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



I have perused the documents submitted by the appellant which include a copy of letter bearing No.1/11 dated 4.1.2011 issued by Punjab Gramin Bank, Saidpur, District Amritsar.  A perusal of this letter shows that appropriate Government for Gramin Bank is Government of India and therefore Central Information Commission will have the jurisdiction over the respondent.  Besides the nature of queries of the information-seeker pertain to personal information of a third party. Therefore, the information-seeker has to specifically plead that this information was being sought in public interest.

2.

To give one opportunity to the parties to represent their respective case, it is adjourned to 25.5.2011.

3.

To come up on 25.5.2011at 10.30 A.M.








              (R.I. Singh)

May 11, 2011.




                 Chief Information Commissioner

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Jasbir Singh s/o Shri Harbans Singh,

Village Jalal Khera, P.O. Sular, District Patiala.


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

The Public Information Officer

o/o Rohan and Rajdeep Tallways Limited,

Samana, District Patiala.





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

CC No. 1115 of 2011

Present:-
Shri  Jasbir Singh complainant in person.

None on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The complainant submits that he had moved an application on 10.3.2011 under the Right to Information Act, 2005 to M/s Rohan and Rajdeep Tallways Limited, Near Village Chupki, Patiala Road, Samana, district Paitala.  His plea is that the respondent has not furnished information so-far.

2.

The respondent, however, has submitted a written reply pleading that it is not a public authority under the Right to Information Act, 2005.  However, the respondent has stated that on receipt of the notice from the State Information Commission the respondent checked up the computer system installed at the toll and as per the information, Vehicle HR-20 9535 had crossed the Toll Plaza on 11.11.2010 at 8.43 A.M. from Booth No.1 on route Samana to Patiala with a single journey ticket No.1136501.  It has further been submitted in the written reply of the respondent that no vehicle bearing No.HR 20-9735 had crossed the toll as per data and record available with the respondent.  The complainant, however, contests that the information given by the respondent is wrong and further pleads that respondent is a public authority within the meaning of Section 2(h) of the Right to Information Act, 2005as it is a concessionaire of Government of Punjab permitted to collect toll from public on behalf of the Government.  The complainant has shown at the time of hearing, the receipt given by Toll Plaza in token of toll paid by public and this printed receipt carries on top the words “Government of Punjab”.

3.

Since the respondent is absent today without intimation, issue fresh notice with the direction that the respondent shall file a copy of authority on the basis of which they are collecting toll tax on a public road from the ordinary citizen.

4,

To come up on 31.5.2011 at 10.30 A.M.








              (R.I. Singh)

May 11, 2011.




                 Chief Information Commissioner

    Punjab 

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Varinder Singh s/o Shri Charanjit Singh,

Patran Road, Dirba, District Sangrur. 



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

The Public Information Officer

o/o  M/s Rohan and Rajdeep Tallways Limited,

Village Chupki,  Samana, District Patiala.



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

CC No.  1114     of 2011

Present:-
Shri  Varinder Singh complainant in person.

None on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The respondent is absent without intimation.  The complainant pleads that the respondent is a public authority under the Right to Information Act, 2005 but has failed to furnish the information within 30 days as required under the RTI Law.
2.

The respondent in this case is the same as in CC-1115/2011. Issue fresh notice to the respondent for 31.5.2011.

3.

To come up on 31.5.2011 at 10.30 A.M.








              (R.I. Singh)

May 11, 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.

None on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



Issue fresh notice to the parties for 25.5.2011.

2.

To come upon 25.5.2011 at 10.30 A.M.








              (R.I. Singh)

May 11, 2011.




                 Chief Information Commissioner







  


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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Maninder Singh s/o Shri Gurmeet Singh,

H.No.5157, Sector 38 (West), Chandigarh.


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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Giani Zail Singh College of Engineering & Technology, Dhabwali Road,

Bhatinda.







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

CC No. 1082 of 2011

Present:-
Shri  Mahinder Singh complainant in person.

Shri T.S.  Nagi, Superintendent on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The respondent submits a letter bearing No.717 dated 10.5.2011, a copy of which has been furnished to the complainant.  The respondent, however, is directed to place on record the reply given by him on all the thirteen issues raised by the information-seeker in his application dated 26.2.2011.

2.

To come up on 2.6.2011 at 10.30 A.M.








              (R.I. Singh)

May 11, 2011.




