STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.
Smt. Raksha Gupta

# 35, Lane No. -2, 

Opp. Old Radha Swami Satsang 

Punia Colony, Sangrur 










......Complainant






Vs.
Public Information Officer,

O/o The Education Secretary,

Punjab Mini Sectt.

Sector-9, Chandigarh 









.....Respondent.

CC No-1082-of 2008: 
Present:
Shri Tarsem Lal, father of Smt. Raksha Gupta, complainant.


Mrs. Indu Misra, PCS, PIO-cum-Addl. Secy. Education.



Sh. Ramesh Verma, APIO-cum-Supdt.  Education II Branch.



Sh. Sohan Singh, APIO/Supdt. fund II Branch, O/O DPI(S).



Smt. Anita Jolly, Sr. Asstt. O/O DPI (S).

Sh. Gurjant Singh, Sr. Asstt. O/O DEO(S), Sangrur.

Order:


The files of both the complaints made by Smt. Raksha Gupta to the Secretary Education in respect of which the RTI application has been filed, have been brought  by the concerned officials. Shri  Tarsem Lal, father of Smt. Raksha Gupta, complainant, who had filed a letter of authority from her has been permitted to examine and inspect both the files. Thereafter he has given a list of documents that he wishes  to take copies of, and copies of those letters have been provided to him today through the Commission itself against due receipt by him.  
2.
In so far as the PIO is concerned, she has been asked to effectively stream line the handling of the RTI applications so that inordinate delay in  supply of information in RTI applications is not allowed to occur and due care is given to Complaint/Appeal cases before the State Information Commission. In the present case a notice u/s 20(1) had been issued to her 
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According to her, this was never brought to her notice at all by the staff working under her. This is all due to the fact that a huge establishment is being dealt with by her and the RTI Cell is only one of the matter she is in charge of. In case the information had not been supplied today also, the Commission would have been constrained to impose the penalty. The PIO is warned to be careful in future.

With this, the case is hereby disposed of.










Sd- 
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


18.03.2009

(Ptk)

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

Sh. Krishan Sood,

Prop. Sood Pesticides,

Dera Baba Nanak Road,

Batala.






----Complainant 







Vs. 

PIO, O/O Financial Commissioner 

Development (Agriculture), 

Punjab, Chd.





       -----Respondent. 






CC No-1992 -2008
Present:
Sh. Krishan Sood, Complainant in person.


None for Respondent. 
Order:



Complaint of Sh. Krishan Sood dated 23.08.2008 in connection with his application under RTI dated 08.07.2008 made to the address of Financial Commissioner Development (Agriculture), Punjab has been considered earlier on 20.01.2009 when Sh. Yogesh Sood S/o Sh. Krishan Sood Complainant appeared to represent him.  The following order had been passed :-
“Sh. Yogesh Sood has presented copy of letter dated 20.01.2009 requesting for an adjournment along with a medical certificate.  However, he has not mentioned in his covering letter that separately, vide registered letter dated 09.01.2009, he has requested for this case to be transferred from the present Bench to any other bench.

2.
The information brought by Sh. Inderjit Singh, APIO should be supplied to Sh. Yogesh Sood S/o Sh. Krishan Sood under due receipt.   

3.
In the meantime, it may be checked up from the registry regarding the fate of his case of transfer to another bench from this bench, since I have no objection for the same.  



Adjourned to 18.03.2009.  “

2.

The Registry informed the Bench that the said transfer application had been rejected by the CIC.  In the meantime, I had asked the office to check up whether any other case asking for same particulars had been filed before me earlier, as I remembered fully well that I had disposed of that other case only 
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after getting full information supplied by the PIO.  The office has located the file of AC-349 of 2008, titled Yogesh Sood Vs. PIO Financial Commissioner Development (Agriculture), Punjab.  That case is seen to have been disposed of by me on 06.01.2009 after recording the statement on oath of the PIO-Under Secretary, Development Smt. Shakuntla in the court.  
3.

The RTI application dated 28.05.2008 of Yogesh Sood in AC-349/2008 asked for following points: -


“(1) Certified copies of your oder according to which Sh. Paramvir Singh Kahlon is working as ADO (PP) and as ADO(DW) in Agriculture Office Batala.


