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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Raminder Singh s/o Shri Gurtej Singh,

VPO Panniwala Fatt, Tehsil Malout, District Sri Mukatsar.
     -------------Complainant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Punjab State Agricultural Cooperative Bank Ltd., 

Bank Square, Sector 17-B, Chandigarh.



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

Complaint Case No. 3332  of 2011

Present:-
Shri Vishal Sharma, advocate on behalf of the complainant.

Shri Joginder Pal Singh, Deputy General Manager on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



Notice was issued to the Punjab State Cooperative Agricultural Development Bank, Chandigarh as per order dated 19.2.2014.  The respondent has filed a written reply stating that they have filed a CWP No.841/2010 against the order of Commission dated 14.12.2009 holding Punjab State Cooperative Agricultural Development Bank to be a public authority under the Right to Information Act, 2005.  The plea of the respondent is that CWP No.841 of 2010 is still pending in the Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court and, therefore, the present complaint case bearing No.CC-3332/2011 may not be taken up as any decision in CWP No.841/2010 will have a bearing on proceedings before the Commission.
2.

The counsel for the complainant concedes that the proceedings in the present complaint case be adjourned sine-die to be taken up as and when CWP No.841/2010 is disposed of by the Hon’ble High Court.
3.

In view of the submission of the parties, proceedings in CC-3332/2011 are adjourned sine die.  Parties may move the Commission as and when the Hon’ble High Court disposes of/decides CWP No.841/2010.









(R. I. Singh)

March 13, 2014.




Chief Information Commissioner
                  




          



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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Anil Kashyap, President, 

Cricketers Welfare Association, 

c/o Shri Sarabjit Singh Kahlon,

Kahlon Villa, Opp. Telephone Exchange,

VPO Bhattian-Bet, Ludhiana-141008.



……………..Complainant.

Vs

The Public Information Officer

o/o the President, Punjab Cricket Association,

Sector 63, Mohali (SAS Nagar).




……………....Respondent

Complaint Case No. 1969 of 2007 

Present:-
Shri Sarabjit Singh Kahlon on behalf of the complainant.



Shri K.K.Behl, Manager on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


The complainant-Shri Anil Kashyap has placed on record a written submission authorizing Shri Sarabjit Singh Kahlon to represent the present case, whose address is:- 
Shri Sarabjit Singh Kahlon,

Kahlon Villa, Opp. Telephone Exchange,

VPO Bhattian-Bet, Ludhiana-141008.


The representative of the complainant requests for an adjournment to enable him to adduce evidence in support of his contention that respondent-Punjab Cricket Association is a public authority within the meaning of Section 2(h) of the Right to Information Act, 2005.

2.

In the meantime, the respondent shall also file an affidavit specifying if they have received any financial assistance in cash or kind directly or indirectly from the Government.  If so, the details of the financial assistance received by it shall be given.
3.

To come up on 23.4.2014 at 10.30 A.M.









(R. I. Singh)

March 13, 2014.




Chief Information Commissioner
                  




          



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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Krishan Singh s/o Shri Pooran Singh,

r/o Village Bughipura, Tehsil and District Moga.

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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Punjab State Cooperative Agricultural Development Bank Ltd.,

Bank Square, Sector 17, Chandigarh.



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

Complaint Case No.  703 of 2012

Present:-
Shri Krishan Singh complainant in person.

Shri Joginder Pal Singh, Deputy General Manager on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



Notice was issued to the Punjab State Cooperative Agricultural Development Bank, Chandigarh as per order dated 19.2.2014.  The respondent has filed a written reply stating that they have filed a CWP No.841/2010 against the order of Commission dated 14.12.2009 holding Punjab State Cooperative Agricultural Development Bank to be a public authority under the Right to Information Act, 2005.  The plea of the respondent is that CWP No.841 of 2010 is still pending in the Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court and, therefore, the present complaint case bearing No.CC-3332/2011 may not be taken up as any decision in CWP No.841/2010 will have a bearing on proceedings before the Commission.

2.

The complainant concedes that the proceedings in the present complaint case be adjourned sine-die to be taken up as and when CWP No.841/2010 is disposed of by the Hon’ble High Court.

3.

In view of the submission of the parties, proceedings in CC-3332/2011 are adjourned sine die.  Parties may move the Commission as and when the Hon’ble High Court disposes of/decides CWP No.841/2010.









(R. I. Singh)

March 13, 2014.




Chief Information Commissioner
                  




          



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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Pardeep Kumar s/o Sh. Bakshish Ram,

Old Court Road, Nawanshahr, Distt. SBS Nagar.

……………..Complainant.

Vs

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Manager, The Nawanshahr Central Coop. Bank Ltd.,

SBS Nagar.






 
……………....Respondent

Complaint Case No. 3910 of 2010

Present:-
Shri Pardeep Singh, complainant in person.


Shri Naresh Kumar, Senior Manager on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


Shri Pardeep Kumar complainant is given one opportunity to adduce his evidence/place on record documents in support of his contention that the respondent-The Nawan Shahar Cooperative Bank Ltd, SBS Nagar is a public authority.

2.

In the meantime, the respondent shall also file an affidavit specifying if they have received any financial assistance in cash or kind directly or indirectly from the Government.  If so, the details of the financial assistance received by it shall be given.

3.

To come up on 23.4.2014 at 10.30 A.M.









(R. I. Singh)

March 13, 2014.




Chief Information Commissioner
                  




          



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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Iqbal Singh, 308, Basant Vihar,

Near Petrol Pump, Opp. District Jail, Hoshiarpur.

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

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the President Punjab Cricket Association, Mohali.

