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Ms. Gurleen Kaur

D/o Sh. Joginder Singh

H. No. 95, Adarsh Nagar,

Jalandhar (Punjab)







……. Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Baba Farid University 

of Health Sciences,

Faridkot (Punjab)







    ..…Respondent




      Complaint  Case No.  1645 of 2015
Present :
 Ms. Eshjot Walia, Advocate, on behalf of the complainant.

 Sh. Ravinder Prakash Goyal, Legal Officer, on behalf of the respondent.  
ORDER 

On the last date of hearing, held on 12.08.2015, a show cause was issued to PIO of 

office of Vice Chancellor, Baba Farid University of Health Sciences, Faridkot under Section 20 (1) of the RTI Act. 

Sh. Ravinder Prakash Goyal, Legal Officer, who appeared on behalf of the 
respondent in today’s hearing, hands over the requisite information to Ms. Eshjot Walia, Advocate, who appeared on behalf of the complainant, Ms. Gurleen Kaur during the hearing  in the Commission today. 
Sh. Eshjot Walia, Advocate, who appeared on behalf of the complainant, Ms. 

Gurleen Kaur, in today’s hearing, orally states that she has received the requisite information and is satisfied with the same.

In compliance to the order dated 12.08.2015, PIO of office of Vice Chancellor, Baba 
Farid University of Health Sciences, Faridkot, has also sent a reply dated 03.09.2015 to the show cause issued to him vide orders dated 12.08.2015, which is taken on record
I have gone over the reply dated 03.09.2015, sent by PIO of office of Vice 
Chancellor, Baba Farid University of Health Sciences, Faridkot and found that the explanation given by him is genuine. In view of the explanation, the show cause issued to him is dropped.

In view of the above, the case is disposed of and closed.

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.
  (Chander Parkash)
3rd September, 2015

  

     State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
               SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Ms. Harmeet Kaur

D/o Sh. Darshan Singh,

H. No. 215, Ward – 15,

Mohalla Sant Nagar,

City Sunam – 148028,

Distt. - Sangrur(Punjab)






……. Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o The Vice Chancellor,

Punjabi University,

Patiala (Punjab)







    ..…Respondent



      Complaint  Case No.  1650 of 2015
Present :
Sh. Manjit Singh  on behalf of the complainant.

 Sh. Surajpreet Singh, Advocate, on behalf of the respondent.  
ORDER 

On the last date of hearing, held on 12.08.2015, an opportunity was given to the 

respondent PIO concerned to file a reply to certain queries in the shape of an affidavit.

Sh. Manjit Singh,  appeared on behalf of the complainant, Ms. Harmeet Kaur, in 
today’s hearing.

Sh. Surajpreet Singh, Advocate, who appeared on behalf of the PIO-cum-Dean, 

Academic Affairs, Punjabi University, Patiala in today’s hearing, submits a reply vide letter no. 5665 dated 31.08.2015 signed by PIO of office of Punjabi University, Patiala, in the shape of an affidavit. He also hands over a copy of the same to Sh. Manjit Singh during the hearing  in the Commission today. It is also taken on record.
I have gone over the contents of the response given by the respondent PIO 

concerned, I found it satisfactory.



In view of the above, the case is disposed of and closed. 

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.
  (Chander Parkash)
3rd September, 2015

  

     State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
              SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054
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Prem Kumar Rattan,

(Regd. Post)
H. No. 78/8, Park Road,

New Mandi, DHURI,

Encl :

Distt. - Sangrur



   

   
..…Appellant

Vs


Public Information Officer,

O/o The Director,

Medical Edu. & Research Deptt., Pb.

Sector 40 –C, Chandigarh

First Appellate Authority,

O/o The Director,

Medical Edu. & Research Deptt., Pb.

Sector 40 –C, Chandigarh



      
            

      …Respondents





Appeal  Case No.  868 of 2015
Present :
None on behalf of the appellant.

i) Sh. Hardev Singh, Superintendent O/o Director, Med. Edu. & Research, Chd 
ii) Sh. Narinder Mohan Singh, Superintendent Director, Med. Edu. & Research, Chd
iii) Sh. Surinder Pal Singh, Senior Assistant O/o Govt. Dental College, Amritsar 
iv) Sh. Satish Kumar, Junior Assistant O/o Govt. Medical College, Amritsar.
ORDER 

On the last date of hearing, held on 11.08.2015, Sh. Harmesh Sharma, Assistant 

Professor stated that the remaining information would be supplied to the appellant after collecting the same from office of Rajindra Hospital, Patiala within two weeks from that day.

The appellant, Sh. Prem Kumar Rattan, through a letter dated 01.09.2015, which 
has been received in the Commission vide Diary No. 22644 dated 02.09.2015, has intimated the Commission that he is unable to attend today’s hearing and requested for an adjournment in this case. It is taken on record.