(2) Certified copy of your order according to which Sh. Paramvir Singh Kahlon is ADO Incharge Focal Point Village Dayalgarh, Block Batala (District Gurdaspur).


(3) Certified copy of your order for additional charge permitting Sh. Paramvir Singh Kahlon to work in Agriculture Office Batala as ADO(PP) and as ADO (DW), if any.”
4.

The present RTI Application dated 08.07.2008 of Sh. Krishan Sood in CC-1992 of 2008 (present complaint) has asked for following points :-
“Certified copy of your order according to which Sh. Paramvir singh Kahlon is working as ADO(PP) and as ADO(DW) in the Agriculture office, Batala.

Note: If you have issued no order in this respect, please explain that no order has been issued by your goodself in this respect.”
5.

From the record, it is seen that the information has been supplied to Sh. Krishan Sood, which had earlier been supplied to his son, Sh. Yogesh Sood in the previous case, being photo stat of the letters earlier sent.  Sh. Krishan Sood stated that the dates of letters are different from the dates of posting.  That is natural since these are copies of information earlier supplied.  
6.

So, his detailed complaint on this point is not plausible.  In any case, the order passed by the Commission on 06.01.2009 in AC-349 of 2008 fully covers the two points on which he had demanded information which amounts to a duplicate application.  The following order had been passed :-



“Sh. Yogesh Sood vide his complaint dated 26.07.2008 made to the State Information Commission (this is 
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not a second appeal as he had made no first appeal) submitted that his application dated 28.05.2008 made to the address of the PIO/Financial Commissioner Development (Agriculture), Punjab did not elicit the complete or correct reply.  He had asked for four certified copies of orders in respect of postings of one Sh. Paramvir Singh Kahlon who according to him working as ADO (PP) and ADO (DW) at Batala in District Gurdaspur.  He had asked for information relating to the period from 01.12.2007 onwards.  The copies supplied were uncertified and he returned them to the PIO for doing the needful.  However, the copies supplied were not as per his application, as they pertained to period before 01.12.2007 and not after 01.12.2007.  He had written to the PIO in this connection but did not receive any further information.  A copy of the complaint was sent to the PIO, the date of hearing fixed for 02.12.2008 which was administrative reason as further fixed for 06.01.2008.  

2.

Today, the PIO-cum-Under Secretary, Development Smt. Shakuntla in person alongwith the dealing assistant Smt. Ravinder Kaur Gill is present.  The certified copies of the earlier papers have still not been supplied and they have been directed to supply the certified copies today.  PIO has stated that a further letter dated 25.07.2008 had been sent to Sh. Yogesh Sood in which he had clearly stated that no papers were available with FCD’s office regarding any orders which have been passed after 01.12.2007.  All orders have been passed before 01.12.2007 which had been supplied to him.    Sh. Yogesh Sood stated that Sh. Paramvir Singh Kahlon was working as ADO (PP) and ADO (DW) at Batala without any formal orders.  The PIO stated on oath before the bench that no further orders appointing Sh. Paramvir Singh Kahlon as ADO (PP) and ADO(DW) in agriculture office Batala existed, or had been passed on record, in the FCD’s office.  She stated further that “Sh. Yugesh Sood had already made a complaint in this regard and the Director Agriculture had been asked for his comments on this point containing this, amongst other additional points in which he has pointed out certain irregularities.

3.

I am of the view that with the statement of the Under Secretary as recorded by the court nothing remains to be supplied.  Armed with the information, he has been able to get under the RTI Act, 2005, as well as order of the Commission, he should now approach the Competent 
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Authorities in the executive with his complaint as may be advised.



With this, the matter is hereby disposed of. “    

7.

Since all the points involved are exactly the same, the present complaint is hereby disposed of in terms of the same order.  

8.

Sh. Krishan Sood states that the information should be provided by the PIO in writing.  It had been explained to him that a statement made on oath by the PIO in the Commission and recorded by the Commission is better than the information being supplied to him in writing.  Now he may armed with the information he has got approach the Competent Authority in a complaint that the said Sh. Paramvir Singh Kahlon is working as ADO(PP) and as ADO(DW) in the Agriculture office, Batala without any formal order.  



With these observations, the case is hereby disposed of.   








