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

Sh. Maninder Pal,

S/o Sh. Piara Lal, 

Village Kandhwala Amarkot,

Tehsil Abohar,

District Ferozepur.  




--------Complainant 







Vs. 

PIO O/o Director, Public Instructions (S), 
Pb, SCO-95-97, Sector 17, 
Chandigarh.


 



  ---------Respondent.





       CC No- 1327-2008
Present:
None for Complainant.



Sh. J.S.Khatra, the then PIO/DPI(S), now Dir. NCERT.



Sh. Jagjeet Singh Sidhu, PIO in person.



Sh. Mohan Singh, APIO-cum-Superintendent.  



Sh. Yoginder Dutt, APIO-cum-Superintendent. 
ORDER:


In pursuance of order dated 22.09.2009, Sh J.S.Khatra, the then DPI(S) has filed letter dated 26.10.2009 addressed to the State Information Commission (hearing had been adjourned to 26.10.2009 which could not be held on that date and the case adjourned for today).  In so far as Sh. J.S.Khatra is concerned, he has filed the detailed information.  However, he has not sent any copy of the same to the PIO, who on the basis of this reply is to supply the information to Sh. Maninder Pal, Complainant under the RTI Act, 2005.  The information has not yet been supplied to Sh. Maninder Pal, Complainant and his receipt has not been supplied to the Commission.    The information is to be supplied to Sh. Maninder Pal, Complainant within a week under due receipt.   
2.
PIO should file a list of dates and events in this case in order that the delay in this case in so far as it concerns the PIO’s posted from time to time, after Mrs. Surjit Kaur demitted the responsibility of PIO may be determined for purpose of penalty. 

3.

As for the penalty of Rs. 25,000/- imposed upon Smt. Surjit Kaur vide order dated 1.06.2009, she had produced a  stay received from Hon’ble 
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High Court. After filing of the full papers of the High Court by her,  it is seen that stay of the High Court does not relate to the present case and no stay has been given by the Hon’ble High Court in the present matter, as has been seen from the copies of the annexures now filed by her. Since,  the order of the High Court is not germane to the present case,  penalty of Rs. 25000/- imposed  upon her is required to be deposited by her.   The 0nus remains on her to show that an enquiry has been duly  held which has established that  she is not responsible. This matter is for the Competent Authority in the Directorate to determine which is to approach the Commission with results of any enquiry fixing responsibility for the said lapses. Thereafter it will be seen whether the amount or any portion thereof needs to be paid by any other person  under the Right to Information Act, 2005. As long as that is not done, the orders stand  
Adjourned to 18.11.2009.
 





Sd- 
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


11.11. 2009  
(LS)

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

Sh. Ram Singh, 

S/o Sh. Santa Singh,

Village & PO Kadma,

Tehsil & District Ferozepur.  



--------Complainant







Vs. 

PIO, O/o Superintending Engineer,

Mechanical Circle, PWD(B&R),

Patiala. 






--------Respondent 






CC No-1639-2009 
Present:
Sh. Ram Singh, Complainant in person.



Sh. Bhajan Lal, SDO for PIO.  


Smt. Jaswinder Kaur, Senior Assistant for PIO.

ORDER:


No reply has been filed in respect of order dated 23.09.2009 regarding locating of reference NO. 2/269/90-ES3(2)5044 dated 19.12.90 diarized at dispatch No. 486 dated 21.12.90 in the register of Secretaries office.  However, this letter pertains to Sh. Ram Singh, Complainant which is very clear from the affidavit filed by the Department in the Civil Writ petition no. 85101 of 1993 para 10 thereof.  In addition to other records, the records of the Departmental Selection Committee of that time which interviewed Sh. Ram Singh, Complainant (as a result of his civil writ petition) and others should be located as these papers and perhaps even the internal recommendation of Sh. Ram Singh, Complainant by the Additional Deputy Commissioner, may be available on that file.  
2.

