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

Ms. Kavita Rani, 

D/o Brij Lal,

Civil Hospital Complex, Abohar,

District Ferozepur-152116. 




----Appellant 







Vs. 

PIO, O/O Director Public Instructions (SE)

SCO 95-97, Sector 17-D 

Chandigarh.






       -----Respondent.






AC No-419 -2008

Present:
Shri Brij Lal, father of Ms Kavita Rani, complainant.



Mrs. Surjit Kaur, the then PIO, O/O DPI(S)
 
ORDER:


In pursuance of the orders of the Commission passed on 21.01.2009, 24.03.2009, 06.05.2009, 01.07.2009, Smt. Surjit Kaur, the then PIO, Incharge of the Recruitment in the office of DPI(SE) has produced a set of papers with covering letter dated 29.7.09, as per directions of the Commission, including Photostat of attested photocopies available with the Branch, which had issued the appointments. (as per the final result of selections provided by the Recruitment Branch). She states that the original copies of the certificates are available in the files of the said candidates in the offices where they have joined. Shri Brij Lal, father of Ms Kavita Rani has given the receipt for the papers. 
2.
An amount of Rs. 1000/- has been paid to Sh. Brij Lal, father of Ms Kavita Rani, as compensation for the dates when he has attended the hearing fruitlessly, by Mrs Surjit Kaur, the then PIO, in compliance of the orders of the Commission passed on 6.5.2009. A photocopy of the receipt has also been placed on the record of the Commission. 
3.
Mrs. Surjit Kaur has also given a one-paragraph explanation, in reply to the show cause issued to her u/s 20(1) vide her letter dated 28.7.09 in which she states. “in so far as the show cause notice given in para 4 of your order dated 24.3.09, I learned about this only on 17.7.09 when I took  the entire papers and photocopies from the office” (of the Bench). She stated that before 17.7.09, she 
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had no inkling about the show cause notice. She has therefore requested that the delay in answering the notice may be excused. 
4.
It is observed that it was not delay in answering the show casue notice under Section 20(1) but delay in giving the information to the RTI applicant, which was at issue here. The show cause notice referred to above had been issued after pointing out that  the information purportedly supplied(which was also not correct and complete) had been sent purposely by the PIO to the wrong address not once, but twice, that also one year late, which had led the Commission to observe that the information had not been supplied  and where the information supplied, it was not the information asked for by the complainant. Her reply does not refer to these aspects. 
5.
In case the then PIO did not even know about the said RTI application made to her, or the notice of the hearing of the compliant by the State Information Commission dated 04.12.2008 (sent to her by registered post) or the orders passed by the Commission on 21.1.09, 24.3.09, 6.5.09 or 1.7.09, it was incumbent on her to fix responsibility of the person/s who were responsible for not bringing the matter to her notice or purposely keeping her in the dark. No such evidence has been placed on the record of the Commission fixing any such responsibility or any letter to the DPI making any such complaint.  I am afraid this omnibus reasoning cannot be accepted, as there is not only this case but also more than half a dozen cases of this type, pertaining to her which have been dealt with or are pending before this Bench, in several of which similar notices have been issued to her making her a “serial defaulter”. She states that she does not wish  to say anything more than she has stated in her reply. 
6.
The Commission is not satisfied with her reply.  The delay in no way appears to be inadvertent. The stance of her representatives (of the Recruitment Branch) has been found to be consistent in giving false excuses in the matter.  This has caused distress to the RTI applicant, and has also wasted the time of the Commission which has had to repeatedly express its dissatisfaction for the non compliance of its directions.  
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7.
The Commission hereby imposes a penalty of Rs. 25000/- (Rs. Twenty Five Thousand Only) upon her for the delay of 514 days caused in the supply of information (delay of one year five months and 29 days, 544 days, minus 30 days permissible i.e. a total of 514 days) @ Rs. 250/- per day. This works out to Rs. 1,25,500/-.  However, the maximum penalty permissible under the Act of Rs.  25000/- is hereby imposed upon her.   
8.
Keeping in view the fact that the same PIO Smt. Surjit Kaur has already been penalized under the same Section twice earlier by this Bench, she is permitted to deposit the penalty in installments.  The DPI(SE) is directed to ensure that the amount is recovered from her within a period of one year by working out the installments in consultation with her. The amount should be deposited in the same head where the fees are deposited by the RTI applicants, under intimation to the Commission. 
9.
A copy of this order should be endorsed to the DPI(SE)  for ensuring that the penalty is paid by her as per para 7 above under intimation to the Commission. 
10.
A copy of this order should be sent to the Principal Secretary/Secretary Education for information. 

With this, the case is hereby disposed of.   









Sd- 
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


29.07. 2009  

(Ptk)

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

Smt. Amar Kaur,

D/o Sh. Chanan Singh, 

H.No. 390, Basant Vihar,

Hoshiarpur.  





