/10.6.08 in respect of his application under RTI dated 22.4.08 made to the address of PIO, O/O Principal Secretary/Financial Commissioner Dev. Punjab was considered by the Commission in the hearing held on 23.9.08, 19.11.08 and 14.1.09 involving the payments due to Sh. Gurmej Singh, Sr. Asstt. Sales and Stores, including Leave Encashment, arrears of Pay (both revised and unrevised), Suspension Allowance, Proficiency step up, DA arrears bonus etc. Unfortunately Shri Gurmej Singh was employee of the erstwhile Punjab Land Development and Reclamation Corporation Ltd., which had been closed by the Punjab Government in 2003 and handed over only for residual functions first to the Punjab Agro Industries Corporation and thereafter to the Punjab State Seeds Corporation. The application of Shri Gurmej Singh pertains seeks information regarding these payments and the status thereof for the period from  8/92 onwards.  
2.

The Corporation had taken the plea that the accounts of the said Corporation had not been finalized and were in arrears from 1986 onwards and therefore, the amount could not be paid out until they were finalized. Moreover, the record of erstwhile Corporation was dumped in store rooms at different places in the State and no staff was available to locate the record from the bundles. 
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3.

However, directions were passed by the Commission to resolve the issue in its order dated 23.09.2008, 19.11.2008 and 14.01.2009 from time to time.  
4.

Sh. J.K.Dikshit, presently PIO, also holding the charge of Administration and Finance in the Punjab State Seeds Corporation and as such also acting on behalf of the Successor Corporation had taken great pains and made personal efforts by setting up a team of officials, aided by Sh. Gurmej Singh, Complainant to shift through and scour the records to locate the relevant registers and entries of the different purposes from 92 to 2003 when the Corporation was closed. Now, according to the report of Shri Dikshit, Manager Finance and Administration, with the approval of the Managing Director, Punjab Land Dev,  and Reclamation Corporation, it has agreed to release the following dues:-
1.
Back Wages 20-01-92 to 27.4.98

1,43,558

2. 
Suspension Allowance 4/92 to 1/93
      2,369

3.
Balance Salary Jan. 03 to 30.11.03
  22,672

4.
Proficiency Step-up



   12,377

5.
Arrears of Salary 1.4.2000-31.7.01
   56,053

6.
D.A. Arrear 1.4.03 to 41.08.03

     2,208


Total:




2,39,237
These are to be released to him upon the submission of Indemnity Bond as per the suggestion of the Commission, which has been accepted. Shri Dikshit has also separately sent a letter dated 14.1.09 in which he had stated that full information has been given to the Complainant and copy of the statement provided has been placed on the record of the Commission.

5.
However, information regarding payment of bonus and suspension allowance of Rs. 5616 could not be supplied to him as the same could not be traced in the office. Moreover Shri Gurmej Singh was also not sure as to which year this information of bonus relates to. However, Sh. J.K.Dikshit stated  that there should be no problem in releasing the suspension allowance also, which 
CC No- 1313-2008 








-3-

will be done very soon. With this, full information has been supplied to Sh. Gurmej Singh. 
6.

The Commission would like to place its appreciation of the perseverance and strenuous efforts on the part of Sh. J.K.Dikshit, PIO, without whose cooperation it could not have been possible. A copy of this order should be placed on the personal record of the PIO.
With this, the case is hereby disposed of.








Sd- 
  (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


04.03. 2009

(Ptk)

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. N.S.Brar, Chief Engineer,

PWD B& R, Punjab,

Patiala.







......Complainant






Vs.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Addl. Secretary to Govt.,Punjab.

Deptt. of Vigilance, Punjab Mini Sectt.,

Sector 9, Chandigarh.





.....Respondent
CC No-1333-of 2008

Present :
None for Complainant.


Smt. Kiran Prabha Sood, APIO-cum-Superintendent, Vigilance 


Branch for PIO.

