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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Subhash Arora, E-367,

Ranjit Avenua, Amritsar.





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

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

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

Chandigarh.,









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

Chandigarh.,  






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

AC No.  1359  of 2011

Present:-
Shri R.C. Verma on behalf of the appellant.

Mrs. Krishan Kanta, Deputy Director-cum-PIO alongwith Shri Gurcharan Singh on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The respondent submits a copy of the reply sent to Shri Subhash Arora. During the course of hearing, attested copies of the service books of Smt. Renu Sareen and Ms. Anju Mahajan, Librarian were given to the representative of the appellant.  However, the respondent states that service books in respect of Principal-Shri R.C. Verma and Shri Abhishek Aggarwal, Lecturer in Geography were not received in the office of the Director Public Instruction (Colleges), Punjab, Chandigarh from Hindu College, Amritsar. Therefore, copies of these service books cannot be given to the appellant.  The respondent further submits that they have been writing to the Principal, Hindu College, Amritsar but inspite of number of reminders the college-authorities have not responded.
2.

It is a fit case where the Principal, Hindu College, Amritsar-Shri P.K. Sharma should be directed to appear with record pertaining to the service books of the then Principal-Shri R.C. Verma and Shri Abhishek Aggarwal, Lecturer in Geography.  I accordingly hereby direct the Principal, Hindu College, Amritsar to bring the record as indicated above, in the Commission on the next date of hearing and appear in person.

3.

The complainant further submits that there is a typographical error in the order dated 10.1.2012. The name of Shri R.C. Verma has been shown as Shri R.C.Sharma.  This error be corrected.  Similarly, date of RTI application to the PIO/Director Public Instruction (Colleges), Punjab, Chandigarh is 6.9.2011 and not 1.9.2011.

4.

To come up on 22.2.2012 at 11.00 A.M.









(R.I. Singh)

Dated: 03.02.2012.





Chief Information Commissioner,










   Punjab.

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Subhash Arora, E-367,

Ranjit Avenue, Amritsar.





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

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

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

Chandigarh.

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

Chandigarh.






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

AC No.  1360 of 2011

Present:-
Shri R.C. Verma on behalf of the appellant.

Mrs. Krishan Kanta, Deputy Director-cum-PIO alongwith Shri Gurcharan Singh on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The respondent places on record an endorsement dated 2.2.2012.
2.

The appellant, however, requests for an adjournment to peruse the documents furnished to him.

3.

To come up on 22.2.2012 at 11.00 A.M.










(R.I. Singh)

Dated: 03.02.2012.





Chief Information Commissioner,










   Punjab.

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Ms. Deepika d/o Shri Suresh Bansal, 

Guru Tegh Bahadur Nagar, Ward No.2, 

St. No.2, #Partran, District Patiala.



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






Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Swami Vivekanand Institute of Engineering and Technology,

Ram Nagar, Near Gian Sagar Hospital, Rajpura-Banur Highway

District Patiala,

FAA- Swami Vivekanand Institute of Engineering and Technology,

Ram Nagar, Near Gian Sagar Hospital, Rajpura-Banur Highway

District Patiala,





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

AC No.1332 of 2011

Present:-
Shri Dharam Bansal on behalf of the appellant.



Shri Vikas Goyal, Advocate on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The respondent has sent a letter pleading that the institute is a purely private body and it has no obligation to furnish the information under the Right to Information Act, 2005.  
2.

The plea of the appellant, however, is that the respondent-institute is approved by All India Council for Technical Education (AICTE) and it is also affiliated to the Punjab Technical University, Jalandhar (PTU).  Both these organisations exercise control over the affairs of the respondent-institute and have the powers to nominate members on the governing body of the respondent-institution.  Both AICTE and PTU have authority under the law to access the information from the respondent-institute and therefore, fall within the ambit of Section 2(f) of the Act ibid.  The complainant further pleads that the control exercised by AICTE and PTU would fall within the ambit of section 2(h) of the Act ibid.  Hence, the respondent-institute is a public authority.  

3.

The respondent seeks one adjournment to file reply, which is allowed.

4.

To come up on 28.2.2012 at 11.00 A.M. 









(R.I. Singh)

Dated: 03.02.2012.





Chief Information Commissioner,










   Punjab.

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Baldev Raj Preenja, #F-13/1208,

Jagdambey Colony, St. No.3, Batala Road,

P.O. GPO, Amritsar-143001.




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

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Director Research and Medical Education, 

Punjab, Sector 40, Chandigarh.

FAA- the Director Research and Medical Education, 

Punjab, Sector 40, Chandigarh.




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

AC No. 947 of 2011

Present:-
Dr. Devinder Singh Mahajan on behalf of the appellant.



Mr. Dheeraj, Junior Assistant on behalf of the respondent-department.

