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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

S. Sital Singh Tiwana, 1828-C,

Tiwana Niwas, Randhawa Road, 

Kharar-140301.

     




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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

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

SCO No.67-68, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.



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

CC No. 2113 of 2011

Present:-
Shri Sital Singh Tiwana on behalf of the complainant.

Shri Karam Singh Accountant o/o Mata Gujri College, Fatehgarh Sahib alongwith Ms. Krishna Kanta, Deputy Director on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The representative of the Director Public Instruction (Colleges), Punjab, Chandigarh  (DPI) submits that the information is in the custody of Principal, Mata Gujri College, Fatehgarh Sahib. Therefore, the o/o DPI had asked the respondent-College to furnish the information.  The plea of the DPI is that since the information was not in their custody, they could only request the concerned public authority to give the same, which was done in the present case.  Accepting this plea of DPI, show cause notice issued for penalty proceedings under Section 20 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 is withdrawn qua the PIO/DPI.

2.

The PIO-cum-Principal, Mata Gujri College, Fatehgarh Sahib has placed on record letter No.2011-12/1798 dated 17.1.2012 enclosing a copy of the letter dated 4.1.2012 addressed to the information-seeker furnishing the information. 

3.

The plea of the complainant, however, is that incomplete information has been given, as details of the relevant period have not been given.  The PIO-cum-Principal, Mata Gujri College has not given any explanation regarding delay even though on the last date of hearing on 28.12.2011, the PIO was called upon to show cause why penalty proceedings should not be initiated.

4.

As a last opportunity to the PIO-cum-Principal, Mata Gujri College, Fatehgarh Sahib, the case is adjourned to 15.2.2012 at 11.00 A.M.  The respondent shall ensure that the deficiencies in the information are removed before 15.2.2012.  The explanation of the PIO regarding delay may be filed well before the next date of hearing and opportunity of personal hearing may also be availed by the PIO on that date.

      
     







    (R.I. Singh)

January 18, 2012.



    
           Chief Information Commissioner







                                        Punjab

CC
PIO-cum-Principal, Mata Gujri College, Fatehgarh Sahib
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:-
Dr. Naresh Kundra appellant in person.
Shri Sudhir Pruthi Advocate on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The counsel for the respondent has placed written arguments on record.

2.

Heard the parties.

3.

To come up on 2.2.2012 at 11.00 A.M.
      
     







    (R.I. Singh)

January 18, 2012.



    
           Chief Information Commissioner







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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Ms. Nisha, House No.467,

Sector 7-A, Chandigarh.





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






Vs. 


The Public Information Officer

o/o the Secretary to Government of Punjab,

Department of Civil Aviation, Chandigarh.

FAA-The Secretary to Government of Punjab,
Department of Civil Aviation, Chandigarh.


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

AC No. 1240 of 2011

Present:
Shri Lakhbir Singh on behalf of the appellant.

Shri Sanjeev Aggarwal, SPIO alongwith Shri Kultaran Singh, Technical Assistant-cum-APIO on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


In this case, the appellant Ms. Nisha has sought information, which the respondent submits it is in the custody of the Director General of Civil Aviation, Government of India.  The appropriate Commission to entertain this appeal submitted by the appellant is Central Information Commission.  

2.

Similar other cases were earlier closed with the direction to the respondent that the request for the information may be transferred to the Director General Civil Aviation, Government of India, New Delhi.  The present appeal is closed with the same direction to the respondent that the application for information shall be transferred by the respondent under Section 6(3) of the Right to Information Act to the concerned public authority.
      
     







    (R.I. Singh)

January 18, 2012.



    
           Chief Information Commissioner







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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Ms. Nisha, House No.467,

Sector 7-A, Chandigarh.





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






Vs. 


The Public Information Officer

o/o the Secretary to Government of Punjab,

Department of Civil Aviation, Chandigarh.

FAA-The Secretary to Government of Punjab,
Department of Civil Aviation, Chandigarh.


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

AC No. 1256 of 2011

Present:
Shri Lakhbir Singh on behalf of the appellant.

Shri Sanjeev Aggarwal, SPIO alongwith Shri Kultaran Singh, Technical Assistant-cum-APIO on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


In this case, the appellant Ms. Nisha has sought information, which the respondent submits it is in the custody of the Director General of Civil Aviation, Government of India.  The appropriate Commission to entertain this appeal submitted by the appellant is Central Information Commission.  

2.

Similar other cases were earlier closed with the direction to the respondent that the request for the information may be transferred to the Director General Civil Aviation, Government of India, New Delhi.  The present appeal is closed with the same direction to the respondent that the application for information shall be transferred by the respondent under Section 6(3) of the Right to Information Act to the concerned public authority.
      
