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 Sh. Harbakhsh Singh Heera in person.



For the respondents: Sh. SP Singh, Addl. Commissioner (Tech)


In the case in hand, vide RTI Application dated 03.08.2011 addressed to the respondent PIO, Sh. Harbakhsh Singh Heera had sought information on seven points.  When no response was received within the mandated time limit of 30 days, he filed first appeal before the First Appellate Authority on 06.12.2011 and subsequently approached the Commission by means of Second Appeal, on 23.07.2012.


In the earlier hearing dated 03.01.2013, it was observed that information on points no. 5 to 7 had already been provided to the applicant-appellant while point-wise information on the remaining points i.e. 1 to 4 was still to be provided.    Sh. SP Singh, Additional Commissioner (Technical) was advised to provide the pending information to the appellant within a month’s time.


Taking cognizance of the fact that the application for information was submitted as back as 03.08.2011 and complete information had not been provided even after a lapse of over one year five months, compensation of Rs. 3,000/- was awarded in favour of the appellant.


Sh. SP Singh, appearing on behalf of the respondent, tender copy of their Memo. No. 1099 dated 11.01.2013 whereby the pending information on point no. 1 to 4 of the application has also been supplied to Sh. Heera.   The same has been taken on record.    Appellant was satisfied that complete information to his satisfaction stands provided.


Sh. SP Singh also submitted copy of receipt dated 29.01.2013 obtained from the appellant acknowledging receipt of the amount of compensation i.e. Rs. 3,000/-.


As such, no further cause of action is left to continue with the appeal and as such, the case is hereby ordered to be closed and disposed of. 

Chandigarh





     (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 07.02.2013



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

Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Lashker Singh in person, assisted by Counsel Sh. Kulwant Singh Beniwal, advocate.
For the respondents: S/Sh. Arvind Pal Singh Sandhu, SDM; Subhash Bhardwaj, Tehsildar; Harcharan Singh, Office Kanungo

Sh. Lashker Singh, vide his application dated 15.03.2012 addressed to Respondent No. 1, had sought information on four points 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 and the second appeal had been preferred before the Commission, received in its office on 01.08.2012 stating that the information has not been provided.

Perusal of the case file reveals that the Commission, vide order dated 09.08.2010 passed in AC 289/09 involving the same parties as in this case, had recorded that the outcome of the enquiry would be communicated to the applicant.   Since no information had been provided, the present application for information was made to the respondent PIO.


In the maiden hearing on 20.11.2012, Sh. Harcharan Singh had appeared on behalf of the respondents and sought some more time, which was granted.   In the said hearing, compensation amounting to Rs. 3,000/- (Rupees Three Thousand only) was also awarded in favour of the applicant-appellant Sh. Lashker Singh. 


In compliance with the directions of the Commission, Sub-Divisional Magistrate has appeared personally and has made a detailed written submission dated 04.02.2013 which is taken on record.   


In the hearing in AC 289/09 on 09.08.2010, order was passed by SIC Ms. Ravi Singh, where the respondent had made a statement that the original file of the case which was missing or untraceable was being located in the record room.  It was further stated that an enquiry was being conducted to find as to how the file had gone missing and was not traceable.   


Today again, it has been submitted by the respondents that there is no break through in the matter and they have not been able to lay hands on the said file despite strenuous efforts.   It has further been informed that District Fatehgarh Sahib came in existence later and earlier, it fell in District Patiala.


Though much has already been done by the respondents, on the insistence of the appellant, they are once again advised to carry out any diligent search in the records and try to locate the relevant file.   In case they do not succeed, the respondent PIO shall, on the next date fixed, file an affidavit stating the factual position.


The amount of compensation has been paid to the applicant-appellant vide demand draft no. 949705 dated 06.02.2013 for Rs. 3,000/- drawn on State Bank of Patiala, Fatehgarh Sahib.  


To come up on 19.03.2013 at 11.00 AM.

Chandigarh





     (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 07.02.2013



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Sardavinder Goyal,

House No. 397, Second floor,

Sector 9,

Panchkula.


    
 
      
              …Complainant

Versus

DAV Institute of Engineering & Technology,

Kabir Nagar,

Jalandhar-144008


        
 

   …Respondent

CC- 3741/12

Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Sardavinder Goyal in person.



For the respondent: Dr. A.L. Sangal, Principal


The present complaint had been filed with the Commission on 29.11.2012 by Sh. Sardavinder Goyal asserting that the information sought by him from the respondent, under the RTI Act, 2005, vide his application SAR-910-2012 dated 17.09.2012 had been declined by it on the ground that the institute was not a Public Authority and hence not amenable to the provisions of the RTI Act, 2005.


