      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
               SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054
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Surinder Singh
S/o Sh. Bhagwan Singh,

C/o Sain Computer Centre,

D.A.V. College Road, 

Jalalabad,

Distt. – Fazilka - 152024 (Punjab)





……. Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Block Development and

Panchayat Officer,

Jalalabad,

Distt. – Fazilka (Punjab)






    ..…Respondent




      Complaint  Case No.  1641 of 2015
Present :
None on behalf of the complainant.
Sh. Hari Om, Panchayat Secretary, on behalf of the respondent.  
ORDER 

The RTI application is dated 26.06.2015.  The information demanded, pertains to 
auction of shalmat plots in Village Chakmaujdinwala. The complaint with the Commission is dated 08.07.2015. 

Sh. Hari Om, Panchayat Secretary, who appeared on behalf of the respondent in 
today’s hearing, submits that the requisite information has already been supplied to the complainant, Sh. Surinder Singh on 06.08.2015 in person. A copy of the same is taken on record.
He also produces a written note dated 06.08.2015 signed by the applicant as an 

acknowledgement of having received the requisite information. It is taken on record.

The complainant,  Sh. Surinder Singh, is not present in today’s hearing.

I have gone over the queries raised by the complainant, Sh. Surinder Singh, in his 
RTI request and 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)
12th August, 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. 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 :
Sh. Eshjot Walia, Advocate, on behalf of the complainant.
 None on behalf of the respondent.  
ORDER 

The RTI application is dated  02.06.2015.  The information demanded, pertains to 
copy of OMR sheet pertaining to Roll No. 510359 of Ms. Gurleen Kaur. The complaint with the Commission is dated 09.07.2015. 

Sh. Eshjot Walia, Advocate,  who appeared on behalf of the complainant,  Ms. 

Gurleen Kaur in today’s hearing, states that a reply has been received from the respondent PIO, in which it is stated that the information desired by the complainant does not come under the purview of the RTI Act. 
Neither  the respondent PIO nor his representative is present in today’s hearing.

In view of the above,  PIO  of office of  Vice Chancellor, Baba Farid University of 
Health Sciences, Faridkot, will show cause under Section 20 (1) of the RTI Act, as to why penalty be  not  imposed upon him for willful delay/denial in supplying the information to the RTI applicant and why the compensation be not awarded to the information-seeker under the provisions of the RTI Act, 2005.




In addition to his submission, the PIO is also hereby given an opportunity under 
Section 20(1) provision, thereto, for a personal hearing before the imposition of such penalty on the next date of hearing.



He may note that in case he does not file his submission and does not avail himself of the opportunity of personal hearing on the next date fixed, it will be presumed that he has nothing to say and the Commission shall proceed to take further proceedings against him ex-parte. 
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He is also directed to  file a status report regarding action taken by him on the RTI 

request filed by the applicant which must be accompanied with supporting  documents  as per official record before or on the next date of hearing. A copy of the RTI request be sent to him alongwith this order through registered post  for his ready reference.

The case is adjourned to 3rd September, 2015 (Thursday) at 11:00 A. M. 

in  Chamber, S. C. O. 32 – 34, Sector 17 – C, Chandigarh.

A copy of this order be sent to Sh. Raj Bahadur, who is Vice Chancellor of Baba 
Farid University of Health Sciences, Faridkot, to ensure presence of the PIO or his representative on the next date of hearing.
 Copies of the order be sent to the parties.
  (Chander Parkash)
12th August, 2015
      

  

     State Information Commissioner

P. S. :

Sh. Gautam Mittal, Advocate for Sh. Ashish Rawal, Advocate, appeared on behalf 
of the respondent, after the hearing was over. He was read out the above order.
The case stands adjourned to 3rd September, 2015 (Thursday) at 11:00 
A. M. in  Chamber, S. C. O. 32 – 34, Sector 17 – C, Chandigarh.

  (Chander Parkash)
12th August, 2015
      

  

     State Information Commissioner
CC :
i) Sh. Raj Bahadur,

Vice Chancellor,

 Baba Farid University 

 of Health Sciences,

 Faridkot (Punjab)

(Regd. Post)
ii) 
 Public Information Officer (By Name),




O/o The Vice Chancellor,

 Baba Farid University 

 of Health Sciences,

 Faridkot (Punjab)

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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Manjit Singh alias Kuku

S/o Sh. Mohinder Singh,

H. No. 288 – A, Ward – 18,

Near Pehli Patshahi Gurudwara Sahib,

City Sunam – 148028,

Distt. - Sangrur(Punjab)






……. Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o The Principal,

Shaheed Udham Singh Govt. College,

Sunam,

Distt. - Sangrur (Punjab)






    ..…Respondent




      Complaint  Case No.  1648 of 2015
Present :
Sh. Manjit Singh, the complainant, in person.

i) Dr. Parminder Singh, Officiating Principal ;
ii) Sh. Amrit Samra, Asstt. Professor ;
iii) Ms. Amritpal Kaur, Senior Assistant O/o D. P. I.(Colleges), Punjab ;
iv) Sh. Jaswinder Pal Singh, Caretaker, on behalf of the respondent.  
ORDER 

The RTI application is dated 15.04.2015.  The information demanded, pertains to 
grants received by the colleges authorities from government and its utilization. The complaint with the Commission is dated 08.07.2015. 

The complainant,  Sh. Manjit Singh, appeared in person in today’s hearing.

