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 :
Sh. Rajinder Pal, brother of Sh. Maninder Pal, 




Complainant.





Smt. Surjit Kaur, PIO-cum-Assistant Director Admn. 



(Recruitment) in person. 

Sh. Yoginder Dutt, APIO-cum-Superintendent for PIO.

Order:



The complaint of Sh Maninder Pal, Complainant dated 23.06.2008 with reference to his RTI application dated 20.05.2008 made to the address of PIO/DPI(S), Pb. Has been considered on 21.10.2008, 10.12.2008, 28.01.2009, 15.04.2009, 01.06.2009 and the date was adjourned to 01.07.2009.  On 01.07.2009, no information was supplied neither did any person for the PIO nor was the compensation paid. The detailed orders passed once again and the case was adjourned to 16.07.2009 in which it was ordered that concerned with the order of Sh. Jagtar Singh Khatra based in pursuance to the Civil Writ of Sh. Maninder Pal should be produced in original in the Commission as that order was passed on the basis of the revised merit list and the revised merit list be surely available on that file.  The original file was produced by the APIO-cum-Superintendent. He states that a study of file shows that there is no such Revised Merit list available on that file for reference purposes, on the basis of which the speaking order was passed, in which names of persons who have further qualified for appointment, and those already appointed, who have to be terminated in their place, have been discussed. The Superintendent is hereby directed to make index of the said file and file is ordered to be taken 
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into the custody of the Commission.  
2.

Thereafter, the matter was adjourned for some time to enable the APIO to get the said revised merit list which he said was in the office.  When the case was reheard, he produced a merit list without any authentication, or covering letter certifying whether this is the original merit list which was published in the newspaper in December, 2006, or the one which has been submitted by the C-DAC after inviting objections, scrutinizing the objections, and finalizing the merit list. Without that, it is just a bound book of papers which are neither page marked nor they are attested by any person to be authentic.  Papers which have been given today in unattested form have been taken on record. A set of the same papers has also been provided to Sh. Rajinder Pal, brother of Sh. Maninder Pal, Complainant.  

3.

Since the Revised Merit list was mentioned clearly in the order of Sh. Jagtar Singh Khatra, the then DPI(S), in his order dated 03.07.2008 in which names of eight persons (five of them named) have been discussed alongwith their merit position etc., the PIO should also bring out clearly where these names are in the merit list being supplied to Complainant/Commission today. If these names are not there, then the Actual Revised Merit list referred to in that order should be produced without fail and the relevant names duly referenced. IN CASE THERE IS NO SUCH REVISED MERIT LIST ON THE RECORD, IT MAY SO STATED so that the complainant may be in a position to make a complaint to the Competent Authority and/or file Contempt of Court.  
4.

A copy of this order should be endorsed to Sh. Jagtar Singh Khatra, the then DPI(S), Punjab since the said speaking order was passed by him.  Copy of this order should be sent by name to the DPI also. 
5.

The amount of Rs. 1000/- required to be paid to Complainant as compensation, for his many fruitless visits to Chandigarh, to seek information applied for by him more than a year ago, has been paid to him during the 
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hearing. The receipt from the representative of the Complainant has been placed on the record of the Commission.  



Adjourned to 03.09.2009. 
Sd/-
 (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


16.07. 2009 

(LS)

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

Sh. Ajeet Singh,S/o Babu Singh,

Village & PO Rampur Sainian,

Tehsil Dera Bassi,

District  Mohali.






--------Complainant 







Vs. 

PIO O/o Divisional Commissioner,

Patiala Divisional, Patiala.  



 




         ---------Respondent.

CC No- 1645-2008
Present :
Sh. Ajeet Singh, Complainant in person.





Smt. Mohini Arora, Superintendent-cum-APIO for PIO. 



Sh. Mahi Pal Sharma, Clerk O/o SDM, Derabassi.  