Sh. Hardev Singh, Superintendent appeared on behalf of PIO of office of the 

Director, Medical Education and Research, Chandigarh in today’s hearing.
Sh. Narinder Mohan Singh, Superintendent appeared on behalf of PIO of office of 

the Director, Medical Education and Research, Chandigarh in today’s hearing
Sh. Surinder Pal Singh, Senior Assistant appeared on behalf of PIO of office of the 

 Government Dental College, Amritsar in today’s hearing. 
Sh. Satish Kumar, Junior Assistant appeared on behalf of PIO of office of the 

Government Medical College, Amritsar in today’s hearing.
Sh. Hardev Singh, Sh. Narinder Mohan Singh, Sh. Surinder Pal Singh and Sh. 
Satish Kumar, have stated that the requisite information has already been supplied to the appellant, Sh. Prem Kumar Rattan. They also submit a copy of the supplied information of each 
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department/College respectively. A copy of the supplied information of each department/College is taken on record.

They also submit a reply vide letter no. 21124 dated 06.08.2015 and a reply vide 

letter no. 15792 dated 03.09.2015, which are taken on record.

A copy of the reply submitted by the respondent vide letter no. 21124 and vide 

letter no. 15792 be sent to the appellant, Sh. Prem Kumar Rattan alongwith this order through registered post.


After examining the documents placed on record, it is found that an interim compensation of Rs. 2000/- was awarded to the appellant, Sh. Prem Kumar Rattan vide orders dated 18.06.2015, which has not been paid to the appellant till date.


Another opportunity is given to the respondent PIO to pay compensation amount of Rs. 2000/- to the appellant by the next date of hearing.

The respondent PIO is also directed to produce a copy of cheque/Demand Draft 
into the Commission on the next date of hearing to establish the fact that order of the Commission has been complied with.



Dr. Surjit Singh and Sh. Harnek Singh, both Superintendents, are directed to appear in person before the Commission to represent this case in person on the next date of hearing.



A copy of this order be sent to Director, Health and Family Welfare, Pb., to ensure compliance of this order.

The case is adjourned to 6th October, 2015 (Tuesday) at 11:00 A. M. 
in  Chamber, S. C. O. 32 – 34, Sector 17 – C, Chandigarh. 

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.  
  (Chander Parkash)
3rd September, 2015

  

     State Information Commissioner
i) The Director, 
Health and Family Welfare, Pb.,

Parivar Kalyan Bhawan,

Sector 34 A, Chandigarh

ii) Dr. Surjit Singh,
Superintendent,
(Regd. Post)

Health and Family Welfare, Pb.,

Parivar Kalyan Bhawan,

Sector 34 A, Chandigarh

iii) Sh. Harnek Singh,
(Regd. Post)

Superintendent, 
Health and Family Welfare, Pb.,

Parivar Kalyan Bhawan,

Sector 34 A, Chandigarh



STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
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Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Ms. Bharti

D/o Sh. Hari Singh,

Rattan Professional Edu. College,

Sohana, Sector 78, Mohali






      
..…Appellant

Vs


Public Information Officer,

O/o The Registrar,

Pb. Nursing Registration Council,

S.C.O.  109, Sector 40 – C,

Chandigarh

First Appellate Authority,

O/o The Registrar,

Pb. Nursing Registration Council,

S.C.O.  109, Sector 40 – C,

Chandigarh





         


         …Respondents




  Appeal  Case No.   1284 of 2015
Present :
Ms. Bharti, the appellant in person.
Sh. Jasjit Singh Rattu, Advocate, on behalf of the respondent.  
ORDER 

On the last date of hearing, held on 11.08.2015, another opportunity was given to 

Ms. Surjit Kaur, Registrar office of Punjab Nursing Registration Council, Chandigarh, to file her reply to the show cause issued to her vide orders dated 17.06.2015 and an interim compensation of Rs. 2000/- was awarded to the appellant.
In compliance to the order dated 11.08.2015, Sh. Jasjit Singh Rattu, Advocate, 

appeared in person in today’s hearing and hands over a Cheque no. 007198 dated 02.09.2015 for Rs. 2000/- as compensation amount to the appellant, Ms. Bharti. A photostat copy of the cheque is  taken on record. 

The appellant, Ms. Bharti, who appeared in person in today’s hearing, also 

confirmed that she has received the compensation amount.
Sh. Jasjit Singh Rattu also submits a reply dated 03.09.2015 signed by Ms. Surjit 
Kaur, Registrar office of Punjab Nursing Registration Council, Chandigarh, to the show cause issued to him vide orders dated 11.08.2015, which is taken on record.
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Ms. Surjit Kaur, Registrar office of Punjab Nursing Registration Council, 
Chandigarh, is directed to file a reply stating that what action has been taken to procure the record back from Ms. Charanjit Kaur, in whose custody the relevant official record has been lying. She is also directed to explain that why she did not use to evoke Section 5 (4) of the RTI Act to procure the record from her. 
A decision on the reply filed by Ms. Surjit Kaur, in connection with the show cause 

issued to her, will be taken later on.