Dr. Parminder Singh, Officiating Principal appeared in person alongwith Sh. Amrit 

Samra, Asstt. Professor ; Ms. Amritpal Kaur, Senior Assistant office of  D. P. I.(Colleges), Punjab, Chandigarh and Sh. Jaswinder Pal Singh, Caretaker, in today’s hearing and submits a reply dated 12.08.2015 alongwith supporting documents. It is taken on record.
He also hands over a copy of the same to the complainant, during the hearing  in 
the Commission today.
Moreover, after hearing both the parties and  examining the documents placed on 

record, I found that the applicant has not exhausted the channel of approaching First Appellate Authority under Section 19 of the RTI Act.
Hence, this case is remanded to First Appellate Authority, who is Sh. T. K. 
Goel, Director, Public Instructions(Colleges), Pb., Chandigarh, with the directions to decide the case as per provisions of the RTI Act, after giving due opportunity to the parties concerned,  examining the evidence and documents submitted by the parties concerned. A copy of the RTI 
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request alongwith a copy of the complaint be also enclosed for ready reference of First Appellate Authority who will treat it as first appeal.

If the complainant is not satisfied with the decision of the First Appellate Authority, 

he is free to approach the Commission by way of second appeal within one month after receipt of this order.
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.
  (Chander Parkash)
12th August, 2015
      

  

     State Information Commissioner

CC :  


Sh. T. K. Goel,

(Regd. Post)


Director-cum-First Appellate Authority,

Public Instructions(Colleges), Pb., 

S.C.O. 66-67, Sector 17-D,

Chandigarh,
Encl :
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 

The RTI application is dated 15,04,2015.  The information demanded, pertains to 
copies of question papers and answer sheets of  Mathematics of B. A.  (Part – III). The complaint with the Commission is dated   08.07.2015. 

Sh. Manjit Singh,  who appeared on behalf of the complainant, Ms. Harmeet Kaur, 
in today’s hearing without any authorization, states that no information has been supplied to the complainant by the respondent PIO till today.


He also alleges that the respondent PIO has been denying the requisite information to the complainant with a sole motive of hiding the various acts of omission and commission of Punjabi University authorities.



He also submits that apart from directing the respondent PIO concerned  to supply the requisite information  to the information seeker, a penalty be imposed on the erring respondent PIO concerned and compensation be awarded to the complainant as per provisions of the RTI Act.

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

Academic Affairs, Punjabi University, Patiala in today’s hearing, with an authorization in that regard, submits that a reply by the respondent PIO concerned has already been given in this case.


He also pleads that an adjournment be given in this case as he needs certain documents to plead this case.

The PIO-cum-Dean, Academic Affairs, Punjabi University, Patiala has also filed a 

reply dated  07.08.2015 in this case, which has been received in the Commission vide Diary No. 20465 dated 10.08.2015.
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In that reply, he claimed that information in connection with query no. 01 of the RTI request could not be given to the complainant as per the decision given by Hon’ble Supreme Court in Civil  Appeal No. 6454 of 2011 (Arising out of SLP(C) No. 7526/2009) Central Board of Secondary Education and Anr. Versus Aditya Bandopadhaya dated  09.08.2011.


He also states that information in connection with query no. 02 of the RTI request could not be given to the complainant as identity of the complainant was not received alongwith RTI request. He also added that complainant was informed about the fact that her identity is not received.



He also claims that instead of sending her identity proof to the RTI Cell of the Punjabi University, Patiala, the complainant approached the Commission through his representation and attached identity proof with the same also.



He also states that as per para 52 of the proceedings of meeting of Syndicate of the Punjabi University, Patiala, held on 28.08.2013, answer sheets of any exam are kept in record for six months starting from the date on which the result  of that exam is declared.



He also added that according to this decision of the meeting of Syndicate, the answer sheets of the complainant, Ms. Harmeet Kaur has either been sold off or destroyed.



He added that the scored marks in the Mathematics (A, B, C) papers of the complainant is 35 Marks in Paper A, 0 Marks in Paper B and 45 Marks in Paper C. After revaluation, the scored marks turned out to 36 Marks in Paper A, 01 Marks in Paper B and 43Marks in Paper C.



He also states that the complainant has also sought for copies of the question paper of Mathematics (A, B, C) of B. A. – Part III. But these copies could not be supplied to her as only question papers for one old session, preceding the current session, is kept in record and hence the same could not be supplied to her.


He also claims that as the complainant has not approached the First Appellate Authority under Section 19 (1) of the RTI Act as she has approached the Commission through second appeal, hence second appeal should be filed by the Bench of the undersigned according to the decision of the Full Bench of the State Information Commission, Punjab, in Case No. 461 of 2010.



After hearing the parties and examining the documents placed on record, I am of the considered view that before passing a final order in this case, an opportunity must be given to the respondent PIO concerned to explain the fact that when did he respond to the RTI request of the complainant for the first time. He must place certified documentary proof in this regard on the record on the next date of hearing.
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The respondent PIO concerned is also directed to explain that as to whether the record, in connection of which the information has been sought for by the complainant, was destroyed or not, on the date when the RTI request of the complainant was received by the authorities concerned.


If that record was destroyed by that date, he is directed to place certified copies of the order of the authorities concerned, according to which that record has been destroyed, on record.



The respondent PIO concerned is also directed to explain that as to why the RTI request of the complainant is not rejected at the first stage due to non filing of identity proof alongwith RTI request by her.





If such rejection has been made by the respondent PIO and information seeker has been informed accordingly, the respondent PIO concerned must place certified copies of those documents on record on the next date of hearing.
The respondent PIO concerned will also explain his conduct as per the above 

mentioned directions of the Commission in the shape of an affidavit, failing which action would be initiated against him under the provisions of the RTI Act.



The case is adjourned to 3rd September, 2015 (Thursday) 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)
12th August, 2015
      

  

     State Information Commissioner

(Regd. Post)



Sh. A. S. Chawla,

Dean-cum-Dean,

 Academic Affairs, 

Punjab University, 

Patiala, 

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.  466 of 2015

Present :
None on behalf of the complainant . 

i)  Sh. Piyush Khanna, Advocate ;

ii) Sh. Kishore Luthra, Assistant Registrar-cum-Nodal PIO ; 
iii) Sh. Rajinder Kumar, Assistant Registrar :
iv) Sh. Parvesh Aspal, AR/SPIO Accounts.
ORDER
On the last date of hearing, held on 15.07.2015, another opportunity was given to 

Sh. Kishore Luthra, Assistant Registrar of Punjab Technical University, Jalandhar, to file his reply to the show cause issued to him vide orders dated 09.06.2015.