                 Chief Information Commissioner







  


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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Rohit Sabharwal, Kundan Bhawan,

126, Model Gram, Ludhiana.






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

The Public Information Officer

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

FAA- the General Secretary, Satluj Club, Rakh Bagh, Ludhiana.

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

AC No. 401 of 2011
Present:-
Shri  Deepak Kumar on behalf of the appellant.

Shi H.S. Dhindsa, Advocate on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The appellant submits that information has not been furnished by the respondent so-far.  His plea is that the respondent-club is a public authority within the meaning of Right to Information Act, 2005.  It was averred that an earlier decision of this Commission pertaining to respondent-Satluj Club has recently been uphold by the Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court which has also given a ruling that Satluj Club is a public authority.

2.

The respondent, however, seeks one adjournment, which is allowed as a last opportunity.  The attention of the respondent is drawn to the statutory provision of the Right to Information Act, 2005 which mandates supply of information within 30 days.

3.

To come up on 24.5.2011 at 10.30 A.M.








              (R.I. Singh)

May 11, 2011.




                 Chief Information Commissioner







  


   Punjab
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  Deepak Kumar on behalf of the appellant.

Shri H.S. Dhindsa, Advocate on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The appellant submits that information has not been furnished by the respondent so-far.  His plea is that the respondent-club is a public authority within the meaning of Right to Information Act, 2005.  It was averred that an earlier decision of this Commission pertaining to respondent-Satluj Club has recently been uphold by the Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court which has also given a ruling that Satluj Club is a public authority.

2.

The respondent, however, seeks one adjournment, which is allowed as a last opportunity.  The attention of the respondent is drawn to the statutory provision of the Right to Information Act, 2005 which mandates supply of information within 30 days.

3.

To come up on 24.5.2011 at 10.30 A.M.








              (R.I. Singh)

May 11, 2011.




                 Chief Information Commissioner







  


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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Gagandeep Singh, B-12441, Near Sidana Hospital,

Barnala.







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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the District Sports Officer, Barnala.

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

CC No. 1162  of 2011

Present:-
Shri Gagandeep Singh complainant in person.

Shri Darshan Singh Bhalla, District Sports Officer, Barnala on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



I have heard the parties and gone through the record.  All the queries of the complainant stand duly answered and replied to by the respondent-PIO/District Sports Officer, Barnala.

2.

The complainant has a grouse about the policy of the Government regarding appointment of private person as a Manager.  This subject matter is to be handled by the administrative department.  For the purpose of the present complaint case, the information stand duly furnished and there is no cause of action left in this complaint case.  Hence, the complaint case is closed.








              (R.I. Singh)

May 11, 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



Issue fresh notice to the parties for 25.5.2011.

2.

To come upon 25.5.2011 at 10.30 A.M.








              (R.I. Singh)

May 11, 2011.




                 Chief Information Commissioner







  


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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Gurbax Singh Bains, #206, 

Phase-6, Mohali-160056.





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

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Registrar, Thapar University, Patiala.



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

CC No.   776  of 2011

Present:-
Shri  Gurbax Singh complainant in person.

Shri Vikas Mohan Gupta, Advocate on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



I have heard the parties today at length and gone through the record.  The Information stands duly furnished to the complainant.  All his queries even beyond the scope of his four questions raised in his application dated 14.2.2011 have been addressed.  Hence, no purpose will be served to keep the complaint pending, which is ordered to be closed. 









              (R.I. Singh)

May 11, 2011.




                 Chief Information Commissioner










   Punjab 

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Nachhattar Singh s/o Shri Gurmail Singh,

R/o 76-D, Ranjit Nagar, Patiala-147002.



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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Punjab and Haryana High Court,

Chandigarh.







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

CC No.  859   of 2011

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.



Shri Sher Singh Dhull, Superintendent-cum-APIO on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The complainant has sent a written request that he has to appear before the Registrar (Examination), Punjab and Haryana High Court.  Therefore, the case may be adjourned.  The request is allowed.

2.

To come up on 31.5.2011 at 10.30 A.M.








              (R.I. Singh)

May 11, 2011.




       Chief Information Commissioner










   Punjab 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Paramjit Singh Gill s/o Shri Sher Singh

#156, Guru Nanak Nagar, Jarot Road, Ambala-134007.
                   
 _______ Appellant      






Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o Court of Ms. Amandeep Kaur Chauhan,

Judicial Magistrate Ist Class, Patiala-147001.