Sd- 
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


18.03.2009

(LS)

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

Sh. Manjeet Singh, 

S/o Sh. Saranjit Singh,

Village Alechak, PO Gurdaspur,

Tehsil & District Gurdaspur,

Pin Code 143521.





----Complainant 







Vs. 

PIO, O/O SMO,

Civil Hospital, 

Gurdaspur. 





       -----Respondent.






CC No-2002 -2008

Present:
Sh. Manjeet Singh, Complainant in person.


Sh. M.S.Jassal, PIO-cum-Senior Medical Officer in person.
Order:



Complaint of Sh. Manjeet Singh to the Commission dated 26.08.2008 in connection with his RTI application dated 28.04.2008 (not on record) and reminder dated 30.06.2008 has been considered by the Commission in its hearing on 20.01.2009.  In this hearing, it was admitted by Sh. Manjeet Singh, Complainant that full information had been received by him, however, on that date Dr. M.S.Jassal, PIO-cum-SMO had stated that “no registered letter dated 28.04.2008 containing any application under RTI has been received in the office of SMO, Gurdaspur” and that action had been taken on the reminders received in his office addressed to the Civil Surgeon as well as SMO later.  Sh. Manjeet Singh had challenged this assertion, since, he stated that his application dated 28.04.2008 had been sent by registered post.  It had been directed that the receipt and dispatch register of all kinds should be thoroughly checked where registered letters are entered, and should be produced in the Commission on the next date of hearing.  

2.

Today, Dr. M.S.Jassal, PIO-cum-SMO has presented a letter dated 18.03.2009 to the Commission in which he has stated that upon checking of the registers, it has been found that registered application dated 28.04.2008 had 
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been received in his office on 02.05.2008.  It had been found out also that the said letter has been given to another Branch for giving the information to the Complainant.  In the meantime, reminders issued by Sh. Manjeet Singh arrived both at his office and from the Civil Surgeon’s office and the replies were give with reference to the reminders.  Although, he has brought the receipt and dispatch register but it is not necessary to examine them in view of his statement.
3.

He has suo motu offered an explanation for the inordinate delay as computed from the dated of the original application dated 28.04.2008. In addition to his two page letter, he has also stated that dealing hand remained on leave from 15.01.2009 to 30.01.2009. the date of hearing was on 20.01.2009 and his statement given on the last date was based on incomplete information for which he has expressed his regrets.  He has also explained that in addition to his duty as SMO he is also doing medical duties and there is a great shortage of doctors, there being only 8 doctors against the sanctioned strength of 20 doctors to look after the patients.  This explanation is accepted.  
4.

However, he is warned and directed to put in place procedures to ensure that each RTI application is duly monitored to its logical end and information given in accordance with the provisions and the spirit of Right to Information Act, 2005 in future.  

 
With this, the case is hereby disposed of. 

 








Sd- 
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


18.03.2009

(LS)

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

Sh. Malook Singh, 

S/o Sh. Harnam Singh,

Village Burh Chand,

Tehsil Patti,

District Tarn Taran. 





----Complainant 







Vs. 

PIO, O/O Deputy Commissioner,

Tarn Taran.  





       -----Respondent 


CC No-2004 -2008           
Present:
None for Complainant.


Sh. Anil Kumar, Sadar Kanungo O/o DC, Taran Taran for PIO. 

Order:



This case was considered on 20.01.2009 and observations had been made by the Commission in para 2 of the order dated 20.01.2009 and further directions issued to the PIO in para 3 and 4 thereof including a show cause notice under Section 20(1) of the Act for non supply of information within the stipulated period for imposition of penalty.  It had been specifically stated that reply in show cause notice should be given in writing.  In case he does not give the written reply, it will be presumed that he has nothing to say and the Commission shall proceed further ex-parte against him. 
2.

Today, Sh. Anil Kumar, Sadar Kanungo has presented a letter dated 17.03.2009 containing the reply para wise to the order passed by the Commission including explanation of the Deputy Commissioner which is quite detailed.  He has also produced copy of a receipt dated 05.03.2009 received by the Complainant on 09.03.2009.  He has also given a copy of the concerned mutation for the record of the Commission.  
3.

