STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Kewal Kumari,

Retd. Librarian,

Moh. Shah Sultan, Sultanpur Lodhi,

Distt. Kapurthala - 144626
 ……………………………. Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Principal Guru Nanak Khalsa College,

Sultanpur Lodhi,

Kapurthala

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 74 of 2010
Present:
(i) Sh. Baljit Singh, Husband on behalf of the Complainant

(ii) Sh. Sukhwinder Singh, Principal on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER

Heard

2.        Complainant has authorized Sh. Baljit Singh to appear on her behalf for today’s hearing. Respondent has submitted that the sought for information is not available as the record does not exist. Complainant states that he is satisfied with the reply of the Respondent. No further action is required.
3.          Disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 



Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 15th March , 2010


State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Smt. Pushpa Wati,

Ex Library Attdt,

W/o Sh. Bhagwat Dutt Sharma,

Moh. Upplan, Sultanpur Lodhi,

Distt-Kapurthala, Pin-144626.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Principal,

S.D.College for Women,

Sultanpur Lodhi,

Kapurthala.

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1768 of 2009

Present:
(i) Sh. Baljit Singh, on behalf of the Complainant

(ii) Sh. Rajiv Sharma, Clerk on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER

Heard

2.         Complainant has authorized Sh. Baljit Singh to appear on  her behalf for today’s hearing. Complainant has submitted that compensation has been paid to her but she has not been allowed to inspect the record in spite of repeated visits to the office of the Respondent.
3.         In the affidavit submitted by the PIO, it is stated that month-wise details of salary paid to the Complainant has been supplied to her, whereas the Complainant has again brought to the notice of the Commission that Respondent has neither provided information i.e complete details of salary mentioning the basic pay/ D.A/HRA/Medical/IR and PF deduction etc. nor has allowed her to inspect the record. Only total salary received by her has been provided.
4.         Respondent is directed to allow the Complainant to inspect the record and provide the photocopies of the documents pointed out by the Complainant after the inspection. In case of failure to allow the Complainant to inspect the record, action will be taken against the Respondent under Section 18(1)(b) of the RTI Act.
5.       Adjourned to 27.04.10 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 15th March , 2010


State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Sukhdip Kaur Jassar,

Kothi No.2, Ghuman Colony,

Bhupindra Road, Patiala.

…………………………….Complainant 

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o. Principal,

Mata Sahib Kaur, Girls College of Education,

Dhamomajra, Patiala.
………………………………..Respondent

CC No.  1424 of 2009

Present:
(i) None is present on behalf of the Complainant

(ii) Sh. Sarbpreet Singh, Clerk on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER

Heard

2.        Respondent has filed an affidavit stating that Hon’ble Punjab & Haryana High Court has granted interim stay order pertaining to the plea that SGPC is an inter-state body and the RTI cases do not fall under jurisdiction of Hon’ble State Information Commission, Punjab.

3.           The case is adjourned sine die with liberty to the parties to apply for fixing the matter for hearing after the decision of Hon’ble Punjab & Haryana High Court in CWP No. 4082-2010.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 15th March , 2010


State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Raj Kumar Kataria,

S/o Sh. Khushi Ram,

Gandhi Nagar, Gali No. 2,

Rampura Phul, Bathinda

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Lala Lajpat Rai College of Pharmacy,

Moga

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 4048 of 2009

Present:
(i) None is present on behalf of the Complainant

(ii) Manpreet Kaur Walia, Lecturer on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER

Heard

2.         Complainant is absent. He was absent on the last hearing also. Complainant was advised to file a reply in response to the letter dated 19.01.2010 of the Lala Lajpat Rai College of Pharmacy, Moga. It is observed that Complainant is neither present nor has filed any reply.

3.        In view of the above, no further action is required. The case is closed and disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 
                                                          


Sd/-
                                                                              (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 15th March , 2010


State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Hans Raj Arora,

S/o Sh. Karori Mal,

H.No. 38/1, Krishna Nagar,

Near Adarsh Nagar,

Jalandhar City
 ……………………………. Complainant
Vs.
1.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Jalandhar

2.
First Appellate Authority


Commissioner, 
Jalandhar Division,


Jalandhar 

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 54 of 2010
Present:
(i) None is present on behalf of the Complainant

(ii) Sh. Harinder Singh, Secy., Red Cross on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER

Heard

2.         During the hearing dated 23.02.10, Complainant was advised to visit the O/o Respondent and inspect the record regarding information relating to item No.5. Respondent has told that no such order was passed by the President on 05.08.1999. He further states that in spite of the directions of the Commission, Complainant has not visited their office.  Complainant is absent. He has not informed the Commission about his absence for today’s hearing. He has also not visited the O/o Respondent as directed by the Commission. It is presumed that Complainant is satisfied with the information. No further action is required.