FAA-o/o Court of Ms. Amandeep Kaur Chauhan,

Judicial Magistrate Ist Class, Patiala-147001.

           

         _______ Respondents

AC No.790 of 2010

Present:-
Shri Paramjit Singh Gill appellant in person.

None on behalf of the respondents.

ORDER



On the last date of hearing, PIO was directed to furnish information to the appellant free of cost which the appellant states today that the same has still not been furnished.

2.

A written submission of Shri Malkit Singh, Reader, however, has been received through District and Sessions Judge’s No.4384/EB dated 28.4.2011.  The plea taken by PIO is that information-seeker Shri Paramjit Singh Gill had not approached the PIO.  He had sent his request to Shri Tarsem Chand, Reader/Court of Ms. Amandeep Kaur Chauhan, JMIC, Patiala who is not a PIO and hence the request of Shri Paramjit Singh Gill was returned to him on 13.7.2010.  Thereafter an appeal was filed by Shri Paramjit Singh Gill under Section 19(1) of the Right to Information Act before the first appellate authority, Shri H.S.Grewal, Chief Judicial Magistrate.  However, before he could take up first appeal, Shri H.S.Grewal, Chief Judicial Magistrate was transferred and his successor Shri B.S.Deol joined the office in December, 2010.  In the meantime, information-seeker had approached the State Information Commission by way of Second Appeal and for this reason Shri B.S.Deol, Chief Judicial Magistrate passed the order on 24.12.2010 that since the appellant has already preferred second appeal to the Commission, no order can be passed on the first appeal.
3.

The plea of the PIO Shri Malkit Singh, Reader/Court of Chief Judicial Magistrate, Patiala is that information-seeker never moved an RTI application with the requisite fee for supply of information to the designated PIO and hence the information could not be given.

4.

Even if we accept the plea of the PIO-Shri Malkit Singh Reader and condone the delay between 6.7.2010 and 25.4.2011 when the PIO was directed to furnish the information to the information-seeker free of cost by the Commission, the PIO has still to explain why he has failed to furnish the information after 25.4.2011, in compliance with the directions of this Commission.

5.

The PIO is absent today without intimation.  However, I have perused the queries of the information-seeker and find that no information need to be given in respect of the issues where he is seeking clarifications.  However, the relevant documents which were produced as proof of neglect and refusal to maintain submitted by Ms. Mandip Kaur petitioner in Criminal Misc. No.19 of 2.12.2009 titled as Mandeep Kaur vs. Parabhjot Singh were required to be furnished to the information-seeker.  Since this has not been done so-far despite the decision of the Commission dated 25.4.2011, it amounts to willful denial of information within the meaning of Section20 of the Right to Information Act, 2005. 
6.

 I, therefore, issue a show cause notice to PIO-Shri Malkit Singh, Reader o/o Chief Judicial Magistrate, Patiala to show cause why penalty under Section 20 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 should not be imposed on him.  He may file his written submission before the next date of hearing and also avail the opportunity of personal hearing on the next date which is fixed for 26.5.2011 at 10.30 A.M. 








              (R.I. Singh)

May 11, 2011.




       Chief Information Commissioner










   Punjab 


Subsequent to the dictation of the order, Shri Paramjit Singh Gill, appellant has again appeared and requested that the next date for hearing may be fixed for 24.5.2011 since he is busy on 26.5.2011.  The request is allowed and the above order is amended to the extent that next date of hearing in this case will be 24.5.2011 at 10.30 A.M.








              (R.I. Singh)

May 11, 2011.




       Chief Information Commissioner










   Punjab 

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

Shri Inderjit Singh s/o Shri Balwant Singh,

r/o Village Tandha Badha Khurd, Tehsil Amlohr,

District Fatehgarh Sahib.





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

The Public Information Officer

o/o Idea Cellular Ltd., Punjab Circle,

C-105, Industrial Area, Phase-VII, Mohali.



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

CC No. 1137 of 2011

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.

None on behalf of the respondent. 
ORDER



In the notice issued to the complainant on 21.4.2011, he was called upon to show how the present complaint against the present respondent is maintainable under the Right to Information Act, 2005 as prima facie M/s Idea Cellular Limited is a private company.

2.

The complainant has not made any written submission nor has he appeared today, though due and adequate opportunity was given to him to prove the maintainability of the case.  Since he has failed to establish that the respondent is a public authority, the complaint case is closed. 









              (R.I. Singh)

May 11, 2011.