The case is adjourned to 7th October, 2015 (Wednesday) at 11:00 A. M. 
in  Chamber, S. C. O. 32 – 34, Sector 17 – C, Chandigarh. 

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.
  (Chander Parkash)
3rd September, 2015

  

     State Information Commissioner
CC :
(Regd. Post)

Ms. Surjit Kaur, 
Registrar-cum-PIO,




O/o Pb. Nursing Registration Council,

S.C.O.  109, Sector 40 – C,

Chandigarh 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
              SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054
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Rajeev Bhatia

S/o Sh. Agya Ram Bhatia,

 469/9, New Colony,

Tanda Road, Jalandhar (Punjab)





……. Complainant 

Vs


Public Information Officer,

O/o The Executive Officer,

Improvement Trust,

Jalandhar (Punjab)


First Appellate Authority,

O/o The Regional Deputy Director,

Local Government, Punjab,

Master Tara Singh Nagar,


Jalandhar (Punjab)




               
 
   …Respondents




  Appeal  Case No.   1705 of 2015
Present :
None on behalf of the appellant.

i) Sh. Pawan Kumar, Clerk O/o Imp. Trust, Jalandhar ;
ii) Sh. Rahul Bhola, Senior Assistant office of Deputy Director, Jalandhar.                  
ORDER 

On the last date of hearing, held on 11.08.2015, another opportunity was given to 

the appellant to represent his case in person or through his representative.

Sh. Pawan Kumar, Clerk and Sh. Rahul Bhola, Senior Assistant, who appeared 

on behalf of the respondent in today’s hearing, submit that the requisite information has already been supplied to the appellant, Sh. Rajeev Bhatia on 11.08.2015. They have also submitted that the appellant  has not pointed out any deficiency in the information supplied to him till date.

The appellant, Sh. Rajeev Bhatia through a letter dated 17.08.2015, which has been 

received in the Commission vide Diary No. 21544 dated 20.08.2015, has intimated the Commission that he is unable to attend today’s hearing and requested for an adjournment in this case. It is taken on record.

After examining the documents placed on record, it   is   found that the requisite 

information has already been supplied to the appellant and the appellant was given  reasonable opportunities  to point out deficiencies into the same.

As the appellant has not pointed out any deficiency in the information supplied to 

him and only sought for adjournment in this case, I am of the view that there is no need to give any  more adjournment in this case to the appellant.
As no cause of action is left in this case, the case is disposed of and closed.

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.  
  (Chander Parkash)
3rd September, 2015

  

     State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
              SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054
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Ms. Sunita

D/o Sh. Mohinder Paul,

H. No. 302 B – 1/661,

Ward – 1, Ravidass Nagar,

Jalandhar (Punjab)







……. Complainant 

Vs


i) Public Information Officer,

O/o The Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation,

Jalandhar (Punjab)

ii) Public Information Officer,

O/o District Education Officer(Elem.),
Jalandhar (Punjab)

First Appellate Authority,

O/o The Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation,

Jalandhar (Punjab)




               
 
   …Respondents




  Appeal  Case No.   1809 of 2015
Present :
Sh. Ashok Kumar, on behalf of the appellant.

i) Sh. Rajesh Kumar, Clerk ;
ii) Sh. S. K. Lakha, B.P.E.O. (HQ), on behalf of the respondent.  
ORDER 
On the last date of hearing, held on 11.08.2015, a show cause was issued to Sh. 
Prem Kumar, District Education Officer(Elem.),Jalandhar, under Section 20 (1) of the RTI Act.

Sh. Ashok Kumar, appeared on behalf of the appellant, Ms. Sunita in today’s 

hearing.

Sh. Rajesh Kumar, Clerk, who appeared on behalf of the respondent in today’s 
hearing, submits a reply vide letter no. 769 dated 02.09.2015 signed by Ms. Navsandeep Kaur, Superintendent office of Municipal Corporation, Jalandhar. It is taken on record.
Sh. S. K. Lakha, B.P.E.O. (HQ), also appeared on behalf of the respondent in 
today’s hearing.
After examining the documents placed on record, it is found that Sh. Prem Kumar, 
District Education Officer(Elem.), Jalandhar, has not filed his reply to show cause issued to him vide orders dated 11.08.2015.
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Another opportunity is given to Sh. Prem Kumar, District Education Officer(Elem.), 

Jalandhar, to file his reply to the show cause issued to him vide orders dated 11.08.2015 before or on the next date of hearing.

Ms. Navsandeep Kaur, Superintendent office of Municipal Corporation, Jalandhar 
is also directed to appear in person on the next date of hearing to represent this case.