--------Complainant 







Vs. 

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






  ---------Respondent.





       CC No- 1322-2008
Present :
Ms. Satnam Kaur, D/o Smt. Amar Kaur Complainant.  


Sh. Balbir Singh APIO-cum-Superintendent with dealing had 


Sh. Bhagwan Singh, Senior Assistant for PIO.
ORDER :


In compliance with order dated 24.06.2009, the APIO states that file no. 10/68-07(2) containing 1 to 11 noting portion, 1 to 61 correspondence portion and file no. 8/174-08-3(2) containing 1 to 4 noting portion, 1 to 12 correspondence portion has been produced before the Commission and Smt. Satnam Kaur has inspected the said files to her satisfaction.   Ms. Satnam Kaur has been directed to give a list of papers from the said file of which she needs photo copy today in writing to the APIO with copy to the Commission. The APIO is directed to give the attested copies of those documents to Ms. Satnam Kaur on behalf of Complainant free of cost today itself duly attested. 

2.

Upon examination of the file Smt. Satnam Kaur is not happy as it has emerged that no action has been taken on the enquiry report of the DEO or on her representations.  Smt. Amar Kaur may now, armed with the information she has been able to get under RTI Act, pursue her case for redressal of her grievances through a representation to be made to the Competent Authority in the Executive as the scope of Right to Information Act, 2005, ends here.


With this, the case is hereby disposed of. 










Sd- 
 (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


29.07. 2009  

(LS)

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

www.infocommpunjab.com 

Smt. Vasumati Sharma,

P-3/65, Jaral Colony,

Pandoh, District Mandi (HP)

175124.






--------Complainant 







Vs. 

PIO O/o Secretary,

Finance Department,

Pb. Govt., Chd. 




         ---------Respondent.





       CC No- 1618-2008 

Present :
None for Complainant.  


Sh. Kashmira Singh, PIO in person.



Smt. Kamlesh Arora, APIO-cum-Superintendent.



Sh. Harnek Singh, Senior Assistant.

ORDER :


The representatives of the PIO have requested for an adjournment which is hereby given.



Adjourned to 11.08.2009. 









Sd- 
 (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


29.07. 2009  

(LS)

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

Sh. S.S.Dhaliwal (Lt. Colonel),

# Kothi No. 4, Ghuman Chowk,

PO Sudhar Bazar.



District Ludhiana-141104.




----Complainant 







Vs. 

PIO, O/O Deputy Commissioner,

Patiala.





 
      -----Respondent.






CC No-2005 -2008   
Present:
Maj. H.S.Dhaliwal, Father of Lt. Col. S.S.Dhaliwal, complainant.

None for the PIO.
 
ORDER:



Despite waiting for him till 3.00 PM, PIO was neither present himself nor through his representative, nor has sent any communication. Keeping in view Bye-election of Banur assembly constituency, which is scheduled to be held on 3.8.09 and keeping in view the imperatives of the election where the Deputy Commissioner and officials of the Revenue Administration are to play a pivotal role, being key officials, another date is given. 

Adjourned to 11.8.2009.








Sd- 
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)

State Information Commissioner 


29.07. 2009  



(Ptk)

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

Ms. Baltej Kaur,

D/o Sh. Balbir Singh,

Opposite Max Auto, Khalifa Bagh,

Dhuri Road, Sangrur.





----Complainant  







Vs. 

PIO, O/O Director Public Instructions (SE)

SCO 95-97, Sector 17-D,Chandigiarh.

    
   -----Respondent.






CC No-2153 -2008 
Present :
None for Complainant.  



Mr. Jagjeet Singh Sidhu, Deputy Director-cum-PIO 



(Recruitment Branch) O/o DPI, Pb.
ORDER :


On the last date of hearing, the Commission was going to impose a penalty since the PIO/DPI(SE) chose to ignore the initial notice of hearing of the complaint as well as orders dated 27.01.2009, 24.03.2009, 06.05.2009, 24.06.2009 as well as notice issued under Section 20(1) for penalty.  Sh. Omkar Singh, Statistician who was attending the Commission in connection with another complaint CC-2309/2008, stated that he was not aware of the present case CC-2153/2008 and neither was the Recruitment Cell aware of such any case.  He, therefore, took the full details of the case and requested for one adjournment, so that he could provide the information to Smt. Baltej Kaur, Complainant and to comply with the directions of the Commission.  Yet today once again, neither has any written explanation of the then PIO Mrs. Surjeet Kaur been filed by her although she is present today and nor has any written communication been placed on the record of the Commission, by the present PIO.  The new PIO states that Sh. Omkar Singh Statistician, who appeared on the last occasion, and took full details of this case has not brought it to their notice.  This excuse cannot be accepted.  
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2.

