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

Mrs. Kamla w/o Shri Jagdish Lal,

123/2, Pragati Enclave, Backside DAV College,

Chandigarh Road, Hoshiarpur.




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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer 

o/o Shri Guru Gobind Singh Khalsa College,

Mahilpur, District Hoshiarpur.





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

CC No.  201  of 2011

Present:-
Mrs. Kamla complainant in person.

Dr. Surjit Singh Randhawa, Principal-cum-PIO on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER:



The respondent places on record letter No.777 dated 24.8.2011.  The plea of the respondent is that the college had supplied copies of 464 pages (Legal Size) of Attendance Register to the complainant and photocopies of these 464 pages were retained in the office of the College.  The plea of the respondent is that since two sets of 464 pages were made, the complainant has been charged for a total number of 928 pages at large size paper rate.  In addition the postal charges of Rs.116/- have been levied.  The respondent has also calculated that one employee of the colleges spent three full days to trace out the record and Xerox the copies. Therefore, this cost should also be compensated.

2.

The complainant had deposited Rs.2600/- and excess amount charged from the complainant by the respondent beyond what is provided in the Rules shall be refunded to the complainant.  The respondent cannot charge any money towards the cost of employees said to have been deployed to make the copies, nor can he charge money for second set of 464 pages, which were retained as office copy by the respondent-college. Only cost of copies of 464 pages supplied to the complainant shall be charged at the rate specified in the Rules and the rest of the amount shall immediately be refunded to the complainant.

3.

Earlier, the respondent had paid compensation awarded to the complainant vide order dated 30.5.2011.  The complainant has also raised the issue of penalty under Section 20 of the Right to Information Act, 2005.  In my view, this is not a fit case for imposition of penalty for the reason that a legal issue was involved whether posts not covered under grant-in-aid scheme would  fall within the ambit of Act ibid? Whether information held by Management Council, which was pleaded to be an independent institution, is also to be supplied by the PIO-Principal of the College?  These issues needed to be settled and have been adequately addressed in the earlier orders of the Commission.  After the Commission had held that the PIO-cum-Principal is liable to furnish the information and the Right to Information Act, 2005 applies alike to all posts in a college, irrespective of whether a particular post is covered under the Grant-in-Aid scheme of the Government or not, the information was furnished by the respondent.  Excess fee charged has been refunded as also a compensation amount of Rs.2000/- was paid to the complainant for the delay and inconvenience caused. I do not consider it a fit case for penalty.

4.

It is also worth-noting that the complainant is seeking her personal information. She has not brought on record what public purpose, if any, would be served by disclosure of this information.  Normally such information may be treated exempt under Section 8(i)j) of the Right to Information Act, 2005.  Nevertheless, the management has furnished the information by diverting its manpower and resources.  The quantum of information sought by the complainant consisted of nearly 500 pages. The Hon’ble Supreme Court of India in recent decision in Civil Appeal No.6454 of 2011 in Central Board of Secondary Education vs. Aditya decided on 9.8.2011 has observed that the Act should not be converted into a tool of oppression or intimidation. The Hon’ble Supreme Court observed that the nation does not want a scenario where 75% of the staff of public authorities spends 75% of time in collecting and furnishing of the information to the applicants, instead of discharging their regular duties. Threat of penalties and pressure should not lead to employees prioritizing “information furnishing” at the cost of their normal duties.

5.

Therefore, I order the closure of this case.






      



    
(R.I. Singh)

August 25, 2011




             Chief Information Commissioner









  

 Punjab 

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Mohinder Singh s/o Sh. Mihan Singh, 

r/o Shaheded Bhagat Singh Nagar,

New Kapil Palace, B-XIII/1219, Barnala.

           

……………..Appellant.

Vs

The Public Information Officer, 

o/o the Sangrur Central Cooperative Bank Ltd.,

Sangrur.

FAA- the Sangrur Central Cooperative Bank Ltd.

,Sangrur.
 






………....Respondents

AC No. 935 of 2010 

Present:-
Shri Mohinder Singh appellant in person.



Shri  Surinder Kumar Garg, Senior Maanger on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER:



On the last date of hearing, the complainant had confirmed that he has received the information pertaining to Sr. No.1 and 3 of his queries. The respondent, however, had pleaded that the information pertaining to query at Sr. No.2 is not available on record.

2.

After hearing the parties, the respondent was directed to confirm this fact by way of on affidavit which, however, has still not been placed on record.  The respondent, however, has otherwise stated that they have made an earnest effort and the “relieving” order is not available in record.