The case is adjourned to 7th October, 2015 (Wednesday) at 11:00 A. M. 
in  Chamber, S. C. O. 32 – 34, Sector 17 – C, Chandigarh. 

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.
  (Chander Parkash)
3rd September, 2015

  

     State Information Commissioner
CC :
(Regd. Post)

i) 
Sh. Prem Kumar, 
District Education Officer(Elem.)-cum-PIO,





Jalandhar (Punjab) 
ii) 
Ms. Navsandeep Kaur,

(Regd. Post)


 Superintendent,

O/o Municipal Corporation,
 Jalandhar (Punjab) 
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Ms. Meena Kumari Jain

C/o Sh. Darshan Kumar Jain,

Karyana Merchant, 

Near Shiv Mandir,

Moonak – 148033,

Distt. – Sangrur (Punjab)






……. Complainant 

Vs


Public Information Officer,

O/o The Director,

Public Instructions (Sec.), Pb.,

Sector 62, P.S.E.B Complex,

S. A. S. Nagar (Mohali)
First Appellate Authority,

O/o The Director,

Public Instructions (Sec.), Pb.,

Sector 62, P.S.E.B Complex,

S. A. S. Nagar (Mohali)





                
       …Respondents




  Appeal  Case No.   1172 of 2015
Present :
None on behalf the  appellant.
Sh. Rajeev Puri, Senior Assistant, on behalf of the respondent.  
ORDER 

On the last date of hearing, held on 12.08.2015, another opportunity was given to 

Sh. Amrish Kumar, Deputy Director office of Director, Public Instructions (Sec.), Punjab, Mohali to file a fresh  detailed reply to the show cause issued to him vide orders dated 16.07.2015.
The appellant, Ms. Meena Kumari Jain, through a letter dated 02.09.2015, which has 

been received in the Commission vide Diary No. 22688 dated 03.09.2015, has intimated the Commission that she is unable to attend today’s hearing and requested for an adjournment in this case. It is taken on record.

Sh. Rajeev Puri, Senior Assistant, appeared on behalf of the respondent in today’s 
hearing.
In compliance to the order dated 12.08.2015, Sh. Amrish Kumar, Deputy Director, 

has sent a reply dated 03.09.2015 to the show cause issued to him vide orders dated 12.08.2015, which is taken on record.

I have gone over the reply dated 03.09.2015, sent by Sh. Amrish Kumar and found 
that the explanation given by him is genuine. In view of the explanation, the show cause issued to him is dropped.

In view of the above, the case is disposed of and closed.

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.  
  (Chander Parkash)
3rd September, 2015

  

     State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
              SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054








Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sham Sunder,

H. No. 3312, 1st Floor,

Sector 40 – D,

Chandigarh - 160036







      
..…Appellant

Vs


Public Information Officer,

O/o The Registrar,

Pb. Pharmacy Council,

Parivar Kalyan Bhawan, 

Sector 34 – A, Chandigarh 

First Appellate Authority,

O/o The Registrar,

Pb. State Pharmacy Council,

Parivar Kalyan Bhawan, 

Sector 34 – A, Chandigarh  


         



         …Respondents




  Appeal  Case No.   1253 of 2015
Present :
Sh. Sham Sunder,  the appellant in person.

Ms. Surinder Kaur, Superintendent-cum-PIO, in person.  
ORDER
On the last date of hearing, held on 12.08.2015, a compensation  to the tune of   

2000/- was awarded to the appellant.

In compliance to the order dated 12.08.2015, Ms. Surinder Kaur, Superintendent-
cum-PIO, appeared in person in today’s and submits a reply vide letter no. 5117 dated 02.09.2015, showing that compensation amount of Rs. 2000/- has been paid to the appellant, Sh. Sham Sunder through Cheque no. 000621 dated 02.09.2015. A copy of the cheque and a reply dated 02.09.2015 are taken on record. 

The appellant, Sh. Sham Sunder, who appeared in person in today’s hearing, also 

confirmed that he has received the compensation amount. He also asks for filing of his case.

Since the orders passed by the Commission has been complied with, the case is 
disposed of and closed.
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.
  (Chander Parkash)
3rd September, 2015

  

     State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
               SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054
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Sadhu Ram Kusla,

S/o Sh. Ram Chand,

H. No. 138, Veer Colony,

Maharaja Aggarsen Road,

Bathinda


   
  


  
     
  ..…Complainant
Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o The Vice Chancellor,

Punjab Tech. University,

Kapurthala Road,

Jalandhar

  



     
       
                   ..…Respondent




Complaint  Case No.  466 of 2015

Present :
Sh. Sadhu Ram Kusla, the complainant in person. 

i)  Sh. Piyush Khanna, Advocate ;

ii) Sh. Kishore Luthra, Assistant Registrar-cum-Nodal PIO ; 
ORDER
On the last date of hearing, held on 12.08.2015, another opportunity was given to 

Sh. Kishore Luthra, Nodal PIO-cum-Assistant Registrar of Punjab Technical University, Jalandhar, to file his reply to the show cause issued to him vide orders dated 09.06.2015 in the shape of an affidavit.

