
 

PUNJAB STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION 
Red Cross Building, Near Rose Garden,Sector 16, Chandigarh. 

Ph: 0172-2864112, Email: - psic23@punjabmail.gov.in 

Visit us: - www.infocommpunjab.com 
 

Smt. Rana Bir Surpal Kaur, (9872091528) 
W/o Late Sh. Sarup Singh Dhillon IAS, 
 # 1528, Sector 34 D, Chandigarh - 160022               ………….Appellant/Complainant 

Versus 
Public Information Officer                                                       ……………………Respondent 
O/o  Punjab State Cooperative Agricultural Development Bank Ltd,  

Sector 17 B, Chandigarh. 

  

First Appellate Authority         
O/o  Punjab State Cooperative Agricultural Development Bank Ltd,  

Sector 17 B, Chandigarh. 

    Appeal Case No.3910 of 2021 

                                                     

RTI application filed on           :   03-05-2021 

PIO replied on                     :   06-05-2021 

First appeal filed on              :   17-05-2021 

First Appellate Authority order    :       - 

 
Present:     Appellant: Absent 
              Respondent: Ms. Seena (Law Officer), 9592114173 

ORDER: 

1. This order may be read with the reference of previous order dated 17.11.2021. 

Information Sought: 

 

2. During the hearing, the Respondent  gave a reference of earlier decision taken by the 

undersigned bench on this similar matter in CC: 1087/2021 dated 29.11.2021 case titled  

Kuldeep singh vs Primary Co operative Agricultural development bank ldt, Srihind, it has 

specifically held as under: 
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Appeal Case No.3910 of 2021 

4.” In view of the observations noted above, the instant case is remanded to the concerned 

First Appellate Authority and directed/advised that present complaint case be kept 

abeyance so as to await the outcome of the decision of Hon’rable High court in said CWP-

841-2010 and then deal the case accordingly”. … 

Decision: 
Keeping in view the facts of the case and the submissions made by the respondent authority  

the Commission concurs with the detailed order passed by the FAA of the Respondent and 

we also confirm our earlier order passed on this same issue where it was categorically held 

by the undersigned bench that: the instant case is remanded to the concerned First 

Appellate Authority and directed/advised that present appeal  case be kept abeyance so as 

to await the outcome of the decision of Hon’rable High court in said CWP-841-2010 and then 

deal the case accordingly. 

The case is disposed of accordingly. 

         Sd/-     

Chandigarh                                                                    (Maninder Singh Patti) 

Dated: 04.04.2022                                                      State Information Commissioner, Pb. 
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PUNJAB STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION 
Red Cross Building, Near Rose Garden,Sector 16, Chandigarh. 
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Appeal Case No.1259,1276,2637,2790,3100,5328,5330,5457,5458,5459 of 2021 

 
Sh. Manjit Singh, (9914200995) 
S/o Sh. Sant Singh,  
House No. 10330, Narang Colony, Street No. 3,  
Near Gurmukh Dholi, Sri Muktsar Sahib - 152026   ………….Appellant/Complainant 

Versus 
Public Information Officer                                                       ……………………Respondent 
O/o  XEN, Construction Division (B&R), Sri Muktsar Sahib. 
 
Public Information Officer 
O/o  XEN, Construction Division (B&R), Sri Muktsar Sahib. 
 
Public Information Officer 
O/o  XEN, Construction Division (B&R), Mohali. 
 
Public Information Officer 
O/o  XEN, Construction Division (B&R), Moga. 
 
Public Information Officer 
O/o  XEN, Construction Central Works Division No 2 (B&R), Amritsar. 
 
Public Information Officer 
O/o  XEN, Construction Division (B&R), Ferozepur. 
 
Public Information Officer 
O/o  XEN, Construction Division (B&R),Barnala. 
 
Public Information Officer 
O/o  XEN, Construction Division B&R, Mansa. 
 
Public Information Officer 
O/o  XEN, Construction Division (B&R),  
Sri Muktsar Sahib. 
 
Public Information Officer 
O/o  Superintending Engineer, Construction Circle (B&R) Circle,  
Faridkot. 
  
First Appellate Authority         
O/o  Superintending Engineer, PWD (B&R), Faridkot. 
 
First Appellate Authority         
O/o  Superintending Engineer, Construction  Circle B&R, Faridkot. 
 
First Appellate Authority         
O/o  Superintending Engineer, PWD B&R,Punjab, Chandigarh. 
 
First Appellate Authority         
O/o  Superintending Engineer, PWD B&R, Construction Circle, Faridkot. 
 