Order:



A letter dated 15.07.2009 has been received from PIO/SDM, Derabassi, stating that today is the last date for receiving nominations for the vacant seat of Banur Bye Elections for the Assembly.  It is also stated that the Chief Minister is due to visit Derabassi.  In view of the letter presented by Sh. Mahi Pal Sharma, Clerk on behalf of the PIO, the case is hereby adjourned to 03.09.2009. 
2.

In his statement Sh. N.S.Sangha has clearly stated that fact finding enquiry was conducted by him although the report could not be written.  The papers (statements etc.) taken in the fact-finding enquiry should be located, as they should either be available with the mutation or should be available separately and should, therefore, be produced on 03.09.2009. 
3.

It has been pointed out by Sh. Ajeet Singh, Complainant that papers sent vide forwarding letter mentioned in the clarification dated 14.07.2009 by Sh. N.S.Sangha vide which the said mutation was sent to the Deputy Commissioner for necessary action, should be supplied.  


Adjourned to 03.09.2009 at 11.30 AM in chamber.








Sd-

 (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


16.07. 2009 

(LS)

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

Sh. Mukhtiar Singh,

S/o Sh. Bhagwan Singh,

Village Paliwala PO Aminganj,

(Mandi Roda Wali)

Teh. Jalalabad (W) 152024,

District Ferozepur (Pb).





--------Complainant. 







Vs. 

PIO/O Sub Divisional Magistrate,

Jalalabad (W),

District Ferozepur.







& 

Sh. Surinder Pal Singh,

SDO, PSEB, Sub Urban,

Sub Division, Fazilka.




         ---------Respondent.





       CC No- 1697-2008 

Present:
 Sh. Mukhtiar Singh, Complainant in person.


Sh. Saurabh, Counsel for Complainant.   


Sh. Surinder Pal Singh, SDO, PSEB, Sub Urban, Sub Division, 


Fazilka.


Sh. Yashpal Puri, Advocate for Sh. Surinder Pal Singh, SDO.
ORDER:



Sh. Jasdeep Singh Aulakh, the then PIO-cum-SDM who conducted the Panchayat Elections appeared and requested that he may be excused from attending the hearing due to some urgent official work and presented the order of the Election Commission, Punjab no. 4805-48 dated 24.10.2007, whereby certain officials had been designated for duties in terms of Section 5 of the Right to Information Act, 2005.  The said copy has been placed on the record and his presence was excused. 
2.

In pursuance of the order passed on the last date of hearing on 30.06.2009, Sh. Surinder Pal Singh the then Returning Officer-cum-SDO who conducted the Panchayat Elections at Paliwala has produced the full record consisting of individual files of each of the remaining 28 candidates for the post of Panch, alongwith the common file of Panchayat Elections at Paliwala, (the 29th 
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file which was the individual file of Sh. Mukhtiar Singh is already in custody of the Commission in original).  All these files, including the file in the custody of the Commission were permitted to be inspected in full by Sh. Mukhtiar Singh, Complainant and his Counsel, whereafter, the Counsel asked for complete attested photostat of the file of Smt. Ranjit Kaur candidate, common file of the village, as well as that of Sh. Mukhtiar Singh, Complainant (which is in the custody of the Commission).  These have been provided to him duly attested by Sh. Surinder Pal Singh, SDO who was carrying the seal of the office.  With this, the complete information asked for by the Complainant has since been provided to him.  Counsel for Complainant stated that there was no “dummy ballot paper” available on the common file.  In an earlier communication, the Respondent had already placed on record a detailed clarification of the official stand regarding the “dummy ballot paper” based upon the record, regarding the claim of Sh. Mukhtiar Singh, Complainant. 
3.

Sh. Surinder Pal Singh, SDO has delivered the “jhola” back to Sh. Mukhtiar Singh, who has also confirmed that he has received his ‘Jhola bag’ alongwith the contents and given receipt for the same.  
4.

The original file in the custody of the Commission is hereby directed to be returned to Sh. Surinder Pal Singh, SDO against due receipt and photo stat of the same may be got attested and retained in our record. 
5.