       Chief Information Commissioner










   Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Sarabjit Sharma, Depot Holder,

Ek Roop Avenue, Dashmesh Colony, Naushehra,

Majitha Road, District Amritsar-143601.




                 _______ Appellant

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the District Food and Civil Supplies Controller, 

Amritsar-143104.

FAA-Director Food and Civil Supplies, Punjab, 

Chandigarh-160017.





                            _______ Respondents

AC No.554 of 2010
Present:-
Shri Sukhdev Raj Sharma on behalf of the appellant.

Shri Mohinder Singh Chawla, AFSO on behalf of the respondent. 

ORDER



AC-25/2011 is merged with case file of AC-554/2010 and in future the case shall only be treated as AC-554/2010.

2.

I have heard the parties.  The representative of the information-seeker pleads that correct information on all the twelve issues raised by him vide his application dated 22.4.2010 addressed to PIO/District Food and Civil Supplies Controller, Amritsar has not been furnished.  The plea of the respondent on the other hand is that reply on all the twelve issues was duly forwarded and acknowledged by the information-seeker. The perusal of the record of the case file shows that reply sent by the respondent to the information-seeker is not available on the case file.  The respondent shall place on record a copy of the reply given to the information-seeker in response to his RTI request dated 22.4.2010 so that this Commission may examine whether appropriate information was furnished to him as per the requirement of the Right to Information Act, 2005.
3.

Since the respondent had earlier stated that the information-seeker had duly acknowledged the receipt of the information, the respondent is also directed to place on record, a copy of the receipt given by Shri Sarabjit Sharma.

4.

The respondent also makes an offer that the information-seeker may visit his office.  The parties agreed to meet on 27.5.2011 at 10.30 A.M. so that after discussion and inspection of record, discrepancy in the information, if any, can be removed.

5.

Since procurement season is going on and the respondent is busy in the same, the case is adjourned to 20.6.2011 at 10.30 A.M.








              (R.I. Singh)

May 11, 2011.




       Chief Information Commissioner










   Punjab 

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Mr. Jeewan Lal  #3314, Sector 22-D,

Chandigarh.







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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the State Medicinal Plants Board, Punjab, 
SCO 823-824, Sector 22-A, Chandigarh.

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

CC No. 796  of 2011

Present:-
Shri Jiwan Lal complainant in person.

None on behalf of the respondent-department.
ORDER



The complainant submits that he has still not received the information.  Issue fresh notice for 26.5.2011.

2.

To come up on 26.5.2011 at 10.30 A.M.








              (R.I. Singh)

May 11, 2011.




       Chief Information Commissioner










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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Mr. Jeewan Lal  #3314, Sector 22-D,

Chandigarh.







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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the State Medicinal Plants Board, Punjab, 
SCO 823-824, Sector 22-A, Chandigarh.

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

CC No. 803  of 2011

Present:-
Shri Jiwan Lal complainant in person.

None on behalf of the respondent-department.
ORDER



The complainant submits that he has still not received the information.  Issue fresh notice for 26.5.2011.

2.

To come up on 26.5.2011 at 10.30 A.M.








              (R.I. Singh)

May 11, 2011.




       Chief Information Commissioner










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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Mr. Jeewan Lal  #3314, Sector 22-D,

Chandigarh.







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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the State Medicinal Plants Board, Punjab, 
SCO No.823-24, Sector 22-A, Chandigarh.

 

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

CC No.  795  of 2011

Present:-
Shri Jiwan Lal complainant in person.

None on behalf of the respondent-department.
ORDER



The complainant submits that he has still not received the information.  Issue fresh notice for 26.5.2011.
2.

To come up on 26.5.2011 at 10.30 A.M.








              (R.I. Singh)

May 11, 2011.




       Chief Information Commissioner










   Punjab 

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Nachhattar Singh s/o Shri Gurmail Singh,

r/o 76-D, Ranjit Nagar, Patiala-147002








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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer
o/o the Punjab and Haryana High Court, Chandigarh.

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

CC No.  845  of 2011

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.



Shri Sher Singh Dhull, Superintendent-cum-APIO on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The complainant has sent a written request that he has to appear before the Registrar (Examination), Punjab and Haryana High Court.  Therefore, the case may be adjourned.  The request is allowed.

2.

To come up on 31.5.2011 at 10.30 A.M.








              (R.I. Singh)

May 11, 2011.




       Chief Information Commissioner










   Punjab

