STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Smt. Bimla Sharma, # 617/1,

Sector 41-A, Chandigarh.





      -------------Appellant

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Director Agriculture, Punjab, Chandigarh.

FAA- the Director Agriculture, Punjab, Chandigarh. 

     -------------Respondents.

AC No. 43 of 2012

Present:-
Shri Ashok Kumar on behalf of the appellant.

Shri Pritpal Singh, PIO alongwith Shri D.P. Mangla, Sr. Superintendent and Shri R.K. Raheja, Assistant Cane Commissioner on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER



The respondent submits memo No.10-170/12/n3 (4)/188 dated 31.1.2012.  It is pleaded by the respondent that the information was furnished to the appellant, who also confirms his satisfaction with the same.  Hence, the appeal case is closed.









    (R.I. Singh)

February 2, 2012.



    
           Chief Information Commissioner







                                        Punjab

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Lakhvir Singh s/o Shri Nirmal Singh, Near Shiv Mandir,

Kulrian Road, Bareta, Tehsil Budhladha, Distt. Mansa-151505.
      -------------Complainant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Hon’ble High Courts of Punjab and Haryana State,

Chandigarh.







    -------------Respondent.

CC No.56 of 2012

Present;-
None on behalf of the complainant.



Shri Suresh Mahajan, PIO on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The respondent submits that the RTI request dated 1.12.2011 was declined due to deficiency of fee as prescribed under Rule 3 and 7 of the High Court of Punjab and Haryana (Right to Information) Rules, 2007.  It is further averred that the complainant was accordingly informed but he neither made the deficiency good nor filed any fresh application with the required fee.  The plea of the respondent is that the RTI request was not maintainable and therefore, the information was denied to the complainant.  

2.

The complainant is absent without intimation.  To enable him to file his reply/rejoinder, the case is adjourned to 13.3.2012 at 11.00 A.M.









    (R.I. Singh)

February 2, 2012.



    
           Chief Information Commissioner







                                        Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Malkit Singh Grover,

r/o #15, Master Tara Singh Nagar, Jalandhar.


      -------------Appellant

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Principal, Layalpur Khalsa College, Jalandhar.

FAA-the Director Public Instruction (Colleges), Punjab, 

Chandigarh.






      -------------Respondents.

AC No. 31 of 2012

Present:-
Dr. Malkit Singh on behalf of the appellant.



Ms. Krishna Kanta, Deputy Director-cum-PIO on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



None is present on behalf of PIO/Principal, Layalpur Khalsa College, Jalandhar.  The representative of the Director Public Instruction (Colleges), Punjab, Chandigarh submits that the matter relates to the respondent-college and they have nothing to say in this case.

2.

Issue a fresh notice to the PIO/Principal, Layalpur Khalsa College, Jalandhar for 22.2.2012.

3.

To come up on 22.2.2012 at 11.00 A.M.









    (R.I. Singh)

February 2, 2012.



    
           Chief Information Commissioner







                                        Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

DR. Surjit Kaur Grover,

r/o #15, Master Tara Singh Nagar, Jalandhar.


      -------------Appellant

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Principal, Layalpur Khalsa College, Jalandhar.

FAA-the Director Public Instruction (Colleges), Punjab, 

Chandigarh.






      -------------Respondents.

AC No. 30 of 2012

Present:-
Dr. Malkit Singh on behalf of the appellant.



Ms. Krishna Kanta, Deputy Director-cum-PIO on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



None is present on behalf of PIO/Principal, Layalpur Khalsa College, Jalandhar.  The representative of the Director Public Instruction (Colleges), Punjab, Chandigarh submits that the matter relates to the respondent-college and they have nothing to say in this case.
2.

Issue a fresh notice to the PIO/Principal, Layalpur Khalsa College, Jalandhar for 22.2.2012.

3.

To come up on 22.2.2012 at 11.00 A.M.









    (R.I. Singh)

February 2, 2012.