Meanwhile, Sh. Ram Singh, Complainant has filed a complaint dated 03.10.2009 to the Chief Information Commission asking for an enquiry into the affidavit filed by XEN that the said letter has not been received and the conflicting affidavit file by himself (Sh. Ram Singh, Complainant) expressing his conviction that the letter has been received.  I am of the view that this matter regarding affidavits cannot be sorted out on the basis of assertions since the record has not been located and best efforts are on to make some head way.  The undersigned is of the view that 
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enquiry are not possible into such conflicting affidavits at the level of the Commission. This enquiry between two warring parties of the PIO and Sh. Ram Singh, Complainant could be conducted later by the Executive after this case is finally disposed of by providing all such record as is available. 
3.
However, since Sh. Ram Singh, Complainant made a complaint dated 03.10.2009, the undersigned has no problem in case this case is transferred to any other Bench for such action as may be considered. After issue of the orders of the present hearing, the case should be sent to the Chief Information Commissioner for such orders as may be deemed fit.    


  






Sd- 
 (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


11.11. 2009  
(LS)

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

Sh. Ram Singh, 

S/o Sh. Santa Singh,

Village & PO Kadma,

Tehsil & District Ferozepur.  



--------Complainant







Vs. 

PIO, O/o Chief Engineer,

PWD(B&R), Patiala.




--------Respondent 






CC No-2787-2009  
Present:
Sh. Ram Singh, Complainant in person.



Smt. Jaswinder Kaur, Senior Assistant for PIO.

ORDER:


With reference to the complaint dated 23.09.2009 of Sh. Ram Singh, Complainant in respect of his RTI application dated 28.07.2009 made to the address of PIO/Chief Engineer, PWD (B&R), Patiala, was considered in the hearing today in presence of both the parties.  Smt. Jaswinder Kaur, Senior Assistant has supplied a copy of the said affidavit filed by the department in CWP No. 8510 of 1993 decided on 15.10.1993 to Sh. Ram Singh, Complainant today during the hearing.    


With this, the case is hereby disposed of.









Sd-
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


11.11. 2009  
(LS)

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

Sh. Ram Singh, 

S/o Sh. Santa Singh,

Village & PO Kadma,

Tehsil & District Ferozepur.  



--------Complainant







Vs. 

PIO, O/o Chief Engineer,

PWD(B&R), Patiala.




--------Respondent 






CC No-2787-A/2009   

Present:
Sh. Ram Singh, Complainant in person.



Smt. Jaswinder Kaur, Senior Assistant for PIO.

ORDER:


Sh. Ram Singh, Complainant’s complaint dated 23.09.2009 with respect to his RTI application dated 15.07.2009 made to the address of Chief Engineer, PWD (B&R), Patiala was considered in the presence of both the parties. Smt. Jaswinder Kaur, Senior Assistant has explained that Sh. Ram Singh, Complainant has asked for copies of noting and communications of back 17 years back and it will take some time since he has not given any details of the authorities to whom these letters have been addressed by the Secretariat.  These communications would be found on the files of the Chief Engineer, PWD, B&R only if they have been addressed to that office and would rather be available in the Secretariat. 
2.

Sh. Ram Singh, Complainant was asked the source of his quoting the specific numbers and whether he had copies of any documents he has provided photo stat copy of one, however, he appears to have given a number and date based on guesswork since the date in the copy carried by him is not clear. Anyway a copy has been provided to Smt. Jaswinder Kaur, Senior Assistant.  Sh. Ram Singh, Complainant states that he has also got a copy of letter dated 23.12.1993 but it is not in good shape.  Whatever he has in his possession, he should show to the concerned PIO so that it may aid them in tracing out the letter. It is for Sh. Ram Singh, Complainant to given as many clues and hints regarding the papers sought by him to the PIO’s office as possible in his own interest.  PIO is hereby asked to make all 
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possible efforts to search for these two letters, as well as the file and noting of the Selection Committee which interviewed Sh. Ram Singh, Complainant as per details given.  

2.

Since, the complaint case contains two separate complaints about two RTI applications; the second case has been given the number CC-2787-A/2009.  The registry may also be informed.  



Adjourned to 14.01.2010.
       







Sd- 
 (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


11.11. 2009  

(LS)
CC :
Copy to the Deputy Registrar, O/o State Information Commission, Pb. for para 2.   

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

Sh. Dhanwant Singh,



PIO, O/O Director Public 

S/o Sh. Jarnail Singh,



Instructions (SS)

H.No. 1/1169, Teacher’s Colony,        Vs
SCO 95-97, Sector 17-D 

Zira Road, Moga-142001,



Chandigarh. 