The complainant, Sh. Sadhu Ram Kusla, is not present in today’s hearing. He has  

expressed his inability to attend today’s hearing vide his letter No. 1341 dated 11.08.2015.It is taken on record.
  Sh. Kishore Luthra, Assistant Registrar-cum-Nodal PIO, who appeared in person 

alongwith Sh. Rajinder Kumar, Assistant Registrar, Sh. Parvesh Aspal, AR/SPIO Accounts and Sh. Piyush Khanna, Advocate, in today’s hearing. They have submitted their written submissions. These are taken on record.


 After examining the documents placed on record, it is found that Sh. Kishore Luthra, Assistant Registrar-cum-Nodal PIO, has not submitted his reply to the show cause issued to him vide orders dated 09.06.2015.
 Another opportunity is given to Sh. Luthra to file a reply to the show cause issued 
to him in the shape of an affidavit. He will also place on record  a certified copy of the orders of the PTU authorities, under which SPIOs are designated from 12.11.2014 onward of each and every department.


Apart from the above reply, he will explain each and every thing done by him regarding this case in that affidavit also.
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Sh. Rajinder Kumar, Assistant Registrar-cum-SPIO. DDE and Sh. Parvesh Aspal,

AR/SPIO, Accounts, have submitted their respective replies in the Commission today.



They are directed to resubmit their respective replies in the shape of an affidavit.

Apart from the contents made in the written replies submitted by them in the 
Commission today, they will also explain the fact that as to when complete information, according to the queries raised by Sh. Sadhu Ram Kusla, has been given to him or not.

If not, then they will have to explain as to why requisite /complete information has 

not  been given to Sh. Kusla. They will clarify these things into their respective affidavits.

Sh. Kusla  is also advised to attend  the Commission on the next date of hearing.

The case is adjourned to 3rd September, 2015 (Thursday) at 11:00 A. M. 

in  Chamber, S. C. O. 32 – 34, Sector 17 – C, Chandigarh.

A copy of this order be sent to Vice Chancellor, Punjab Tech. University,

Jalandhar for his information and necessary action.

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.
  (Chander Parkash)
12th August, 2015
      

  

     State Information Commissioner

CC ;

(Regd. Post)

The Vice Chancellor,

Punjab Tech. University,

Kapurthala Road,

Jalandhar 

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.  467 of 2015
Present :
None on behalf of the complainant . 

i)  Sh. Piyush Khanna, Advocate ;

ii) Sh. Kishore Luthra, Assistant Registrar-cum-Nodal PIO ; 
iii) Sh. Rajinder Kumar, Assistant Registrar :
iv) Sh. Parvesh Aspal, AR/SPIO Accounts.
ORDER
On the last date of hearing, held on 15.07.2015, another opportunity was given to 

Sh. Kishore Luthra, Assistant Registrar of Punjab Technical University, Jalandhar, to file his reply to the show cause issued to him vide orders dated 09.06.2015.

The complainant, Sh. Sadhu Ram Kusla, is not present in today’s hearing. He has  

expressed his inability to attend today’s hearing vide his letter No. 1341 dated 11.08.2015.It is taken on record.
  Sh. Kishore Luthra, Assistant Registrar-cum-Nodal PIO, who appeared in person 

alongwith Sh. Rajinder Kumar, Assistant Registrar, Sh. Parvesh Aspal, AR/SPIO Accounts and Sh. Piyush Khanna, Advocate, in today’s hearing. They have submitted their written submissions. These are taken on record.



 After examining the documents placed on record, it is found that Sh. Kishore Luthra, Assistant Registrar-cum-Nodal PIO, has not submitted his reply to the show cause issued to him vide orders dated 09.06.2015.

 Another opportunity is given to Sh. Luthra to file a reply to the show cause issued 

to him in the shape of an affidavit. He will also place on record  a certified copy of the orders of the PTU authorities, under which SPIOs are designated from 12.11.2014 onward of each and every department.



Apart from the above reply, he will explain each and every thing done by him regarding this case in that affidavit also.
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Sh. Rajinder Kumar, Assistant Registrar-cum-SPIO. DDE and Sh. Parvesh Aspal,

AR/SPIO, Accounts, have submitted their respective replies in the Commission today.



They are directed to resubmit their respective replies in the shape of an affidavit.

Apart from the contents made in the written replies submitted by them in the 

Commission today, they will also explain the fact that as to when complete information, according to the queries raised by Sh. Sadhu Ram Kusla, has been given to him or not.


If not, then they will have to explain as to why requisite /complete information has 

not  been given to Sh. Kusla. They will clarify these things into their respective affidavits.


Sh. Kusla  is also advised to attend  the Commission on the next date of hearing.

The case is adjourned to 3rd September, 2015 (Thursday) at 11:00 A. M. 

in  Chamber, S. C. O. 32 – 34, Sector 17 – C, Chandigarh.

A copy of this order be sent to Vice Chancellor, Punjab Tech. University,

Jalandhar for his information and necessary action.

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.
  (Chander Parkash)
12th August, 2015
      

  

     State Information Commissioner

CC ;

(Regd. Post)

The Vice Chancellor,

Punjab Tech. University,

Kapurthala Road,

Jalandhar 
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.  468 of 2015
Present :
None on behalf of the complainant . 

i)  Sh. Piyush Khanna, Advocate ;

ii) Sh. Kishore Luthra, Assistant Registrar-cum-Nodal PIO ; 
iii) Sh. Rajinder Kumar, Assistant Registrar :
iv) Sh. Parvesh Aspal, AR/SPIO Accounts.
ORDER
On the last date of hearing, held on 15.07.2015, another opportunity was given to 

Sh. Kishore Luthra, Assistant Registrar of Punjab Technical University, Jalandhar, to file his reply to the show cause issued to him vide orders dated 09.06.2015.