Sh. Luthra,  who appeared in person alongwith Sh. Piyush Khanna, Advocate, in 
today’s hearing, state that the requisite information has already been supplied to the complainant, Sh. Sadhu Ram Kusla.
The complainant, Sh. Kusla, who appeared in person in today’s hearing, expresses 
his dissatisfaction over the information supplied to him by the respondent PIO. He states that he has not received complete information in connection with  L C Code and name of the stations.
 He also demands that penal action should be taken against the respondent PIO 
concerned  and suitable compensation be awarded to him as per provisions of the RTI Act.


The respondent PIO concerned is directed to submit a reply clarifying the fact that whether information in connection with  L C Code and  station name  is available in the official record  or not.
If the required information is not available  in official record, the respondent PIO 
will file an affidavit stating that the  requisite information is not available  in office-record or is missing.



He is also advised to send the said affidavit to the complainant in advance and a copy  the  same also to the Commission.
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The complainant is also advised to file rejoinder, if he desires so,  to that affidavit by the next date of hearing.



Sh. Luthra also submits a reply dated 28.08.2015 in the shape of an affidavit signed by Sh. Rajinder Kumar, Assistant Registrar, which is taken on record.
Sh. Luthra also submits another reply dated 21.08.2015 in the shape of an affidavit 

signed by Sh. Parvesh Aspal, AR/SPIO Accounts, which is taken on record.
In compliance to the order dated 12.08.2015, Sh.  Luthra, Assistant Registrar, 

submits a reply dated 28.08.2015 in the shape of an affidavit to the show cause issued to him, which is taken on record.

A decision on these replies filed by Sh. Luthra, will be taken later on. 
The case is adjourned to 7th October, 2015 (Wednesday) at 11:00 A. M. 
in  Chamber, S. C. O. 32 – 34, Sector 17 – C, Chandigarh. 

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.
  (Chander Parkash)
3rd September, 2015

  

     State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
               SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054
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Sadhu Ram Kusla

S/o Sh. Ram Chand,

H. No. 138, Veer Colony,

Maharaja Aggarsen Road,

Bathinda


   
  


  
     
  ..…Complainant


Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o The Vice Chancellor,

Punjab Tech. University,

Kapurthala Road,

Jalandhar

  



     
       
                   ..…Respondent



Complaint  Case No.  467 of 2015
Present :
Sh. Sadhu Ram Kusla, the complainant in person. 

i)  Sh. Piyush Khanna, Advocate ;

ii) Sh. Kishore Luthra, Assistant Registrar-cum-Nodal PIO ; 
ORDER
On the last date of hearing, held on 12.08.2015, another opportunity was given to 

Sh. Kishore Luthra, Nodal PIO-cum-Assistant Registrar of Punjab Technical University, Jalandhar, to file his reply to the show cause issued to him vide orders dated 09.06.2015 in the shape of an affidavit.

Sh. Luthra,  who appeared in person alongwith Sh. Piyush Khanna, Advocate, in 
today’s hearing, state that the requisite information has already been supplied to the complainant, Sh. Sadhu Ram Kusla.

The complainant, Sh. Kusla, who appeared in person in today’s hearing, expresses 

his dissatisfaction over the information supplied to him by the respondent PIO. He states that he has not received complete information in connection with  L C Code and name of the stations.

 He also demands that penal action should be taken against the respondent PIO 

concerned  and suitable compensation be awarded to him as per provisions of the RTI Act.


The respondent PIO concerned is directed to submit a reply clarifying the fact that whether information in connection with  L C Code and  station name  is available in the official record  or not.

If the required information is not available  in official record, the respondent PIO 

will file an affidavit stating that the  requisite information is not available  in office-record or is missing.



He is also advised to send the said affidavit to the complainant in advance and a copy  the  same also to the Commission.
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The complainant is also advised to file rejoinder, if he desires so,  to that affidavit by the next date of hearing.



Sh. Luthra also submits a reply dated 28.08.2015 in the shape of an affidavit signed by Sh. Rajinder Kumar, Assistant Registrar, which is taken on record.

Sh. Luthra also submits another reply dated 21.08.2015 in the shape of an affidavit 

signed by Sh. Parvesh Aspal, AR/SPIO Accounts, which is taken on record.

In compliance to the order dated 12.08.2015, Sh.  Luthra, Assistant Registrar, 

submits a reply dated 28.08.2015 in the shape of an affidavit to the show cause issued to him, which is taken on record.

