STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 
Dr. Rajinder Kaur,

S.D. College for women,

Stultanpur Lodhi,

Kapurthala. 

…..Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Principal, S.D. College for Women,

Sultanpur Lodhi. 

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 1253 of 2008

ORDER
Present: -
Dr. Rajinder Kaur, Complainant along with Sh. G.S. Sikka, Advocate.

Smt. Vandana Shukla, Principal along with Sh. Amit Mehta, Advocate. 



In the earlier order dated 25.02.2009, PIO, Vandana Shukla was directed to appear personally to explain why the letter No. SDC/MC/150/97 dated 29.04.1997 is not available in the record of the College.  Today PIO is present and presents a letter dated 25.03.2009 stating that “as the information desired by the complainant was in the custody of DPI (C), Punjab, Chandigarh and the inordinate delay has been caused due to non supplying of the information by the said office.  The information as received on dated 10.02.2009 was supplied to the complainant which has been obtained after lot of correspondence with the said office.  So the penalty may not be imposed, please.”



She is also giving in writing that a letter which has been presented by the complainant dated 29.04.1997 is only with the President of the College not in the custody of the S.D. College for Women, Sultanpur Lodhi. The complainant is directed that fresh application should be submitted to the Management of S.D. College for Women, Sultanpur Lodhi for obtaining further information in this case.  Therefore, the case is hereby closed and disposed of. 


Sd/-







           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 22.04.2009

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Sh. G.S. Sikka,

43, Friends Colony,

Model Gram, Ludhiana. 

…..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Principal, S.D. College for Women,

Sultanpur Lodhi, Kapurthala. 

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 679 of 2008

ORDER 

Present: -
Sh. G.S. Sikka, Complainant in person.


Smt. Vandana Shukla, Principal along with Amit Mehta, Advocate.   



Information has been provided to the complainant on 08.12.2008 in the presence of the Court.  He demands penalty and compensation as five hearings have taken place.  Judgement is reserved. 

Sd/-








           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 22.04.2009

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Sh. Harvinder Singh,

H. No. 76, Adarsh Mohalla,

Nabha Gate, Sangrur. 

…..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Education Officer (S.E.), 

Moga.

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 1192 of 2008

ORDER 

Present: -
Sh. Harvinder Singh, Complainant in person 

Sh. Bharat Bhushan, L.A.  and Varinder Sharma, APIO on behalf of the Respondent.



All information has been provided to the complainant except the letter of probation period which has been provided from April 2005. onwards The respondent contends that earlier information pertaining to the period from 1.04.1997 to 17.04.2008 is with D.P.I.  He is directed to get this information from the said office within 15 days and supply to the complainant by registered post with a copy to the Commission. 



The next date of hearing will be in Chamber on 03.06.2009 at 12.00 noon for confirmation of compliance. 


Sd/-







           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 22.04.2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Sh. Kulwant Singh,

J.B.T. Teacher,

Govt. Primary School,

Gambhirpur (Lower)

P.O. Dher, Teh. Nangal,

Distt. Ropar. 

…..Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Education Officer (E),

Fatehgarh Sahib, Punjab. 

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 2399 of 2008

ORDER 

Present: -
None on behalf of the Complainant.


Smt. Gurmeet Kaur, DEO/PIO on behalf of the Respondent.  



DEO is present and is not aware of the case since she has recently joined the present post.  In the first hearing a clerk had appeared, in the second hearing none had appeared on behalf of the respondent and today the respondent is not aware of the case.  Therefore, I am of the view that they are delaying information without any reasonable cause, therefore PIO is directed to give in writing as to why action should not be taken again her by imposing a penalty of Rs. 250/- per day till the information is furnished.  However, the total amount of such penalty shall not exceed to Rs. 25,000/- as per the provisions of Section 20(1) of the RTI Act, 2005. 



The next date of hearing is 27.07.2009 at 2:00 pm. 


 






Sd/-







           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 22.04.2009

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Sh. Yashwant Rai Puri,

Advocate 

Court Compound, 

Fazilka.

 …..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Education Officer(S),

Ferozepur.

 ….Respondent

AND

Sh. Vipan Kumar Budhwar

Phase-1, Civil Lines,

Fazilka.

 …..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Education Officer(S),

Ferozepur.

 ….Respondent

C.C. No. 906  of 2008  (Along with CC No.907/2008)

ORDER

Present: -
None on behalf of the Complainant.


Sh. Harbans Singh Chahal, DEO/PIO along with Sh. Mangal Dass, APIO. 



Information regarding the queries asked by the complainant in the original application has been sent to the Commission but not to the complainant.  Therefore, it is directed that all information should be sent to the Complainant within 15 days by registered post under intimation to the Commission.  If by the next date of hearing no discrepancies have been pointed out then the case will be closed and disposed of.



The next date of hearing will be in Chamber on 03.06.2009 at 12:00 noon

Sd/-







           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 22.04.2009