    
           Chief Information Commissioner







                                        Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Ms. Suruchi Dogra d/o Shri Amar Nath Dogra,

EE-169/8, Near Railway Road, Jalandhar.


      -------------Appellant

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Director Public Instruction (Colleges), Punjab, 

Chandigarh.

FAA-the Director Public Instruction (Colleges), Punjab, 

Chandigarh.






      -------------Respondents.

AC No. 48 of 2012

Present:-
Mr. Y.V. Rishi on behalf of the appellant.



Mrs. Krishna Kanta, Deputy Director-cum-PIO alongwith Mrs. Gurcharan Kaur,



Principal on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The appellant submits that no response has been received by him from the Director Public Instruction (Colleges), Punjab, Chandgiarh to his RTI application dated 21.4.2011.  His plea is that the reply given by Mrs. Gurcharan Kaur acting Principal, Guru Nanak College of Education for Women, Kapurthala does not answer his queries. He had sought information from the Director Public Instruction (Colleges), Punjab, Chandigarh.  The respondent-DPI (Colleges), Punjab, Chandigarh is directed to place on record a written reply before the next date of hearing, which is fixed for 22.2.2012.
2.

To come up on 22.2.2012 at 11.00 A.M.









    (R.I. Singh)

February 2, 2012.



    
           Chief Information Commissioner







                                        Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Dr. BhupinderSingh, #B-1/127/MCH, Gali Gobindgarh,

PO Bahadurpur, District Hoshiarpur-146001.


      -------------Appellant

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Director Public Instruction (Colleges), Punjab, 

Chandigarh.

FAA-the Director Public Instruction (Colleges), Punjab, 

Chandigarh.






      -------------Respondents.

AC No. 18 of 2012

Present;-
Shri Jagat Singh on behalf of the appellant.

Ms. Krishana Kanta, Deputy Director-cum-PIO alongwith Shri Jatinder Puri, Senior Assistant on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The case of the appellant is that he had applied to the PIO/Director Public Instruction (Colleges), Punjab, Chandigarh (DPI) by registered post enclosing a Postal Order of Rs.10/-.  The respondent, however, denies having received any request bearing No.18/2011 dated 7.10.2011 from the present information-seeker.

2.

The appellant is called upon to adduce evidence to establish that he had actually sent his RTI request alongwith IPO by registered post to DPI.  In the meantime, the respondent shall also re-verify from its record, if such an application was received by them.  A fresh copy of the RTI request dated 7.10.2011 is handed over to the respondent.

3.

To come up on 9.2.2012 at 11.00 A.M.









    (R.I. Singh)

February 2, 2012.



    
           Chief Information Commissioner







                                        Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Dr. BhupinderSingh, #B-1/127/MCH, Gali Gobindgarh,

PO Bahadurpur, District Hoshiarpur-146001.


      -------------Appellant

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the President, DAV College Managing Committee,

Hoshiarpur.
FAA- the President, DAV College Managing Committee,

Hoshiarpur.






      -------------Respondents.

AC No. 17 of 2012

Present:-
Shri Jagat Singh on behalf of the appellant.



Dr. Sham Sunder Sharma, Associate Professor for the respondent.

ORDER



The respondent submits that the information has been furnished.  The representative of the appellant also expresses his satisfaction.  Hence, the case is closed.








    
(R.I. Singh)

February 2, 2012.



    
           Chief Information Commissioner







                                        Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Joginder Singh #553/1, Sector 38-A,

Chandigarh.






      -------------Appellant

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Director Public Instruction (Colleges), Punjab, 

Chandigarh.

FAA-the Director Public Instruction (Colleges), Punjab, 

Chandigarh.






      -------------Respondents.

AC No. 12 of 2012

Present:-
None on behalf of the appellant.



Shri Jasbir Singh, Deputy Director (Colleges) on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The plea of the PIO/Director Public Instruction (Colleges), Punjab, Chandigarh is that the query of the information-seeker is not clear as to what information he wants.  Therefore, a letter was addressed by the Principal, Government College, Mohali on 20.8.2011 seeking clarification from him as to what precise information he is seeking pertaining to Verka Milk Booth situated in the said college.