Pb.



&

Sh. Sukhchain Singh,



PIO, O/O Education Secretary,

S/o S. Major Singh,



Punjab, Chandigarh.  

B/s Gill Garden Nursery,


Vs. 

ASR Road, V&PO Landhe Ke

District & Tehsil Moga-142001.

 

CC No-2028 -2008 & CC No-2029 -2008
Present:
Sh. Sukhchain Singh, Complainant in person and also for Sh. 


Dhanwant Singh.  


Sh. Jagjeet Singh Sidhu, PIO in person.



Sh. Mohan Singh, APIO-cum-Superintendent.  



Sh. Yoginder Dutt, APIO-cum-Superintendent. 
ORDER:


Sh. Sukhchain Singh, Complainant has appeared on behalf of himself and Dhanwant Singh and stated that full information has been provided to him not only with respect to his RTI application but copies of all other selection lists male, and female as a result of scrutiny one and two pertaining to selections made in pursuance of the advertisements dated 1st and 2nd October, 2006 conducted by C DAC have been provided to him.  He is completely satisfied.  He has also requested that no punitive action be taken against any official concerned, since he information supplied is for beyond what had been asked for by him.    
2.

As a result of this, show cause notice for delay or for any other default issued to any of the officers is hereby dropped.  
3.

PIO is hereby directed to place on record of the Commission, full set of papers provided to Sh. Sukhchain Singh, Complainant and Sh. Dhanwant Singh, Complainant with a covering letter giving reference to the number and date of the RTI applications and containing an index with details of the  
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documents being given, duly page marked and attested. The receipt of Sh. Sukhchain Singh, Complainant and Sh. Dhanwant Singh, Complainant should be taken on the face of that covering letter and copy of that should also be provided for the record of the Commission so that the case can be closed.
4.

DPI is hereby directed to place this full record on the site of the Education Department and of the DPI, if any, as required under Section 4(2) of the Act.  These are lists which are recommended to the Government for appointment in various categories/subjects in various categories.  When this material is put on the website, it is hoped that number of RTI applications in this regard which are coming to the DPI/complaints before the Commission will be reduced to nil. 

5.

Sh. Jagjeet Singh Sidhu, PIO has asked for one week adjournment for supplying full set of papers as per the directions to the Commission.   Adjourned to 18.11.2009. 








Sd- 
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


11.11. 2009 
(LS)
Copy forwarded to Mrs. Surjit Kaur, DEO(S) Mohali fo her information. 
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Kumari Promila,

W/o Sh. Subhash Chander,

R/o W.No. 170, Main Bazar,

Basti Danishmandaan,

Jalandhar. 





--------Complainant  







Vs. 

PIO, O/O Deputy Commissioner, 

Jalandhar.





____   Respondent 






CC No-1234 -2009   

Present:
Kumari Promila, Complainant in person.


Smt. Brajesh Kaur, PIO-cum-District Programmer in person.
ORDER:


With reference to order dated 11.09.2009, Smt. Brajesh Kaur, PIO states that vide registered letter dated 22.09.2009, information has been supplied to her on all points where available.  She has produced a photo copy of the communication as well as photo copy of the dispatch register and proof of registry from the post office for the record of the Commission which have been placed on the record of the Commission.  Kumari Promila, Complainant has confirmed the receipt of this letter.  This letter gives information which had been pointed out as deficient by Kumari Promila, Complainant as detailed in para 4 of order of the Commission dated 09.09.2009.  Information has been supplied regarding joining report of Smt. Suman Bala at Basti Danishmanda as per item number 2(iv). With respect to item no. 1 (iv), the said instructions of 1983-85 have not become available even from the office of the Director Social Welfare upon written reference to that office.  Regarding item number 2(i), 2(ii) and 2(iii), PIO has stated that all information available of the selection record of Smt. Kirandeep Kaur has already been seen by Kumari Promila, Complainant when she was given an opportunity by the Commission to examine the original file and she had 
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stated that she did not want any further copies from that.  Other than what has been supplied and what has been inspected no further documents are available in that office. According to Kumari Promila, Complainant certain papers should have formed part of the selection procedure but are not available on a file, thus leading to the conclusion that proper verification had not been carried out at the time of appointment of Smt. Kirandeep.  This is a matter to urge in a complaint to the Executive.  Under RTI no paper can be provided which is not on record.  
2.