The complainant, Sh. Sadhu Ram Kusla, is not present in today’s hearing. He has  

expressed his inability to attend today’s hearing vide his letter No. 1341 dated 11.08.2015.It is taken on record.
  Sh. Kishore Luthra, Assistant Registrar-cum-Nodal PIO, who appeared in person 

alongwith Sh. Rajinder Kumar, Assistant Registrar, Sh. Parvesh Aspal, AR/SPIO Accounts and Sh. Piyush Khanna, Advocate, in today’s hearing. They have submitted their written submissions. These are taken on record.



 After examining the documents placed on record, it is found that Sh. Kishore Luthra, Assistant Registrar-cum-Nodal PIO, has not submitted his reply to the show cause issued to him vide orders dated 09.06.2015.

 Another opportunity is given to Sh. Luthra to file a reply to the show cause issued 

to him in the shape of an affidavit. He will also place on record  a certified copy of the orders of the PTU authorities, under which SPIOs are designated from 12.11.2014 onward of each and every department.



Apart from the above reply, he will explain each and every thing done by him regarding this case in that affidavit also.
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Sh. Rajinder Kumar, Assistant Registrar-cum-SPIO. DDE and Sh. Parvesh Aspal,

AR/SPIO, Accounts, have submitted their respective replies in the Commission today.



They are directed to resubmit their respective replies in the shape of an affidavit.

Apart from the contents made in the written replies submitted by them in the 

Commission today, they will also explain the fact that as to when complete information, according to the queries raised by Sh. Sadhu Ram Kusla, has been given to him or not.


If not, then they will have to explain as to why requisite /complete information has 

not  been given to Sh. Kusla. They will clarify these things into their respective affidavits.


Sh. Kusla  is also advised to attend  the Commission on the next date of hearing.

The case is adjourned to 3rd September, 2015 (Thursday) at 11:00 A. M. 

in  Chamber, S. C. O. 32 – 34, Sector 17 – C, Chandigarh.

A copy of this order be sent to Vice Chancellor, Punjab Tech. University,

Jalandhar for his information and necessary action.

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.
  (Chander Parkash)
12th August, 2015
      

  

     State Information Commissioner

CC ;

(Regd. Post)

The Vice Chancellor,

Punjab Tech. University,

Kapurthala Road,

Jalandhar 

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 :
None on behalf of the complainant . 

i)  Sh. Piyush Khanna, Advocate ;

ii) Sh. Kishore Luthra, Assistant Registrar-cum-Nodal PIO ; 
iii) Sh. Rajinder Kumar, Assistant Registrar :
iv) Sh. Parvesh Aspal, AR/SPIO Accounts.
ORDER
On the last date of hearing, held on 15.07.2015, another opportunity was given to 

Sh. Kishore Luthra, Assistant Registrar of Punjab Technical University, Jalandhar, to file his reply to the show cause issued to him vide orders dated 09.06.2015.

The complainant, Sh. Sadhu Ram Kusla, is not present in today’s hearing. He has  

expressed his inability to attend today’s hearing vide his letter No. 1341 dated 11.08.2015.It is taken on record.
  Sh. Kishore Luthra, Assistant Registrar-cum-Nodal PIO, who appeared in person 

alongwith Sh. Rajinder Kumar, Assistant Registrar, Sh. Parvesh Aspal, AR/SPIO Accounts and Sh. Piyush Khanna, Advocate, in today’s hearing. They have submitted their written submissions. These are taken on record.



 After examining the documents placed on record, it is found that Sh. Kishore Luthra, Assistant Registrar-cum-Nodal PIO, has not submitted his reply to the show cause issued to him vide orders dated 09.06.2015.

 Another opportunity is given to Sh. Luthra to file a reply to the show cause issued 

to him in the shape of an affidavit. He will also place on record  a certified copy of the orders of the PTU authorities, under which SPIOs are designated from 12.11.2014 onward of each and every department.



Apart from the above reply, he will explain each and every thing done by him regarding this case in that affidavit also.
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Sh. Rajinder Kumar, Assistant Registrar-cum-SPIO. DDE and Sh. Parvesh Aspal,

AR/SPIO, Accounts, have submitted their respective replies in the Commission today.



They are directed to resubmit their respective replies in the shape of an affidavit.

Apart from the contents made in the written replies submitted by them in the 

Commission today, they will also explain the fact that as to when complete information, according to the queries raised by Sh. Sadhu Ram Kusla, has been given to him or not.


If not, then they will have to explain as to why requisite /complete information has 

not  been given to Sh. Kusla. They will clarify these things into their respective affidavits.


Sh. Kusla  is also advised to attend  the Commission on the next date of hearing.

The case is adjourned to 3rd September, 2015 (Thursday) at 11:00 A. M. 

in  Chamber, S. C. O. 32 – 34, Sector 17 – C, Chandigarh.

A copy of this order be sent to Vice Chancellor, Punjab Tech. University,

Jalandhar for his information and necessary action.

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.
  (Chander Parkash)
12th August, 2015
      

  

     State Information Commissioner

CC ;

(Regd. Post)

The Vice Chancellor,

Punjab Tech. University,

Kapurthala Road,

Jalandhar 

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 :
None on behalf of the complainant . 

i)  Sh. Piyush Khanna, Advocate ;

ii) Sh. Kishore Luthra, Assistant Registrar-cum-Nodal PIO ; 
iii) Sh. Rajinder Kumar, Assistant Registrar :
iv) Sh. Parvesh Aspal, AR/SPIO Accounts.
ORDER
On the last date of hearing, held on 15.07.2015, another opportunity was given to 

Sh. Kishore Luthra, Assistant Registrar of Punjab Technical University, Jalandhar, to file his reply to the show cause issued to him vide orders dated 09.06.2015.