3.            Disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 



Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 15th March , 2010


State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Smt. Saroj Goyal,

H.No. 1529,

Sector-22/B, Chandigarh.

 …………………………….Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Principal,

SKRM, College, Bhagoo Majra,

Khara, Distt- Mohali.

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2773 of 2009
Present:
(i) Smt. Saroj Goyal, the Complainant

(ii) Sh. Amrik Singh, Suptd. on behalf of the Respondent. 
ORDER

Heard

2.        In the order dated 11.02.2010, it has been inadvertently mentioned that information has been provided to the satisfaction of the Complainant but in today’s hearing, Complainant has stated that she has not been provided correct information regarding item No. 3 of her application for information.

3.       Respondent states that as directed by the Commission compensation has been paid to the Complainant. He further states that information has been provided to the Complainant. Respondent is directed to clarify the matter in writing on the next date of hearing.


4             Adjourned to 27.04.2010 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 15th March , 2010


State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Amardeep Singh Sandhu,

763, Phase-2, Army Complex,

Mohali-160055.

 ……………………………. Complainant

Vs.
(1)
Public Information Officer 

O/o Finance Commissioner Revenue,

Civil Sectt., Pb, Chandigarh.

(2)
Public Information Officer


O/o Tehsildar,


Rajpura.

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 3655 of 2009

Present:
(i) None is present on behalf of the Complainant

(ii) Sh. Harsh Kumar, Suptd O/o FCR and Sh. Kulwant Singh, Clerk O/o Tehsildar, Rajpura on behalf of the Respondent. 
ORDER

Heard

2.       Respondent O/o FCR, Pb states that Tehsildar, Rajpura has been directed to conduct an enquiry regarding loss of record and to lodge FIR against the defaulting officials, if any. Respondent O/o Tehsildar, Rajpura states that enquiry in this regard is in progress and he has sought some more time to submit the enquiry report.
3.           In view of the request of the Respondent, the case is adjourned to 07.05.2010 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 



Sd/-
   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 15th March , 2010


State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Kuldip Kumar Kaura,

5-C, Phase-1, Urban Estate,

Focal Point, Ludhiana-141010.

 ……………………………. Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Principal Secy.,

Health & Family Welfare, Pb,

Chandigarh.

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 3772 of 2009

Present:
(i) Sh. Kuldip Kumar Kaura, the Complainant

(ii) Sh. K.S.Thakur, Suptd. on behalf of the Respondent and Sh. Mulkhraj, Suptd. O/o Director, Health & Family Welfare, Pb
ORDER

Heard

2.       Complainant states that he has not been provided with the correct information. He further states that he sought list of doctors against whom charge-sheet has been issued and disciplinary proceedings were pending on 17.04.2000 and were considered for placement in the higher grade. He also sought list of doctors against whom charge-sheet had been filed by the Vigilance Bureau and were considered for grant of higher placement.

3.        Respondent states that complete file notings of the doctors who were placed in the higher grade have been provided to the Complainant.

4.      Respondent O/o Director, Health & Family Welfare, Pb states that complete information has been provided to the Complainant.

5.          It is observed that although voluminous information has been provided to the Complainant but specific information as sought by the Complainant has not been provided. Respondent O/o Director, Health & Family Welfare, Pb and Principal Secretary, Health & Family Welfare, Pb are directed to provide clear cut as demanded by 
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the Complainant. Complainant states that he has filed an application for information on 12.10.2009 but the information was provided on 01.02.2010 after delay of more than three months. PIO’s  O/o Director, Health & Family Welfare, Pb and O/o Principal Secretary  Health & Family Welfare, Pb are directed to file an affidavit as to why action should not be taken against them for not providing the information in time and why Complainant should not be compensated for the delay and harassment suffered by him in getting the information. Both the Respondents are directed to file an affidavit in this regard.

6.       Adjourned to 30.04.10 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 15th March , 2010


State Information Commissioner