3.

The respondent has evaded compliance of the directions of the Commission to confirm non-availability of the relieving order by way of an affidavit.  The information-seeker was unnecessarily made to attend the proceedings at Chandigarh by incurring expenditure and loss of his time.  The respondent shall compensate the complainant by paying him Rs.1000/- by way of a crossed cheque before the next date of hearing, which is fixed for 30.8.2011.  The respondent shall file his affidavit before the next date of hearing.

4.

To come up on 30.8.2011 at 10.30 A.M. 






      



    
(R.I. Singh)

August 25, 2011




             Chief Information Commissioner









  

 Punjab 

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Harpartap Singh, #4911, 

Pancham Housing Complex,

Sector 68, Mohali.






……………..Complainant.

Vs

The Public Information Officer, 

O/o President, Pancham Cooperative Housing Society Ltd.,

Sector 68, Mohali.



 


……………....Respondent

CC-1835 of 2007

Present:-
Nonr on behalf of the complainant. 

Shri Amrik Singh, Clerk alongwith Shri Paramjit Singh, Junior Assistant and Shri Surinder Kumar, Clerk of Pancham House Building Society, MOhali.

ORDER:



Shri Surinder Kumar, Clerk appearing on behalf of the respondent submits that the direction of this Commission dated 12.8.2011 could not be honoured as 
Shri Mukesh Kumar, PIO-cum-Manager is on leave due to the death of his mother.  He is scheduled to return on duty by 30.8.2011.

2.

Considering the above facts, the case is adjourned to 7.9.2011 at 
10.30 A.M. with the direction that the required information shall be furnished by the PIO as per the provisions of the Right to Information Act, 2005 before this date.






      



    
(R.I. Singh)

August 25, 2011




             Chief Information Commissioner









  

 Punjab 

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Mrs. Manjit Kaur, #4851, 
B-Block Pancham House Building Society ,

Sector 68, Mohali.






……………..Complainant.

Vs

The Public Information Officer, 

O/o President, Pancham Cooperative Housing Society Ltd.,

Sector 68, Mohali.



 
                    
…………....Respondent

CC-1851 of 2007

Present:-
Shri Harcharanjit Singh on behalf of the appellant.

Shri Amrik Singh, Clerk alongwith Shri Paramjit Singh, Junior Assistant and Shri Surinder Kumar, Clerk of Pancham House Building Society, MOhali.

.
ORDER:



Shri Surinder Kumar, Clerk appearing on behalf of the respondent submits that the direction of this Commission dated 12.8.2011 could not be honoured as 
Shri Mukesh Kumar, PIO-cum-Manager is on leave due to the death of his mother.  He is scheduled to return on duty by 30.8.2011.

2.

Considering the above facts, the case is adjourned to 7.9.2011 at 
10.30 A.M. with the direction that the required information shall be furnished by the PIO as per the provisions of the Right to Information Act, 2005 before this date.






      



    
(R.I. Singh)

August 25, 2011




             Chief Information Commissioner









  

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Vineet Malik, # 4963, D-Block, Pancham Society, 

Sector 68, Mohali.







……………..Appellant

Vs

The Public Information Officer, 

o/o the Assistant  Registrar, Cooperative Societies, 
Mohali.

FAA-Joint Registrar, Cooperative Societies, Patiala.
 

……………....Respondents

AC No. 824 of 2010

Present:-
Shri Vineet Malik appellant in person.

Shri Amrik Singh, Clerk alongwith Shri Paramjit Singh, Junior Assistant and Shri Surinder Kumar, Clerk of Pancham House Building Society, MOhali.
ORDER:



The respondent-M/s Pancham Cooperative House Building Society submits their written submission dated 24.8.2011 stating that Shri Mukesh Kumar, Manager-cum-PIO of the Society has gone on leave to his native village in Himachal Pradesh due to sudden death of his mother.  On a specific query, Shri Surinder Kumar, clerk states that he has proceeded on leave only four days back.  The last order of this Commission is dated 12.8.2011 and it appears that the respondent society has not taken any follow up action on this order till date.

2.

The plea of the appellant is that there was an embezzlement of over Rs.10.00 crores in the Society and its present officials and management are deliberately not furnishing the requested information.  They come up with new excuses on every date with the objective of defeating the purpose of the Right to Information Act, 2005.

3.

At present information pertaining to two queries of the appellant is yet to be answered. These are reproduced below:-

“5.
Certified copies of AGM proceedings since 1998 to 2008 of the above society.