A decision on these replies filed by Sh. Luthra, will be taken later on. 
The case is adjourned to 7th October, 2015 (Wednesday) at 11:00 A. M. 
in  Chamber, S. C. O. 32 – 34, Sector 17 – C, Chandigarh. 

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.
  (Chander Parkash)
3rd September, 2015

  

     State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
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Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sadhu Ram Kusla

S/o Sh. Ram Chand,

H. No. 138, Veer Colony,

Maharaja Aggarsen Road,

Bathinda
   
  


  
     
                    
..…Complainant


Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o The Vice Chancellor,

Punjab Tech. University,

Kapurthala Road,

Jalandhar
  



     
       
          
         ..…Respondent




Complaint  Case No.  468 of 2015
Present :
Sh. Sadhu Ram Kusla, the complainant in person. 

i)  Sh. Piyush Khanna, Advocate ;

ii) Sh. Kishore Luthra, Assistant Registrar-cum-Nodal PIO ; 
ORDER
On the last date of hearing, held on 12.08.2015, another opportunity was given to 

Sh. Kishore Luthra, Nodal PIO-cum-Assistant Registrar of Punjab Technical University, Jalandhar, to file his reply to the show cause issued to him vide orders dated 09.06.2015 in the shape of an affidavit.

Sh. Luthra,  who appeared in person alongwith Sh. Piyush Khanna, Advocate, in 
today’s hearing, state that the requisite information has already been supplied to the complainant, Sh. Sadhu Ram Kusla.

The complainant, Sh. Kusla, who appeared in person in today’s hearing, expresses 

his dissatisfaction over the information supplied to him by the respondent PIO. He states that he has not received complete information in connection with  L C Code and name of the stations.

 He also demands that penal action should be taken against the respondent PIO 

concerned  and suitable compensation be awarded to him as per provisions of the RTI Act.


The respondent PIO concerned is directed to submit a reply clarifying the fact that whether information in connection with  L C Code and  station name  is available in the official record  or not.

If the required information is not available  in official record, the respondent PIO 

will file an affidavit stating that the  requisite information is not available  in office-record or is missing.



He is also advised to send the said affidavit to the complainant in advance and a copy  the  same also to the Commission.
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The complainant is also advised to file rejoinder, if he desires so,  to that affidavit by the next date of hearing.



Sh. Luthra also submits a reply dated 28.08.2015 in the shape of an affidavit signed by Sh. Rajinder Kumar, Assistant Registrar, which is taken on record.

Sh. Luthra also submits another reply dated 21.08.2015 in the shape of an affidavit 

signed by Sh. Parvesh Aspal, AR/SPIO Accounts, which is taken on record.

In compliance to the order dated 12.08.2015, Sh.  Luthra, Assistant Registrar, 

submits a reply dated 28.08.2015 in the shape of an affidavit to the show cause issued to him, which is taken on record.

A decision on these replies filed by Sh. Luthra, will be taken later on. 
The case is adjourned to 7th October, 2015 (Wednesday) at 11:00 A. M. 
in  Chamber, S. C. O. 32 – 34, Sector 17 – C, Chandigarh. 

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.
  (Chander Parkash)
3rd September, 2015

  

     State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
               SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sadhu Ram Kusla

S/o Sh. Ram Chand,

H. No. 138, Veer Colony,

Maharaja Aggarsen Road,

Bathinda


   
  


  
     
  ..…Complainant


Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o The Vice Chancellor,

Punjab Tech. University,

Kapurthala Road,

Jalandhar

  



     
       
                   ..…Respondent





Complaint  Case No.  469 of 2015
Present :
Sh. Sadhu Ram Kusla, the complainant in person. 

i)  Sh. Piyush Khanna, Advocate ;

ii) Sh. Kishore Luthra, Assistant Registrar-cum-Nodal PIO ; 
ORDER
On the last date of hearing, held on 12.08.2015, another opportunity was given to 

Sh. Kishore Luthra, Nodal PIO-cum-Assistant Registrar of Punjab Technical University, Jalandhar, to file his reply to the show cause issued to him vide orders dated 09.06.2015 in the shape of an affidavit.

Sh. Luthra,  who appeared in person alongwith Sh. Piyush Khanna, Advocate, in 
today’s hearing, state that the requisite information has already been supplied to the complainant, Sh. Sadhu Ram Kusla.

The complainant, Sh. Kusla, who appeared in person in today’s hearing, expresses 

his dissatisfaction over the information supplied to him by the respondent PIO. He states that he has not received complete information in connection with  L C Code and name of the stations.

 He also demands that penal action should be taken against the respondent PIO 

concerned  and suitable compensation be awarded to him as per provisions of the RTI Act.


The respondent PIO concerned is directed to submit a reply clarifying the fact that whether information in connection with  L C Code and  station name  is available in the official record  or not.

If the required information is not available  in official record, the respondent PIO 

will file an affidavit stating that the  requisite information is not available  in office-record or is missing.