OERDER



In this case, the appellant had suspected the genuineness of the photocopies of the documents furnished to him.  It was alleged that the respondent has probably omitted certain portion of the  information by placing a slip on the original document while copying the same. Therefore, the respondent was asked to produce the original record, which he has done today.

2.

I have examined the original record and the information forwarded to the appellant and do not find any discrepancy between the original record and the photocopies furnished to the appellant.  Hence, the appeal case is closed.









(R.I. Singh)

Dated: 03.02.2012.





Chief Information Commissioner,










   Punjab.

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Palwinder Singh, #1389/1,

Guru Tegh Bahadur Housing Complex,

Sector 70, SAS Nagar (Mohali)-160055.



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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Principal Shahid Kanshi Ram College of

Physical Education Bhago Majra,

District SAS Nagar-140301.




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

CC No. 3636  of 2011

Present:-
Shri Palwinder Singh complainant in person.



Shri Harbans Singh, Superintendent on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



In compliance with the directions dated 10.1.2012, the respondent has paid compensation amount of Rs.500/- by way of a crossed cheque to the complainant.

2.

The respondent submits that they have given all the information except on two issues namely (i) Details of the Provident Fund to the credit of the present complainant and (ii) Details of leave entitlement due to the complainant including medical leave.

3.

The respondent undertakes to give this information to the appellant within one week.  The respondent is further directed to file his written reply regarding delay in furnishing of the information.



4.

To come up on 23.2.2012 at 11.00 A.M.









(R.I. Singh)

Dated: 03.02.2012.





Chief Information Commissioner,










   Punjab.

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Jatin Kumar s/o Shri Dharam Pal, #214,

Kabir Nagar, Near Arya Girls College, Pathankot.

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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the R.R.M.K. Mahila Mahavidyalaya, Pathankot.

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

CC No. 3710 of  2011

Present:-
Shri Jatin Kumar complainant in person.



Shri Umesh Kumar, Advocate for the respondent.

ORDER



On the last date of hearing, the respondent had sought one adjournment to file his written reply, which he submits today but pleads that certain annexures to the reply are yet to be supplied. The respondent, therefore, requests for an adjournment.
2.

The complainant pleads that he had applied for information on 13.7.2011 and even the present appeal case has been adjourned due to the request of the respondent.  The complainant, therefore, pleads that cost may be awarded under Section 19(8)(b) of the Right to Information Act, 2005.

3.

The request of the respondent for adjournment is allowed with a cost of Rs.500/-, which shall be paid to the complainant before the next date of hearing, which is fixed for 23.2.2012 at 11.00 A.M.









(R.I. Singh)

Dated: 03.02.2012.





Chief Information Commissioner,










   Punjab.

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Ashok Gogna, #B-XXII/131,

Mohabat Nagar, Kapurthala.




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

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Principal, Hindu Kanya College, Kapurthala.

FAA- the Principal, Hindu Kanya College, Kapurthala.

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

AC No. 1163   of 2011

Present:-
None on behalf of the appellant.



Shri Umang Bansal, Advocate on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


None is present on behalf of the appellant.  The counsel for the respondent seeks one adjournment, which is allowed.

2.

To come up on 23.2.2012 at 11.00 A.M.









(R.I. Singh)

Dated: 03.02.2012.





Chief Information Commissioner,










   Punjab.

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Ms. Neelam Goyal, #1059/1,

Secgtor 39-B, Chandigarh-160036.



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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o B.L.M. Girls College, Nawanshahr.



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

CC No. 3758    of 2011

Present:-
Mrs. Neelam Goyal complainant in person.



Shri Sandeep Sharma, Advocate on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


The respondent places on record an affidavit of Mrs. Meenakashi Sharma, Officiating Principal, BLM Girls College, Nawanshehar alongwith its enclosures.  Copy of the same has been furnished to the complainant, who points out deficiencies on two points, which have been noted by the counsel for the respondent for removing the deficiencies.

2.

To come up on 27.2.2012 at 11.00 A.M.









(R.I. Singh)

Dated: 03.02.2012.





Chief Information Commissioner,










   Punjab.

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Dr. Sushil Galhotra, c/o Public Hospital,

Near Gaushala, Amritsar Road, Kapurthala.


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

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Principal, Hindu Kanya College, Kapurthala.

FAA-the Principal, Hindu Kanya College, Kapurthala.
      -------------Respondents.

AC No. 1356 of 2011

Present:-
Shri Ramesh Sharma, Advocate on behalf of the appellant.



None on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


As a last opportunity to the respondent, the case is adjourned to 23.2.2012 at 3.30 P.M.









(R.I. Singh)

Dated: 03.02.2012.





Chief Information Commissioner,










   Punjab.