Sh. Goyal had sought information on 15 points mainly pertaining to the setting up of the institute and its working.   It is further the case of Sh. Goyal that the respondent, vide letter no. DAVIET:2012-13/8899 dated 18.10.2012, while declining the information, stated that it did not fall in the fold of the RTI Act, 2005 as had been held by the Hon’ble High Court of Delhi in Writ Petition (Civil) No. 2847 of 2008.


In the earlier hearing dated 04.01.2013, Dr. A.L. Sangal, appearing on behalf of the respondent, had sought time to make detailed written submissions, which was granted.


Today, Sh. Sangal stated that his advocate was busy in another case in the Hon’ble High Court and was likely to be delay and as such, requested for an adjournment.


Affording another opportunity to the respondent to file written submissions, the case is posted to 12.03.2013 at 11.00 AM.
Chandigarh




(B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 07.02.2013

   State Information Commissioner
Contd….2/-

-:2:-
 
After the hearing was over, Sh. Ravi Kumar Bhatti, advocate appeared on behalf of the respondent.   He has been apprised of the proceedings in today’s hearing including the next date fixed. 


As already noted above, to come up on 12.03.2013 at 11.00 AM. 

Chandigarh




   (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 07.02.2013

     State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Sardavinder Goyal,

House No. 397, Second floor,

Sector 9,

Panchkula.


    

 
      
              …Complainant
Versus

Deputy Dean,

Indian School of Business,

Knowledge City,

Sector 81,

Mohali-140306



        
 

   …Respondent

CC- 3742/12

Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Sardavinder Goyal in person.

For the respondent: S/Sh. Shankh Sengupta, advocate; and M.S. Randhawa, Manager.


Sh. Sardavinder Goyal, vide application dated 15.10.2012 addressed to the respondent, had sought information on 13 points, under the RTI Act, 2005, pertaining to its coming into being, and its working.


The present complaint had been filed with the Commission on 29.11.2012 by Sh. Goyal alleging that no response has been received from the respondent. 


Sh. Sengupta, advocate, counsel for the respondent submitted that he has collected the case file from his client (the respondent) only yesterday and, therefore, sought some time to submit the written statement.   In the hearing dated 04.01.2013, it was recorded that the notice of hearing sent to the respondent by registered post had been returned undelivered.   When asked about the same, Sh. Sengupta stated that he would cover this fact in the written submissions to be submitted.


Adjourned to 13.03.2013 at 11.00 AM.

Chandigarh





     (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 07.02.2013



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Sardavinder Goyal,

House No. 397, Second floor,

Sector 9,

Panchkula.


    

 
      
              …Complainant
Versus

Global College of Engg. & Technology,

Kahn Pur Khui,

Anandpur Sahib-Garhshankar Road,

Distt. Ropar-140117



        
 

   …Respondent

CC- 3744/12

Order

Present:
Complainant SDh. Sardavinder Goyal in person. 



For the respondent: Sh. N.P. Sharma, Advocate.


In this case, 
vide application dated 27.09.2012 addressed to the respondent, information on 15 points under the RTI Act, 2005 had been sought by Sh. Sardavinder Goyal, chiefly pertaining to its institution of the College including its working.


Failing to get the necessary response within a period of 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, the present complaint had been filed before the Commission on 29.11.2012.    He further states that a similar matter is already pending before the Hon’ble Punjab & Haryana High Court and as such, the matter be adjourned sine die.    During discussions, it transpired that no stay has been granted by the Hon’ble court and accordingly, the request of Sh. Sharma cannot be acceded to.


Respondent shall file written submissions within a month’s time, with an advance copy thereof to the applicant-complainant.


Adjourned to 19.03.2013 at 11.00 A.M.

Chandigarh





     (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 07.02.2013



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Sardavinder Goyal,

House No. 397, Second floor,

Sector 9,

Panchkula.


    

 
      
              …Complainant
Versus

RIMT Institute of Engg. & Technology,

Near Floatng Restaurant,

Sirhind Side,

Mandi Gobindgarh-147301

(Distt. Fatehgarh Sahib)


        
 

   …Respondent

CC- 3745/12

Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Sardavinder Goyal in person.



For the respondent: Sh. D.K. Manro, Sr. Accounts Officer.


When the information sought by Sh. Sardavinder Goyal under the RTI Act, 2005 had not been provided by the respondent, he had filed the present complaint with the Commission on 29.11.2012.


Sh. Goyal had sought information on 15 points generally on its setting up, including its working, vide application dated 27.09.2012.


In the earlier hearing dated 04.01.2013, 
Sh. D.K. Manro, Sr. Accounts Officer, appearing on behalf of the respondent, had stated that their Institute was not a Public Authority as per its definition under Section 2(h) of the RTI Act, 2005; and had tendered written submissions which were taken on record.