However, he has requested for one more date and this information will be delivered to the Complainant to her satisfaction atleast 10 days before the next date of hearing. He is taken at his word.  
3.

For the explanation under Section 20(1) of Mrs. Surjeet Kaur, PIO one more opportunity is hereby given to her. She should give the reply in writing the explanations of those persons should be got added, in case she is blaming others persons and/or responsibility should be fixed.  
4.

It is also hereby directed that the receipt register of the DPI’s office where the notice and orders of the Commission have been received alongwith file where these all the communications from the Commission have been placed and have been dealt (correspondence and noting) should be produced in original in the Commission by the concerned official and supervisory officer of the RTI branch as well as the Recruitment Branch who should both be present.  It is a serious matter and Commission would like to consider to institute an enquiry into the matter at its own level also. 
 

Adjourned to 23.09.2009.   










Sd- 
 (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


29.07. 2009  

(LS)

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

Smt. Sunita

W/o Sh. Vinod Kumar,

W.No. 9, Gali Shivalik School Wali,

Bhucho Mandi, Bathinda.





----Complainant  







Vs. 

PIO, O/O DPI(S),

Education Department,

Sector 17-D, Chd.





       -----Respondent.






CC No-2309 -2008 

Present :
Sh. Vinod Kumar Husband of Smt. Sunita, Complainant.  


Mr. Jagjeet Singh Sidhu, Deputy Director-cum-PIO 



(Recruitment Branch) O/o DPI, Pb.
ORDER :


Mr. Jagjeet Singh Sidhu, Deputy Director-cum-PIO has requested in writing for an adjournment which is hereby given, being last opportunity. 



Adjourned to 23.09.2009.  








Sd-  
 (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


29.07. 2009  

(LS)

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

Sh. Bhupinder Pal Singh Bhullar,

S/o Late Sh. Labh Singh Bhullar,

Quarter no. B-17, Near Income Tax

Colony, Civil Station, Bathinda.




----Complainant   








Vs. 

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

Sector 17, Chandigarh.




       -----Respondent.






CC No-2423 -2008 
Present:
 Sh. Bhupinder Pal Singh Bhullar, Complainant in person.


Sh. Manjit Singh, PIO-cum-Regisrar department of Education.


Sh. Nachattar Singh, APIO-cum-Superintendent O/o DPI(S), Pb.
ORDER:



PIO states that despite best efforts the original dependent certificate on the basis of which Smt. Sukhpal Kaur got the job on compassionate grounds upon the death of her father Sh. Labh Singh, Headmaster has not been located.  He is also directed to file a full report of the efforts made which should be provided to Sh. Bhupinder Pal Singh Bhullar, Complainant against due receipt with copy to the Commission before the next date of hearting i.e 04.08.2009.  The Complainant is advised to use that report, as may be advised by his Counsel so that the relevant Court may draw its own inference.  After this is done, the case will be disposed of on the next date of hearing. 


Adjourned to 04.08.2009. 








Sd- 
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


29.07. 2009  

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

Sh. Sukhwinder Singh,Science Master,

Govt. Sr.Sec.School,Makrona Kalan,

Ropar-140102



--------Complainant







Vs. 

PIO, O/O, Secretary, School Education, Punjab,

Punjab Mini Sectt., Sector 9,Chandigarh.

____   Respondent.






CC No-2550-2008
Present:
Sh.  Sukhwinder Singh, complainant in person.

Sh. Sukhminder Singh Sr. Asstt. Education II Branch, on behalf of the PIO/Secretary, Education department, Punjab.



Shri Talwinder Singh, Sr. Asstt. O/O DPI(SE), Punjab.

 
ORDER:


The representative of the PIO stated that full directions of the Commission had been carried out.  In addition to the file concerned for point No. 1 where the SSP Chandigarh had been asked to look into the matter of the missing file, the same action had been taken in respect of concerned file, from which the applicant needed copies of the documents concerning points No. 3 & 4. Regarding point No. 2 also, he stated that the complainant  had not carried out his part of the bargain to produce a typed copy (of the copy earlier supplied, which the Complainant was not satisfied with, relating that it was illegible) to be compared with the original and attested by the office. Sh. Sukhwinder Singh stated that he had sent a typed copy to the PIO vide covering letter dated 27.7.09 (copy of the same was received by the Commission but not yet received by the PIO). Sh. Talwinder  Singh, representative of the DPI was present with the file of the DPI’s office  and explained that he is carrying the original file with him, in case it was required to be consulted. However, the complainant had stated that the papers he needed were from the Secretariat files.  Thereafter the  representative of the DPI was told that he did not need to appear again.
2.
The representative of the PIO/Secretary Education had stated  all the above orally. However, he was asked to give the same in writing and also to 
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attest the typed letter supplied after comparing it with the original. 
3.

