STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

Shri Jasminder Singh, Modeler Artist,
Anatomy Department,





Government Medical College,

Amritsar.








…Complainant
Versus

Public Information Officer

o/o Director, Research & Medical Education,
Punjab, SCO No. 87, Sector: 4-C, Chandigarh.



…Respondent
Complaint  Case No. 1141 of 2014   

Order
Present: 
Shri Jasminder Singh, complainant, in person.
Shri Mahadev Parshad, Clerk, on behalf of the respondent.


Vide RTI application dated 04.01.2014,  addressed to the respondent, Shri Jasminder Singh sought photo copy of Service Rules & Regulations of Artist Modeler and Artists since 1968 till date.
2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri Jasminder Singh filed a complaint dated  05.04.2014 with the Commission,  which was received in it on 07.04.2014           and finding sufficient reasons to inquire into the matter in terms of Section 18(1)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for  today.

3.

The respondent states that the information, as available in  their record, has been supplied to the complainant and no more information,  relating to the instant RTI application, in available with them. The complainant expresses his satisfaction. 
4.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed. 









Sd/- 

Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 26-06-2014


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

Shri Jagtar Singh,
S/o Shri Puran Singh,

Village: Raisar, District: Barnala.





…Complainant

Versus
Public Information Officer

o/o Block Development and Panchayat Officer,
Mahal Kalan, District: Barnala.





…Respondent
Complaint  Case No. 1101 of 2014    

Order
Present: 
Shri Jagtar Singh, complainant, in person.
Shri Gurchet Singh, Superintendent, office of BDPO, Mahal Kalan, District: Barnala, on behalf of the respondent. 


Vide RTI application dated 02.11.2011,   addressed to the respondent, Shri Jagtar Singh, sought various information/documents in respect of irregularities committed in the expenditure of grant of Rs. 1,00,000/- during the constructions of Dharmashala, 
2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri Jagtar Singh filed a complaint dated 29.03.2014 with the Commission,  which was received in it on 01.04.2014 and finding sufficient reasons to inquire into the matter in terms of Section 18(1)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for  today.

3.

Shri Gurchet Singh, Superintendent, office of BDPO, Mahal Kalan, District: Barnala, appearing on  behalf of the respondent, states that the requisite information has been supplied to the complainant, which has been duly received by him. The complainant states that the provided information is incomplete and misleading. 
4.

In these circumstances, it is relevant to invite the attention of the Complainant to the judgement of the Hon’ble Supreme Court of India rendered on 12.12.2011 in Civil Appeal Nos. 10787-10788 of 2011(arising out of SLP(C) No. 32768-32769/2010) in Para 31 whereof, it has been held that while entertaining a 
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complaint case under Section 18 of the RTI Act, 2005, the Commissioners have 

no jurisdiction to pass an order providing for an access to the information. As 

such, since the complainant has approached the Commission under the provisions of Section 18 of the RTI Act, 2005,  no directions for providing further information can be 
 given by the Commission.

5.

Since there is an alternative and efficacious remedy of first appeal available to the Complainant under Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, which has not been availed in the instant case and the First Appellate Authority has not had the occasion to review the decision of the PIO, as envisaged under the RTI Act by passing a detailed well reasoned speaking order.  In case the Complainant has any grouse about the provided information, he is advised to challenge the response of the PIO before the designated First Appellate Authority, as envisaged under Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, who will decide the matter in accordance with the provisions of the RTI Act within the prescribed time limit, after giving an opportunity of hearing to all concerned, by passing a speaking order.

6.

If, however, the Complainant does not feel satisfied with the decision of the First Appellate Authority, he will be at liberty to file  a Second Appeal before the Commission under Section 19(3) of the RTI Act, 2005. 

7.

In view of the observations noted above, the instant case is hereby ordered to be closed and disposed of.









