STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Ravinder Nath Vij

s/o Sh. Kundan Lal,

No. 125-F, Kitchlu Nagar,

Civil Lines,

Ludhiana


   

    

 
       …Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Municipal Corporation,

Zone-D, 

Ludhiana.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Municipal Corporation,

Zone ‘D’,

Ludhiana




        
 
…Respondents

AC- 1219/12

Order

Present:
None for the Appellant. 



For the respondent: Sh. Raj Kumar, Municipal Town Planner.


Sh. Ravinder Nath Vij, vide his RTI application dated 28.06.2012 addressed to Respondent No. 1, sought to know the action taken by Municipal Corporation on notice No. 1994/ATPO dated 12.10.2011 issued to Sh. Madan Lal Dawar, 240F, Kitchlu Nagar, Ludhiana for removing the encroachment. 


Since no information was provided within the time prescribed under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Sh. Vij filed first appeal before the First Appellate Authority – Respondent No. 2, on 30.07.2012.   The second appeal came to be filed before the Commission, received in its office on 12.09.2012 pleading non-receipt of any information; and accordingly, the notice of hearing was issued to both the parties to 8.11.2012 and adjourned to today. 


On the last date of hearing i.e. 8.11.2012 Shri Raj Kumar, PIO-cum-Municipal Town Planner, Municipal Corporation, Zone-D, Ludhiana was directed to provide the requisite information to the appellant free of cost under his signatures through registered post under intimation to the Commission. 


Though the information to the appellant was supplied twice vide letters dated 28.08.2012  and 07.11.2012.  Due to observations made by  appellant, Shri Raj Kumar PIO-cum-Municipal Town Planner, Municipal Corporation, Zone-D, Ludhiana was issued show cause notice for explaining the reasons for delay in providing the correct and complete information. 


Shri Raj Kumar, PIO-cum-Municipal Town Planner, Municipal Corporation, Zone-D, Ludhiana is present today. He has made written submissions as well as has explained the facts  in detail which are quite convincing. He also hands over one copy of the letter dated 2.1.2013 under the signatures of appellant wherein appellant  has expressed his complete satisfaction with the provided information and has requested to close his case. 


In view of facts that complete information had been supplied to appellant, the show cause notice issued to Shri Raj Kumar, PIO-cum-Municipal Town Planner, Municipal Corporation, Zone-D, Ludhiana is filed and the case is closed and disposed of.   









Sd/-






Chandigarh





     (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 03.01.2013



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Harbakhsh Singh Heera,

773/38/39, 

New Bhai Randhir Singh Nagar,

Near Railway Crossing,

Village Sunet,

Ludhiana-141012

   

    

 
       …Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Commissioner, 

Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana




        
 
…Respondents

AC- 1007/12

Order

Present:
Appellant in person.



For the respondent: Sh. Deepak, Junior Engineer. 


In the instant case, 
Appellant vide his RTI application dated 03.08.2011, addressed to PIO, Office of Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana, sought certain information on seven points.  Failing to get any response within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide letter dated 06.12.2011 and failing to have any response approached the Commission by filing 2nd appeal, received in its office on 23.07.2012 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 22.08.2012 which was adjourned to 8.11.2012 and for today. 


On the last date of hearing i.e. 8.11.2012  Sh. S.P. Singh, PIO-cum-Superintending Engineer, Lights Branch appeared and submitted copy of letter no. 724/SE/E dated 28.08.2012 whereby it was brought to the notice of the appellant that no separate estimate was prepared for providing lights in the New Bhai Randhir Singh Nagar, Ludhiana.  With this, Sh. S.P.Singh had submitted that complete information on points no. 1 to 4 also stands provided to Sh. Harbakhsh Singh Heera, appellant.  He had further stated that information on points no. 5 to 7 has already been provided to the appellant per their letter no. 470 dated 20.09.2012 which was sent by registered post.   He also submitted a copy of the said letter along with copy of the relevant postal receipt. Since appellant on that date has shown his inability to attend the Commission, case was adjourned to to-day.


Today during hearing appellant pointed out that no point wise information has been provided to him on Point No.1 to 4 of the RTI application dated 3.8.2011. He has also shown his dis-satisfaction with the provided information on these points. 