8.
Certified copy of initial and subsequent Project Report (s) of the above Society.”

4.

Considering the facts of the case, it is adjourned to 7.9.2011 at 10.30 A.M.  5.

Shri Surjit Singh, Assistant Registrar, Cooperative Societies, Mohali is also directed to be present on the next date of hearing.  He shall ensure that information is furnished by the PIO-cum-Manager before the next date.




      



    
(R.I. Singh)

August 25, 2011




             Chief Information Commissioner









  Punjab 

CC

The Assistant Registrar, Cooperative Societies, Mohali.

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Gurmeet Singh , Shri Gurjeet Singh 
and Shri BaljitSingh s/o Late Shri Ajmer Singh,
 r/o Village Gobind Pura,
District Bhatinda.

                                                           ……………..Complainant.

Vs

The Public Information Officer, 

O/o The Secretary, Naveen Gobindpura Cooperative Society Ltd.,

Village Gobindpura, District Bathinda.

 

……………....Respondent

CC-1120 of 2008

Present:-
Shri Balwinder Singh Advocate on behalf of the complainant.

None on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER:



The counsel for the complainant submits that so far no information has been furnished by the respondent-PIO.  On the last date of hearing, Secretary of the Cooperative Society had appeared and a copy of the RTI request of the information seeker dated 29.3.2008 was handed over to him at the time of hearing.  Inspite of this, the respondent-society has not furnished the information. This amounts to willful denial of the information.  It is a fit case to issue notice under Section 20 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 to show cause why penalty should not be imposed, apart from awarding adequate compensation to the complainant.

2.

To come up on 14.9.2011 at 10.30 A.M.

                                                                            
    (R.I. Singh)

   
August 25, 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 Kamaljit Singh, Clerk on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER:



On 6.6.2011, the Commission had awarded a compensation of Rs.5000/- to the complainant and the case was adjourned to 29.7.2011 for confirmation by the respondent that the order dated 6.6.2011 has been complied with.  However, none attended on behalf of the respondent on 29.7.2011 nor any compliance report was submitted.  The case had to be adjourned to 25.8.2011.  Today Shri Kamaljit Singh, Clerk has appeared on behalf of the respondent-Sub Registrar, Jagraon and he has submitted that compensation amount has still not been paid to the complainant.  This attitude of the respondent has resulted in two adjournments and wastage of the time of the complainant and the Commission.  I therefore, deem it fit to enhance the compensation amount to Rs.7000/- which shall be delivered to the complainant by way of crossed cheque of the respondent department.  A copy of this order shall be endorsed to the Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana by name so that appropriate departmental action is taken against the Sub Registrar, Jagraon for causing further loss to the State Exchequer due to non-compliance of the order dated 6.6.2011 of this Commission.

2.

To come up on 26.9.2011 at 10.30 A.M. 





      



    
(R.I. Singh)

August 25, 2011




             Chief Information Commissioner









  

 Punjab 
CC

Shri Rahul Tewari, IAS, Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana.

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Deepak Kumar, 51, Housefed Colony, 

Dhabwali Road, Bathinda.





……………..Appellant.

Vs

The Public Information Officer, 

o/o the Sangrur Central Cooperative Bank Ltd., 
Sangrur.

FAA-The Registrar Cooperative Societies, Punjab,
 Chandigarh.
 





……………....Respondents

AC No. 534 of 2010

Present:-
None on behalf of the appellant.

Shri Surinder Kumar Garg, Senior Manager alongwith Shri Iqbal Singh, Junior Assistant on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER:



The appellant was absent on the last date of hearing and he is again absent today without intimation.  The respondent submits that the information had already been furnished to the appellant and that the appeal case may be closed as there is no cause of action left.

2.

In view of the continuous absence of the appellant without intimation and the submission made by the respondent that the information has been furnished, the present case is closed.





      



    
(R.I. Singh)

August 25, 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 G.S. Randhawa on behalf of the complainant.

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

ORDER:



The respondent submits letter No.2723 dated 24.8.2011 enclosing point-wise reply given to the complainant, who, however is not satisfied with the same.  The plea of the complainant is that he had specifically asked for breakup of Scheduled Castes and Schedule Tribes category of Mazhabi Sikh/Balmiki and other castes.  However, the information furnished by the respondent does not give the details pertaining to these categories.

2.

The stand of the respondent on the other hand is that they have given a copy of the relevant Government instructions and also furnished the details of roaster-points pertaining to their college.

3.