The complainant, Sh. Sadhu Ram Kusla, is not present in today’s hearing. He has  

expressed his inability to attend today’s hearing vide his letter No. 1341 dated 11.08.2015.It is taken on record.
  Sh. Kishore Luthra, Assistant Registrar-cum-Nodal PIO, who appeared in person 

alongwith Sh. Rajinder Kumar, Assistant Registrar, Sh. Parvesh Aspal, AR/SPIO Accounts and Sh. Piyush Khanna, Advocate, in today’s hearing. They have submitted their written submissions. These are taken on record.



 After examining the documents placed on record, it is found that Sh. Kishore Luthra, Assistant Registrar-cum-Nodal PIO, has not submitted his reply to the show cause issued to him vide orders dated 09.06.2015.

 Another opportunity is given to Sh. Luthra to file a reply to the show cause issued 

to him in the shape of an affidavit. He will also place on record  a certified copy of the orders of the PTU authorities, under which SPIOs are designated from 12.11.2014 onward of each and every department.



Apart from the above reply, he will explain each and every thing done by him regarding this case in that affidavit also.
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Sh. Rajinder Kumar, Assistant Registrar-cum-SPIO. DDE and Sh. Parvesh Aspal,

AR/SPIO, Accounts, have submitted their respective replies in the Commission today.



They are directed to resubmit their respective replies in the shape of an affidavit.

Apart from the contents made in the written replies submitted by them in the 

Commission today, they will also explain the fact that as to when complete information, according to the queries raised by Sh. Sadhu Ram Kusla, has been given to him or not.


If not, then they will have to explain as to why requisite /complete information has 

not  been given to Sh. Kusla. They will clarify these things into their respective affidavits.


Sh. Kusla  is also advised to attend  the Commission on the next date of hearing.

The case is adjourned to 3rd September, 2015 (Thursday) at 11:00 A. M. 

in  Chamber, S. C. O. 32 – 34, Sector 17 – C, Chandigarh.

A copy of this order be sent to Vice Chancellor, Punjab Tech. University,

Jalandhar for his information and necessary action.

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.
  (Chander Parkash)
12th August, 2015
      

  

     State Information Commissioner

CC ;

(Regd. Post)

The Vice Chancellor,

Punjab Tech. University,

Kapurthala Road,

Jalandhar 

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.  471 of 2015
Present :
None on behalf of the complainant . 

i)  Sh. Piyush Khanna, Advocate ;

ii) Sh. Kishore Luthra, Assistant Registrar-cum-Nodal PIO ; 
iii) Sh. Rajinder Kumar, Assistant Registrar :
iv) Sh. Parvesh Aspal, AR/SPIO Accounts.
ORDER
On the last date of hearing, held on 15.07.2015, another opportunity was given to 

Sh. Kishore Luthra, Assistant Registrar of Punjab Technical University, Jalandhar, to file his reply to the show cause issued to him vide orders dated 09.06.2015.

The complainant, Sh. Sadhu Ram Kusla, is not present in today’s hearing. He has  

expressed his inability to attend today’s hearing vide his letter No. 1341 dated 11.08.2015.It is taken on record.
  Sh. Kishore Luthra, Assistant Registrar-cum-Nodal PIO, who appeared in person 

alongwith Sh. Rajinder Kumar, Assistant Registrar, Sh. Parvesh Aspal, AR/SPIO Accounts and Sh. Piyush Khanna, Advocate, in today’s hearing. They have submitted their written submissions. These are taken on record.



 After examining the documents placed on record, it is found that Sh. Kishore Luthra, Assistant Registrar-cum-Nodal PIO, has not submitted his reply to the show cause issued to him vide orders dated 09.06.2015.

 Another opportunity is given to Sh. Luthra to file a reply to the show cause issued 

to him in the shape of an affidavit. He will also place on record  a certified copy of the orders of the PTU authorities, under which SPIOs are designated from 12.11.2014 onward of each and every department.



Apart from the above reply, he will explain each and every thing done by him regarding this case in that affidavit also.
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Sh. Rajinder Kumar, Assistant Registrar-cum-SPIO. DDE and Sh. Parvesh Aspal,

AR/SPIO, Accounts, have submitted their respective replies in the Commission today.



They are directed to resubmit their respective replies in the shape of an affidavit.

Apart from the contents made in the written replies submitted by them in the 

Commission today, they will also explain the fact that as to when complete information, according to the queries raised by Sh. Sadhu Ram Kusla, has been given to him or not.


If not, then they will have to explain as to why requisite /complete information has 

not  been given to Sh. Kusla. They will clarify these things into their respective affidavits.


Sh. Kusla  is also advised to attend  the Commission on the next date of hearing.

The case is adjourned to 3rd September, 2015 (Thursday) at 11:00 A. M. 

in  Chamber, S. C. O. 32 – 34, Sector 17 – C, Chandigarh.

A copy of this order be sent to Vice Chancellor, Punjab Tech. University,

Jalandhar for his information and necessary action.

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.
  (Chander Parkash)
12th August, 2015
      

  

     State Information Commissioner

CC ;

(Regd. Post)

The Vice Chancellor,

Punjab Tech. University,

Kapurthala Road,

Jalandhar 

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 :
None on behalf of the complainant . 

i)  Sh. Piyush Khanna, Advocate ;

ii) Sh. Kishore Luthra, Assistant Registrar-cum-Nodal PIO ; 
iii) Sh. Rajinder Kumar, Assistant Registrar :
iv) Sh. Parvesh Aspal, AR/SPIO Accounts.
ORDER
On the last date of hearing, held on 15.07.2015, another opportunity was given to 

Sh. Kishore Luthra, Assistant Registrar of Punjab Technical University, Jalandhar, to file his reply to the show cause issued to him vide orders dated 09.06.2015.