Shri S.P.Singh PIO-cum-Additional Commissioner ( Lights) is therefore, directed to provide point wise information on Point No.1 to 4 within a period of 10 days under registered cover, failing which penalty provision of the RTI Act,2005 shall be invoked against him. 


It is further observed that though RTI application was filed by appellant way back on 3.8.2011. Neither PIO has furnished point-wise information on point no. 1 to 4, nor Ist Appellate authority bothered to pass any order on Ist appeal filed by appellant on 6.12.2011. After the perusal of case file, it is also observed that no pointwise information has been provided to appellant by Respondent PIO on point no. 1 to 4 and informed on point no. 5 to 8 have been provided by SDO (O & M) Cell and not by PIO –cum- S.E. (Lights) thus PIO –cum- S.E. (Lights), Municipal Corporation  took the RTI application in a casual fashion through out.


Therefore, in the interest of justice, in exercise of the powers conferred under Section 19(8)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005, the Commission awards a compensation to the tune of Rs. 3,000/- (Rupees Three Thousand Only) in favour of Sh. Harbakhsh Singh Heera, appellant, for the loss and other detriments suffered by him in seeking RTI information, this  compensation amount is to be paid by the Public Authority through Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana within a month’s time and a copy of the receipt obtained from the appellant be produced before the Commission on the next date fixed, for its records.



Adjourned to 07.02.2013 at 11.00 A.M.









Sd/-
Chandigarh





     (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 03.01.2013



State Information Commissioner

Copy to the following be sent through registered cover:- 

1. Shri R.K.Verma,IAS

Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation, 

Ludhiana. 

2. Shri S.P.Singh,

Additional Commissioner (Technical)-cum


Superintending Engineer (Lights),


Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana. 



For compliance. 









Sd/-
Chandigarh





     (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 03.01.2013



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Sarmukh Singh 

B-1109, New Partap Nagar, 

G.T.Road, 

Amritsar-143001.                                                        Complainant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director of Public Instructions

(Secondary Education), Punjab, 

Punjab School Education Board Building,

Sector 62, S.A.S.Nagar.                                               Respondent

CC No. 1478 of 2012

Present:
None on behalf of Complainant.

For the Respondents: Ms Punkaj Sharma, Deputy Director, Shri Baljit Singh, PIO-cum-Superintendent and Shri Verinder Singh, Clerk.

ORDER



Complainant vide his RTI application dated 17.10.2011 and reminder dated 28.12.2011, addressed to PIO, Office of DPI(Secondary Education), Punjab, Chandigarh, sought information pertaining to selection of handicapped S.S.Masters selected by the Departmental Selection Committee during the year 1993-94 as per advertisement dated 19 August, 1992. Failing to get any response within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he approached the Commission in a complaint on 30.5.12 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 21.08.2012 and after hearing on 16.11.12 was adjourned to today.



On the last date of hearing i.e. 16.11.2012,  PIO office of DPI(SE), Punjab was directed to supply point wise complete, correct and duly authenticated information to the appellant within 10 days. He was further directed to be personally present on the next date of hearing with one spare copy of the supplied information to the Commission for its record. 



Today Shri Baljit Singh, PIO-cum-Superintendent have stated that the requisite information has been sent to the complainant vide letter dated 18.12.2012 under registered cover. It is further observed that the complainant has never put in his appearance on any of the hearings held on 21.8.2012, 25.9.2012, 16.11.2012 and today.  

Since the complete information stands supplied to the complainant, the case is closed/disposed of.  


Copy of the order be sent to both the parties. 









Sd/-



    

Place: Chandigarh 



       ( B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 03.01.2013                               State Information Commissioner

                    STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Gaurav

101, Surat Nagar,

Maqsuda,

Jalandhar-144008

    

 
      
              …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Director Technical Education &

Industrial Training, Punjab,

Sector 36-A, Chandigarh



        
              …Respondent

CC- 2174/12

Present:
Shri Surinder Mahajan for the complainant.

For the respondent: S/Sh. Jasminder Singh, APIO. 

