STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Shri Tarlochan Singh (Retd.) Constable, s/o Sh. Hari Singh Jatt,

r/o Village-Tunga, Teh. & Distt.- Sangrur.                 



 -----------Complainant

                           

Vs

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Block Development and Panchayat Officer, Sangrur.   

---------Respondent 

CC No. 505  of 2011,

CC No. 508 of 2011

&

CC No.513 of 2011

Present:-  
Shri  Tarlochan Singh complainant in person. 

Ms. Balbeet Kaur, Superintendent on behalf of the respondent. 

ORDER



The complainant has filed three cases bearing No.CC-5-5/2011, 
CC-508/2011 and CC-513/2011 seeking similar information.  With the consent of the parties, these three cases were clubbed and heard together.

2.

On the last date of hearing on 28.3.2011, the respondent was called upon to show cause why proceedings under Section 20 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 should not be initiated for not furnishing the information within 30 days.  Shri Jaswinder Singh, BDPO-cum-PIO was given an opportunity to file his written reply and also avail opportunity of personal hearing for which 27.4.2011 was fixed.

3.

On 27.4.2011, no explanation came- forward from Shri Jaswinder Singh, BDPO-cum-PIO.  Therefore, as a last opportunity, the case was adjourned to 6.6.2011 to enable Shri Jaswinder Singh to defend himself and explain the delay.

4.

Today, however, Shri Jaswinder Singh has sent a letter bearing No.95 dated 3.6.2011 that he is busy in connection with Sangat  Darshan of Shri Parminder Singh Dhindsa, Minister for PWD, Punjab at village Toganwal. Therefore, he is unable to attend the proceedings of the case.  A written reply has also been received from Shri Jaswinder Singh, BDPO-cum-PIO which is also taken on record.  A copy of this has also been handed over to the complainant.  The plea of the complainant is that he had applied for information vide an application dated 9.2.2010 and a period of almost one year and four months has passed whereas under the Right to Information Act, the respondent was under a legal obligation to furnish the information within 30 days.  The complainant, therefore, pleads that it is a fit case for imposition of penalty under Section 20 of the Right to Information Act, 2005.  Delay has not been explained, no explanation has come forward from the respondent.
5.`

Since the BDPO-cum-PIO is not present today and has sent a written request that he is busy with the Minister, the case is adjourned as  a last opportunity to afford personal hearing to the PIO.  It is made clear that no further adjournment will be allowed.

6.

To come up on 1.7.2011 at 10.30 A.M.





      



    
(R.I. Singh)

June 6, 2011





              Chief Information Commissioner









  

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Guljar Singh Dhindas, Village Harigarh GEhlan,

Tehsil Moonak, P.O. Bullan, District Sangrur-1480027.


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




Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Principal Secretary to Govt. of Punjab, 

Department of Medical Education and Research, Chandigarh.

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

CC No.1151 of 2011
Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.

None on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER 

          




None has appeared.

2.

The case is adjourned to 30.6.2011 at 10.30 A.M.






      


       (R.I. Singh)

June 6, 2011





               Chief Information Commissioner









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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Gurinder Pal Monga c/o Lucky Tele Links,

Balmiki Chowk, Jandiala Guru, Tehsil and District Amritsar.


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




Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Ramgarhia Institute of Engineering and Technology,

REC Complex, Satnampura, Phagwara.




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

CC No. 1127 of 2011

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.

Shri Vijay Sharma, Advocate on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER 

          





The complainant has sent a written request for adjournment, which is allowed.

2.

To come up on 1.7.2011 at 10.30 A.M.






      


       (R.I. Singh)

June 6, 2011





               Chief Information Commissioner









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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Lakha Singh Azad s/o Shri Mangal Singh,

VPO Rayya Khurd, Tehsil Baba Bakala, Distt. Amritsar.

      -------------Appellant
Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the General Manager, Gramin Bank, Saidpur, Distt. Amritsar.

FAA-Chairman, Gramin Bank, Punjab, Kapurthala.


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

AC No. 378 of 2011

Present:-
None on behalf of the appellant.

None on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER 

          




On the last date of hearing on 11.5.2011, none was present.
2.