The issue pertains to Government instructions issued by the Department of Personal Policy-1 Branch (PP-1 Branch).

4.

I have heard the parties and gone through their respective pleas.  To resolve the issue, it is considered appropriate to summon the Dealing Assistant of PP-1 Branch of Personal and Administrative Reforms so that the issue may be settled..
5.

The case is adjourned to 22.9.2011 at 10.30 A.M.  The respondent shall also depute the concerned official who is fully/well conversant with the subject matter.






      



    
(R.I. Singh)

August 25, 2011




             Chief Information Commissioner









  

 Punjab 
CC

The Principal Secretary to Government of Punjab, Department of Personal and Administrative Reforms, Punjab Civil Secretariat, Chandiarh for deputing the Dealing Assistant on 29.9.2011 at 10.30 A.M..

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Manjeet Singh Grewal s/o Shri Surjit Singh Grewal,

74, Inderpuri, Patiala.









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




Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Director Animal Husbandry, Punjab,

17 Bays Building, Sector 17, Chandigarh.


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

CC No. 492  of 2011
Present:-
Shri Manjit Singh Grewal complainant in person.

Shri K. P. S. Pasricha, APIO alongwith Shri Bhagat Singh, Superintendent on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER:



The complainant submits that he has visited some of the subordinate offices but complete information is yet to be furnished.
2.

Let the respondent coordinate with the subordinate offices at Ludhiana, Nabha, Patiala, Jalandhar and Amritsar for supply of the information. 

3.

The case is adjourned to 15.11.2011 at 10.30 A.M.





      



    
(R.I. Singh)

August 25, 2011




             Chief Information Commissioner









  

 Punjab 

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Rajvinder Singh s/o Shri Karnail Singh,

Gali Mata Lachh Wali, Taon Kashatri, 
Tarntaran-143401.
     




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

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Director Animal Husbandry Punjab, 
Chandigarh.   





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

CC No. 1671 of 2011

Present:-  
None on behalf of  the complainant.

Shri K. P. S. Pasricha, APIO alongwith Shri Bhagat Singh, Superintendent on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER:



The respondent had submitted on the earlier dates of hearing that the information has been furnished to the complainant, who, however has continuously abstained from the hearings.  He was absent on 11.7.2011, then again on 29.7.2011 and he is also absent today without intimation.  Since has not countered the assertion of the respondent that the information was duly furnished to him, despite a number of opportunities,  the case is closed.







      



    
(R.I. Singh)

August 25, 2011




             Chief Information Commissioner









  

 Punjab 

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Dr. Sandeep Kumar Gupta, 989, Sector 15-A,

Opposite Bishnoi Colony Market, 

Hisar (Haryana)






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






Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Punjab Heritage and Tourism Promotion Board, 

Plot No.3, Sector 38-A, Chandigarh.

FA A- the Punjab Heritage and Tourism Promotion Board,

Plot No.3, Sector 38-A, Chandigarh.

     

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

AC No. 140   of 2011
Present:-
Shri S.M. Bhanot  on behalf of the appellant.

Shri Kulbir Signh  Sekhon, Advocate on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER:



The counsel for the respondent requests for one adjournment.

2.

As a last opportunity, the case is adjourned to 19.9.2011 at 10.30 A.M.





      



    
(R.I. Singh)

August 25, 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 Rahul Sharma, Advocate on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER:



The complainant has sent a fax message dated 25.8.2011 stating that he has still not received the information.  The respondent seeks one adjournment, which is allowed.  On  the last date of hearing, the respondent was absent without intimation and considering the delay in furnishing of the information, he was called upon to show cause why the respondent should not be proceeded against under Section 20 of the Right to Information Act, 2005.  No reply has been filed by the respondent on this issue.

2.

As a last opportunity, the case is adjourned to 22.9.2011 at 10.30 A.M.





      



    
(R.I. Singh)

August 25, 2011




             Chief Information Commissioner









  

 Punjab 

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Puran Singh s/o Shri Talrok Singh,

Patti Badda, VPO Kamoka Kalan, 
Tehsil Jagraon, Ludhiana.





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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer 

o/o the Director Public Instructions (Colleges),
 Punjab, Chandigarh.   






---------Respondent.

CC No.  1374     of 2011

Present:-  
None on behalf of the complainant. 

      
Shri Harprit Singh, Senior Assistant on behalf of the respondent. 