ORDER

 

Shri Gaurav, Vide RTI application dated 16.04.2012 addressed to the Principal Secretary, Department of Technical Education & Industrial Training, Punjab, Chandigarh, sought information on four  points pertaining to the duties and functions being performed by Sh. Vijay Sharma, Principal, ITC Mehar Chand Technical Institute, Jalandhar and also wanted to know the relevant  provisions / rules / statutes under which Shri Vijay Sharma, Principal is exercising his powers.



The said RTI application was transferred by Director Technical Education & Industrial Training, Punjab, Chandigarh to PIO-Industrial Training Wing, Sector 36, Chandigarh under the provisions of  Section 6(3) of the RTI Act, 2005 vide letter dated 29.05.2012,  for providing the information directly to the complainant since Industrial Training Wing, Sector 36, Chandigarh oversees the functions of ITC Mehar Chand Technical Institute, Jalandhar. This case was heard last time on 20.11.2012. 

Both the parties have been heard. The case file has been perused. It is observed that the information as per record has been supplied to the complainant vide Memo.No.3278 dated 25.09.2012 and Memo.No.3694 dated 29.11.2012.  It is further observed that it has categorically been mentioned in letter No.3812-3814 dated 7.12.2012 addressed to Shri Gaurav by Shri Vijay Sharma, Principal,  under his signatures that  ITC, Mehar Chand Technical Institute, Jalandhar, that no more information exists in record of institute other  than the information supplied to the complainant.  



Todays presence of Shri Vijay Sharma, PIO-cum-Principal, ITC Mehar Chand Technical Institute, Jalandhar before the Commission has been exempted in view of his letter No.3933 dated 01.01.2013. 

In view of facts that information as per record stands supplied to the complainant  by PIO -cum- Principal, ITC, Mehar Chand Technical Institute, Jalandhar, to the complainant. 

The case is closed/disposed of. 










Sd/-

Chandigarh





             (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 03.01.2013



         State Information Commissioner

 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Lashker Singh

69, New S.B.S. Colony,

Rajpura,

Distt. Patiala


   

    

 
       …Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Sub-Divisional Magistrate,

Fatehgarh Sahib 

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Fatehgarh Sahib



        
 
…Respondents

AC- 1049/12

Present:
Appellant Sh. Lashker Singh in person.

For the respondents: Sh. Jeewan Kumar Garg, Tehsildar, Fatehgarh Sahib and Gurinder Kumar, Clerk.
ORDER:


Sh. Lashker Singh, vide his application dated 15.03.2012 addressed to Respondent, PIO-cum-Sub Divisional Magistrate, Fatehgarh Sahib sought information on four points:-

(i) Copy of enquiry conducted in pursuance with above orders dated 9.8.2010.
(ii) Copy of the document regarding marking of enquiry which was required to be submitted to the office within one month. 

(iii) Copy of the forwarding letter supplying the out-come of the enquiry to the complainant (undersigned) under intimation to the Commission. 

(iv) Copy of the action taken, if any, by the authority on the basis of this enquiry. 

 pertaining to the directions / order of the State Information Commission dated 09.08.2010 passed in AC No. 289/09 titled Lashker Singh vs. PIO, office of the SDM, Fatehgarh Sahib.


First appeal with the first appellate authority was filed on 24.04.2012, but for having no response he approached the Commission in his second appeal, received in the Commission on 01.08.2012 stating that the information has not been provided. Therefore, notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 20.11.2012 when 
Sh. Harcharan Singh, office Kanungo appearing on behalf of the respondent, tendered a letter no. 460 dated 19.11.2012 requesting for more time to dig out the relevant information and provide it to the applicant-appellant. 


After perusal of the case file it was also observed that the Commission in AC 289/09 vide order dated 09.08.2010 has recorded that the outcome of the enquiry should be communicated to the complainant under intimation to the Commission. Since no information was provided to the appellant, therefore, an RTI application was filed by him for seeking requisite information on four points.    


Since It was already over two years when order dated 9.8.2010 was passed by this Commission and when no action appeared to have been taken at respondent’s end, as RTI application dated 15.3.2012 was also filed by the appellant. However, for no response from PIO, in providing information Sh. Arvinderpal Singh Sandhu, SDM, Fatehgarh Sahib-cum-PIO was issued a show cause notice as to why a penalty under Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005 @ Rs. 250/- per day subject to maximum of Rs. 25,000/- be not imposed on him till the information is furnished.  