First Appellate Authority         
O/o  Superintending Engineer, Construction Division (B&R) Circle, Amritsar. 
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Appeal Case No.1259,1276,2637,2790,3100,5328,5330,5457,5458,5459 of 2021 

 
First Appellate Authority         
O/o  Superintending Engineer, Construction Division, B&R, Ferozepur. 
 
First Appellate Authority         
O/o  Superintending Engineer, Construction Division (B&R Circle), Sangrur. 
 
First Appellate Authority         
O/o  Superintending Engineer, Construction Circle (B&R), Bathinda. 
 
First Appellate Authority         
O/o  Superintending Engineer, Construction  Circle B&R, Faridkot. 
 
First Appellate Authority         
O/o  Chief Engineer, PWD B&R, Patiala. 
 

Facts: The appellant Sh. Manjit Singh vide RTI applications sought certain information in all 

the above mentioned cases. Aggrieved with the non-supply of the desired information from 

the respondent authorities i.e. PIO/FAA , the appellant filed a second appeal under the 

provision of Section 19 of the RTI Act before the state Information Commission . 

 

Grounds for Second Appeal The PIO did not provide the desired information.  

Present:   Appellant: Sh. Manjit Singh (Heard over phone) 

Respondent: Sh. Kulwinder Singh Sandhu (XEN), 9872725177,                        

Sh. Harjinder Singh (SDO), 9515216103, (On telephone call),                                 

Sh. Navroop Singh (SDO), 9779901080, (On telephone call),                                  

Sh. Sukhchain Singh (Clerk), 9878552569 

ORDER: 
 

1. A single speaking order is being passed in the above mentioned cases. 

2. Written Submission From appellant: An email dated 31.03.2022 is received by the 

undersigned bench the relevant portion of which is reproduced below: 

 

3. During the hearing:  
{The appellant was not present in person in the Commission though earlier he requested the 

Commission to fix all his cases on personal hearings only, accordingly all the above mentioned 

cases were fixed for personal hearing at PSIC Chandigarh. Further, to utilize the time and 

recourses of the commission and the respondent authorities who appeared  for the hearing, the 

appellant was heard over telephone call.}   

 

The appellant abused Right to Information and also used insinuate and defamatory 

language against the State Information Commissioner repeatedly and to transfer all his 

case to some another bench.  
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Appeal Case No.1259,1276,2637,2790,3100,5328,5330,5457,5458 of 2021 

It is pertinent to mention here that 

In P. Jayasankar vs.Chief Secretary to Government of Tamilnadu and Gunaseelan, I.P.

S. decided by MadrasHigh Court on 18.2.2013, it was held that   

 
 “no information seeker can be allowed to insinuate or defame the Commissioners in the guise of 

prosecuting their cases”….  

Under such circumstances, when specific power is vested on the Commissioner and the 

Commission had proceeded against the information seeker, who had abused the Information 

Commissioner in the course of his proceedings; it will be open to the said authority to disqualify a 

particular information seeker by passing a speaking order. Commission,   preferred to admonish him. 

4. Having heard the parties present in all the above mentioned cases and on perusal 

of the available records and also  taking note from the written submission of the 

appellant to transfer his all the cases to some another bench, this Court is view 

that; it is a clear cut case of forum shopping. Such practice is against the judicial 

discipline. The act of bench-hunting or bench shopping or bench-avoiding is not 

permissible under the law. No litigant can play hide and seek with the courts or 

adopt pick and choose.    

DECISION: 

 

5. Thus in view of the discussion contained in the forgoing paragraphs of this 

Judgment the Commission cautions the appellant Sh. Manjit Singh is to refrain 

from such acts in future otherwise he will be blacklisted/barred from seeking 

information next time. 

 

6. Moreover, the Commission is in the view that the RTI application in these 

instances had been adequately addressed. No further intervention of the 

Commission is required in the matter. The appeal stands disposed accordingly. 

 

 

         Sd/-     

Chandigarh                                                                    (Maninder Singh Patti) 

Dated: 04.04.2022                                                      State Information Commissioner, Pb. 
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PUNJAB STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION 
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Sh. Varinder Kalia, (9417405543) 
S/o Sh. Kewal Krishan Kalia,  
House No. 31, near Improvement Tust Colony,  
Jail Road, Gurdaspur.       ………….Appellant/Complainant 

Versus 
Public Information Officer                                                       ……………………Respondent 
O/o  Chief Manager (HRD), Punjab Gramin Bank,  

Jalandhar. 

  

First Appellate Authority         
O/o  General Manager (HRD), Punjab Gramin Bank,  

Jalandhar. 

