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Anil Kashyap,
(Regd. Post)
395, Industrial Area,
Ludhiana

   
 



…Complainant
V/s

Public Information Officer, 

(Regd. Post)
O/o The President,



Punjab Cricket Association,

S. A. S. Nagar, Mohali






…Respondent




Complaint  Case No.  1969 of 2007
Present :
None on behalf of the complainant.
Sh. A. K. Behl, Manager alongwith Sh. Raman Dhir, Advocate, on behalf of the  respondent.
  ORDER
As the Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court, while disposing of LPA No. 1174 of 

2011 and other connected LPAs vide order dated 12.12.2013 has given the following directions:

i)  The orders passed by the State Information Commission (SIC) and the Ld. Single Judge in all these appeals are set aside. The matter is remanded to the SIC to decide the same afresh.
ii) The interim order shall continue till the disposal of the appeals by the SIC.
iii) All the pleas available to the appellants herein shall be allowed to be raised before the SIC. The SIC shall decide the matter afresh keeping in view the judgment of Apex Court in Thalappalam Service Co-op. Bank Limited’s case(Supra) within six months from the date of receipt of certified copy of this order.
From the decision of the Hon’ble Supreme Court  of  India in Thalappalam Service 
Co-op. Bank Limited, versus  State of Kerala in Civil Appeal No. 9017 of 2013 dated 07.10.2013, it has become mandatory that this case is to be decided afresh in view of the judgment of above mentioned case.
Neither the complainant, Sh. Anil Kashyap nor his representative is present in 
today’s hearing. 
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Sh. A. K. Behl, Manager appeared alongwith Sh. Raman Dhir, Advocate, on behalf 
of the respondent in today’s hearing and submit a copy of the written submission dated 25.03.2014 filed by the complainant, which is taken on record. They also submit a counter reply to the written-submission dated 25.03.2014 of the complainant. It is also taken on record.
A copy of the reply filed by the respondent-PIO be sent to the complainant 

alongwith this  order.
The complainant, Sh. Anil Kashyap, is advised to file a rejoinder against the 

reply filed by the respondent-PIO.

The complainant, Sh. Anil Kashyap is  also called upon to adduce evidence in 

support of his contention that the respondent institute is public authority within the meaning under Section 2 (h) of the RTI Act, 2005 before or on the next date of hearing.


In view of the recent judgment of the Hon’ble Supreme Court of India in Thalappalam Service Coop Bank Limited’s case, following directions are given to the respondent :
i) To place on record a copy of its Bye-Laws/Regulations governing the working of the respondent department.

ii) To place on record an affidavit clearly bringing out whether government has any share capital in the respondent department or has the govt. given any financial assistance directly or indirectly to the institution and if so, the quantum of assistance received.

iii) To place an affidavit on record, whether there are any government nominee(s) as director/member on the governing body of the respondent department and if so their numbers with names and designations.
The above details shall be placed before the Commission on the next date of 

hearing.
The case is adjourned to  21st August, 2014 (Thursday) at 12:30 P. M. 
in Chamber, S. C. O. 32 – 34, Sector 17 – C, Chandigarh.
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.
      (Harinder Pal Singh Maan)  
   
        
       (Chander Parkash)

     State Information Commissioner    

         State Information Commissioner    

Dated : 8th July, 2014
Encl: 

            STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
               SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Pali Ram,

(Regd. Post)
Village – Ealwal,

P. O. – Gaggarpur,

Distt. – Sangeur - 148001
   
 



…Complainant
V/s

Public Information Officer, 

(Regd. Post)
O/o G. M.,

Malwa Gramin Bank,

Sangrur

First Appellate Authority, 

(Regd. Post)
O/o G. M.,

Malwa Gramin Bank,

Sangrur







…Respondent




Appeal  Case No.  793 of 2009
Present :
None on behalf of the appellant.
Sh. Satpal Garg, Manager, on behalf of the respondent.
  ORDER
As the Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court, while disposing of LPA No. 1174 of 