It is observed that the facts disclosed in the letter dated 17.03.2009 addressed to the State Information commission state that no Intqal number 1031 dated 30.04.1998 is available in the record of the Patwari or of the Daftar Kanungo.  Sadar Kanungo who is present in the court today states that this record is not available in the office of Sadar Kanungo, Amritsar either.  However, Mutation No. 
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1031 was put up to the CRO on 15.09.1999 when it was rejected.  Copy of the Parat Sarkar of the said Mutation No. 1031 dated 15.09.1999 as well as copy of the Parat Patwar have both been supplied to the Complainant now.  However, I find that the covering letter of the receipt states that mutation no. 1031 dated 30.04.1998 could not been provided as it was earlier not available.  Now it has been found and a copy is being sent.  This reply is misleading, since it has not been mentioned at all in the covering letter that Intqal No. 1031 has been decided not on 30.04.1998 but on 15.09.1999 and it has been rejected on that date.  Receipt from the Complainant has been taken on this covering letter which also requires to be modified as it is misleading. 
4.

I have also checked up the papers provided to the Complainant.  It is seen that photo copy of Parat Sarkar is not complete as it appears to have been reduced in size and top of the first page which is crucial and where some noting is available has been cut off.  A fresh photo copy in actual sized should be produced for the record of the Commission and provided to the Complainant also which should both be duly attested.  Copy of the letter dated 17.03.2009 of the Deputy Commissioner filed in the court today should also be supplied to the Complainant and receipt produced in the Commission.  I would also like to give one more chance to the Complainant to appear.  If he does not come on the next date of hearing, it will be presumed that he has nothing to say and is satisfied. 


Adjourned to 06.05.2009. 









Sd- 
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


18.03.2009

(LS)

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

Sh. Dhanwant Singh,

S/o Sh. Jarnail Singh,

H.No. 1/1169, Teacher’s Colony,

Zira Road, Moga-142001,

Pb.



&

Sh. Sukhchain Singh,

S/o S. Major Singh,

B/s Gill Garden Nursery,

ASR Road, V&PO Landhe Ke

District & Tehsil Moga-142001.



----Complainant 







Vs. 

PIO, O/O Director Public Instructions (SS)

SCO 95-97, Sector 17-D 

Chandigarh. 



&

PIO, O/O Education Secretary,

Punjab, Chandigarh.  



       -----Respondent.

CC No-2028 -2008 & CC No-2029 -2008
Present:
Shri Sukhchain Singh, complainant in person and also on behalf of sh. Dhanwant Singh, complainant in CC-2028.


Mrs. Indu Misra, PCS, PIO-cum-Addl. Secy. Education.


Sh. Ramesh Verma, APIO-cum-Supdt.  Education II Branch.


Shri Darshan Singh Dhariwal, OSD/O/O DPI on behalf of Smt. Surjit Kaur, PIO-ADS-I, Recruitment Cell, (with authority letter).


Shri Omkar Singh, on behalf of Yoginder Dutt, APIO-cum-Supdt. O/O DPI(SE).

Order:


The required information had been supplied to both the complainants on the previous date. 
2.
The matter had been adjourned for compliance report in respect of the undertaking given by Shri Yoginder Dutt, APIO-cum-Supdt. O/O DPI(SE) on the last date of hearing on 20.01.2009 that the final result gazette which had been received on 14.1.2009 in the form of a CD from C-DAC would be put on Web Site so that all could have access to the result. However, the representative of the 
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PIO/DPI (S) Shri Darshan Singh Dhariwal, OSD-cum-Nodal Officer, O/O DPI(S) states that the DPI Mrs. Harcharanjit Kaur Brar had asked him to convey to the Commission that the information would be put on the net within a month during which period the permission will be received from the Government. The Commission had noted in its previous order dated 20.1.09, in para 2, two months ago as under:

Sh. Yoginder Dutt, APIO-cum-Superintendent stated that the final result gazette in CD form had been received on 14th January, 2009 from the C-DAC and his office is awaiting the permission of the Government to whom a reference is being made for approval of putting the entire result on the website.  The Superintendent may confirm as and when this is done, within a week.