     







    (R.I. Singh)

January 18, 2012.



    
           Chief Information Commissioner







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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Kuldeep Singh c/o M/s Raghunath Dass & Sons,

Bazar Vakilan, Hoshiarpur-146001.




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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Principal, DAV College,

Hoshiarpur,







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

CC No. 3409 of 2011
Present:
None on behalf of the complainant.


None on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



Issue fresh notice to the parties.

2.

To come up on 9.2.2012 at 11.00 A.M.
      
     







    (R.I. Singh)

January 18, 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:
None on behalf of the appellant.


Shri G.S. Jagpal, Advocate on behalf of the respondent-university.

ORDER



The appellant is absent without any intimation.  
2.

Counsel for the respondent requests for an adjournment to file his written reply/rejoinder. 
3.

To come up on 2.2.2012 at 11.00 A.M.
      
     







    (R.I. Singh)

January 18, 2012.



    
           Chief Information Commissioner







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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Sital Singh Tiwana, 1828-C,

Tiwana Niwas, Randhawa Road, Kharar-140301


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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

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

Chandigarh.







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

CC No. 3436 of 2011

Present:-
Shri Sital Singh Tiwana complainant in person.

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

ORDER



The respondent sent a reply stating that leave encashment and gratuity is disbursed as per the norms and instructions of the concerned University.  A copy of memo No.10917-11127/Colleges/S-2 dated 10.8.2010 issued by Punjabi University Patiala to the Principals of all the colleges affiliated to the University has been given to the complainant.

2.

The plea of the respondent is that since the Director Public Instruction (Colleges), Punjab, Chandigarh (DPI) does not deal with the subject matter of gratuity and leave encashment, no instruction on these subjects have been issued by the DPI.  The respondent further states that these issues are to be settled by the concerned college in accordance with the instructions issued by the concerned university on these subjects. Hence, this case is closed.
      
     







    (R.I. Singh)

January 18, 2012.



    
           Chief Information Commissioner







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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Dr. Ashwani Kumar, 27/7, Aman Vihar,

Bhadson Road, Patiala-147001.





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






Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Aryabhatta Group of Institutions, 

Bajakhana Road, Barnala.

FAA- Aryabhatta Group of Institutions,

Bajakhana Road,  Barnala.






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

AC No.1251 of 2011

Present:
Dr. Ashwani Kumar appellant in person.


None on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The appellant submits that he has not received the information so far.  The plea taken by the respondent-institute in denying the information to the appellant was that it is a private self financed institution.  Therefore, it is not covered under the Right to Information Act, 2005.
2.

The information-seeker submits that the respondent-institute is affiliated to the All India Council for Technical Education, New Delhi, which exercises control over the institute within the meaning of Section 2(h) of the Right to Information Act.  Besides, AICTE has nominated its officer in the Governing Council/Board of Directors of the institute. 

3.

The respondent is absent without intimation.  Even though the notice issued to it has not been returned by the Postal Authority. Issue fresh notice to the respondent to file its reply/rejoinder before the next date.

4.

To come up on 13.2.2012 at 11.00 A.M.
      
     







    (R.I. Singh)

January 18, 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

&

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:
None on behalf of the complainant.


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

ORDER



Both these complaint cases have been filed by Dr. K.S. Gill against the PIO/Director Public Instruction (Colleges), Punjab, Chandigarh.  In both these cases, the plea of the respondent is that the original requests under Section 6(1) of the Right to Information Act, 2005 seeking information alongwith the requisite fee were never received by the PIO.  Hence, the question of giving information does not arise.

2.

The complainant is absent without intimation.  To give him one opportunity to file his reply/rejoinder, these cases are adjourned to 2.2.2012 at 11.00 P.M. 
      
     







    (R.I. Singh)

January 18, 2012.



    
           Chief Information Commissioner







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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Balwinder Singh, 35 (HIG),

Dhingra Housing Complex, Near Panjpeer, 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.1264 of 2011

Present:
None on behalf of the appellant.


Shri Gurcharan Singh, Senior Assistant on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The respondent submits that originally the information-seeker was asked to send a self-addressed registered envelop but inspite of letters to that effect, he did not respond. Instead he approached the State Information Commission.

2.

The respondent further submits that in any case the information has been furnished to the satisfaction of the complainant.

3.

I have seen the copy of the information supplied to the appellant.  Therefore, I accept the plea of the respondent and close the case.
      