It was observed that the respondent in this case (General Manager, Gramin Bank, Saidpur, District Amritsar) is a public authority under the Government of India and therefore, this Commission may not have jurisdiction over the respondent.  Since both the parties were absent, the case was adjourned to give one opportunity to the information-seeker to represent his case.  He, however, is again absent today without intimation. Hence, appeal case is closed with the observations that the information-seeker may move the Central Information Commission, New Delhi, if the information has still not been furnished by the present respondent.







      


       (R.I. Singh)

June 6, 2011





               Chief Information Commissioner


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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Dalbara Singh Sohi, 262/06, Opp. HDFC Banki,

Sugar Mill Road, Morinda (Ropar).




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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Principal Mata Gujri College, Fatehgarh Sahib.


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

CC No. 976  of 2011

Present:-  
Shri Dal Bara Singh Sohi complainant in person. 

Dr. Jatinder Singh Sidhu, Principal on behalf of the respondent. 

ORDER 

          





Parties agree that in view of the orders passed in CC-958/2011 and 
CC-966/2011, this complaint case may be closed.

2.

In view of the above, this case is closed.







      


       (R.I. Singh)

June 6, 2011





               Chief Information Commissioner

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Gurdip Singh Virk, Village Karimpura, Nogawana,

Tehsil Bassi Pathana,-140412.





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




Vs. 

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Principal, Mata Gujri College, Fatehgarh Sahib.



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

CC No. 973      of 2011

Present:-  
Shri Gurdeep Singh Virk complainant in person. 

Dr. Jatinder Singh Sidhu, Principal on behalf of the respondent. 

ORDER 

          





Parties agree that in view of the orders passed in CC-958/2011 and 
CC-966/2011, this complaint case may be closed.

2.

In view of the above, this case is closed.







      


       (R.I. Singh)

June 6, 2011





               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 Pathana,-140412.





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




Vs. 

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Principal, Mata Gujri College, Fatehgarh Sahib.



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

CC No. 966  of 2011

Present:-  
Shri Naresh Kumar Gupta  complainant in person. 

Dr. Jatinder Singh Sidhu, Principal on behalf of the respondent. 

ORDER 



In response to RTI application dated 24.1.2011, the PIO sent a reply on 25.2.2011. However, the complainant was not satisfied with the same and he moved the State Information Commission.  I have heard the parties.  The only pending issue relates to query at Sr. No. 4 of the RTI application dated 24.1.2011. The query of the complainant is “details of retiral benefits paid to staff members, the purpose for which the SWF was established”.

2.

As mentioned in the reply the funds were utilized for payment of salaries and to provide other amenities of the Staff”.  The respondent has explained that the fund was created primarily with the objective to create resources to pay salary etc. to the staff not covered under grant-aid-scheme of the State Government.

3.

At the time of hearing, the respondent has further clarified that the fund has not been utilized for payment towards retiral benefits to the employee.

4.

In view of the above, the information has been furnished and the complaint case is closed.






      


       (R.I. Singh)

June 6, 2011





               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 Principal, Mata Gujri College, Fatehgarh Sahib.


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

CC No. 958  of 2011

Present:-  
Shri Sital Singh Tiwana  complainant in person. 

Dr. Jatinder Singh Sidhu, Principal on behalf of the respondent. 

ORDER 

          





The complainant had requested for information vide an application dated 19.2.2011 which was duly responded to by the PIO on 25.2.2011. However, due to alleged deficiencies in the information, the complainant came to the State Information Commission.  On the last date of hearing on 10.5.2011, the respondent had confirmed that complete information stood furnished by registered post.  To enable the complainant to confirm the same, the case was adjourned. 

2.  

Today, the complainant confirms that he has received the information. However, he sought the following two clarifications:-



(i)
At  Sr. No.41 of the information furnished, name of Dr. Gurmohan Singh Walia has been shown  as retired  Director-Principal. His date of retirement has been shown as 31.10.2009. 

 At the time of hearing, the principal of the respondent-college has explained that 
Dr. Gurmohan Singh Walia retired from service on 31.10.2008 but he was given reemployment for a period of one year.  The Government does not give grant-in-aid in respect of superannuated employees.


(ii)
The respondent has further clarified that no leave-encashment was paid to 
Shri Gurmohan Singh Walia, as litigation on this subject is going on.  