As regard the show cause notice issued in the hearing on 15.04.2009 under Section 20(1) and Section 20(1) proviso thereto issued to Sh. Surinder Pal Singh, the then Retuning Officer as well as to the PIO-cum-SDM (who was not only the Sub Division Electoral but was also officer who received the RTI application), the reply of Sh. Surinder Pal Singh was filed on 12.05.2009 and by the SDM on 30.06.2009.  The notice had been issued for the great delay caused, as well as for giving a misleading and false reply, not based or borne out by the record.   
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6.

Today, Complainant Sh. Mukhtiar Singh produced copies of certain communications made by him at that time with different authorities on the next date after the election on 16.05.2008 addressed to Deputy Commissioner, one addressed to the Election Commission, sent by fax, which can faintly be seen as dated 28.05.2008 etc. which he had been asked to produce a couple of hearings ago.  
7.

Now, armed with whatever information he has been in a position to get through the Right to Information Act, 2005, Complainant is advised to approach the Competent Authority in the Administration, in the State Election Commission or in the Civil Courts, as may be advised.  Papers now being produced by him as proof that he had at the earliest opportunity approached the said Executive Authority, in which he has asked that the said elctions be declared null and void /the Election re-held, should now be produced before the relevant authority for redressal of his grievances. The scope of the Right to Information Act, 2005, ends with the supply of full information.  It is entirely the option of Sh. Mukhtiar Singh, if he so wishes.  

8.

As of now the matter regarding culpability of the PIO/officials in respect of the late supply etc. remains to be considered. 


Adjourned to 03.09.2009 for consideration of replies to Section 20(1) issued to the PIO and to Sh. Surinder Pal Singh, the then Returning Officer for the delay as well as for providing the misleading replies to the Commission.  








Sd-
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


16.07. 2009 

(LS)

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

Sh. Rajinder Kumar,

S/o Sh. Sukhdyal,

WP 228, Basti Sheikh,

Jalandhar City.





--------Complainant. 







Vs. 

PIO/O Financial Commissioner Revenue,

Punjab., Chd.





  ---------Respondent.





       CC No- 1693-2008   

Present:
 Sh. Rajinder Kumar, Complainant in person. 


Sh. S.R.Mall, Under Secretary, O/o FCR, Pb.



Sh. Gurdeep Singh, Naib Sadar Kanungo O/o DC, Jalandhar. 



Sh. Inder Singh, Sr. Assistant O/o FCR, Pb.
ORDER:



In pursuance of order dated 10.06.2009, the Under Secretary stated that inspection of the concerned files of the DC’s office as well as the remaining (noting portion) of the FCR’s office had been carried out by Sh. Rajinder Kumar to his satisfaction which was confirmed by Sh. Rajinder Kumar, Complainant.  Thereafter, the documents had been provided to him as asked for.  However, Sh. Rajinder Kumar, Complainant stated that the Jimnies of the enquiry file of the Deputy Commissioner office showing the notices issued or be present summoned for the enquiry had not been provided.  This point had already been cleared by the PIO in their letter no. 1101-02 dated 12.06.2009 where it has been unequivocally stated that there are no ‘jimnies’/interim orders available in the record. 
2.

The Under Secretary was also presented a set of papers which were given to the Complainant during the hearing.  He was directed that papers cannot be handed over in the manner proposed but must have a covering letter giving details of the documents i.e. duly indexed, page marked and attested.  Thereafter, leaving no scope of complaint as to the specific documents supplied.  
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Since this had not been done, the Under Secretary was asked to do it by the next day.  
3.

Under Secretary also asked to summon the representative of the Deputy Commissioner’s office with full file so that Sh. Rajinder Kumar, Complainant could be given any papers out of them which he felt had not been supplied. 


Adjourned to 17.07.2009 at 02.00 PM. 








Sd- 
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


16.07. 2009  
(LS)