2011 and other connected LPAs vide order dated 12.12.2013 has given the following directions:

i)  The orders passed by the State Information Commission (SIC) and the Ld. Single Judge in all these appeals are set aside. The matter is remanded to the SIC to decide the same afresh.
ii) The interim order shall continue till the disposal of the appeals by the SIC.
iii) All the pleas available to the appellants herein shall be allowed to be raised before the SIC. The SIC shall decide the matter afresh keeping in view the judgment of Apex Court in Thalappalam Service Co-op. Bank Limited’s case(Supra) within six months from the date of receipt of certified copy of this order.
From the decision of the Hon’ble Supreme Court  of  India in Thalappalam Service 
Co-op. Bank Limited, versus  State of Kerala in Civil Appeal No. 9017 of 2013 dated 07.10.2013, it has become mandatory that this case is to be decided afresh in view of the judgment of above mentioned case.
The appellant, Sh. Pali Ram, through a letter in the shape of written submission, 
which has been received in the Commission vide Diary No. 15131 dated 07.07.2014 has requested for an adjournment in this case.  It is taken on record.
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A copy of the written-submission of the appellant be sent to the respondent-PIO 

alongwith this order. 

The respondent-PIO is advised to file a rejoinder against the written submission 
filed by the appellant, Sh. Pali Ram.

The appellant, Sh. Pali Ram is also called upon to adduce evidence in support of 

his contention that the respondent institute is public authority within the meaning under Section 2 (h) of the RTI Act, 2005 before or on the next date of hearing.


In view of the recent judgment of the Hon’ble Supreme Court of India in Thalappalam Service Coop Bank Limited’s case, following directions are given to the respondent :
i) To place on record a copy of its Bye-Laws/Regulations governing the working of the respondent department.

ii) To place on record an affidavit clearly bringing out whether government has any share capital in the respondent department or has the govt. given any financial assistance directly or indirectly to the institution and if so, the quantum of assistance received.

iii) To place an affidavit on record, whether there are any government nominee(s) as director/member on the governing body of the respondent department and if so their numbers with names and designations.
The above details shall be placed before the Commission on the next date of 

hearing.
The case is adjourned to  21st August, 2014 (Thursday) at 12:30 P. M. 
in Chamber, S. C. O. 32 – 34, Sector 17 – C, Chandigarh.
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.
      (Harinder Pal Singh Maan)  
   
        
       (Chander Parkash)

     State Information Commissioner    

         State Information Commissioner    

Dated : 8th July, 2014
 Encl: 

         STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
               SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
S. S. Chana,

(Regd. Post)
58/1, Sarabha Nagar, 

Ludhiana

   
 



…Complainant
V/s

Public Information Officer, 

(Regd. Post)
O/o The Hen. Secretary,

Sutlej Club (Regd.),

Rakh Bagh,

Ludhiana







…Respondent




Complaint  Case No.  475 of 2010
Present :
None on behalf of the complainant.
None on behalf of the respondent.
  ORDER
As the Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court, while disposing of LPA No. 1174 of 

2011 and other connected LPAs vide order dated 12.12.2013 has given the following directions :

i)  The orders passed by the State Information Commission (SIC) and the Ld. Single Judge in all these appeals are set aside. The matter is remanded to the SIC to decide the same afresh.
ii) The interim order shall continue till the disposal of the appeals by the SIC.
iii) All the pleas available to the appellants herein shall be allowed to be raised before the SIC. The SIC shall decide the matter afresh keeping in view the judgment of Apex Court in Thalappalam Service Co-op. Bank Limited’s case(Supra) within six months from the date of receipt of certified copy of this order.
From the decision of the Hon’ble Supreme Court  of  India in Thalappalam Service 
Co-op. Bank Limited, versus  State of Kerala in Civil Appeal No. 9017 of 2013 dated 07.10.2013, it has become mandatory that this case is to be decided afresh in view of the judgment of above mentioned case.
The complainant, Sh. S. S. Chana through a letter dated 15.04.2014, which has 
been received in the Commission vide Diary No. 9455 dated 23.04.2014 has intimated the Commission that he is unable to attend today’s hearing and requested for an adjournment in this case. He has also requested to hear his case via Video Conference.
Neither the respondent nor his representative is present in today’s hearing.
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In view of the recent judgment of the Hon’ble Supreme Court of India in Thalappalam Service Coop Bank Limited’s case, following directions are given to the respondent :
i) To place on record a copy of its Bye-Laws/Regulations governing the working of the respondent department.