The complainant, Sh. Sadhu Ram Kusla, is not present in today’s hearing. He has  

expressed his inability to attend today’s hearing vide his letter No. 1341 dated 11.08.2015.It is taken on record.
  Sh. Kishore Luthra, Assistant Registrar-cum-Nodal PIO, who appeared in person 

alongwith Sh. Rajinder Kumar, Assistant Registrar, Sh. Parvesh Aspal, AR/SPIO Accounts and Sh. Piyush Khanna, Advocate, in today’s hearing. They have submitted their written submissions. These are taken on record.



 After examining the documents placed on record, it is found that Sh. Kishore Luthra, Assistant Registrar-cum-Nodal PIO, has not submitted his reply to the show cause issued to him vide orders dated 09.06.2015.

 Another opportunity is given to Sh. Luthra to file a reply to the show cause issued 

to him in the shape of an affidavit. He will also place on record  a certified copy of the orders of the PTU authorities, under which SPIOs are designated from 12.11.2014 onward of each and every department.



Apart from the above reply, he will explain each and every thing done by him regarding this case in that affidavit also.

Contd…2/-

Complaint  Case No.  472 of 2015


-2-

Sh. Rajinder Kumar, Assistant Registrar-cum-SPIO. DDE and Sh. Parvesh Aspal,

AR/SPIO, Accounts, have submitted their respective replies in the Commission today.



They are directed to resubmit their respective replies in the shape of an affidavit.

Apart from the contents made in the written replies submitted by them in the 

Commission today, they will also explain the fact that as to when complete information, according to the queries raised by Sh. Sadhu Ram Kusla, has been given to him or not.


If not, then they will have to explain as to why requisite /complete information has 

not  been given to Sh. Kusla. They will clarify these things into their respective affidavits.


Sh. Kusla  is also advised to attend  the Commission on the next date of hearing.

The case is adjourned to 3rd September, 2015 (Thursday) at 11:00 A. M. 

in  Chamber, S. C. O. 32 – 34, Sector 17 – C, Chandigarh.

A copy of this order be sent to Vice Chancellor, Punjab Tech. University,

Jalandhar for his information and necessary action.

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.
  (Chander Parkash)
12th August, 2015
      

  

     State Information Commissioner

CC ;

(Regd. Post)

The Vice Chancellor,

Punjab Tech. University,

Kapurthala Road,

Jalandhar 

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








Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Ms. Meena Kumari Jain

C/o Sh. Darshan Kumar Jain,

(Regd. Post)
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.
i) Sh. Ajmer Singh, Superintendent ;
ii) Sh. Rajeev Kumar, Senior Assistant, on behalf of the respondent.  
ORDER 

On the last date of hearing, held on 16.07.2015, a show cause was issued to Sh. 
Amrish Kumar, Deputy Director-cum-Nodal PIO office of Director, Public Instructions (Sec.), Punjab, Mohali, under Section 20 (1) of the RTI Act.
The appellant, Ms. Meena Kumari Jain, through a letter dated 11.08.2015, which has 

been received in the Commission vide Diary No. 20651 dated 12.08.2015, 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. Ajmer Singh, Superintendent and Sh. Rajeev Kumar, Senior Assistant, who 
appeared on behalf of the respondent in today’s hearing, submits a point wise reply dated 11.08.2015 showing that a point wise reply has also been sent to the appellant, Ms. Meena Kumari Jain. It is taken on record.



In that reply it is clearly mentioned that information in connection with point no. 1 of the RTI request is available on the website, information in connection with point no. 2 of the RTI request is not given as the record pertaining to the same has been challenged in the Hon’ble High Court and and hence no amendment could be made into the same. The information in connection with point no. 3 of the RTI request is voluminous.
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I have gone over the queries raised by the appellant, Ms. Meena Kumari Jain, in her 

RTI request and the response given by the respondent PIO concerned, I found it satisfactory.

A copy of the reply dated 11.08.2015 submitted by the respondent be sent to the 

appellant, Ms. Meena Kumari Jain alongwith this order through registered post.

As far as information is concerned that has been supplied in this case

In compliance to the order dated 16.07.2015, Sh. Ajmer Singh, also submits a reply 
dated 12.08.2015 signed by Sh. Amrish Kumar, Deputy Director-cum-Nodal PIO office of Director, Public Instructions (Sec.), Punjab, Mohali to the show cause issued to him vide orders dated 16.07.2015, which is taken on record.
I have gone over the reply dated 12.08.2015 and not found it satisfactory.
Another opportunity is given to Sh. Amrish Kumar, Deputy Director-cum-Nodal PIO 
office of Director, Public Instructions (Sec.), Punjab, Mohali to file a fresh  detailed reply to the show cause issued to him before or on the next date of hearing.

The case is adjourned to 3rd September, 2015 (Thursday) 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)
12th August, 2015
      

  

     State Information Commissioner
Encl :
CC :
(Regd. Post)

Sh. Amrish Kumar,

 Deputy Director-cum-Nodal PIO,




O/o The Director,

Public Instructions (Sec.), Pb.,

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

S. A. S. Nagar (Mohali)


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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Prabodh Chander Bali,

121-A, Krishna Square – II,

Batala Road,

Amritsar - 143001








..…Appellant

Vs


Public Information Officer,

O/o The Deputy Commissioner,

Amritsar 

First Appellate Authority,

O/o The Deputy Commissioner,

Amritsar 
  

    
       
   
  


         …Respondent




Appeal  Case No.  2370 of 2014
Present :
None on behalf of the appellant.
i) Sh. Bhupinder Singh, Addl. D. C. (Dev.), Mohali ;
ii) Sh. Surinder Singh, head Constable O/o D.C.P., Amritsar, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER
On the last date of hearing, held on 16.07.2015, Sh. Tejinder Pal Singh, who has 

(Addl. Charge) of office of Addl. Deputy Commissioner (Gen.), Amritsar (Punjab), was directed to  file a point wise reply to the queries raised by the applicant in his  RTI request.
The appellant, Sh. Prabodh Chander Bali, is absent from today’s hearing.