3.
However, Smt. Indu Misra, PIO-cum-Addl. Secretary Education who is present in Court today, states that  no such proposal for permission has been received from the DPI till this moment. The Commission is not able to appreciate the necessity for seeking permission of Government at all. The result has been made by an Agency of the Govt. of India and has been delivered to the DPI in the final form. The prior approval of the Govt. can be presumed. What reasons could there be for not publishing it in the news papers or putting it on he web site. Not putting it on the web site even after two yeas could invite justifiable apprehensions in the minds of the candidates who have appeared in this exam.  It is not though the result is secret, since it I being given  to candidates, but only one at a time through the route of RTI only. In fact, there have been dozens of cases where the result has been made available through the Commission (but after giving them a run-around) 
4.
Today Sh. Sukhchain Singh appearing on behalf of Sh. Dhanwant Singh Complainant and himself, presented the photocopy of the advertisement put out by the Government of Punjab which appeared on 22.12.06 in the Tribune  (English) in which it had been specified that 10% waiting list of candidates will be
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 prepared. He also states that the same advertisement was published in Ajit news paper also on 22.12.06. It had been stated therein “see final result gazette 
at www.cdacmohali.in” However,  now 2 years have passed and the result is still not on the web site, and they themselves have been able to get it with great difficulty, only through the Commission.
5.
He also stated that Shri Yoginder Dutt, APIO-cum-Supdt. had given a false and mis-leading  statement that final result in CD form had been received on 14.1.09 from the C-DAC. In fact, this result (in whatever form) had been delivered by C-DAC, and received by them long back, before June, 2007. He presented the copy of a letter dated 19.2.09 addressed by him to the PIO/DPI(SE) as well as to the Commission through speed  post, giving this statement in writing. This letter encloses the decision of the Central Information Commission by the Bench of Prof. M.M.Ansari, Hon’ble Central Information Commissioner, filed by Sh. Amandeep Goyal against C-DAC. Vide his order dated 7.6.2007, he disposed of the case upon the following statement made by the PIO of C-DAC:

“The complainant asked for information relating to Recruitment of Teachers. The PIO of respondent informed him that the information sought relate to a project of its client, Department of School Education, Punjab. And, the relevant data have been transferred to concerned department to which it belongs to. Accordingly, the PIO advised the complainant to approach the PIO of the Department of School Education, Punjab for the required information.”

He stated that this led to the conclusion that the said information was already available  in June, 2007 with the  Department of School Education and had not been transferred in the final form only on 14.01.2009..
6.
Only at this stage of the dictation of the order, Shri Omkar Singh who was   here on behalf of Yoginder Dutt, APIO-cum-Supdt. O/O DPI(SE) stated that he  has brought the two CDs delivered by C-DAC with him today.  However, he states that they are corrupted and could not be opened.  CD-I is on the subject of ‘Recruitment of 2006’ and CD II is of E-Mails, received in a letter format.    
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Sh.Yoginder Dutt has not sent any information in writing today that these CDs have been found to be corrupted and what has been done in this respect by him  since 20.1.09 when he made the previous statement.  Shri Sukhchain Singh further also states that contrary to the impression being created that these corrupted CD’s are the only one’s available, copies of these CDs already are available with all the important Officers of the Directorate of Education  including Smt. Surjit Kaur,  ADSA-I.  

7.
Since the Addl. Secretary, Smt. Indu Misra is present in the Court today, she is hereby directed to sort out this matter by calling the representative of C-DAC and getting the required information supplied both to the DPI(S) and the Government at the same time, and to take all necessary action  to get the information put on the website, as per the assurance given in the advertisements itself. Smt. Indu Misra who is the PIO,  O/o Principal Secretary Education-cum-Secretary Education may see her way to effectively arrange to supply copies of the CDs to the applicants as and when they demand them on payment basis and to clarify whether these could be available through the DPI or C-DAC or the State Government in addition to putting it on the web site. The duty of the PIO is to supply  ‘information’ available in its record extends to - : …………….

.”information” means any material in any form, including records, documents, memos, e-mails, opinions, advices, press releases, circulars,  orders, logbooks, contracts, reports, papers, samples, models, data material held in any electronic form and information relating to any private body which can be accessed by a public  authority under any other law for the  time being in force;
as defined in Section 2(f) of the RTI Act. The two CDs allegedly in corrupted form,  have been got handed over to the Addl. Secretary Education Smt. Indu Misra during the hearing by the Bench. 