Sd/-  
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 26-06-2014


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

Shri Harmandeep Singh,
S/o Sh.Naranjan Singh,

Sunder Vihar,Near Hotel IVY,

 Talwara-144216, District:  Hoshiarpur.




…Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer

o/o Malwa Gramin Bank, Sangrur.





…Respondent
Complaint  Case No.1103 of 2014     

Order
Present: 
None for the complainant.

Shri Sat Pal Garg, CPIO, on behalf of the respondent. 


Vide RTI application dated 4-12-2013   addressed to the respondent, Shri Harmandeep Singh  sought copy of Circular  letter issued by NABARD/RBI/GOI to stop graduation increments for 2010 Batch Office Assistants and wanted to know the number of office Assistants who got two additional graduation increments in last two years in Malwa Gramin Bank. 
2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri Harmandeep Singh    filed a complaint dated 27-03-2014 with the Commission,  which was received in it on  01-04-2014           and finding sufficient reasons to inquire into the matter in terms of Section 18(1)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for  today.

3.

A letter No. MGB/RTI/447, dated 02.05.2014 has been received from CPIO of Malwa Gramin Bank Sangrur informing the Commission that the complete information, asked for by the complainant, has been supplied to him within stipulated period. 

4.

Today, Shri Sat Pal Garg, CPIO, appearing on behalf of the respondent, states that requisite information has been supplied to the complainant. The complainant is not present nor any observation on the provided information has been received from him, which shows that he is satisfied with the provided information. 

5.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed. 









 Sd/- 
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 26-06-2014


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

Shri Parambir Singh Duggal S/o
Sh.Sukhbir Singh, Officer Scale II,

Gramin Bank A-4, Civil Lines,

Bathinda.








…Appellant
Versus

Public Information Officer

o/o Sutlej Gramin Bank A4, 
Civil Lines, Bathinda.

 First Appellate Authority,

O/o Sutlej Gramin Bank A4,

Civil Lines, Bathinda.






…Respondents
Appeal  Case No. 1449 of 2014    

Order
Present: 
Shri Divyadeep Walia, Advocate, on behalf of the appellant.
Shri Chander Shekhar, Senior Manager, on behalf 


Shri Parambir Singh Duggal,  Appellant, vide an RTI application dated  28-11-2013, addressed to PIO, office of  Sutlej Gramin Bank A4, Civil Lines, Bathinda,  sought copies of promotion/appointment letters of 6 Scale-III officers,  candidate-wise marks obtained by them and copies of his confidential reports.  

2.

The CPIO vide letter No. 9769, dated 29.12.2013 denied the information on the ground that the matter is prejudiced in Punjab & Haryana High Court and larger public interest is not served in terms of Section 8.1(d)&(j) of RTI Act.  Not satisfied with the reply, Shri Parambir Singh Duggal filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide application dated 12-01-2014  under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  vide application dated 02-04-2014  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 07-04-2014   and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.
3.

Ld. Counsel for the appellant states that no information has been supplied to the appellant. The respondent submits two letters dated 24.06.2014 from Shri Vinod Kumar Airon, General Manager/CPIO and Shri Virenderjit Singh, 
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Chairman-cum-Appellate Authority, which are taken  on record. In the letters they
 have narrated the grounds on the basis of which they have denied the information to the appellant. Consequently, information asked for by the appellant is perused in the court and found that the information asked for at points No. 1 and 2 relates to third party but the information asked for at point No. 3 does not relate to  third party as the appellant has demanded  copies of his own ACRs.  Accordingly, the respondent PIO is directed to supply the information to the appellant asked for by him  at point No. 3 
4.

Adjourned to 09.07.2014 at 2.00 P.M. for confirmation of compliance of orders.









Sd/-  
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 26-06-2014


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

Shri Kanwalpreet Singh Dhindsa,
S/o Sh.Didar SinghDhindsa,

Kothi No.597, Sector 69, Mohali.





…Complainant
Versus
Public Information Officer

o/o Managing Director,
Punjab State Cooperative

Bank Ltd..Sector 34, Chandigarh.