The case was adjourned for next day i.e. for 30.7.09  to complete this exercise. After the needful was done the case would be closed. The representative of the PIO/Secretary Education was directed to deliver the said letter to the office of the Bench as well as to the complainant, the next day at 3.00 PM in the office of the Bench for which he gave his assurance.

The case is hereby disposed of on the presumption that the directions will be complied with.








Sd- 
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


29.07. 2009 
(Ptk)



In pursuance of the directions given by Ld. State Information Commissioner,  Sh.Sukhwinder Singh, complainant and Sh. Sukhminder Singh Sr. Asstt. Education II Branch, on behalf of the PIO/Secretary, Education department, Punjab, appeared today at 3.00 PM. Sh. Sukhminder Singh Sr. Asstt.  has given a letter No. 15/139/08-1E2/4945 dated 30.7.09, reducing his oral statement given in the Court yesterday to writing  (with 3 annexures) to the complainant and has also placed a copy of the same on the record of the Commission. As the typed letter (which is a copy of the illegible letter which was to be got attested after  comparing with the original), was  found to be full of mistakes,  Sh. Sukhwinder Singh, complainant  stated that he would be satisfied if the copy of original letter,  which is already with him, is got attested, for which the representative of the PIO agreed and took the complainant with him to get that copy attested by the competent officer today itself.

Submitted for information of the Hon’ble S.I.C. 
(A.D.Pathak)

P.S./S.I.C.(B)

31.7.2009.

Hon’ble S.I.C.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Sh. Dayal Singh,

S/o Sh. Sunder Singh,

R/o # 75, Industrial Area-A,

Ludhiana. Pb.  





--------Complainant  






Vs. 

PIO, O/O, Deputy Commissioner,

Ludhiana.






____   Respondent.

CC No-790-2009
Present:
Sh. Dayal Singh, complainant in person.

Shri Kuldeep  Kumar, Bill Clerk, O/O SDM(East) Ludhiana.  

ORDER:


In compliance of the order dated 15.7.09, Shri Dayal Singh had visited the office of Dalbir Bhardwaj and thereafter office of SDM (East) Ludhiana. However, he could not meet the concerned official before the close of the office. Anyway, the PIO/SDM(East)Ludhiana has sent his representative with letter dated 28.7.09, addressed to the State Information Commission, a copy of which will officially be endorsed to Sh. Dayal Singh (a photocopy has been given to Sh. Dayal Singh). In that letter it has been clearly stated that no amount of Rs. 2 lacs has been given to or in the name of Sh. Jagjit Singh s/o Sh. Labh Singh as per entries in the cash book.  Counter foils of the cheque book, have also been checked. He has also reported in the communication that Shri Rajinder Singh regarding whom Sh. Dayal Singh had expressed  apprehensions that he had impersonated Jagjit Singh S/O Sh. Labh Singh had however, been found to have been in occupation of H.No. 1119, MIG, Dugri. However, Smt. Ranjit Kaur W/O Sh. Rajinder Singh had sold the said house further and it was now in the occupation of the buyer Sh. Ravinder Singh S/O Sh. Lakhpat Rai, aged 60. This house had been allotted to the 1984 riot victims/migrants.
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The full information has now been given to Sh. Dayal Singh. Thus the case is hereby disposed of.









Sd- 
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


29.07. 2009  

(Ptk)

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

Sh. Ram Saroop Jindal,

# 1396, Progressive Society,

Sector 50-B, Chd. 





--------Complainant  







Vs. 

PIO, O/O Secretary to Govt. Pb.

PWD B&R, Pb., Chd. 




____   Respondent 






CC No-1040 -2009   

Present:
 None for Complainant.


Sh. Jaswant Singh, Senior Assistant B&R Branch for PIO.
ORDER:



The complaint of Sh. Ram Saroop Jindal, Complainant dated 21.01.2009 to the Commission with respect to his RTI application dated 20.02.2009 made to the address of the PIO/Secretary to Govt. Punjab, PWD B&R, Pb. was considered on 14.07.2009 and a detailed order passed on his complaint.  It had been held that the only papers left to be delivered to him were in respect of item no. 1 and 2 of his RTI application and the direction was issued that now be supplied to him free of cost, duly indexed and page marked.
2.

Today, Sh. Jaswant Singh, Senior Assistant stated that vide covering letter dated 21.07.2009 addressed to Sh. Ram Saroop Jindal, Complainant with copy to the Commission, the information sought by him had been supplied for item no. 1 and 2 (annexures 2).  Answer to both points no. 1 and 2 had been provided in letter dated 21.07.2009.  He also placed on file a copy of the receipt given by Complainant.  



Sh. Ram Saroop Jindal, Complainant had due and adequate notice of hearing to be held today.  Since he has not come, it is presumed that he has received full information and he is satisfied with the same.  The case is disposed of.  





Sd- 
 (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


29.07. 2009  

(LS) 