8.
Sh. Yoginder Dutt, Supdt.-cum-APIO,  appeared for the PIO/ O/O DPI(SE) made the statement on 20.1.09 on behalf of the PIO. Therefore, the PIO is also hereby called upon to render her explanation in terms of Section 20(1) of the 
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Right to Information Act, 2005, and to show cause why action for penalty prescribed therein be not taken against her for the allegedly misleading statements made in the Commission as per the evidence given by the Complainant  by creating the impression that results in final gazette form whether in CD form or otherwise have been received from C-DAC only on 14.01.2009 and were not available before. He is required to give her explanation in writing.  The PIO may note that in case no written explanation is received, it will be taken that she has nothing to offer by way of explanation and the Commission shall go ahead in accordance with the  provisions of the Act and take further  action against her ex-parte.  
9.
Adjourned to 03.06.2009 for  (i) compliance with respect to putting  the final results on the  website of the C-DAC/DPI(S)/Deptt. of School Education (ii) for consideration of the written explanation of the PIO under Section 20(1) of the Act.      








Sd- 
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


18.03.2009

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

Smt. Davinder Kaur,

W/o Dr. Surinder Pal,

7-Preet Vikas Circular Road,

Amritsar.







----Complainant 







Vs. 

PIO, O/O Director Research & Medical Education

Pb., Mini Secretariat, Sector 9,

Chandigarh.  





       -----Respondent.






CC No-2035 -2008
Present:
Dr. Kartar Singh on behalf of Complainant Smt. Davinder Kaur. 


Miss Gurinder Kaur, APIO for PIO.

Order:



On the last date of hearing on 20.01.2009, the PIO had been asked to supply copy of directions no. 4347-82 dated 29.06.2007 quoted in the letter dated 18.02.2008 supplied to the Complainant.  Today, APIO stated that letter has been wrongly quoted.  Instead, she has presented letter dated 16.03.2009 addressed to Smt. Davinder Kaur with copy endorsed to the Commission containing an annexure with the instructions issued on 28.05.2007 applicable to her case, as well as notification dated 6th February, 2006. Smt. Gurinder Kaur, PIO stated that this copy is meant for the Complainant and the copy for the record of the Commission has been sent by post.  The former is quite illegible and I have gone through it with difficulty.  There is no mention of non clearance of probation period in these instructions.  Since it is difficult to read, it also cannot be seen whether these instructions, (which are in connection with the regular annual increments including those of 4-9-14 years, giving of master scale etc.) are applicable only to petitioners of CWP 6615 of 2002 presently pending in the High Court or is applicable to all manners of recruitment/selections pertaining to period of Sh. Ravinder Singh Sidhu, Ex-Chairman, PPSC.   Therefore, it is not possible to see whether these are the relevant instructions.  PIO should also search out the record whether there are 
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any instructions relevant specifically to probation period.  Smt. Davinder Kaur may also like to make any submission after receipt of these papers today, in writing, in addition to what has been stated by me, with copy to the PIO.  


Adjourned to 06.05.2009. 









Sd- 
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


18.03.2009

(LS)

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

Sh. Roshan Lal,

S/o Sh. Dev Raj,

R/o Village Bilga,

Patti Bhatti, Tehsil Phillaur,

District Jalandhar.






----Complainant  







Vs. 

PIO, O/O Deputy Commissioner,

Jalandhar.  






       -----Respondent.






CC No-2069 -2008 

Present:
Sh. Roshan Lal, Complainant in person.


Sh. Navpreet Singh, Naib Tehsildar Goraya.



Sh. Maninder Pal, Special Kanungo O/o DC, Jalandhar.



Sh. Satpal Mattu, Daftar Kanungo, Tehsildar, Phillaur. 

Order:



Complaint of Sh. Roshan Lal dated 20.05.2008 in connection with his RTI application dated 01.03.2008 made to the address of PIO/DC, Jalandhar was considered by the Commission in its hearing dated 21.01.2009 and certain directions were given to the PIO/DC, Jalandhar.  
2.