ORDER:



The respondent submits memo No.20/1-2011 Grant 1 (5) dated 24.8.2011 stating that the information has been sent by the Principal, Khalsa College for Women, Sidhwan Khurd vide Principal’s memo No.505/RTI/1973 dated 20.5.2011..A copy of the letter of the Principal alongwith the information sent to the complainant has also been placed on record by the respondent-the Director Public Instructions, Punjab (Colleges), Chandigarh.
2.

As regards the delay, the respondent has explained that the information was in the custody of Principal, Khalsa College for Women, Sidhwan Khurd, while the request for information was addressed to the Director Public Instructions (Colleges), Punjab at Chandigarh. The information had to be procured from the Principal and thereafter it has now been supplied to the complainant.
3.

The complainant has sent a fax message stating that he is unable to attend the proceedings.  He has stated that he has still not received the information.

4.

The case is adjourned to 19.9.2011 at 10.30 A.M.





      



    
(R.I. Singh)

August 25, 2011




             Chief Information Commissioner









  

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Tribhawan Kumar, #3125,

Sector 37-D, Chandigarh.





……………..Complainant.

Vs

The Public Information Officer, 

O/o Manager, Moga Central Cooperative Bank Ltd., 

Moga (HO).







……………....Respondent

CC-1062 of 2007

Present:-  
Shri Tribhawan Kumar complainant in person.

      
None on behalf of the respondent. 

ORDER:



The respondent was absent on the last date of hearing and he is again absent today without any intimation.

2.

Shri Tribhawan Kumar, complainant states that the information has not been furnished to him even though on the last date of hearing, the Commission had asked the respondent-PIO to show cause why penalty should not be imposed on him under Section 20 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 for not observing the statutory time limit for furnishing of the information.  The plea of the complainant is that inspite of direction given by the Commission and show cause notice issued to the PIO, the  denial of the information is willful. A copy of this order be forwarded to the Managing Director, Punjab State Cooperative Bank Ltd, Sector 34, Chandigarh for directing the respondent to appear on the next date of hearing and also to explain the delay.  The name of the PIO-cum-Manager of Moga Central Cooperative Bank Ltd., H.O. Moga shall also be intimated by him.
2.

To come up on 22.9.2011 at 10.30 A.M.







      



    
(R.I. Singh)

August 25, 2011




             Chief Information Commissioner









  

 Punjab 
CC

The Managing Director, Punjab State Cooperative Bank Ltd, Sector 34, Chandigarh 

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Sukhwant Singh Grewal,

H.No.469, Sector 37-A,   Chandigarh-160036.


……………..Complainant.

Vs

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Manager, Central Cooperative Bank Ltd., 
Ludhiana.







……………....Respondent

CC-1532 of 2008

Present:-  
Shri Sukhwant Singh Grewal, complainant in person.

      
Shri Ashwani Prashar, Advocate on behalf of the respondent. 

ORDER:


The counsel for the respondent submits that CWP No.13067/2011 filed by the present respondent against the order dated 15.7.2011 of this Commission has been dismissed today by the Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court.  In view of this, the respondent is directed to furnish the requested information to the complainant within seven days from today.
2.

To come up on 7.9.2011 at 10.30 A.M.





      



    
(R.I. Singh)

August 25, 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 Khullar on behalf of the complainant.

Shri K.S. Chawla, Advocate alongwith Shri R.K. Thaman, Senior Manager on behalf the respondent.

ORDER:



The respondent states that the facts of this case are similar as in 
CC-401/2011, as an LPA is pending against the order dated 8.7.2010 of this Commission.

 2.

I have heard the parties.  The case is adjourned to a date subsequent to the date of hearing in the LPA. 

3.

To come up on 15.11.2011 at 10.30 A.M.





      



    
(R.I. Singh)

August 25, 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 Khullar on behalf of the complainant.

Shri K.S. Chawla, Advocate alongwith Shri R.K. Thaman, Senior Manager on behalf the respondent.

ORDER:



The respondent states that they have placed on record written submissions and one of the plea taken is that an LPA No.1299/2011 has been filed against the order passed by Single Judge of the Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court, Chandigarh in CWP No.16750/2010. The matter is now listed for 26.9.2011.  The plea of the respondent is that in view of the LPA, the balance of convenience is in favour of the respondent. ppending the hearing of the LPA, it is pleaded that no penalty may be imposed.

2.

I have heard the parties.  The case is adjourned to a date subsequent to the date of hearing in the LPA. 

3.

To come up on 15.11.2011 at 10.30 A.M.





      



    
(R.I. Singh)

August 25, 2011




             Chief Information Commissioner









  

 Punjab 