During the proceedings today, Sh. Sardavinder Goyal, the applicant-complainant has made a request for registration of a complaint and initiating criminal proceedings against the respondent Institute  under Section 199 of the IPC read with Section 120-B of IPC consequent to the written submissions dated 31.12.2012 made by the respondent institute.   The same has been taken on record and a copy thereof has been handed over to Sh. Manro, representative of the respondent Institute and shall also file written submissions separately for non-supply of RTI information to the complainant till date.  

Respondent shall file reply to the submissions dated 07.02.2013 made by the complainant well before the next date fixed.


Adjourned to 19.03.2013 at 11.00 AM.

Chandigarh





     (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 07.02.2013



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

Desh Bhagat Engineering College,

Mandi Gobindgarh,

Distt. Fatehgarh Sahib.





…Respondent

CC No. 2747/12

Order
Present:
Complainant Sh. Sardavinder Goyal in person.



For the respondent: Sh. Kumar Vishav Aggarwal, Advocate.


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


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


Sh. Kumar Vishav Aggarwal, advocate, appearing on behalf of the respondent, tender the Power of Attorney (Vakalatnama) in his name, which is taken on record.


Respondent shall file written submissions in response to the notice issued by the Commission and the complaint dated 04.09.2012 filed by the applicant-complainant a copy whereof had been annexed with the notice issued.   An advance copy of such written submissions shall also be made available to the applicant-complainant. 


Adjourned to 26.03.2013 at 11.00 AM.

Chandigarh





     (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 07.02.2013



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

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. Vikas Kuthiala, advocate.


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


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


In the earlier hearing dated 03.01.2013, Sh. Jit Singh, Principal, had put in appearance on behalf of the respondent and prayed for an adjournment. 


Today, Sh. Vikas Kuthiala, advocate appeared on behalf of the respondent Institute along with a Power of Attorney (Vakalatnama) in his name; and tendered written submissions dated 07.02.2013 on behalf of the respondents, which are taken on record.   A copy of the same has been handed over to the complainant who shall file his response to the same, within a period of three weeks.


Adjourned to 21.03.2013 at 11.00 A.M.

Chandigarh





     (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 07.02.2013



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

Shaheed Udham Singh College of Engineering & Technology,

Tangori,

PO Mote Majra,

Mohali.







…Respondent

CC No. 3389/12

Order
Present:
Complainant Sh. Sardavinder Goyal in person.



For the respondent: Sh. Vikas Kuthiala, advocate.


In the case in hand, Sh. Sardavinder Goyal, vide application dated 17.09.2012 addressed to the respondent College had sought information on 15 points, under the RTI Act, 2005, pertaining to its setting up / institution / establishment, and its working.    Since the information had not been provided, Sh. Goyal filed the present appeal before the Commission on 31.10.2012.


In the earlier hearing dated 08.01.2013, Sh. Malkiat Singh, Accountant, appearing on behalf of the respondent, had sought an adjournment on the ground that their counsel was busy in another case in the Hon’ble High Court.


Today, Sh. Vikas Kuthiala, advocate appeared on behalf of the respondent Institute along with a Power of Attorney (Vakalatnama) in his name; and tendered written submissions dated 22.01.2013 on behalf of the respondents, which are taken on record.   A copy of the same has been handed over to the complainant who shall file his response to the same, within a period of three weeks.


Adjourned to 19.03.2013 at 11.00 A.M.

Chandigarh





     (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 07.02.2013



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

Adesh Institute of Technology,

Chandigarh-Ludhiana Road,

Gharuan,

Distt. Ajitgarh.






…Respondent

CC No. 2969/12

Order
Present:
Complainant Sh. Sardavinder Goyal in person.



None for the respondent. 


Vide application dated 04.08.2012 addressed to the respondent institute, Sh. Sardavinder Goyal had sought information on 14 points, under the RTI Act, 2005, pertaining to its setting up / institution / establishment, and its working.


The present complaint had been filed with the Commission on 27.09.2012 by Sh. Goyal alleging that no response has been received from the respondent. 


This case has earlier been taken up by the Bench of CIC Sh. R.I. Singh on 06.11.2012, 03.12.2012 and 20.12.2012 whereafter, it had been transferred to this Bench and accordingly, a fresh notice was issued fixing the next date as January 31, 2013.  However, due to administrative reasons, it had to be adjourned to date i.e. February 7, 2013.


No appearance has been put in on behalf of the respondent institute nor has any communication been received from it.


In the interest of justice, another registered notice be issued to the respondent annexing therewith a copy of the complaint received. 


To come up on 26.03.2013 at 11.00 AM.

Chandigarh





     (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 07.02.2013



State Information Commissioner