Today, Sh. Maninder Pal, Special Kanungo, office of Deputy Commissioner, Jalandhar is present. He has presented copy of letter dated 17.03.2009 which had been endorsed to the Commission, being a letter addressed by the Deputy Commissioner to the Tehsildar Phillaur. In this letter it has been stated that no Musavi of the time of consolidation proceedings has been deposited in the record room of the Deputy Commissioner.  He has instructed the Tehildar Phillaur to depute the Daftar kanungo of his office to appear in the Commission along with original Musavi of the consolidation period which is available with the Tehsil’s record room.  Accordingly, Sh. Satpal Mattu, Daftar Kanungo, Phillaur is present with 
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the said Musavi.  Commission had particularly not directed that the Musavi of the Tehsil office, Phillaur should be produced in view of its reported fragile condition.  It is admitted both by the Sadar Kanungo and by Sh. Roshan Lal who has already seen the said Musavi in the office of Daftar Kanungo, that the said portion containing the Naksha of no. Khasra 1303 of Murraba No. 84-85 is missing/torn the said the Musavi. Sh. Roshan Lal has already been supplied a certified copy of Aks Shajra (Latha) of the said village under my orders in a separate CC-360 of 2007 which depicts the ‘Rasta’ he is talking about.  In the absence of the Musavi, no other person can also prove that no ‘Rasta’ existed.  Therefore, the said Musavi be carried back carefully.  
3.

The Deputy Commissioner in his letter dated 17.03.2009 stated that such a Musavi was never deposited in his office.  However, the Commission would like the Deputy Commissioner to satisfy himself from the record of his office and verify the basis for this statement. The Musavi is a basic document for each village required to be preserved for all time.  A second copy is deposited with the Deputy Commissioner so that in case of any mishap, it could be depended upon as a back up.  The Deputy Commissioner may make one last effort to locate the said Musavi in consultation with the Director Land Record (to trace the existence). Deputy Commissioner, may also ascertain whether a report regarding the non depositing of Musavi or the missing Musavi from the record has ever been reported to the Director Land Record (who got it prepared in the first place for deposit in the DC’s office) or to the Financial Commissioner for ordering replacement/ preparation of a fresh Musavi.  In case the Musavi was deposited at any time and has gone missing he may like to fix responsibility therefor and/or consider the registration of an FIR in the matter.   


Adjourned to 06.05.2009. 









Sd- 
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


18.03.2009

(LS)

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

Sh. Roshan Lal,

S/o Sh. Dev Raj,

R/o Village Bilga,

Patti Bhatti, Tehsil Phillaur,

District Jalandhar.






----Complainant  







Vs. 

PIO, O/O, Tehsildar,

Phillaur, Jalandhar.




       -----Respondent.






CC No-2072 -2008 
Present:
Sh. Roshan Lal, Complainant in person.



Sh. Navpreet Singh, Naib Tehsildar Goraya.



Sh. Maninder Pal, Special Kanungo O/o DC, Jalandhar.



Sh. Satpal Mattu, Daftar Kanungo, Tehsildar, Phillaur. 

Order:



This matter was considered on the last occasion in para 3 and 4 thereof.  It has been pointed out that there is no RTI application in this matter and no proof of any RTI application or acknowledgement from the office of the PIO has been attached.  However, the Complainant had been given a chance to give any proof of filing application under RTI alongwith fee before matter could be considered.  Today Sh. Roshan Lal has stated that he had sent a letter through registered post to the Tehsildar on 07.04.2008 with addressed envelope with stamps of Rs. 35/- and of Rs. 10/-.  However, he has not been able to produce any proof/acknowledgement form the PIO/RTI or Suvidha Centre.  As explained already, every representation or every application made to the copying branch of the Department of Revenue can not be converted into an RTI application for the purpose of filling a complaint before the State Information Commission. The RTI application is to be made to the PIO and not to the Copying Branch of the Revenue office. In view of these facts, this case is hereby rejected as it does not lie against the Tehsildar, who is not a PIO. 

Sd-
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


18.03.2009

(LS)

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

Sh. Kamal Dev Jhalli,

S/o Sh. Sadhu Ram,

H. No. 239/3, St. 5/6, 

Mohalla Jagatpura,

Hoshiarpur-146001.




----Complainant  







Vs. 

PIO, O/o District Transport Officer,

Hoshiarpur. 






       -----Respondent.






CC No-2080 -2008. 
Present:
None for the  complainant.



Shri Manjit Singh, APIO-ADTO, Hoshiarpur.

