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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Rohit Sabharwal, Kundan Bhawan,

126, Model Gram, Ludhiana.






      -------------Complainant
Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the General Secretary, Satluj Club, Rakh Bagh, Ludhiana.                  -------------Respondents.

CC No. 1175 of 2011
Present:-
 Shri Rohit Sabharwal complainant in person.

Shri Ankush Kalia, Advocate on behalf the respondent.

ORDER:


The complainant submits written submission pleading that instead of adopting a positive attitude after the decision of the Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court, the respondent has not given information even after a lapse of 84 days.  The complainant, therefore, seeks that the respondent be penalized under Section 20 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 and other relief, as deemed appropriate, may be given to him.

2.

The respondent, on the other hand, submits that they have filed an LPA against the decision of the Hon’ble Single Bench of the High Court and the Hon’ble Double Bench was pleased to issue a notice of motion as also a notice for stay. The case is listed before the Hon’ble High Court on 24.8.2011.  The respondent, therefore, pleads that an adjournment may be allowed.

3.

I have heard the parties.  Once the respondent has moved the Hon’ble High Court, which has issued a notice of motion, it would be inappropriate for the Commission to proceed further in the matter without waiting for the outcome of the decision of the Hon’ble High Court.  Therefore, the case is adjourned to 25.8.2011.

4.

To come up on 25.8.2011 at 10.30 A.M.





      



    
(R.I. Singh)

August 4, 2011




               Chief Information Commissioner









                       Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Raman Mohinder Sharma, House No.3462, 

Sai Enclave, Sector 49-D, Chandigarh.



      -------------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. 520 of 2011

Present:-  
Shri Raman  Mohinder Sharma complainant in person.

Mrs. Suman Lata, Superintendent alongwith Shri Sachin Sohal, Senior Assistant on behalf of the respondent. 

ORDER:



The information-seeker had addressed a request to the PIO/Director Public Instructions (Colleges), Punjab, Chandigarh and the same was transferred to all the Principals of the Government Colleges in the State of Punjab. The plea taken by the respondent was that the detailed information in individual cases is available only with the concerned Principles.  The appellant, however, submitted that apart from information in individual cases, he had also sought information pertaining to instructions issued by the Government, which in any case will be available  at the level of head of the Department namely Director Public Instructions (Colleges), Punjab, Chandigarh.
2.

The respondent has today submitted a written reply received in the Commission vide diary No.13349 dated 4.8.2011 and clarified the position on all the four issues raised by the complainant.  In response to the plea of the appellant that the instructions issued by the Director Public Instructions (Colleges), Punjab, Chandigarh/Government are not being followed in letter and word, the respondent submitted that they are willing to give information, in specific cases where benefit was given over and above the Government instructions, if names of individuals concerned and the colleges in which they were posted at that time are given to the respondent.  Without these details it would not be possible for the respondent to identify the cases.   
3.

In view of this submission, the appellant is free to re-approach the PIO/Director Public Instructions (Colleges), Punjab, Chandigarh giving names of individual lecturers and place of their posting, as per the provision of the Right to Information Act, 2005.

4.

With the above observations, the complaint case is closed.





      



    
(R.I. Singh)

August 4, 2011





               Chief Information Commissioner









                          Punjab 

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Gurdial Singh s/o Shri Charan Singh,

Ajnala Road, Near Convent School, Fatehgarh Churian, 

Distt. Gurdaspur.
                                                                   
           ………..Complainant.

Vs

The Public Information Officer, 

o/o the Manager, Gurdaspur Central Coop. Bank,

 Fatehgarh Churian, 

District Gurdaspur.     







 ………....Respondent

CC No. 1794 of 2010 

Present:-
Shri Gurdial Singh complainant in person.



None on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER:



On the last date of hearing on 19.7.2011, the respondent-PIO-cum-Manager, Gurdaspur Central Cooperative Bank, Fatehgarh Churian, District Gurdaspur was called upon to show cause why penalty should not be imposed on him under Section 20 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 for non-furnishing of the information to the present complainant- Shri Gurdial Singh.  The PIO was further given an opportunity to make his written submission and also avail the opportunity of personal hearing and the case was adjourned to 4.8.2011.
2.

Today, none has appeared on behalf of the respondent-PIO and no-written submissions has been received from the PIO to explain the delay in furnishing of the information.

3.

I have heard the complainant.  He had applied to the PIO on 20.3.2010, who had replied vide No.19351 dated 26.3.2010 that provisions of the Right to Information Act, 2005 do  not apply on the respondent-bank and that, therefore, the respondent-bank is not bound to furnish the information to the complainant.  Aggrieved, the complainant had approached the State Information Commission which issued notice dated 27.5.2010 to the respondent-PIO.  The case came up for hearing for the first time on 22.6.2010 before the Ld. SIC Shri Surinder Singh who, however, adjourned the case sine die on the ground that some of the Cooperative Societies had filed a writ petition before the Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court challenging the applicability of the Right to Information Act, 2005 to the cooperative societies.  However, the case was reopened on 14.6.2011 as the Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court had dismissed the CWP No.19224/2006 and other connected writ petitions on 9.5.2011 holding that cooperative societies registered under the Punjab State Cooperative Act are public authorities within the meaning of Section 2(h) of the Right to Information Act, 2005.  However, as the respondent was absent on 14.6.2011, the case was adjourned with the directions that information asked for by the complainant vide his RTI application dated 20.3.2010 be furnished to him before the next date of hearing, which was fixed for 19.7.2011.  However, on 19.7.2011, the complainant again stated that the information had not been given to him.  The respondent was absent without intimation. Therefore, the respondent was asked to show cause why penalty should not be imposed on him under Section20 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 for non-furnishing of the information.