3.

In view of the above discussion, all the queries of the complainant have been clarified. Hence the case is closed.






      


       (R.I. Singh)

June 6, 2011





               Chief Information Commissioner









  
          Punjab 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Shri Ginny Ujjal Singh, NO.5910, Duplex, M.H.C.,
Manimajra, Chandigarh.   





   _______ Complainant.
Vs.
The Public Information Officer
o/o the Sub Registrar, Jagraon, Distt. Ludhiana.      

 _______ Respondent. 

CC No. 3188  of 2010 

Present:- 
Mrs. Mona Chahal on behalf of the complainant. 

Shri Raj Barinder Singh Dhanoa, Sub Registrar, Jagraon on behalf of the respondent-department.
ORDER 

          




In compliance with the directions given on the previous dates, Shri Raj Barinder Singh Dhanoa, Sub Registrar, Jagraon has filed a duly sworn affidavit.  The operative part is reproduced:-
“2.
There was no policy or practice to attach power of attorney with registered sale deed before the year 2008.  It is only from the year 2008, that this practice to attach a copy of Power of Attorney with the registered sale deed & place it on the record of the office Sub Registrar was stated.

 3.
There is no Government instruction in this regard and it is only as convention that practice of placing copy of power of attorney with regd. Sale deed was stated.”

2.

Shri Dhanoa has further pleaded that there was no intention to mislead this Commission and that the affidavit submitted on 14.2.2011 was a clerical–error.  It was argued that respondent-Shri Dhanoa holds the Commission in highest esteem and he could never dare to file a wrong affidavit or misstate the facts.  The representative of the complainant was heard on this issue.  She does no contest the explanation submitted by Shri Dhanoa.  In view of this, I accept the explanation given by Shri Dhanoa. Therefore, no further action needs to be taken against him.
3.

Coming to the issue of penalty, I have considered the reply filed by Shri Mohan Lal, Tehsildar, Jagaraon.  It has been stated that he was retired on 31.5.2011 from government service on superannuation and that he is suffering from a heart condition, because of which he is unable to attend the proceedings in the Commission. His plea is that there was no intentional delay and it occurred because of his health and he had to proceed on leave on medical grounds.  His further plea is that since the documents asked by the complainant did not exist on record, the same could not be furnished and the complainant was duly informed about this fact.
4.

I have considered the plea and also heard the representative of the complainant. There may not have been an intentional denial of the information or unreasonable delay, but the fact remains that the complainant had to attend many hearings in the Commission, before the picture was finally cleared.  Revenue officials were not very straightforward, which lead to adjournment on a number of dates.  It would therefore be appropriate to compensate the complainant by awarding an amount of Rs.5000/-, which should be given to the complainant by way of cheque from the Government Treasury.  

5.

To come up on 29.7.2011 at 10.30 A.M. for confirmation.







      


       (R.I. Singh)

June 6, 2011





               Chief Information Commissioner

                                                                             Punjab 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Shesh Pal Kalyan c/o Shri S.P. Kalyan,
#838, HIG, Phase-2, Mohali.                                                      -------------Complainant.
                        Vs. 
The Public Information Officer
o/o the Secretary to Government of Punjab,
Departments of Sports and Youth Services, Chandigarh.      -------------Respondent. 

CC No.  621     of 2011 

Present:-     
Shri  Shesh Paul Kalyan complainant in person. 
Shri Charanjit Singh Director-cum-APIO on behalf of the respondent-department. 

ORDER
            



On the last date of hearing on 10.5.2011, the complainant had alleged deficiencies in the information furnished particularly at Sr. No.5 of his application dated 8.1.2011.  The respondent had taken plea that no response was given to the letter bearing No.8/77/07-2SS/1121 dated 6.7.2007.  Therefore, the respondent was asked to confirm in this regard in writing to the information-seeker. Today, the respondent confirms that this issue has been clarified in writing by the Secretary to Government of Punjab, Department of Sports and Youth Welfare’s No.725 dated 30.5.2011.

2.

The complainant admits that he has received full information.  He, however, points out delay and pleads that notice under Section 20 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 should be issued to the respondent to show cause why penalty should not be imposed.