Sh. Bhupinder Singh, the then Addl. D. C. (Gen.), Amritsar, now posted as Addl. 
D. C. (Dev.), Mohali, appeared in person in today’s hearing.
In compliance to the order dated 16.07.2015, Sh. Surinder Singh, Head Constable, 
who appeared on behalf of the PIO of office of Deputy Commissioner of Police, Amritsar in today’s hearing, submits a reply signed by Sh. Tejinder Pal Singh, who has (Addl. Charge) of office of Addl. Deputy Commissioner (Gen.), Amritsar, vide letter no. 1237 dated  10.08.2015. It is taken on record.
Sh. Surinder Singh submits Sh. Parampal Singh, Deputy Commissioner of Police, 
Amritsar City, is PIO in this case.

 Sh. Parampal Singh, PIO-cum-Deputy Commissioner of Police, Amritsar City is 
directed to reply to query no. 1 of the RTI request of the applicant by or on the next date of hearing. The reply must be in the shape of an affidavit.


A copy of the RTI request is also handed over to Sh. Surinder Singh during the hearing in the Commission today.
On the date of hearing held on 22.01.2015, Sh. Bhupinder Singh, the then Addl. D. 

C. (Gen.), Amritsar who is now posted as Addl. D. C. (Dev.), Mohali, had already sent a reply dated 17.11.2014 to the show-cause issued to him vide orders dated 27.10.2014.
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A decision on the reply, filed by Sh. Bhupinder Singh, the then Addl. D. C. (Gen.), 

Amritsar, now posted as Addl. D. C. (Dev.), Mohali, in connection with the show-cause issued to him, will be taken later on.

The case is adjourned to 27th August, 2015 (Thursday) at 11:00 A. M. 

in  Chamber, S. C. O. 32 – 34, Sector 17 – C, Chandigarh.
The next date of hearing has been announced to both the parties in the open court.
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.
  (Chander Parkash)
12th August, 2015
      

  

     State Information Commissioner 
CC :
(Regd. Post)

i) 
Sh. Bhupinder Singh, 





Addl. Deputy Commissioner (Dev.),





Mohali (Punjab)

(Regd. Post)

ii) 
Sh. Tejinder Pal Singh, 





Addl. Deputy Commissioner (Gen.),

(Addl. Charge),



Amritsar (Punjab

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.

i) Ms. Surinder Kaur, Superintendent-cum-PIO ;

ii)  Sh. Indresh Goel, Advocate, on behalf of the respondent.  
ORDER 
On the last date of hearing, held on 21.07.2015, Ms. Surinder Kaur, Superintendent-

cum-PIO was directed to file a detailed reply, in the shape of an affidavit, explaining that how the letter Nos. PSPC-15/4785 dated 10.12.2014 addressed to Sh. Sham Sunder and PSPC-14/4785 dated 10.12.2014 addressed to Ms. Jyoti Arora carry the same despatch number. She was also directed to give proof of dispatch of the above said letters.
Ms. Surinder Kaur, Superintendent-cum-PIO, appeared in person alongwith 
Sh. Indresh Goel, Advocate, in today’s hearing and submits her affidavit dated 10.08.2015 in compliance to the order dated 21.07.2015. 


In that affidavit, she has explained her position in the instant appeal case and tendered unconditional apology for the lapse, if any, which has taken place on her part.



In her oral submission, she pleaded that she be exonerated in this case as there was no malafide on her part to make the delay in supplying the requisite information to the appellant.

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

acknowledging the fact that he has got the information, demanded that exemplary punishment be given in this case to the erring respondent PIO concerned. He also demands that  a penalty to the tune of 25,000/- be imposed on the respondent PIO concerned and compensation  to the tune of  Rs. 5 Lacs be awarded to him as respondent PIO concerned and public authorities have made mockery of law and deliberately failed to follow/observe the provisions of the RTI Act.
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After hearing the parties concerned and examining the documents placed on record, I am of the considered view that a compensation  to the tune of   2000/- (Two Thousand only) be awarded to the appellant, Sh. Sham Sunder.
The compensation shall be paid by public authority concerned by way of crossed 
cheque/Demand Draft  in the name of Sham Sunder.  The crossed cheque/Demand Draft  shall be made from the bank account of  public authority concerned  and not from the individual official.

The respondent PIO is also directed to produce a copy 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.



I am also of the considered view that instead of imposing penalty on the erring respondent PIO concerned, a note of warning be issued to her so that she could conduct herself in the capacity of PIO in a responsible manner in future. The penalty is also not  being imposed upon her by considering the fact that any penalty imposed upon her at this stage would cause damage to service career.