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

Complaint Case No. 1561  of 2011

Present:-
Shri Iqbal Singh complainant in person.



Shri K.K.Behal, Manager on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The complainant is given opportunity to adduce evidence/produce documents in support of his contention that respondent-PCA is a public authority within the meaning of Section 2(h) of the Right to Information Act, 2005.

2.

In the meantime, the respondent shall also file an affidavit specifying if they have received any financial assistance in cash or kind directly or indirectly from the Government.  If so, the details of the financial assistance received by it shall be given.

3.

To come up on 23.4.2014 at 10.30 A.M.
               (Narinderjit Singh)



             
(R.I. Singh)

    State Information Commissioner,

       
Chief Information Commissioner
                        Punjab.




             
Punjab

March 13, 2014.





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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Kulwinder Singh , S/o Shri Gurdas Singh , 

Hardev Colony , Village Haweli , 

Po Mahilpur, District Hoshiarpur.



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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer,

o/o Principal , Ramgarhia Polytechnic College, 

Phagwara, -144402




    

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

Complaint Case No.  4259 of 2013

Present:-
Shri Kulwinder Singh complainant in person.

None on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


In response to RTI queries numbering 14, the respondent-Ramgarhia Polytechnic College, Phagwara replied vide their letter dated 14.10.2013 that the information is personal and private in nature and that the information-seeker has no locus standi to ask for personal information as the same shall invade right of privacy under Section 8(1)(j) of the Right to Information Act, 2005.
2.

Aggrieved, a complaint was filed and notice was issued to the parties.  The respondent filed a written reply taking two fold pleas.  Firstly, it is averred that it is not a public authority under the RTI Act as Ramgarhia Polytechnic College, Phagwara has been set up by Ramgarhia Education Council, which is a purely private body.  None of the members on its managing committee are functionaries of government.  However, it was conceded that the college receives grant-in-aid from State Government but it was contested that it does not amount to substantial financial assistance within the meaning of Section 2(h) of the RTI Act. Secondly, it was averred that even if the respondent is held to be a public authority, given the nature of queries of the complainant, the information is personal in nature of third parties and is exempted under Section 8(1)(j) of the RTI Act.
3.

The complainant on the other hand argued that the college is covered under 95% grant-in-aid policy of the State Government and therefore receives substantial financial assistance directly from the State Government.  It was further averred that the information sought by the complainant is mostly covered under Section 4(1)(b) and information is to be  disclosed suo-motto by the respondent.  Even otherwise the PIO has not followed the procedure laid down under Section 11 and no notice was issued to the third parties.  PIO decided at his own level without affording opportunity to the parties that information is personal in nature and therefore denied the same.  Lastly, it is pleaded that respondent is an educational institution and disclosure of information pertaining to educational qualification etc. of its employees is in public interest.
4.

I have heard the parties and gone through the record.  Since the college is covered under 95% grant-in-aid scheme of the State Government, I have no hesitation in holding that the respondent is a public authority.  It is also clear that some of the queries of the information-seeker are covered within the ambit of Section 4(1)(b) e.g. the pay scale of the employees or the nature of jobs/duties.  The respondent should declare these suo-motto and in any case should give such information to the present complainant within one month of the order.
5.

So far as information not covered under Section 4(1)(b) is concerned and is purely personal information of third party, PIO is directed to decide the issue de novo, after observing the due procedure under Section 11 of the RTI Act read with Section 8(1)(j).  PIO shall pass a speaking order after evaluating whether disclosure of the information is in public interest or not.  This process should be completed within two months of this order.  With the above direction, the present complaint case filed in the Commission on 4.12.2013 is closed. 









(R. I. Singh)

March 13, 2014.




Chief Information Commissioner
                  




          



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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Tarlochan Singh s/o Shri Ami Chand,

r/o Village Jhanjeri, PO Roli,

Nurpur Bedi, Tehsil Anandpur Sahib,

District Roop Nagar.





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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer,

Block Development and Panchayat Officer,

Nurpur Bedi (Roop Nagar)





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

Complaint Case No. 2112     of 2013

Present:-
Shri Tarlochan Singh complainant.



None on behalf of the respondent.

Order



On the last date of hearing, a direction was given to Shri Balbir Singh, Panchayat Secretary, who had appeared on behalf of the respondent-PIO/Block Development and Panchayat Officer,  Nurpur Bedi to trace out the original record pertaining to Proceedings Books of village Panchayat Jhanjari pertaining to period 1.7.2003 to 6.6.2004.  However, none has appeared today on behalf of the respondent nor any written reply has been filed.  I hereby deem it appropriate to issue a notice under Section 18(3) of the Right to Information Act, 2005 calling upon the PIO/Block Development and Panchayat Officer, Nurpur Bedi to produce the original record of the Proceedings Books and appear before the Commission on the next date of hearing, which is fixed for 6.5.2014 and give evidence.
2.

To come up on 6.5.2014 at 10.30 A.M.










(R. I. Singh)

March 13, 2014.




Chief Information Commissioner
                  




          



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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Smt. Rekha Deb Nath

w/o Shri Khokan Deb Nath,

c/o Shri Nepu Ghosh, 

Mangaldai Court Canteen, Mangaldai,

District Darrange, Assam-78125.




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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Station House Officer (City),

Police Station, Samana,

District Patiala.






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

Complaint Case No. 457 of 2014

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.



None on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



None is present on behalf of the parties.

2.

The case is adjourned to 23.4.2014 at 10.30 A.M.










(R. I. Singh)

March 13, 2014.




Chief Information Commissioner
                  




          



Punjab