Order:

A letter has been received from the complainant dated 18.3.09 stating that  he is not feeling well and has had a sudden attack of sciatica in his right leg. He has requested for an adjournment. The APIO-cum-ADTO stated that the applicant has not given the date of the issue of original license.  It is therefore, required that the entire record be looked into which pertains to previous 20 years or so that he is in a position to give a report to the Insurance Company whether the license issued in the name of Shri Sadhu Ram is genuine or not, in view of the discrepancy reported earlier. 
2.
The ADTO states that he will be busy in elections where the counting will take place only around on 28th May. For this he therefore requires some more time which is granted.

Adjourned to 3rd June, 2009.








Sd- 
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


18.03.2009

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

Ms. Sakshi Arora,

8-Arora Niwas,

DAIM GANJ,

Amritsar-143001. 






----Complainant  







Vs. 

PIO, O/O Deputy Commissioner,

Amritsar. 






       -----Respondent.






CC No-2081 -2008. 

Present:
None for the complainant.



None for the PIO.


Order:


In the interest of justice, one more chance is given to both the parties.

Adjourned to 3.6.2009.








Sd-
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


18.03.2009

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

Sh. Mandeep Singh,

S/o Late S. Amarjeet Singh,

Village Bishanpur Channa,

PO Ranbirpura,

Tehsil & Distt. Patiala.





----Complainant  







Vs. 

PIO, O/O Zila Parishad,

Patiala.  






       -----Respondent.






CC No-2089 -2008.

Present
Shri Mandeep Singh complaintant in person.



Shri Kirpal Singh, PIO-cum-Dy.-CEO, Zila Parishad, Patiala.



Shri Rupinder Singh, Clerk, O/O Zila Paishad Patiala.
Order:


In compliance with order dated 21.1.09 passed during the last hearing, the PIO has reported that Shri Mandeep Singh visited the office of the Zila Parishad on 29th January, 2009 when he was  shown all the papers he wanted to see and he gave in writing  that he does not wish to examine papers any further. However, it is found that  he has again written with the rest of the record of para 9 should be brought to the Commission and the PIO  also had made no protest on this.  The Commission had given a conscious decision that Sh. Mandeep Singh  should himself  take a trouble of pinpointing the documents he needed for which the entire record would be laid before him in the Commission.  Copies of selected papers he needed, running into more than 300 pages were to be given to him.  Jan. 30th and 2nd Feb. had been fixed for inspection for this.  

2.
The PIO has presented a letter dated 17.3.09 along with 57 pages as demanded by Sh. Mandeep Singh on that day, which have been handed over to him today. 
3.
Sh. Mandeep Singh has again asked for papers which perhaps run into 3000 pages.  He is permitted to inspect the record again for 2 more days. He will only be given copies of the record which he needs and not 3000 pages. The PIO 
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has stated that they are busy with the elections since the process of Elections (parliamentary) has been started and will continue till the end of the Election process which is likely to be over by 28th May. Therefore it has been found fit to fix 2nd and 3rd June, 2009 from 10.30 AM to 4.00 PM after ascertaining the mutual convenience of both, in the room of Sh. Kirpal Singh, Dy. CEO, Zila Paishad. The  instruction given in para 4 of the order dated 21.1.09 will apply except that copies  should be provided to the applicant at Patiala itself. The receipt from the applicant should be presented in the Commission on the next date of hearing. He will be allowed to take one more person with him with due identification at the time of inspection of the record.  No further opportunity will be given to the Complainant. 

Adjourned to 10.6.09.









Sd- 
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


18.03.2009

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

Sh. Kesar Singh, LA.,

Punjab Public Service Commission,

Patiala.
 






----Complainant  







Vs. 

PIO, O/O Director State Transport,

Pb., Jiwandeep Building, Sector 17,

Chandigarh. 





       -----Respondent.






CC No-2140-2008
Present:
Sh. Kesar Singh, complainant in person.



Sh. Surya Dev, Sr. Asstt. on behalf of the PIO/DST.


Order:


In compliance with order dated 27.1.09, information has since been provided to the complainant vide letter dated 19.2.09 containing year-wise details of the GPF  deductions. The complainant is satisfied. The case is therefore disposed of.









Sd- 
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


18.03.2009

(Ptk)