In addition to the written reply, the PIO was also given an opportunity u/s 20(1) proviso thereto for a personal hearing before the imposition of such penalty on the next date of hearing.  He was directed to take note that in case he does not file his written reply and does not avail himself of the opportunity of personal hearing on the date fixed, it will be presumed that he has nothing to say and the Commission shall proceed to take further proceedings against him ex parte. 


PIO was further directed to ensure his personal presence on the next date fixed and make written submissions, if any, in response to the show cause notice, failing which further steps including initiation of disciplinary proceedings shall be taken, as per relevant provisions of the RTI Act, 2005.    The respondent was directed to submit a duly sworn affidavit explaining the circumstances leading to such an inordinate delay in carrying out the directions of the Commission.


Also, he was directed to ensure that complete relevant point-wise information, duly authenticated is provided to the appellant, free of cost, within a period of three weeks under intimation to the Commission and the case was adjourned to today for further hearing. 

Today during hearing Shri Jiwan Kumar Garg, Tehsildar, Fatehgarh Sahib appearing on behalf of the respondent-PIO-cum-SDM, Fatehgarh Sahib has tendered a copy of letter No.2 dated 01.01.2013 under the signatures of S.D.M., Fatehgarh Sahib wherein it has been mentioned that the file is either missing or untraceable. Shri Lashker Singh, appellant, has categorically submitted that he has not been provided any information point wise sought by him so far. Shri Jiwan Kumar Garg, Tehsildar appearing on behalf of the respondent also delivered a copy of the letter No.5 dated 3.1.2013 under the signatures of S.D.M. wherein he has shown his inability to attend the Commission today due to ill health as he is advised complete rest by the doctor. 

After the perusal of case file and hearing parties it has been observed that neither point wise information has been provided to the appellant till date by the respondent-PIO-cum-SDM, Fatehgarh Sahib nor any reply to show cause notice issued to him have been given.  
Therefore, for such a casual approach on the part of PIO, in the era of transparency and in the interest of justice, in exercise of the powers conferred on the Commission under Section 19(8)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005, a compensation to the tune of Rs. 3,000/- (Rupees Three Thousand Only) is awarded to the appellant Sh. Lashker Singh, which is payable to him by the Public Authority through Deputy Commissioner, Fatehgarh Sahib, within a period of one month in the shape of  Bank draft.  

PIO, o/o SDM, Fatehgarh Sahib shall furnish photocopy of Bank Draft with forwarding letter under his signatures as proof of compensation having paid to the appellant on the next date of hearing.

PIO-cum-SDM, Fatehgarh Sahib is further directed to supply point-wise, complete, correct and duly authenticated information to the appellant free of cost under registered cover within a period of fifteen days without fail.

Shri Arvinderpal Singh Sandhu, PIO-cum-SDM, Fatehgarh Sahib shall strictly comply with directions given to him on the last date of hearing i.e. on 20.11.2012 with regard to show cause notice issued to him.

 Adjourned to 7.02.2013 at 11.00 AM. 

Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 

Chandigarh





     (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 03.01.2013



State Information Commissioner

Copy to following be sent under registered post:-

1.
Deputy Commissioner,



Fatehgarh Sahib.

2.
Sh. Arvinderpal Singh Sandhu, PCS

Sub Divisional Magistrate,

Fatehgarh Sahib

-For strict compliance.  
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Harmanjit Singh Deol,

No. 13/89, Guru Angad Nagar,

Sohian Road,

Sangrur-148001

 
     

 
                …Appellant
Versus
1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o District Revenue Officer,

Ludhiana 
2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Ludhiana.




        
 
…Respondents

AC- 1065/12

Order

Present:
None for the appellant.



For the respondent: Sh. Dalbir Bhardwaj, Supdt. 



Shri Harmanjit Singh Deol vide his RTI application dated 27.03.2012 addressed to PIO-cum-District Revenue Officer, Ludhiana sought photocopy of the Red Card issued in  the name of Sukhbir Singh son of Kartar Singh who was stated  to have migrated from U.P State. 