     







    (R.I. Singh)

January 18, 2012.



    
           Chief Information Commissioner







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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Sital Singh Tiwana, 1828-C,

Tiwana Niwas, Randhawa Road, Kharar-140301



Shri Naresh Kumar Gupta, Gupta Home, Near Post Office,

Bassi Pathanan, District Fatehgarh Sahib.



      -------------Complainants.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

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

Chandigarh.







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

CC No. 3455 of 2011

Present:-
Shri Sital Singh Tiwana on behalf of the complainant.

Shri Karam Singh Accountant o/o Mata Gujri College, Fatehgarh Sahib alongwith Ms. Krishna Kanta, Deputy Director on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The complainant submits that the subject matter of information in CC-3455/2011 is the same as covered in CC-2113/2011.  Therefore, the complainant submits that he may be allowed to withdraw CC-3455/2011.

2.

The request of the complainant is accepted and the present complaint is closed as withdrawn.      


      
     







    (R.I. Singh)

January 18, 2012.



    
           Chief Information Commissioner







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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Naresh Kumar Gupta, Gupta Home, Near Post Office,

Bassi Pathanan, District Fatehgarh Sahib.



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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

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

Chandigarh.







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

CC No. 3483 of 2011

Present:-
Shri  Naresh Kumar Gupta complainant in person.

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

ORDER



The respondent sent a reply stating that leave encashment and gratuity is disbursed as per the norms and instructions of the concerned University.  A copy of memo No.10917-11127/Colleges/S-2 dated 10.8.2010 issued by Punjabi University Patiala to the Principals of all the colleges affiliated to the University has been given to the complainant.

2.

The plea of the respondent is that since the Director Public Instruction (Colleges), Punjab, Chandigarh (DPI) does not deal with the subject matter of gratuity and leave encashment, no instruction on these subjects have been issued by the DPI.  The respondent further states that these issues are to be settled by the concerned college in accordance with the instructions issued by the concerned university on these subjects. Hence, this case is closed.
      
     







    (R.I. Singh)

January 18, 2012.



    
           Chief Information Commissioner







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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Naresh Kumar Gupta, Gupta Home, Near Post Office,

Bassi Pathanan, District Fatehgarh Sahib.



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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Punjabi University, Patiala.




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

CC No. 3484 of 2011

Present:
Shri Naresh Kumar Gupta complainant in person.


Shri Vikrant Sharma, Advocate on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



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







    (R.I. Singh)

January 18, 2012.



    
           Chief Information Commissioner







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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Sital Singh Tiwana, 1828-C,

Tiwana Niwas, Randhawa Road, Kharar-140301


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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Punjabi University, Patiala.




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

CC No. 3486 of 2011

Present:
Shri Sital Singh Tiwana complainant in person.



Shri Vikrant Sharma, Advocate on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



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







    (R.I. Singh)

January 18, 2012.



    
           Chief Information Commissioner







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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Parminder Singh s/o Shri Jaswant Singh,

#186, Sector 15, Dashmesh Nagar, Kharar, Distt. Mohali.
      -------------Complainant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Punjabi University, Patiala.



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

CC No. 3477 of 2011

Present:
Shri Parminder Singh complainant in person.


Shri Mohinder Singh Sethi, Advocate on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


The respondent had sought two fold of information from the University. The University sought a fee of Rs.760/- to provide copies of the syllabus for B.Com. pertaining to the year 1995-96, 1996-97 and 1997-98.  However, the request for fee was made after expiry of the two months’ period.  Therefore, the university has forfeited the right to ask the fee.  The respondent-university is directed to provide the information free of cost. With this direction, the present complaint is closed. 
      
     







    (R.I. Singh)

January 18, 2012.



    
           Chief Information Commissioner







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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Mohan Sharma Tewari, #739,

Gali NO.7, Near Shiv Mandir, Gurbax Colony,

Patiala.







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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Department of Tourism & Cultural Affairs, Punjab,

Plot No.3, Sector 38-A, Chandigarh



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

CC No.3482 of 2011

Present:
Shri Mohan Sharma Tewari complainant in person.


Shri Narinder Singh, Superintendent on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER



The complainant had applied to the PIO on 14.9.2011 seeking copies of the Tourism Policies w.e.f. 2003.  These copies were forwarded to the complainant. His grouse, however, is that he needs further clarifications on these policy issues.  These clarifications have not been sought by him in his original application.  However, the respondent-department agrees that they will assist the complainant in obtaining whatever clarifications he needs.  Since, no cause of action left in the complaint, the case is closed.
      
     







    (R.I. Singh)

January 18, 2012.