ii) To place on record an affidavit clearly bringing out whether government has any share capital in the respondent department or has the govt. given any financial assistance directly or indirectly to the institution and if so, the quantum of assistance received.

iii) To place an affidavit on record, whether there are any government nominee(s) as director/member on the governing body of the respondent department and if so their numbers with names and designations.
The above details shall be placed before the Commission on the next date of 

hearing.
The complainant, Sh. S. S. Chana is  called upon to adduce evidence in support of 
his contention that the respondent institute is public authority within the meaning under Section 2 (h) of the RTI Act, 2005 before or on the next date of hearing.
The case is adjourned to  14th August, 2014 (Thursday) at 12:30 P. M. 

through Video Conference Facility of NIC available in the office of Deputy 
Commissioner, Ludhiana.
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.
      (Harinder Pal Singh Maan)  
   
        
       (Chander Parkash)

     State Information Commissioner    

         State Information Commissioner    

Dated : 8th July, 2014
   STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
               SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Balbir Aggarwal,

(Regd. Post)
10904, Basant Road,

Near Gurudwara Bhagwati,

Ind. Area B, Miller Ganj,

Ludhiana - 3 

   
 




…Complainant
V/s

Public Information Officer, 

(Regd. Post)
O/o The Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation, 

Ludhiana







…Respondent





Complaint  Case No.  3797 of 2010
Present :
Sh. Balbir Aggarwal, complainant, in person.
Sh. Gurinder Sharma, Clerk, on behalf of the respondent.
  ORDER
Hon’ble Chief Information Commissioner, Sh. R. I. Singh, vide office order dated 
29.04.2014 has constituted a divisional bench consisting of undersigned for hearing of the above mentioned case.
On the hearing held on 17.01.2012, penalty of Rs. 15000/- was imposed upon Sh.

 H. S. Khosa, XEN and Rs. 5000/- was imposed upon Sh. Harish Bhagat by S. I. C., Ms. Ravi Singh.

On the hearing held on 19.02.2014, this case was heard by Ld. C. I. C. and parties 
were directed to submit the present status of CWP No.2112/2012 filed by the Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana against the State Information Commission, Punjab.  


On the hearing held on 25.04.2014, Ld. C. I. C. had transferred this case to another bench as he was demitting the office at the end of his term in June, 2014.

After examining the documents placed on record, it is found that neither of the 
parties had filed any written submission till the last date of hearing which was held on 25.04.2014.

The complainant, Sh. Balbir Aggarwal, appeared in person in today’s hearing.
Sh. Gurinder Sharma, Clerk, who appeared on behalf of the applicant in today’s 
hearing, states that Sh. Harish Bhagat had retired from his service. He also states Sh. H. S. Khosa, is presently working as XEN, Mpl. Corp., Amritsar. He further states that Sh. Pradeep Aggarwal, is Commissioner, Mpl. Corp., Ludhiana.
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Sh. H. S. Khosa, XEN, Municipal Corporation, Amritsar is directed to appear in 

person alongwith status of C. W. P. No. 2112/2012 filed by the Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana against the State Information Commission, Punjab on the next date of hearing.