2.

The respondent submits that inspite of letters addressed to the appellant, he has not clarified the nature of information, he is seeking. The appellant is absent today without intimation and the notice issued to him has not been returned by the postal authorities.

3.

I have seen the copies of the letter written by the Principal, Government College, Mohali to the appellant and also perused the query of the information-seeker dated 16.6.2011.  His query is not specific and does not indicate as to what information he wants.

4.

In view of the above and also considering that he is absent without intimation, I close the case with the direction that as and when the information-seeker clarifies the nature of information which he wants, the same shall be furnished to him in accordance with the provisions of the Right to Information Act, 2005, the appeal case is closed.









    (R.I. Singh)

February 2, 2012.



    
           Chief Information Commissioner







                                        Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Narinder Singh, Assistant Professor,

Govt. Home Science College, Sector 10, Chandigarh.


 -------------Complainant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Smt. Urmila Devi College of Physiotherapy & Rehabilitation,

VPO Kharkan, District Hoshiarpur.




    -------------Respondent.

CC No. 65 of 2012

Present:-
Shri Narinder Singh complainant in person.


Shri Amarjit Singh Walia, Chairman on behalf of the respondent.

Order



The respondent submits that Smt. Urmila Devi College of Physiotherapy, Kharkan was shut down/closed in the year 2009. In this regard the respondent shows a letter issued by the Department of Medical Education and Research (Health-3 Section)bearing No..2/34/01-4 HS3/6570 dated 9.12.2009.  The plea of the respondent is that this college, even when it was operating was a private unaided institution and therefore was not covered under the provisions of the Right to Information Act, 2005.
2.

The complainant wants to confirm whether the Principal of the respondent- college issued a certificate in favour of one Shri Parwinder Singh son of Shri Ram Singh, resident of village Mubarakpur Cantt, Tehsil Dera Bassi, District Patiala verifying that he had worked as a Lecturer in the Department of Psychology from 1.4.2005 to 27.9.2006.  His plea is that this is probably a fabricated document and he wants to verify the authenticity of the same.  The respondent is not a public authority and it is not covered under the Right to Information Act, 2005.  However, considering that a public issue is involved, the respondent states that they will make an earnest effort to trace out the record and if the same is traced, the factual position will be conveyed to the complainant.

3.

Since the respondent is not a public authority, the present complaint does not lie under the Act ibid and the same is closed.









    (R.I. Singh)

February 2, 2012.



    
           Chief Information Commissioner







                                        Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Baldev Raj s/o Shri Mehar Chand, 

r/o Vill. Lakhewali Dhab, PO Kheowali Dhab,

Tehsil and Distt. Fazilika.





      -------------Complainant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Chief Conservator of Soil, Punjab,

SCO No.92-94, Sector 17-D, Chandigarh.



    -------------Respondent.

CC No. 68 of 2012

Present:-
Shri Baldev Raj complainant in person.

Er. Monhinder Kanwal, PIO alongwith Shri Gurbinder Dhillon, APIO on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The complainant had moved an application under the Right to Information Act, 2005 inquiring about action taken on his two complaints dated 18.7.2011 and 22.7.2011.  The respondent submits that both these complaints have since been inquired into and allegations levelled by the complainant were not found substantiated. Hence, no action has been taken.  Copy of the report of inquiry conducted by the department has also been furnished to the complainant, who admits that he had received the same from the respondent. Hence, the complaint case is closed.









    (R.I. Singh)

February 2, 2012.



    
           Chief Information Commissioner







                                        Punjab

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Manminder Singh, Ishwar Nagar, Gali No.4,

Near Nanaksar Gurudwara, Devigarh Road, Patiala.
      -------------Complainant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Principal, Gursewak Singh Govt. Physical Education College,

Patiala.

    -------------Respondent.

CC No.  76 of 2012

Present:-
Shri Manminder Singh complainant in person.



None on behalf of the respondent-college.