He is also advised to send the said affidavit to the complainant in advance and a copy  the  same also to the Commission.
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The complainant is also advised to file rejoinder, if he desires so,  to that affidavit by the next date of hearing.



Sh. Luthra also submits a reply dated 28.08.2015 in the shape of an affidavit signed by Sh. Rajinder Kumar, Assistant Registrar, which is taken on record.

Sh. Luthra also submits another reply dated 21.08.2015 in the shape of an affidavit 

signed by Sh. Parvesh Aspal, AR/SPIO Accounts, which is taken on record.

In compliance to the order dated 12.08.2015, Sh.  Luthra, Assistant Registrar, 

submits a reply dated 28.08.2015 in the shape of an affidavit to the show cause issued to him, which is taken on record.

A decision on these replies filed by Sh. Luthra, will be taken later on. 
The case is adjourned to 7th October, 2015 (Wednesday) at 11:00 A. M. 
in  Chamber, S. C. O. 32 – 34, Sector 17 – C, Chandigarh. 

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.
  (Chander Parkash)
3rd September, 2015

  

     State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
               SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sadhu Ram Kusla

S/o Sh. Ram Chand,

H. No. 138, Veer Colony,

Maharaja Aggarsen Road,

Bathinda


   
  


  
     
  ..…Complainant
Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o The Vice Chancellor,

Punjab Tech. University,

Kapurthala Road,

Jalandhar

  



     
       
                   ..…Respondent





Complaint  Case No.  470 of 2015
Present :
Sh. Sadhu Ram Kusla, the complainant in person. 

i)  Sh. Piyush Khanna, Advocate ;

ii) Sh. Kishore Luthra, Assistant Registrar-cum-Nodal PIO ; 
ORDER
On the last date of hearing, held on 12.08.2015, another opportunity was given to 

Sh. Kishore Luthra, Nodal PIO-cum-Assistant Registrar of Punjab Technical University, Jalandhar, to file his reply to the show cause issued to him vide orders dated 09.06.2015 in the shape of an affidavit.

Sh. Luthra,  who appeared in person alongwith Sh. Piyush Khanna, Advocate, in 
today’s hearing, state that the requisite information has already been supplied to the complainant, Sh. Sadhu Ram Kusla.

The complainant, Sh. Kusla, who appeared in person in today’s hearing, expresses 

his dissatisfaction over the information supplied to him by the respondent PIO. He states that he has not received complete information in connection with  L C Code and name of the stations.

 He also demands that penal action should be taken against the respondent PIO 

concerned  and suitable compensation be awarded to him as per provisions of the RTI Act.


The respondent PIO concerned is directed to submit a reply clarifying the fact that whether information in connection with  L C Code and  station name  is available in the official record  or not.

If the required information is not available  in official record, the respondent PIO 

will file an affidavit stating that the  requisite information is not available  in office-record or is missing.



He is also advised to send the said affidavit to the complainant in advance and a copy  the  same also to the Commission.
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The complainant is also advised to file rejoinder, if he desires so,  to that affidavit by the next date of hearing.



Sh. Luthra also submits a reply dated 28.08.2015 in the shape of an affidavit signed by Sh. Rajinder Kumar, Assistant Registrar, which is taken on record.

Sh. Luthra also submits another reply dated 21.08.2015 in the shape of an affidavit 

signed by Sh. Parvesh Aspal, AR/SPIO Accounts, which is taken on record.

In compliance to the order dated 12.08.2015, Sh.  Luthra, Assistant Registrar, 

submits a reply dated 28.08.2015 in the shape of an affidavit to the show cause issued to him, which is taken on record.

A decision on these replies filed by Sh. Luthra, will be taken later on. 
The case is adjourned to 7th October, 2015 (Wednesday) at 11:00 A. M. 
in  Chamber, S. C. O. 32 – 34, Sector 17 – C, Chandigarh. 

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.
  (Chander Parkash)
3rd September, 2015

  

     State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
               SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sadhu Ram Kusla

S/o Sh. Ram Chand,

H. No. 138, Veer Colony,

Maharaja Aggarsen Road,

Bathinda


   
  


  
     
  ..…Complainant
Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o The Vice Chancellor,

Punjab Tech. University,

Kapurthala Road,

Jalandhar

  



     
       
                   ..…Respondent





Complaint  Case No.  471 of 2015
Present :
Sh. Sadhu Ram Kusla, the complainant in person. 

i)  Sh. Piyush Khanna, Advocate ;

ii) Sh. Kishore Luthra, Assistant Registrar-cum-Nodal PIO ; 
ORDER
On the last date of hearing, held on 12.08.2015, another opportunity was given to 

Sh. Kishore Luthra, Nodal PIO-cum-Assistant Registrar of Punjab Technical University, Jalandhar, to file his reply to the show cause issued to him vide orders dated 09.06.2015 in the shape of an affidavit.