    Appeal Case No.3388 of 2021 

                                                      

RTI application filed on           :   14-12-2020 

PIO replied on                     :   07-01-2021 

First appeal filed on              :   11-01-2021 

First Appellate Authority order    :   27-01-2021 

 
Present:     Appellant: Sh. Varinder Kalia 
              Respondent: Sh. Dinesh Sharma, (CPIO), 8283823500 
                                   Sh. Mayank Mehta (CAPIO), 9988431543 
 
ORDER (Second Hearing): 

 

1. This order may be read with the reference of previous order dated 09.03.2022. 

Information sought: 

 

Observation : 

 

2. Both the parties were present and heard.  

3. The primary contention of the Appellant is that the Punjab Gramin Bank  is deemed 

to be covered under the jurisdiction of State information Commission and hence the 

respondent bank should provide the sought information pertaining to his RTI 

application. The Commission finds no merit in such contention raised by the 

appellant. On the other hand, the Commission do find that there is substance in the 

contention of the Respondent.  
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Appeal Case No.3388 of 2021 

 

The Commission concurs with the detailed order passed by the FAA of the 

Respondent and we also confirm our earlier order (supra) passed on this same issue 

where it was categorically held by one of the Learned Information Commissioners 

that: Complaint  Case No. 648/20211 dated 04.04.2011, it had specifically held as 

under: 

1.….“Punjab Gramin Bank is a Statutory Body incorporated under Regional Rural Act,1976 

by a Gazette Notification dated 12.09.2005 of Govt. of India. As such, Punjab Gramin Bank is 

a Public Authority under Govt. of India and not under Govt. of Punjab. This has already been 

held in an earlier case of the complainant/appellant by State Information Commission, Punjab 

in its Order dated 20.05.2008 passed in CC No. 687 of 2008 titled Shri Manjit Singh, 41-Rishi 

Vihar, Majitha Road, Amritsar Vs. PIO, Punjab Gramin Bank, Kapurthala. Therefore, the 

complaint/Appeal is preferable before Central Information Commission, New Delhi. 

 2. Accordingly, the Complainant is directed to file a complaint/appeal with the Central 

Informa.tion Commission, B Wing, Second Floor, August Kranti Bhawan, Bhikaji Cama 

Place, New Delhi -110066,  for seeking information. 

 

Decision: 

4. After hearing the parties and on perusal of the relevant documents on file, the 

Commission found no reason to disagree with the replies of the respondents. The 

replies of respondents upheld. The matter is disposed of accordingly at 

Commission’s end. 

 

         Sd/-     

Chandigarh                                                                    (Maninder Singh Patti) 

Dated: 04.04.2022                                                      State Information Commissioner, Pb. 
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PUNJAB STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION 
Red Cross Building, Near Rose Garden,Sector 16, Chandigarh. 
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Sh. Ravinder Kataria, (9463133590) 
# 64, New Sant Fateh Singh Nagar,  
Dugri Road, Ludhiana - 141002    ………….Appellant/Complainant 

Versus 
Public Information Officer                                                       ……………………Respondent 
O/o  Sub Divisional Magistrate cum licensing Authority,  

Khadoor Sahib, Distt. Tarn Taran. 

  

First Appellate Authority         
O/o  Sub Divisional Magistrate cum licensing Authority,  

Khadoor Sahib, Distt. Tarn Taran. 

    Appeal Case No.3744 of 2021 
                                                  

RTI application filed on           :   01-02-2021 

PIO replied on                     :   18-02-2021 

First appeal filed on              :   09-04-2021 

First Appellate Authority order    :      - 

 
Present:     Appellant: Sh. Ravinder Kataria 
              Respondent: Absent 

ORDER: 

1. This order may be read with the reference of previous order of the Commission dated 

16.03.2022. 

Information Sought:

 
 

2. Written submission from respondent: A email dated 04.04.2022 is received by 

the undersigned bench which is in affidavit form, wherein it is mentioned sought 

information/reply pertaining to the RTI application has already been supplied to 

the appellant and no any other information pertaining to this RTI application is 

available in the office record . This email is taken on record.. 
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Appeal Case No.3744 of 2021 

Observation : 

3. The allegations made by the information seeker, in this case Sh. Ravinder Kataria, in 

the presence of staff of the Commission , that the Commission was biased towards 

respondents, are irresponsible, defamatory and baseless. His conduct during hearing 

was not appropriate. The legal and factual position need to be discussed and the 

respondent authority’s submission had to be considered. If that was viewed and 

suspected as bias and pro Respondent Authority, it will be highly objectionable. His 

conduct in representing information seeker was irritating; he was intemperate and quite 

disturbing besides hurling several insinuations against all including this Commissioner. 