4.

The respondent-PIO-cum-Manager Shri Santokh Raj of the Gurdaspur Central Cooperative Bank, Fatehgarh Churian, District Gurdaspor has neither filed any explanation to justify the delay nor has he appeared today.  The notices issued to him by the Commission on various dates have also not been returned by the postal authorities. Therefore, it is presumed that these were duly served on him. 
5.

Denial of information even after the clear directions to that effect by the State Information Commission amounts to willful and intentional denial of the information for which no explanation at all has come forward from the PIO, inspite of due and adequate opportunity afforded to him.  In view of the conduct of the PIO, I hereby order imposition of penalty of Rs.25000/-. Shri Santokh Raj, PIO-cum-Manager of The Gurdaspur Central Cooperative Bank Ltd., Fatehgarh Churian, District Gurdaspur shall deposit an amount of Rs.25,000/-  in the State Treasury under head “0070-Other Administrative Services-60-Other Services-800-other Receipts -86-Fees under the Right to Information Act- 0070-Other Administrative Services-60-Other Services-800-Other Receipts-86-Fees under the Right to Information Act” in four equal monthly installments and thereafter submit a copy of the receipt of the treasury challan in proof of compliance of this order.
6.

The PIO-Shri Santokh Raj is further directed, in exercise of powers vested in me under Section 18(3) of the Right to Information Act, 2005 and all other enabling provisions including Code of Civil Procedure, 1908 to be present in the Commission and bring all the relevant record relating to the four queries of the information-seeker dated 20.3.2010.on the next date of hearing, which is fixed for 8.9.2011.

7.

To come up on 8.9.2011 at 10.30 A.M.






      



    
(R.I. Singh)

August 4, 2011




 
              Chief Information Commissioner









                         Punjab
Cc
1. Shri Santokh Raj, PIO-cum-Manager of The Gurdaspur Central Cooperative Bank Ltd., Fatehgarh Churian district Gurdaspur.
2. The Managing Director, Punjab State Cooperative Bank Ltd., Sector 34, Chandigarh for deducting Rs.25000/- in four equal monthly installments from the salary of Shri Santokh Raj and depositing the same in the Government treasury under the proper head of account given above.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Jagmohan Singh Bhatti,

National Human Rights Council, #919,

Phase-IV, Sector 59, SAS Nagar (Mohali)-160059.

     _______ Complainant.

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Inspector General of Police (Provisioning), Punjab,

Chandigarh-160017.





    _______ Respondent.

CC No.2477 of 2010

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.

Ms. Dhanpreet Kaur, IPS, Assistant Inspector General of Police (Provisioning) alongwith Mrs. Manjit Kaur, Senior Assistant on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER:


On the last date of hearing, the respondent had furnished a list of PIOs/APIOs to the complainant.  The complainant, however, had sought an adjournment on the ground that he wants to peruse the information. The case was, therefore, adjourned to 4.8.2011 giving the complainant an opportunity to file his rejoinder, if any.

2.

The complainant, however, is absent today without any intimation.  He has also not filed any rejoinder.  It is, therefore, presumed that he is satisfied with the information furnished to him.

3.

As for complainant’s plea regarding delay in furnishing of the information raised on the last date of hearing, the respondent has not filed any written reply indicating his version. It may do so before the next date of hearing, which is fixed for 29.8.2011.

4.

To come up on 29.8.2011 at 10.30 A.M. 





      



    
(R.I. Singh)

August 4, 2011




               Chief Information Commissioner











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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Shiv Sharma, 2, Type-III,

New Thapar Technology Campus, Patiala-147004.

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

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Registrar, Thapar University, Patiala.

FAA-Registrar, Thapar University, Patiala.

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

AC No.557of 2011

Present:-
None on behalf of the appellant
Shri Vikas Mohan Gupta, Advocate alongwith Shri Sanjeev Jain, Assistant Registrar on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER:



The respondent submits a copy of letter addressed to the appellant 
Dr. Shiv Sharma bearing No.TU/GAS/RTI/Shiv 739 dated 2.8.2011.

2.

The appellant has also sent an e-mail received in the Commission vide diary No.13347dated 4.8.2011 conveying that the respondent had supplied the requisite information and that the information-seeker is satisfied with the same.  The appellant has, therefore, requested to kindly close the matter.

3.

In view of the above, the present proceeding in the appeal case are closed.





      



    
(R.I. Singh)

August 4, 2011




             Chief Information Commissioner









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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Darbara Singh  s/o  Sh. Puran Singh,

Village Mandofal, Tehsil and Distt. Fatehgarh Sahib.

……………..Complainant.

Vs

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Manager, The Fatehgarh Sahib Central Coop. Bank, 

Branch Sirhind Mandi, Tehsil and Distt. Fatehgarh Sahib.

……………....Respondent

CC No. 1063 of 2010 

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.



None on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER:



This case was reopened following the decision of the Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court in CWP No.19224/2006 and other connected cases on 9.5.2011.

2.

On 25.7.2011, the respondent had placed on record the requisite information vide his letter No.3168 dated 22.7.2011.  However, as the complainant was absent on that date without any intimation, the case was adjourned to 4.8.2011 to enable him to file his rejoinder, if any.  The complainant has not availed of this opportunity and he is again absent today without intimation.  In view of this, it is presumed that the complainant is satisfied with the information furnished to him and the case is closed.





      



    
(R.I. Singh)

August 4, 2011




               Chief Information Commissioner









  Punjab