For the explanation/comments from the PIO asked in terms of para 4 to 6 of order dated 11.09.2009 and for para 5 of order dated 09.09.2009, she has requested for some more time which is given.   
3.

Smt. Brajesh Kaur, PIO has given Rs. 500/- to Kumari Promila, Complainant as per order dated 09.09.2009, receipt of which has been placed on the record of the Commission.    


Adjourned to 09.12.2009.  
 







Sd- 
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


11.11. 2009  

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

Sh. Ajay Kumar 
S/O Sh. Raj Kumar,

Teacher Colony, 
Maur Mandi, Distt. Bathinda.



--------Complainant







Vs. 

PIO, O/O. Nagar Council, Maur, Distt. 

Bathinda.






--------Respondent






CC No1930-A-2009 
Present:
None for the complainant.



None for the PIO.

ORDER:


In pursuance of letter of the Commission dated 17.9.09, the complainant has sent a letter dated 21.10.09 in which  he has stated that receipt/acknowledgement of the RTI application is available on the face of the RTI application supplied to the Commission where a Clerk of the office of Municipal Council Maur has placed his signatures and date in token of receipt. I am satisfied that the application has been received in the office of MC Maur. However, on his part, the PIO has not sent any information whatsoever except letter dated 14.9.09  stating that he would not be able to appear on 15.9.09 due to ill health. Now another letter dated 22.9.09 has been received, in which he stated that the notice of changing of date of hearing from 15.9.09 to 17.9.09 had been received by him only on 22.9.09. He therefore requested for a fresh date. However, thereafter order dated 17.9.09 were sent to both the parties vide covering letter dated 7.10.09 and in this covering letter next date of hearing has been clearly mentioned as 11.11.2009.

2.
Today, neither party is present. However, the applicant has already stated  his case in his complaint and thereafter through fax dated 20,.10.09 followed by letter dated 21.10.09. It is also noted that the complainant had very much endorsed a copy of his letter to the PIO/EO, MC Maur Mandi. However, a copy of the complaint  dated 21.10.09  should be sent to the PIO once again with today’s order.  The PIO is not present in person, nor through any representative, neither 
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has he sent a set of papers supplied to the complaint along with due receipt,  nor has sent any communication  stating why it has not been possible for him to supply the said information. 
3.
The PIO is hereby issued notice under Section 20(1) to show cause why penalty as prescribed therein be not imposed upon him @ Rs. 250/- per day subject to the maximum of Rs. 25,000/- for non supply of/delay in providing the information.  He is required to given his reply in writing.   
4.
The PIO is also hereby given an opportunity for personal hearing under Section 20(1) proviso thereto, before imposing the penalty on the next date of hearing.  

5.
The PIO may note that in case he does not submit his reply to the show cause notice in writing, and also does not avail himself of the opportunity of personal hearing on the next date of hearing, the Commission shall go ahead and decide the case ex-parte, on merits, in accordance with the provisions of the Right to Information Act, 2005.

6.

The PIO is hereby directed to immediately supply the information to the Complainant.  The information is required to be supplied to the Complainant, with a covering letter addressed to the Complainant, giving reference of the number and date of the RTI application, and containing an index of documents being supplied duly page-marked and attested.  The receipt of the Complainant is required to be taken on the face of the covering letter, and copy of that letter/proof of registry is required to be placed on the record of the Commission.  

Adjourned to 9.12.2009.










Sd-
 (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


11.11. 2009  

(Ptk)

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

Sh. Surinder Pal, S/O Sh. Pritam Singh,

# 511, Phase 2, Goindwal Sahib,

Distt. Tarn Taran.






--------Appellant 







Vs. 
PIO, O/O. . Punjab Small Industries & Export Corpn. Ltd., 

Udyog Bhawan,  18 Himalaya Marg, 

Sector 17-A, Chandigarh



& 


M.D.-cum-Appellate Authority, 
Punjab Small Industries & Export Corpn. Ltd.