At a time it was impossible for the Commission to go ahead with the performance of 

duty. He had exhibited no remorse and continued spoiling peace, dignity and decorum of 

the Commissions’ court room. 

 The Commission issues a strict warning to the appellant for his reckless and defamatory 

remarks during hearing and advises him not to repeat the same and any repetition of such 

conduct would invite the disqualification as held by the Madras High Court in below referred 

case.  

In P. Jayasankar vs.Chief Secretary to Government of Tamilnadu and Gunaseelan, I.P.

S. decided by MadrasHigh Court on 18.2.2013, it was held that   

 

 “no information seeker can be allowed to insinuate or defame the Commissioners in the guise of 

prosecuting their cases”….  

Under such circumstances, when specific power is vested on the Commissioner and the 

Commission had proceeded against the information seeker, who had abused the Information 

Commissioner in the course of his proceedings; it will be open to the said authority to disqualify a 

particular information seeker by passing a speaking order. Commission   preferred to admonish him. 

Decision: 

4. Thus in view of the discussion contained in the forgoing paragraphs of this Judgment and 

legal position,  the Commission concludes that the information sought has been given as per 

the record of the Public authority and the appeal is dismissed. 

                                                                                                    Sd/- 

                                                             (Maninder Singh Patti) 

Dated: 04.04.2022                                                      State Information Commissioner, Pb. 
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Sh. Ravinder Kataria, (9463133590) 
# 64, New Sant Fateh Singh Nagar,  
Dugri Road, Ludhiana - 141002    ………….Appellant/Complainant 

Versus 
Public Information Officer                                                       ……………………Respondent 
O/o  Sub Divisional Magistrate cum licensing Authority,  

Distt. Tarn Taran. 

  

First Appellate Authority         
O/o  Sub Divisional Magistrate cum licensing Authority,  

Distt. Tarn Taran. 

 

    Appeal Case No.3747 of 2021 

                                                      

RTI application filed on           :   01-02-2021 

PIO replied on                     :   18-02-2021 

First appeal filed on              :   09-04-2021 

First Appellate Authority order    :      - 

 
Present:     Appellant: Sh. Ravinder Kataria 
              Respondent: Absent 

ORDER: 

1. This order may be read with the reference of previous order dated 16.03.2022. 

 
2. Written submission from respondent: A email dated 04.04.2022 is received by 

the undersigned bench which is in affidavit form, wherein it is mentioned sought 

information/reply pertaining to the RTI application has already been supplied to the 

appellant and no any other information pertaining to this RTI application is available 

in the office record . This email is taken on record. 
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Observation : 

 

5. The allegations made by the information seeker, in this case Sh. Ravinder Kataria, in 

the presence of staff of the Commission , that the Commission was biased towards 

respondents, are irresponsible, defamatory and baseless. His conduct during hearing 

was not appropriate. The legal and factual position need to be discussed and the 

respondent authority’s submission had to be considered. If that was viewed and 

suspected as bias and pro Respondent Authority, it will be highly objectionable. His 

conduct in representing information seeker was irritating; he was intemperate and quite 

disturbing besides hurling several insinuations against all including this Commissioner. 

At a time it was impossible for the Commission to go ahead with the performance of 

duty. He had exhibited no remorse and continued spoiling peace, dignity and decorum of 

the Commissions’ court room. 

 The Commission issues a strict warning to the appellant for his reckless and defamatory 

remarks during hearing and advises him not to repeat the same and any repetition of such 

conduct would invite the disqualification as held by the Madras High Court in below referred 

case.  

In P. Jayasankar vs.Chief Secretary to Government of Tamilnadu and Gunaseelan, I.P.

S. decided by MadrasHigh Court on 18.2.2013, it was held that   

 
 “no information seeker can be allowed to insinuate or defame the Commissioners in the guise of 

prosecuting their cases”….  

Under such circumstances, when specific power is vested on the Commissioner and the 

Commission had proceeded against the information seeker, who had abused the Information 

Commissioner in the course of his proceedings; it will be open to the said authority to disqualify a 

particular information seeker by passing a speaking order. Commission   preferred to admonish him. 

Decision: 

6. Thus in view of the discussion contained in the forgoing paragraphs of this Judgment and 

legal position,  the Commission concludes that the information sought has been given as per 

the record of the Public authority and the appeal is dismissed. 