Sh. Pradeep Aggarwal, Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana, is also 

directed to inform this bench about the present status of C. W. P. No. 2112/2012 filed by the Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana against the State Information Commission Punjab, before or on the next date of hearing.
The case is adjourned to  21st August, 2014 (Thursday) at 12:30 P. M. 
in Chamber, S. C. O. 32 – 34, Sector 17 – C, Chandigarh.
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.
      (Harinder Pal Singh Maan)  
   
        
       (Chander Parkash)

     State Information Commissioner    

         State Information Commissioner    

Dated : 8th July, 2014
CC ;
i) Sh. Pradeep Aggarwal,
(Regd. post)

 Commissioner,

 Municipal Corporation, 

Ludhiana 

ii) Sh. H. S. Khosa,
(Regd. Post)

Executive Engineer,

Municipal Corporation,

 Amritsar 
          STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
               SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Manish Kumar,

(Regd. Post)
H. No. 30635, Street – 5,

Jogi Nagar,

Bathinda - 151001 
   
 




…Complainant
V/s

Public Information Officer, 

(Regd. Post)
O/o The Principal,

Pb. State Cooperative Staff

Training Institute,

Opp. G. P. O., 

Jalandhar







…Respondent





Complaint  Case No.  2427 of 2012
Present :
None on behalf of the complainant.
Sh. Jatinder Sharma, Manager(Legal Section), on behalf of the respondent.
 ORDER
As the Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court, while disposing of LPA No. 1174 of 

2011 and other connected LPAs vide order dated 12.12.2013 has given the following directions:

i)  The orders passed by the State Information Commission (SIC) and the Ld. Single Judge in all these appeals are set aside. The matter is remanded to the SIC to decide the same afresh.
ii) The interim order shall continue till the disposal of the appeals by the SIC.
iii) All the pleas available to the appellants herein shall be allowed to be raised before the SIC. The SIC shall decide the matter afresh keeping in view the judgment of Apex Court in Thalappalam Service Co-op. Bank Limited’s case(Supra) within six months from the date of receipt of certified copy of this order.
From the decision of the Hon’ble Supreme Court  of  India in Thalappalam Service 
Co-op. Bank Limited, versus  State of Kerala in Civil Appeal No. 9017 of 2013 dated 07.10.2013, it has become mandatory that this case is to be decided afresh in view of the judgment of above mentioned case.
Sh. Jatinder Sharma, Manager(Legal Section), appeared on behalf of the 
respondent in today’s hearing and submit a reply dated 22.04.2014 signed by respondent-PIO who is Sh. Rajesh Chander Gauri. It is taken on record.

Neither the complainant, Sh. Manish Kumar nor his representative is present in 
today’s hearing.
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A copy of the same reply dated 22.04.2014 sent to the complainant alongwith this 

order.

The complainant, Sh. Manish Kumar, is advised to file a rejoinder against the 

reply dated 22.04.2014 filed by the respondent-PIO.
The complainant, Sh. Manish Kumar is  called upon to adduce evidence in support 
of his contention that the respondent institute is public authority within the meaning under Section 2 (h) of the RTI Act, 2005 before or on the next date of hearing.


In view of the recent judgment of the Hon’ble Supreme Court of India in Thalappalam Service Coop Bank Limited’s case, following directions are given to the respondent :
i) To place on record a copy of its Bye-Laws/Regulations governing the working of the respondent department.

ii) To place on record an affidavit clearly bringing out whether government has any share capital in the respondent department or has the govt. given any financial assistance directly or indirectly to the institution and if so, the quantum of assistance received.

iii) To place an affidavit on record, whether there are any government nominee(s) as director/member on the governing body of the respondent department and if so their numbers with names and designations.
The above details shall be placed before the Commission on the next date of 

hearing.
The case is adjourned to  21st August, 2014 (Thursday) at 12:30 P. M. 
in Chamber, S. C. O. 32 – 34, Sector 17 – C, Chandigarh.
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.
      (Harinder Pal Singh Maan)  
   
        
       (Chander Parkash)

     State Information Commissioner    

         State Information Commissioner    

Dated : 8th July, 2014
Encl ;