However, I am also of the considered view that if she is allowed to go scot free in this case, it will certainly shake the confidence of the information seeker in the Bench of the undersigned and hence a copy of this order be sent to Principal Secretary, Medical Education and Research, to Govt. of Punjab, with the directions to take appropriate against Ms. Surinder Kaur, Superintendent-cum-PIO as per provisions of the RT Act and as per the service rules applicable to her, if he deems it fit and desires so.  
The case is adjourned to 3rd September, 2015 (Thursday) 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)
12th August, 2015
      

  

     State Information Commissioner 
CC :
i) The Principal Secretary to Govt. of Punjab,

(Regd. Post)


Deptt. of Medical Education and Research,
Govt. of Punjab 
Pb. Mini Sectt. - 2, Sector – 9,

Chandigarh

(Regd. Post)

ii) 
Ms. Surinder Kaur, 

Superintendent-cum-PIO, 





O/o The Registrar,

Pb. State Pharmacy Council,

Parivar Kalyan Bhawan, 

Sector 34 – A, Chandigarh  

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
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R. S. Pawan,

H. No. 35, Jiwan Preet Nagar,

Ferozepur Road,

Ludhiana - 141012





     


 ..…Appellant

Vs


Public Information Officer,

O/o The Principal,

Khalsa College,

Gardhiwala – 144207,

Distt. - Hoshiarpur

First Appellate Authority,

O/o The Principal,

Khalsa College,

Gardhiwala – 144207,

Distt. - Hoshiarpur






                  …Respondents




  Appeal  Case No.   1289 of 2015
Present :
Sh.  R. S. Pawan,   the appellant, in person.

Sh. Ravish Bansal, Advocate, on behalf of the respondent.  
ORDER
On the last date of hearing, held on 23.07.2015, Dr. Satwinder Singh Dhillon, 

Principal, Khalsa College, Gardhiwala was directed to submit a reply in the shape of an affidavit clarifying that whether the provisions of RTI Act was considered while dealing with the RTI request of the information seeker.
The appellant, Sh.  R. S. Pawan, appeared in person in today’s hearing.

Sh. Ravish Bansal, Advocate, who appeared on behalf of the respondent in 

today’s hearing, seeks an adjournment in this case to comply with the order dated 23.07.2015 in writing, stating that the required affidavit would be filed within two weeks from today. It is taken on record.

          The case is adjourned to 9th September, 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)
12th August, 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
Aditya Angiras,

(Regd. Post)
H. No. 1605, Sector – 44 B,

Chandigarh






……. Complainant 

Vs


Public Information Officer,

O/o The Registrar,

Punjabi University,

Patiala (Punjab)
First Appellate Authority,

O/o The Registrar,

Punjabi University,

Patiala (Punjab)




                
 
 …Respondents




  Appeal  Case No. 1693 of 2015
Present :
Sh. Aditya Angiras,  the appellant, in person.

Sh. Ashish Bansal, Advocate, on behalf of the respondent.  
ORDER 

On the last date of hearing, held on 23.07.2015, another opportunity was given to 

PIO of office of Sh. Davinder Singh, Registrar, Punjabi University, Patiala, to also file his reply to the show cause issued to him vide orders dated 24.06.2015.
The appellant,  Sh. Aditya Angiras, appeared in person in today’s hearing.

Sh. Ashish Bansal, Advocate, who appeared on behalf of the respondent in today’s 
hearing, submits that he has brought the requisite information into the Commission to hand it over the same to the appellant,  Sh. Aditya Angiras.

As the appellant, Sh. Aditya Angiras has refused to take the same, a copy of the 

requisite information submitted by Sh. Bansal, be sent to the appellant alongwith this order through registered post.

I have gone over the queries raised by the appellant, Sh. Aditya Angiras, in his 

RTI request and the response given by the respondent PIO concerned, I found it satisfactory.



In compliance to the order dated 23.07.2015, Sh. Bansal also submits a reply dated 11.08.2015  signed by Sh. Davinder Singh, Registrar, Punjabi University, Patiala in the shape of an affidavit to the show cause issued to him, which is taken on record.
I have gone over the reply dated 11.08.2015, submitted by Sh. Davinder Singh 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.

If the applicant is not satisfied with the information supplied by the respondent

PIO, he is free to approach the First Appellate Authority of the office concerned, who is Sh. Jaspal Singh, Vice Chancellor, Punjabi University, Patiala.
  (Chander Parkash)
12th August, 2015
  

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

(Regd. Post)
H. No. 1605, Sector – 44 B,

Chandigarh






……. Complainant 

Vs


Public Information Officer,

O/o The Registrar,

Punjabi University,

Patiala (Punjab)
First Appellate Authority,

O/o The Registrar,

Punjabi University,






  Appeal  Case No.   1694 of 2015
Present :
Sh. Aditya Angiras,  the appellant, in person.

Sh. Ashish Bansal, Advocate, on behalf of the respondent.  
ORDER 

On the last date of hearing, held on 23.07.2015, another opportunity was given to 

PIO of office of Sh. Davinder Singh, Registrar, Punjabi University, Patiala, to also file his reply to the show cause issued to him vide orders dated 24.06.2015.
The appellant,  Sh. Aditya Angiras, appeared in person in today’s hearing.

Sh. Ashish Bansal, Advocate, who appeared on behalf of the respondent in today’s 
hearing, submits that he has brought the requisite information into the Commission to hand it over the same to the appellant,  Sh. Aditya Angiras.

As the appellant, Sh. Aditya Angiras has refused to take the same, a copy of the 

requisite information submitted by Sh. Bansal, be sent to the appellant alongwith this order through registered post.

I have gone over the queries raised by the appellant, Sh. Aditya Angiras, in his 

RTI request and the response given by the respondent PIO concerned, I found it satisfactory.



In compliance to the order dated 23.07.2015, Sh. Bansal also submits a reply dated 11.08.2015  signed by Sh. Davinder Singh, Registrar, Punjabi University, Patiala in the shape of an affidavit to the show cause issued to him, which is taken on record.
I have gone over the reply dated 11.08.2015, submitted by Sh. Davinder Singh 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.

If the applicant is not satisfied with the information supplied by the respondent

PIO, he is free to approach the First Appellate Authority of the office concerned, who is Sh. Jaspal Singh, Vice Chancellor, Punjabi University, Patiala.
  (Chander Parkash)
12th August, 2015
  

 Encl :                State Information Commissioner