3.

The respondent is hereby directed to explain the delay and show cause why the PIO should not be proceeded against under Section 20 of the Right to Information Act, 2005.

4.

To come up on 11.7.2011 at 10.30A.M.






      


       (R.I. Singh)

June 6, 2011





               Chief Information Commissioner









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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Hari Om Gupta, E-3593, Jain Street No.2,

Fazilka, District Ferozepur.






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




Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Manager, The Fazilka Central Cooperative Bank Ltd, 
Fazilka.  








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

CC No.  416  of 2011
Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.
Shri Manjit Singh Randhawa, District Manager on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER


The respondent places on record, a written clarification in response to further queries of the information-seeker, who, however, is absent and has sought one adjournment.  A copy of the written clarification filed by the respondent dated 6.6.2011 received in the Commission vide diary No.9401 shall be sent to the information-seeker by post.

2.

The case is adjourned to 30.6.2011 for confirmation of the complainant that he is now fully satisfied with the clarification given to him.  The respondent, however, is exempted from appearance on the date of hearing.

3.

To come up on 30.6.2011 at 10.30 A.M.






      


       (R.I. Singh)

June 6, 2011





               Chief Information Commissioner









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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Rajesh Khandelwal, Flat NO.149,

Mohali Employees Cooperative Society, Sector 68,

Mohali-160062.






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

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Registrar, Cooperative Societies, Punjab, Sector 17,

Chandigarh.






FAA - Registrar, Cooperative Societies, Punjab, Sector 17,

Chandigarh.






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

AC No. 182  of 2011

Present:-
None on behalf of the appellant.

Shri Surjit Singh, Assistant Registrar, Cooperative Societies, Mohali on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER:



On the last date of hearing, the parties had confirmed that complete information had been furnished and the respondent had also shown an acknowledgement given by the appellant confirming that he is satisfied with the information.  The only issue left for determination was the issue regarding delay.

2.

The appellant is absent today without intimation.  I have heard the respondent, who has explained that delay occurred as the information was in the custody of Assistant Registrar, Cooperative Societies, Mohali. The information, however, had approached the Registrar, Cooperative Societies, Punjab, Chandigarh to get the information. His request passed through number of layers within the Cooperative Societies’ administrative set-up, which resulted in some delay.  The plea of the respondent is that there was neither any intention to deny the information nor the delay can be considered as unreasonable, given the facts and circumstances of the case.

3.

I have considered the issue.  The entire information stands furnished to the satisfaction of the information-seeker free of cost.  The respondent has explained the delay, which I accept to be reasonable.  Hence, the case is closed.






      


       (R.I. Singh)

June 6, 2011





               Chief Information Commissioner









  
          Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Rajesh Khandelwal, Flat NO.149,

Mohali Employees Cooperative Society, Sector 68,

Mohali-160062.






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

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Financial Commissioner to the Government of Punjab,

Cooperation Department, Mini Secretariat,

Chandigarh.






FAA - the Financial Commissioner, Cooperation Department,

Chandigarh.






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

AC No. 183  of 2011

Present:-
None on behalf of the appellant.

Shri Surjit Singh, Assistant Registrar, Cooperative Societies, Mohali on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER:



The facts of this case are the same as in CC-182/2011 except that the respondent here is Financial Commissioner to the Government of Punjab, Cooperation Department, Chandigarh and in the other case Registrar, Cooperative Societies, Punjab, Chandigarh is respondent.  The order passed in CC-182/2011 shall dispose of this case also. 






      


       (R.I. Singh)

June 6, 2011





               Chief Information Commissioner









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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Sardavinder Goyal, Advocate,

House No.397, Sector 9, Panchkula.




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




Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Director, Guru Gobind Singh College of Engineering and Technology,

Mansal-Sardulgarh Road, Talwandi Sabo, (Bhatinda).

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

CC No.  702     of 2011

Present:-
Sh. Sardavinder Goyal complainant in person.

Shri B.S. Thind, Advocate  on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER



Part arguments were heard.  The case is adjourned to 6.7.2011 at 10.30 A.M. for hearing further arguments of the parties.







                   (R.I. Singh)

 June 6, 2011.




     Chief Information Commissioner










   Punjab