Udyog Bhawan, 18-Himalaya Marg, 
Sector 17-A,Chandigarh. 




--------Respondent






AC No-463-2009 
Present:
None for the Appellant. 


Sh. G.S.Sandhu, APIO-cum-Manager Legal, O/O PSIEC.



Shri M.K.Beetal, Section Officer, O/O PSIEC.
ORDER:


The Second Appeal of Sh. Surinder Singh S/O Sh. Pritam Singh dated 8.7.09 was considered in respect of his RTI application dated  16.3.09 and First Appeal  dated 25.5.09 by the Commission in its hearing dated 17.9.09. The detailed orders were passed and the case was adjourned to 11.11.09 for compliance. The order was passed after taking note of the fact that the PIO has supplied information containing 29 pages to the Appellant vide letter dated 18.8.09 free of cost. A copy of the letter vide which the information was sent and a set of papers supplied was placed on the record of the Commission.

2.
In the meantime, another letter dated 17.9.09 received in the Commission on  6.10.09 has been received from the Appellant  stating the deficiencies in the information supplied.  However, I find that no copy has been endorsed by the appellant to the PIO, which is not in order. Any application made by any of the parties, a copy of which is not supplied to the opposite   
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party, only adds to the delay. This time, this omission is made by the Appellant. A copy of the same has been supplied to the PIO today. He has been asked to remove the deficiencies strictly in accordance with the original RTI application and to file the compliance report in this case latest by 6th January, 2010. 

Adjourned to 06.01.2010.  



Sd-   

(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


11.11. 2009   
(Ptk)

The above orders are also applicable in the following cases, being exactly similar in nature :-  
	1
	AC-447/2009
	Sh. Jaswant Singh   Vs  PSIEC, Sector 17, Chd.  

	2
	AC-454/2009
	Sh. Harbhajan Singh      Vs PSIEC 

	3
	AC-455/2009
	Smt. Harjit Kaur      Taran Taran  Vs

PIO/Small Industries & Export Corp. Ltd. Sector 17-A, Chd.

	4
	AC-456/2009
	Sh. Kashmir Singh      Taran Taran  Vs

PIO/Small Industries & Export Corp. Ltd. Sector 17-A, Chd.

	5
	AC-457/2009
	Sh. Jaswant Singh      Taran Taran  Vs

PIO/Small Industries & Export Corp. Ltd. Sector 17-A, Chd. 

	6
	AC-458/2009
	Smt. Harpal Kaur      Taran Taran  Vs  PSIEC

	7
	AC-459/2009
	Smt. Sarbjit Kaur       Taran Taran  Vs 

PIO/Small Industries & Export Corp. Ltd. Sector 17-A, Chd.

	8
	AC-460/2009
	Sh. Jasbir Singh      Taran Taran  Vs

PIO/Small Industries & Export Corp. Ltd. Sector 17-A, Chd.

	9
	AC-461/2009 
	Sh. Charanjeet Singh      Taran Taran  Vs

PIO/Small Industries & Export Corp. Ltd. Sector 17-A, Chd. 

	10
	AC-462/2009
	Smt. Sukhjit Kaur         Taran Taran  Vs

PIO/Small Industries & Export Corp. Ltd. Sector 17-A, Chd.

	11
	AC-464/2009
	Sh. Amarjit Singh      Taran Taran  Vs 

PIO/Small Industries & Export Corp. Ltd. Sector 17-A, Chd.

	12
	AC-465/2009
	Sh. Sarbjeet Singh      Taran Taran  Vs

PIO/Small Industries & Export Corp. Ltd. Sector 17-A, Chd.

	13
	AC-477/2009
	Sh. Atma Singh       Taran Taran    Vs

PSIEC, Sector 17, Chd.

	14
	AC-494/2009 
	Sh. Tehal Singh      Taran Taran    Vs

PIO/PSIEC, Ludhiana 

	15
	AC-630/69
	Amarjit Singh Vs MD, PSIEC  

	16.
	AC-540/2009 
	Sh. Hardeep Singh Vs PSIEC. (already disposed of)

	17
	AC-541/2009 
	Sh. Jaspal Singh  Vs PSIEC (already disposed of) 











Sd-   
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


11.11. 2009   