First appeal with respondent no. 2 was filed on 07.05.2012 while the second appeal had been filed before the Commission, received in its office on 03.08.2012 asserting non-receipt of the information. 

This case was last heard on 20.11.2012 when Shri Dalbir Bhardwaj appearing on behalf of the respondents tendered a letter no. 1/SPL/RRA dated 20.11.2012 submitting therein that the requisite information has already been provided to the appellant per their letter no. 1145 dated 09.07.2012; and no. 1486 dated 31.08.2012. 

On the perusal of the provided information APIO-cum-DRO Mrs Areena Duggal was directed to send sought information duly attested to the appellant, free of cost under registered cover since information was found to be unattested and the case was adjourned to today for further hearing. 

Shri Dalbir Bhardwaj appearing on behalf of respondents states that the requisite information duly attested has again been sent vide letter No.2278-RRA dated 14.12.2012. Neither the appellant is present today nor anything contrary to supplied information has been heard from the appellant, the case is closed/disposed of. 









Sd/-
Chandigarh





(B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 03.01.2013


State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Sumit Mangla,

21-D, Kitchlu Nagar,

Ludhiana.


    

 
      
              …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Improvement Trust,

Ludhiana.




        
 

   …Respondent

CC- 1824/12

Present:
Complainant Sh. Sumit Mangla in person.



For the respondent: Sh. Kapur Deen, Sr. Clerk. 

ORDER:



Shri Sumit Mangla, Complainant vide his RTI application dated 10.5.2011, addressed to PIO-cum-EO, Improvement Trust, Ludhiana, sought following information:

i) Has Khasra No. 12/3/2/2 in 24 Acre scheme of LIT in F-Block Kitchlu Nagar, been allotted to anybody because as per jamabandi of 2004-2005, it is in the name of LIT;

ii) Is there any house constructed on the Khasra No. 12/3/2/2 in F-Block Kichlu Nagar, Ludhiana, if so, name the encroacher and how much land is encroached.  Give me details as soon as possible.

 
Failing to get any response within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed a complaint with the Commission, received in it on 04.07.2012 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 16.08.2012, 19.9.2012, 19.10.2012, 20.11.2012 and for today.


On the last date of hearing i.e. 20.11.2012, respondent PIO was directed to appear before the Commission with relevant record and case was adjourned to today for further hearing. 

Today during hearing, it is further observed that the complainant had pointed out certain discrepancies/deficiencies in the provided information which have not been rectified by PIO-cum-Executive Officer, Improvement Trust, Ludhiana so far. 

It is further mentioned that there is an alternate and efficacious remedy of first appeal available to the complainant which he has not availed in the instant case and thus FAA has not had the chance to review the order passed by PIO or to pass her own order, exercising quasi judicial powers. 

Therefore, the case is relegated to the First Appellate Authority i.e. Mrs Babita Kaler, PCS, Deputy Director, Urban Bodies, Mini Secretariat, Ludhiana.  The Commission hereby directs the FAA to decide the matter in accordance with the provisions of the RTI Act within a period of one month, after giving opportunity of hearing to all concerned.   


The FAA is directed to peruse all the relevant documents during the hearing and examine whether the information provided by the PIO is complete, relevant and correct. 

 If, however, the applicant-appellant does not feel satisfied with the decision of the F.A.A., the appellant Sh. Sumit Mangla will be at liberty to move a Second Appeal before the Commission, as per Section 19(3) of the RTI Act 2005.


In terms of the observations noted above, the case is hereby ordered to be closed and disposed of. 









Sd/-






Chandigarh





     (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 20.11.2012



State Information Commissioner

 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

              SCO No. 84-85, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri  Satpal Jindal s/o Sh. Sukhdev Rai,

#21434, Gali No.4, Power House Road,

Bathinda-15100.                                                                         Appellant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Distt. Food Civil Supplies &

Consumer Affairs Controller, 

Bathinda.  

First Appellate Authority,

o/o Director Food Civil Supplies & 

Consumer Affairs, Punjab, Sector 17,

Jeewandeep Building, Chandigarh.                                         Respondents

AC No.1010 of 2012

Present:
None for the Appellant. 



Shri Satpal Singh, AFSO, Phool for the respondent. 