ORDER



The complainant submits that he had applied on 24.11.2011 to the PIO/Gursewak Government Physical Education College, Patiala seeking information on 11 issues.  The PIO sent his reply vide No.7670 dated 26.12.2011.  This reply is sketchy and most of the queries remain unanswered.  The complainant, further submits that even the letter No.1966 dated 3.6.2011 sent as an enclosure with the PIO’s letter dated 26.12.2011 has not been attested and it is not legible.
2.

The respondent is absent without intimation.  A perusal of the reply given by the PIO shows that the queries of the complainant have not been appropriately answered.  There are deficiencies in the information furnished to the complainant.

3.

The case is adjourned to 27.2.2012 at 11.00 A.M.  The respondent may file his rejoinder before the next date of hearing.









    (R.I. Singh)

February 2, 2012.



    
           Chief Information Commissioner







                                        Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Ramesh Kumar, 172, Saini Mohalli,

Bajri Company, Pathankot-145001.




      -------------Complainant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Under Secretary to Govt. of Punjab,

Department of Finance, Chandigarh.




    -------------Respondent.

CC No. 4 of 2012

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.



Ms. Kamlesh Arora, Superintendent for the respondent.

ORDER



The plea of the respondent is that the complainant is not seeking any specific information but is asking an opinion.  It is further submitted that a letter was issued to the complainant on 12.8.2011 and thereafter on 28.11.2011 asking the information-seeker to specify the documents or record, which he wants to obtain.  However, he has not responded.  The plea of the respondent is that the queries of the information-seeker do not fall within the ambit of Section 2(f) and 2(j) of the Right to Information Act, 2005.  The information-seeker cannot ask for an opinion of the department under the Act ibid.  

2.

The legal position pleaded by the respondent is correct.  Under the Act ibid an information-seeker can ask for material information such as copies of paper, record, document or even electronic material such as copies any CD etc. which may exist in the custody of the public authority.  The present case is closed with the direction that in case the information-seeker asks for material information within the ambit of the Act ibid, it shall be furnished to him.  









    (R.I. Singh)

February 2, 2012.



    
           Chief Information Commissioner







                                        Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Gurpal Singh, Advocate, #19222,

Street No.7, Guru Tegh Bahadur Nagar,

Bhatinda.







      -------------Complainant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Principal Guru Gobind Singh Medical College,

Faridkot.







    -------------Respondent.

CC No. 38  of 2012

Present:-
Shri Yash Pal Gupta advocate for the complainant.



Dr. Harish Arora, PIO on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The respondent has given reply to the queries dated 24.9.2011.  However, the complainant is alleging deficiencies in respect of queries at Sr. No.8 and 10.  The respondent to give clarifications on these issues.

2.

To come up on 27.2.2012 at 11.00 A.M.









    (R.I. Singh)

February 2, 2012.



    
           Chief Information Commissioner







                                        Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Ajit Singh Khurana, 24-C,

Udham Singh Nagar, Ludhiana.



      -------------Complainant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Director Research and Medical Education, Punjab,

SCO 87, Sector 40-C,Chandigarh.



    -------------Respondent.

CC No. 39 of 2012

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.


Shri Sarabjit Kumar, Clerk on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The respondent-PIO/Director Research and Medical Education, Punjab, Chandigarh submits that the request for information was transferred to the PIO/GuruRam Dass Medical Institute and Research, Amritsar as the information is in the custody of that public authority.  However, perusal of the queries dated 21.9.2011 shows that this information would normally be in the custody of the present respondent.  Therefore, the PIO is directed to send by registered post, copies of the notifications/circulars of the Government alongwith copy of Medical Council of India giving approval to increase in number of seats in MD/MS courses.
2.

To come up on 22.2.2012 at 11.00 A.M.









    (R.I. Singh)

February 2, 2012.



    
           Chief Information Commissioner







                                        Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Dr. Naresh Kundra s/o Shri Bal Krishan Kundra,

N.D-179, Bikrampura, Jalandhar.