                                                                                                    Sd/- 

                                                             (Maninder Singh Patti) 

Dated: 04.04.2022                                                      State Information Commissioner, Pb. 
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Sh. Rajinder Kumar, (9646380671) 
S/o Sh. Mehar Chand,  
R/o Ward No. 2, Supreme Enclave, near Vishkarma Bhawan,  
Link Road, Mansa – 151505     ………….Appellant/Complainant 

Versus 
Public Information Officer                                                       ……………………Respondent 
O/o  Chief Director cum ADGP, Vigilance Bureau, Punjab,  

Sector 68, Mohali. 

  

First Appellate Authority         
O/o  Director, Vigilance Bureau, Punjab,  

Sector 68, Mohali. 

    Appeal Case No.5212 of 2021 

 
Present:     Appellant: Absent 
              Respondent: Ms. Amandeep Kaur (Inspector cum APIO / Vigilance), 8054940526 

ORDER: 

1. This order may be read with the reference of previous order of the Commission 

22.03.2022. 

2. Information sought: 

 

3. Respondent, Ms. Amandeep Kaur pleaded that the sought information has already 

been provided to the appellant and a copy of the same has been submitted in the 

commission for ready reference. 

4. After hearing the respondent and records placed in the case file the Commission 

observed that the RTI application in this instance had been adequately addressed. 

There is no further cause for action and this appeal case is herewith CLOSED. 

         Sd/-     

Chandigarh                                                                    (Maninder Singh Patti) 

Dated: 04.04.2022                                                      State Information Commissioner, Pb. 
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Sh. Rajinder Kumar, (9646380671) 
S/o Sh. Mehar Chand,  
R/o Ward No. 2, Supreme Enclave, near Vishkarma Bhawan,  
Link Road, Mansa – 151505     ………….Appellant/Complainant 

Versus 
Public Information Officer                                                       ……………………Respondent 
O/o  Principal Secretary, Vigilance Department,  
Punjab Civil Secretariat, Chandigarh. 
  
First Appellate Authority         
O/o  Principal Secretary, Vigilance Department,  
Punjab Civil Secretariat, Chandigarh. 
    Appeal Case No.5302 of 2021 

Present:     Appellant: Absent 
              Respondent: Sh. Rajesh Kumar (Suptd.), 9417787582 

ORDER: 

1. This order may be read with the reference of previous order of the Commission 22.03.2022. 

Information sought: 

 

2. Written submission from respondent at the time of hearing: The relevant 

portion of which is reproduced below: 
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5. After hearing the respondent and records placed in the case file the Commission 

observed that the RTI application in this instance had been adequately addressed. 

There is no further cause for action and this appeal case is herewith CLOSED. 

         Sd/-     

Chandigarh                                                                    (Maninder Singh Patti) 

Dated: 04.04.2022                                                      State Information Commissioner, Pb. 
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Sh. Karamjit, (9988152559, 9915451481) 
S/o Sh. Malkit Ram,  
R/o Dhanoa, Tehsil Mukerian, Distt Hoshiarpur.      ………….Appellant/Complainant 

Versus 
Public Information Officer                                                       ……………………Respondent 
O/o  XEN, PWD, Mukherian,  

Distt Hoshiarpur. 

  

First Appellate Authority         
O/o  Sr. Superintending Engineer, PWD,  

Hoshiarpur. 

    Appeal Case No.3369 of 2021 

                                                      

RTI application filed on           :   16-03-2021 

PIO replied on                     :      - 

First appeal filed on              :   06-05-2021 

First Appellate Authority order    :      - 

 
Present:     Appellant: Advocate Varun Walia on behalf of applicant (9465763954) 
              Respondent: Sh. Davinder Kumar (SDE), 9646067766 

ORDER: 

1. This order may be read with the reference of previous order of the Commission dated 

30.03.2022 

2. Both the parties are present for hearing. 

3. Respondent Sh. Davinder Kumar assured the Commission to provide an updated 

reply/information pertaining to the information sought by the appellant, within a week. 

4. Accordingly, on the assurance of respondent authority this instant appeal case is    

Disposed of with the directions to respondent PIO, to file a reply / supply information 

within the said period. Failing to which action under section 20(1) of RTI act will be 

initiated, submit the compliance report in the Commission within 15 days from issue of 

this order. However, the liberty is granted to the appellant to approach the Commission 

within one month in case any submission regarding the receiving of information.  

NOTE: All documents / information supplied to appellants / complainants must 

mandatorily be attested as :Information supplied under the RTI Act, 2005, Signature of 

the PIO, Name of the PIO, Name of the Public Authority, Date. 
  

 

         Sd/-     

Chandigarh                                                                    (Maninder Singh Patti) 

Dated: 04.04.2022                                                      State Information Commissioner, Pb. 
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