    
           Chief Information Commissioner







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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Sachin Joshi, #2073/1,

Sector 47-C, Chandigarh.





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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer 

o/o the Punjab Mandi Board, Sector 17-C,

Chandigarh.







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

CC No. 3490 of 2011

Present:
Shri Sachin Joshi, complainant in person.


Shri Mukesh Juneja, PIO on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER



The information has been provided to the complainant, who is satisfied with the same and he does not want to pursue the matter further.  Hence, the case is closed.
      
     







    (R.I. Singh)

January 18, 2012.



    
           Chief Information Commissioner







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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Ram Kumar s/o Shri Chaman Lal,

Kakarwal Road, #55, Ward No.8-A,

Dhuri, District Sangrur.





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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Director Sant Longowal Institute of Engg. & Technology,

Longowal, District Sangrur,




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

CC No.3495 of 2011

Present:
Shri Ram Kumar complainant in person.


Shri R.K. Saxena, PIO on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



This complaint has been preferred by Shri Ram Kumar against Sant Longowal Institute of Engineer and Technology, Longowal which is a deemed University established by the Government of India.  Central Information Commission has the jurisdiction over the matters pertaining to the Right to Information Act, 2005, so far as the institutions established by the Government of India are concerned.

2.

In the present case, however, the respondent submits that the information is ready, which can be given to the complainant on deposit of the requisite fee.  It is further submitted that the requirement of fee was conveyed to the complainant within the statutory period provided under the Act ibid.  The complainant expresses his desire to pay the fee and obtain the information.  Accordingly, this case is closed.  However, in case, there is any further complaint regarding non-supply of information, the complainant is free to approach the First Appellate Authority/Central Information Commission.
      
     







    (R.I. Singh)

January 18, 2012.



    
           Chief Information Commissioner







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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Ram Kumar s/o Shri Chaman Lal,

Kakarwal Road, #55, Ward No.8-A,

Dhuri, District Sangrur.





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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Director Sant Longowal Institute of Engg. & Technology,

Longowal, District Sangrur,




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

CC No.3496 of 2011

Present:
Shri Ram Kumar complainant in person.



Shri R.K. Saxena, PIO on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



This complaint has been preferred by Shri Ram Kumar against Sant Longowal Institute of Engineer and Technology, Longowal which is a deemed University established by the Government of India.  Central Information Commission has jurisdiction over the matters pertaining to the Right to Information Act, 2005, so far as the institutions established by the Government of India are concerned.

2.

In the present case, however, the respondent submits that the information is ready, which can be given to the complainant on deposit of the requisite fee.  It is further submitted that the requirement of fee was conveyed to the complainant within the statutory period provided under the Act ibid.  The complainant expresses his desire to pay the fee and obtain the information.  Accordingly, this case is closed.  However, in case, there is any further complaint regarding non-supply of information, the complainant is free to approach the First Appellate Authority/Central Information Commission.
      
     







    (R.I. Singh)

January 18, 2012.



    
           Chief Information Commissioner







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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Bhagwan Singh, MLT,  House No.7-H,

College Campus Cantt. Area, Near Lal Bagh, 

Patiala-147001.






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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

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

Sector 40, Chandigarh.





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

CC No. 3517 of 2011

Present:
None on behalf of the complainant.


Shri Dheeraj, Junior Assistant on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The respondent submits that the complainant was duly informed that inquiry proceedings in respect of which he is seeking information is still pending. In fact, the respondent states that the inquiry proceedings are held  up as the present complainant has not turned up for personal hearing.  It is further submitted by the respondent that all these facts have been duly explained to the present information-seeker.

2.

The complainant is absent without any intimation. To afford one opportunity to file his reply/rejoinder, the case is adjourned to 13.2.2012 at 11.00 A.M.
      
     







    (R.I. Singh)

January 18, 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 Director Public Instructions (Colleges), Punjab,

Chandigarh.







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

CC No. 3532 of 2011

Present:-
Shri Deepak Kashyap complainant in person.



None on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



The complainant submits that the relevant public authority in the present case is the Director Public Instruction (SE), Punjab, Chandigarh. Inadvertently, the notice was issued to the Director Public Instruction (Colleges), Punjab, Chandigarh.

2.

Issue fresh notice to the Director Public Instruction (SE), Punjab, Chandigarh.

3.

To come up on 2.2.2012 at 11.00 A.M.
      
     







    (R.I. Singh)

January 18, 2012.



    
           Chief Information Commissioner







                                        Punjab
CC
The Director Public Instruction (SE), Punjab, Chandigarh