Sh. Luthra,  who appeared in person alongwith Sh. Piyush Khanna, Advocate, in 
today’s hearing, state that the requisite information has already been supplied to the complainant, Sh. Sadhu Ram Kusla.

The complainant, Sh. Kusla, who appeared in person in today’s hearing, expresses 

his dissatisfaction over the information supplied to him by the respondent PIO. He states that he has not received complete information in connection with  L C Code and name of the stations.

 He also demands that penal action should be taken against the respondent PIO 

concerned  and suitable compensation be awarded to him as per provisions of the RTI Act.


The respondent PIO concerned is directed to submit a reply clarifying the fact that whether information in connection with  L C Code and  station name  is available in the official record  or not.

If the required information is not available  in official record, the respondent PIO 

will file an affidavit stating that the  requisite information is not available  in office-record or is missing.



He is also advised to send the said affidavit to the complainant in advance and a copy  the  same also to the Commission.
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The complainant is also advised to file rejoinder, if he desires so,  to that affidavit by the next date of hearing.



Sh. Luthra also submits a reply dated 28.08.2015 in the shape of an affidavit signed by Sh. Rajinder Kumar, Assistant Registrar, which is taken on record.

Sh. Luthra also submits another reply dated 21.08.2015 in the shape of an affidavit 

signed by Sh. Parvesh Aspal, AR/SPIO Accounts, which is taken on record.

In compliance to the order dated 12.08.2015, Sh.  Luthra, Assistant Registrar, 

submits a reply dated 28.08.2015 in the shape of an affidavit to the show cause issued to him, which is taken on record.

A decision on these replies filed by Sh. Luthra, will be taken later on. 
The case is adjourned to 7th October, 2015 (Wednesday) at 11:00 A. M. 
in  Chamber, S. C. O. 32 – 34, Sector 17 – C, Chandigarh. 

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.
  (Chander Parkash)
3rd September, 2015

  

     State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
               SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sadhu Ram Kusla

S/o Sh. Ram Chand,

H. No. 138, Veer Colony,

Maharaja Aggarsen Road,

Bathinda


   
  


  
     
  ..…Complainant


Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o The Vice Chancellor,

Punjab Tech. University,

Kapurthala Road,

Jalandhar

  



     
       
                   ..…Respondent





Complaint  Case No.  472 of 2015
Present :
Sh. Sadhu Ram Kusla, the complainant in person. 

i)  Sh. Piyush Khanna, Advocate ;

ii) Sh. Kishore Luthra, Assistant Registrar-cum-Nodal PIO ; 
ORDER
On the last date of hearing, held on 12.08.2015, another opportunity was given to 

Sh. Kishore Luthra, Nodal PIO-cum-Assistant Registrar of Punjab Technical University, Jalandhar, to file his reply to the show cause issued to him vide orders dated 09.06.2015 in the shape of an affidavit.

Sh. Luthra,  who appeared in person alongwith Sh. Piyush Khanna, Advocate, in 
today’s hearing, state that the requisite information has already been supplied to the complainant, Sh. Sadhu Ram Kusla.

The complainant, Sh. Kusla, who appeared in person in today’s hearing, expresses 

his dissatisfaction over the information supplied to him by the respondent PIO. He states that he has not received complete information in connection with  L C Code and name of the stations.

 He also demands that penal action should be taken against the respondent PIO 

concerned  and suitable compensation be awarded to him as per provisions of the RTI Act.


The respondent PIO concerned is directed to submit a reply clarifying the fact that whether information in connection with  L C Code and  station name  is available in the official record  or not.

If the required information is not available  in official record, the respondent PIO 

will file an affidavit stating that the  requisite information is not available  in office-record or is missing.



He is also advised to send the said affidavit to the complainant in advance and a copy  the  same also to the Commission.
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The complainant is also advised to file rejoinder, if he desires so,  to that affidavit by the next date of hearing.



Sh. Luthra also submits a reply dated 28.08.2015 in the shape of an affidavit signed by Sh. Rajinder Kumar, Assistant Registrar, which is taken on record.

Sh. Luthra also submits another reply dated 21.08.2015 in the shape of an affidavit 

signed by Sh. Parvesh Aspal, AR/SPIO Accounts, which is taken on record.

In compliance to the order dated 12.08.2015, Sh.  Luthra, Assistant Registrar, 

submits a reply dated 28.08.2015 in the shape of an affidavit to the show cause issued to him, which is taken on record.

A decision on these replies filed by Sh. Luthra, will be taken later on. 
The case is adjourned to 7th October, 2015 (Wednesday) at 11:00 A. M. 
in  Chamber, S. C. O. 32 – 34, Sector 17 – C, Chandigarh. 

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.
  (Chander Parkash)
3rd September, 2015

  

     State Information Commissioner