ORDER:

Shri Satpal Jindal, Appellant vide his RTI application dated 27.02.2012, addressed to PIO, Office of District Food Civil Supplies & Consumer Affairs Controller, Bathinda sought certain information on three points pertaining to the additional D.A given by the government to its employees from 1.1.2006 to 31.12.2011. 


Failing to get any response within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide letter dated 05.04.2012. On this first appeal by the appellant directions were given to D.F.S.C., Bathinda by the Joint Secretary, Food and Supplies vide letter dated 2.5.2012 that the requisite information be sent to appellant within 7 days. However, failing to get information, the appellant approached the Commission by filing 2nd appeal, received in it on 23.7.12 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 25.9.2012 when the case was adjourned without hearing to 16.11.2012 and for today.


On the last date of hearing i.e. 16.11.2012 it was observed that though the information has been sent to the appellant vide letter No.8236 dated 15.11.2012 but the same was not pointwise and was full of cuttings. The PIO-cum- Distt. Food Civil Supplies & Consumer Affairs Controller, Bathinda was, therefore, directed to provide typed, pointwise, correct, complete and duly attested information to the appellant free of cost under registered cover failing which punitive provisions of the RTI Act, 2005 shall be invoked against him. 

Today Shri Satpal Singh appearing on behalf of the respondent tendered letter dated 2.1.2012 stating that the duly attested information has again been sent point wise after removing the cuttings to the Appellant. 


Since the information stands provided to the appellant, the case is closed/disposed of.   
   
Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 










Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh 


                            ( B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 03.01.2012                                        State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Sardavinder Goyal, Advocate,

No. 397, Second floor,

Sector 9,

Panchkula.






…Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director Principal,

Desh Bhagat Engineering College,

Mandi Gobindgarh,

Distt. Fatehgarh Sahib.





…Respondent

CC No. 2747/12

Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Sardavinder Goyal in person.



None for the respondent. 


Vide application dated 23.07.2012 addressed to the respondent College, Sh. Sardavinder Goyal sought information on 13 points, under the RTI Act, 2005, pertaining to its setting up / institution / establishment, and its working.


The present complaint has been filed with the Commission on 11.09.2012 by Sh. Goyal alleging that no response has been received from the respondent. 


Perusal of the file revealed that there were sufficient grounds which required to be looked into by the Commission in terms of Section 18(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 and as such, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.


The perusal of the case file suggests that the matter involves a contentious issue whether or not the respondent Institute is a Public Authority in terms of Section 2(h) of the RTI Act, 2005.   It will, therefore, be appropriate if this case is put up before a larger Bench of the Commission.

As such, the case file be forwarded to the Registry for doing the needful and intimating the next date of hearing to the parties afresh, accordingly. 









Sd/-
Chandigarh





     (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 03.01.2013



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Sardavinder Goyal, Advocate,

No. 397, Second floor,

Sector 9,

Panchkula.







…Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director Principal,

Doaba Institute of Engineering & Technology,

Village Ghataur,

Tehsil Kharar,

Distt. Mohali-140103





…Respondent

CC No. 2748/12

Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Sardavinder Goyal in person.



For the respondent: Sh. Jit Singh, Principal.


Vide application dated 23.07.2012 addressed to the respondent College, Sh. Sardavinder Goyal sought information on 14 points, under the RTI Act, 2005, pertaining to its setting up / institution / establishment, and its working.


The present complaint has been filed with the Commission on 11.09.2012 by Sh. Goyal alleging that no response has been received from the respondent. 


Perusal of the file revealed that there were sufficient grounds which required to be looked into by the Commission in terms of Section 18(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 and as such, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.


Sh. Jit Singh,  Principal, appearing on behalf of the respondent sought  more time to make written submissions in this regard, which is granted.


The perusal of the case file suggests that the matter involves a contentious issue whether or not the respondent Institute is a Public Authority in terms of Section 2(h) of the RTI Act, 2005.   It will, therefore, be appropriate if this case is put up before a larger Bench of the Commission. 

As such, the case file be forwarded to the Registry for doing the needful and intimating the next date of hearing to the parties afresh, accordingly. 









Sd/-
Chandigarh





     (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 03.01.2013



State Information Commissioner