      -------------Appellant






Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the H.M.V. College, Jalandhar.

FAA-The Chairman, Local Committee, 

HMV, 83, Windsor Park,

Jalandhar.







     -------------Respondents.

AC No. 1021 of 2011

Present:-
None on behalf of the appellant.

None  on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


To come up on 8.2.2012 at 11.00 A.M. for pronouncement of order.










    (R.I. Singh)

February 2, 2012.



    
           Chief Information Commissioner







                                        Punjab

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Sultan Singh, #G-2/1, BPSM University Campus, 

Khampur Kalan, Sonipat-131305.





      -------------Appellant

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Lovely Professional University, 

GT Road, Phagwara, District Jalandhar.

FAA- the Lovely Professional University, 

GT Road, Phagwara, District Jalandhar.




      -------------Respondents.

AC No.1246 of 2011

Present:-
Shri Sultan Singh appellant in person.


Shri R.S.Bajaj and Shri G.S.Jagpal, Advocates for the respondent.

ORDER



The information-seeker had addressed an RTI request dated 1.6.2011 to the PIO/Lovely Professional University.  However, this information was denied by the PIO vide letter dated 4.7.2011 on the ground that the document pertaining to the point No.1 is not available as this information has been destroyed.  As regard point at Sr. No.2, it was conveyed to the information-seeker that information is not on record. Therefore, it cannot be provided. 

2.

I have heard the parties and gone through their respective pleas.  The stand of the university is that old Daily Visitor Register at Main Entrance is not required to be maintained for the year 2007.  Information has been asked in 2011 in respect of Visitors’ Register pertaining to the year 2007.  The record was of a temporary nature and it was destroyed according to the policy and therefore, the same cannot be supplied.  
3.

As regards, information on the second point, the University has confirmed in its written reply that no correspondence took place between LPU and Kurkeshetra University or Education Board Haryana pertaining to original testimonials/certificates. However, as regards availability of original certificates, the counsel for the respondent,  submits that he will get the record re-verified to see if original testimonials pertaining to Matriculation and M.Ed. certificates are available and in case these are on record, these will be supplied.

4.

The information-seeker has pleaded that he had applied on 1.6.2011 and the PIO delayed the case.  The reply of the respondent is that they had confirmed on 4.7.2011 itself that the record is not available and therefore, there was no delay in the present case.

5.

The University has undertaken to re-verify whether the record pertaining to certificates of Matriculation and M.Ed. is available or not with the University. The University will send these testimonials by registered post, in case these are available or otherwise confirm non-availability in writing to the appellant.

5.

With these directions, the case is closed.
      
     







    (R.I. Singh)

February 2, 2012.



    

           Chief Information Commissioner







                             
     Punjab

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Deepak Kashyap, # 1529,

Sector 15, Panchkula.





      -------------Complainant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the The Director Public Instruction (SE), Punjab, 

Chandigarh







    -------------Respondent.

CC No. 3532 of 2011

Present:-
Shri Deepak Kashyap complainant in person.

Shri Subhash Chawla, Superitnendent alongwith Ms. Bhupinder Kaur, Senior Assistant on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



The complainant submits that he had received the information to his satisfaction and he does not want to pursue the matter any further.  Hence, the complaint case is closed.
      
     







    (R.I. Singh)

February 2, 2012.



    
           Chief Information Commissioner







                                        Punjab

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Kaka Singh s/o Sh. Hazura Singh,

r/oVillage Kuliawal Jamalpur, Chandigarh Road, Ludhiana.
……………..Complainant.

Vs

The Public Information Officer, 

o/o the President Lohara Majra Coop. Agricultural Service Society, Ltd.

Lohar Majra Kalan, Tehsil Khumano, District Ludhiana.
……………....Respondent

CC-2742   of  2009

Present:-
Shri Kaka Singh, complainant alongwith Shri N.S. Vashishat Advocate on behalf of the complainant.