Order:


One more opportunity is given to Sh. Bhavuk Aggarwal to file an affidavit in accordance with the directions given in para 3 of order dated 14.01.2009 being last opportunity. Adjournment application dated 04.03.2009 has been received from the Counsel stating that his father is not well and, therefore, he cannot come to argue the case.  Adjournment is granted. 

2.

The affidavit should be filed at least 10 days before the next date of hearing in the Commission and a copy thereof should also be delivered on the same time to the PIO.  In case, no affidavit is filed within time granted, this case will be disposed of on the next date of hearing as there is no reason to continue it further.  


Adjourned to 29.04.2009. 








Sd- 
  (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


04.03. 2009

(LS)

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Sh. Subhash Namdev,

S/o Sh. Des Raj

R/o J-558/64,

BRS Nagar, Ludhiana




--------Complainant







Vs. 

PIO/O Deputy Commissioner,

Ludhiana. 



&

PIO/O SDM(East), Ludhiana


&

PIO/O SDM(West), Ludhiana



  ---------Respondent.




       CC No- 1670-2008  

Present :
None for the complainant.


Non for the PIO.

Order:


With reference to the order passed by the Commission during the last hearing on 11.11.08, the Commission has been made aware in the reply of another case that the office of the Sub Registrar (West) was subject to a Vigilance raid in the month of Sept.,2008 during which the entire staff from Tehsildar, down to Security persons on duty were all arrested.  The affairs of the said Sub Registrar’s  office were in  limbo due to the aftermath of the events. The new Tehsildar has been posted only in the month of December, 2008.
2.
In view of the above facts the SDM (West) may permit Sh. Subhash Namdev to inspect the register containing sale deeds for the years 2006 and 2007. He may be permitted to take notes and to see for himself whether any of them are based upon TSI forms as ownership proof. Similarly, he may give list of the sale deeds of which he wants photocopies which have been registered on TSI forms. In case he wants certified copies, he should apply to the Copying Branch with due fee as per schedule laid down by the Department of Revenue. But he may be allowed to take notes and photocopies (not certified) of the selected registries based on TSI forms under the RTI Act. For this the Tehsildar 
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may contact him and fix up any time suitable to him for the said inspection. The State Information Commission is keen that transparency be maintained in the office and at the same time the concerned citizen should also put in some time and be ready to find the cases he is looking for instead of leaving the task to the PIO only. With these directions to the PIO, the case is hereby disposed of.


Sd- 
  (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


04.03. 2009

(Ptk)

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Sh. B.K.Verma,

# 2, Preet Nagar,

Amloh Road, Khanna.(Ludhiana)


--------Complainant







Vs. 

PIO, O/O,Executive Officer,

M.C.Khanna, Distt. Ludhiana.



____   Respondent.





CC No-1825-2008

Present :
None for Complainant.


Sh. Mohan Lal, APIO-cum-Head Draftsman on behalf of PIO.
Order:


Sh. Mohan Lal states that the then EO Sh. Jagjit Singh Judge has been transferred from Khanna to Nabha on 4th February and in his place Sh. Ranbir has pointed as EO on 11.02.2009, therefore, he has not brought any reply in writing and neither has the then EO given any reply to show case notice under Section 20(1) of the Act for supplying misleading information not based on record to the Commission in hearing dated 14.01.2009.  
2.

It is observed that show cause notice was issued to the then PIO-cum-EO, M.C., Khanna for providing the misleading reply, and his transfer from that post does not rid him of the obligation to provide the reasons, if any, for his act of providing a false reply, particularly when he had been given adequate time of months for the same.  The new EO also had adequate time to send a communication, since he is now the PIO and may now give the correct reply, in addition to filing the reply of the previous EO in terms of order dated 14.01.2009.  No further opportunity will be given. 


Adjourned to 01.04.2009.  








Sd- 
  (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


04.03. 2009

(LS)