Shri Harjit Singh Bedi, Advocate on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The counsel for the respondent submits a photocopy of the order dated 6.12.2011 passed in LPA No.2223/2011.  The Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court has stayed the imposition of penalty upon the respondent-Lohar Majra Coop. Agricultural and Service Society.  The counsel further submits that LPA stands admitted by the Hon’ble High Court. Therefore, the present complaint case before the Commission may be adjourned sine-die.

2.

Accepting the plea of the counsel, the case is adjourned sine-die. The parties may move the Commission as and when the LPA pending in the Hon’ble High Court is disposed of.









    (R.I. Singh)

February 2, 2012.



    
           Chief Information Commissioner







                                        Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Ashwani Kumar Kukkar,

Phase-1, Civil Lines, Fazilika-152123.



      -------------Complainant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o  H.E. the Governor of Punjab, Chandigarh.


    -------------Respondent.

CC No. 3375  of 2011

Present:-
Shri S.K. Bhanot on behalf of the complainant.



None on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



On the last date of hearing, the PIO/Raj Bhawan, Punjab, Chandigarh had submitted that application dated 9.7.2011 said to have been made under the Right to Information Act, 2005 was never received by the PIO. It was further submitted that the information-seeker had not paid any fee under the Act ibid and therefore, in any case, the present complaint case would not lie as the very original application said to have been made was neither received nor any fee was paid to the PIO.  Since the complainant was absent on the last date of hearing, the case was adjourned to enable him to file his rejoinder, which he has submitted today.

2.

In the rejoinder, the complainant has affirmed that he had submitted an application  on 9.7.2011 and a copy of the registered postal receipt No.3602 has been attached as Annexure C-3 with his complaint case.  Likewise it is submitted that a postal order of Rs.10/- bearing No.94 E-660064 in favour of the PIO/Governor of Punjab was sent.  A photocopy has been attached as Annexure-C3 to his present complaint petition. The plea of the complainant is that the PIO/Raj Bhawan has wrongly stated that his RTI request dated 9.7.2011 was incomplete or was not received by the PIO.  It is averred that the information-seeker had fully complied with the requirement of the Right to Information Act, 2005 while seeking information from the respondent-PIO.

3.

The respondent is absent today.  Issue notice for 27.2.2012.

4.

To come up on 27.2.2012 at 11.00 A.M.
      
     







    (R.I. Singh)

February 2, 2012.



    
           Chief Information Commissioner







                                        Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Krishan Kumar, #777, Sector 4,

LIC Colony, Kharar (Mohali)




      -------------Complainant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Guru Nanak Dev University,

Amritsar.







    -------------Respondent.

CC No. 3563 of 2011

Present:-
Shri Krishan Kumar complainant.



Shri Mohinder Singh, Assistant Registrar on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


The present complainant had submitted an application on10.8.2007 seeking information and the University had responded on 26.10.2010 and thereafter on 28.4.2011.

2.

The respondent has filed a written reply, a copy of which has been handed over to the complainant. The queries of the complainant have been duly answered by respondent enclosing copies of the letters dated 18.8.2008, 16.9.2008, 23.11.2005 and some other relevant documents.  The queries of the complainant stand duly replied to.

3.

The main grouse of the complainant however, is that his medical bill, leave travelling concession, copy of PPO and papers pertaining to settlement of pension have not been settled by the University.  For the purpose of the present complaint case, the reply submitted by the University answers the queries.  The case is closed.  However, since the complainant in an ex-employee of the University, the respondent should suitably address his grievance in due course.


      
     







    (R.I. Singh)

February 2, 2012.



    
           Chief Information Commissioner







                                        Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Sudesh Kumar S/o Sh. Dasaundhi Ram, 

R/o B-I-1422, Ram Nagar, Civil Lines, 

Ludhiana-141001.






      -------------Complainant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o President,

The Zenith Co-operative House Building Society, 

Zenith Colony, Opposite Luxmi Nagar, 

Haibowal Kalan, Ludhiana.





    -------------Respondent.

CC No. 2582   of  2011

Present:-
Shri  Sudesh Kumar complainant.

Shri K.C.Sharma, Advocate on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER



The respondent files his written reply, a copy of which has been given to the complainant.

2.

Admittedly, the question whether cooperative societies registered under the Punjab Cooperative Societies Act, 1961 are public authorities within the meaning of Section 2(h) of the Right to Information Act, 2005 is pending for consideration before the Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court in number of LPAs filed by various cooperative societies.  The parties agree that the present complaint case may be adjourned sine die to be taken up after the outcome of the LPAs in the Hon’ble High Court.  The parties may move the State Information Commission, Punjab for recommencing the proceedings after the decision of the Hon’ble High Court. The case is adjourned sine-die.
      
     







    (R.I. Singh)

February 2, 2012.



    
           Chief Information Commissioner







                                        Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Mrs. Kiran Patel w/o Shri Amar Nath,

Pati Bahoudipur, VPO Virk (Via Phagwara),

Tehsil Phillaur, District Jalandhar-144632.


      -------------Appellant






Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Lovely Professional University, Jalandhar.

FAA- The Vice Chancellor, 
Lovely Professional University, Jalandhar.
 
     -------------Respondents.

AC No. 938  of 2011

Present:-
Mr. Amarnath on behalf of the appellant.

Shri R.S. Bajaj and Shri G.S. Jagpal, Advocates on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The respondent submits a written reply, a copy of which has been handed over to the appellant.

2.

To come up for rejoinder/arguments on 12.3.2012 at 11.00 A.M.



      
     







    (R.I. Singh)

February 2, 2012.



    
           Chief Information Commissioner







                                        Punjab

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Dr. K.S. Gill, 10 Rose Avenue,

Backside officer’s Colony, Ferozepur-152002.









      -------------Complainant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Director Public Instructions (Colleges), Punjab,

Chandigarh.






    -------------Respondent.

CC No. 3445  of 2011

Present:
Dr. K.S. Gill on behalf of the complainant.

Ms. Krishna Kanta, Deputy Director-cum-PIO alongwith Shri Sukhwinder Singh,  Senior Assistant on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The respondent has furnished a copy of the Inquiry Report/action taken report to the complainant today.  Hence, the complaint case is closed.
      
     







    (R.I. Singh)

February 2, 2012.



    
           Chief Information Commissioner







                                        Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Dr. K.S. Gill, 10 Rose Avenue,

Backside officer’s Colony, Ferozepur-152002.









      -------------Complainant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Director Public Instructions (Colleges), Punjab,

Chandigarh.






    -------------Respondent.

CC No. 3459  of 2011

Present:
Dr. K.S. Gill on behalf of the complainant.

Ms. Krishna Kanta, Deputy Director-cum-PIO alongwith Shri Sukhwinder Singh,  Senior Assistant on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



In this case, the complainant had sought a certified copy of the extract of letter/Rule of the Calendar of Guru Nanak Dev University, Amritsar as applied to letter dated 10.5.2008 of S.D. College for Women, Sultanpur Lodhi while granting approval to the appointment of Principal-Ms. Vandana Shukla by the Government vide memo No.11/22-2007-Grant-1(5) dated 6.6.2008.

2.

The plea of the respondent is that the relevant file noting on which the above letter dated 10.5.2008 was considered and vide which sanction was accorded to Ms. Vandana  Shukla as Principal, has already been furnished to the complainant.  The respondent is not required to go beyond the file noting or furnish further reasons to the complainant. 
3.

While considering the approval, if the file noting indicates the relevant rules/calendar of the Guru Nanak Dev University, the same would be self evident.  If, however, these rules/calendar have not been discussed or examined in the file noting, then there is no obligation on the part of the respondent to give justification with reference to the relevant rules/calendar of Guru Nanak Dev University under which the appointment was approved. The Right to Information Act, 2005 requires that information is to be provided as it exists.
3.

Since the file noting has been given, no further action is required. The complaint case is closed.
      
     







    (R.I. Singh)

February 2, 2012.



    
           Chief Information Commissioner







                                        Punjab