…Respondent
Complaint  Case No. 1129 of 2014.    

Order
Present: 
None for the complainant.

Shri Raj Kumar, Manager Legal, on behalf of the respondent.


Vide RTI application dated 18-02-2014   addressed to the respondent, Shri Kanwalpreet Singh Dhindsa  sought Answer Key for Set ‘B’ and Answer Sheet of Roll No. 107158 in respect of his appearance in the examination for the post of Clerk-cum-D.E.O. on 19.01.2014. 
2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri Kanwalpreet Singh Dhindsa   filed a complaint dated  04-04-2014with the Commission,  which was received in it on 04-04-2014    and finding sufficient reasons to inquire into the matter in terms of Section 18(1)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for  today.

3.

Shri Raj Kumar, Manager Legal, appearing on behalf of the respondent, submits a letter No. Legal Section/3364, dated 03.06.2014 to the Commission, which is taken on record. In the letter it has been submitted that the bank, which is an Apex Cooperative Society, is not covered in the definition of “Public Authority” as defined in Section 2(h) of the RTI Act, 2005 as the interim stay has been granted by Hon’ble Division Bench of High Court on 31.01.2012.
4.

The respondent submits that the requisite information has not been provided to the complainant as their  Bank does not fall within the purview of RTI Act, 2005.
5.

Accordingly, the  instant  case is disposed of and closed for the time being.









Sd/-  
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 26-06-2014


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

Shri Naranjan Singh Sandhu,
House No.546, Amardeep Colony,

Patiala Road, Rajpura, District Patiala.




…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

o/o Assistant Registrar,
Cooperative Societies, Rajpura,

District Patiala.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


o/o Assistant Registrar,
Cooperative Societies, Rajpura, District Patiala.

…Respondents

Appeal Case  No.1413 of 2014     

Order
Present: 
Shri Naranjan Singh Sandhu, appellant, in person.


Shri Bikramjit Singh Brar, Assistant Registrar, Cooperative Societies, Rajpura, on behalf of the respondents.

Shri  Naranjan  Singh Sandhu   Appellant vide an RTI application dated  25-12-2013 , addressed to PIO, office of  Assistant Registrar, Cooperative Societies, Rajpura, District Patiala,  sought certain information with regard to tenure details of committee members of ‘The Amardeep Cooperative House Building Society Ltd., Rajpura from 1995 to 2013.
2.

Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide application dated 20-01-2014   under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated 04-04-2014    under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 07-04-2014   and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.
3.

A letter from Assistant Registrar, Cooperative Societies, Rajpura, addressed to the appellant and a copy endorsed to the Commission vide Endst. No. 818-819, dated 09.06.2014, has been received in the Commission alongwith a copy
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of the order dated 30.05.2014 , vide which   the appeal filed by the applicant has been decided  in view of the following judgement of Hon’ble Supreme Court of India:-
‘A Cooperative Society registered under Cooperative Societies Act is not a Public Authority under RTI Act, if the society was not owned controlled or substantially financed by Government.’
It has also been made clear in the order that the requisite information has also been supplied to the appellant. 

4.

Shri Bikramjit Singh Brar,  Assistant Registrar, Cooperative Societies, Rajpura, appearing on behalf of the respondents, states that though the Cooperative Society does not fall  within  the purview of RTI Act, 2005 as per the judgement of Hon’ble Supreme  Court of India, even then the requisite information has been supplied to the appellant. 
5.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed. 









Sd/-  
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date:26-06-2014


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

Shri Shivraj Singh,
38-B, Sarabha Nagar, Bhadson Road,

Patiala-147001.







…Appellant
Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

o/o Director Research & Medical
 Education, Punjab, SCO-87,

Sector 40-C,Chandigarh.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


o/o Director Research & Medical

Education, Punjab, SCO-87,


Sector 40-C,Chandigarh.





…Respondents
Appeal Case  No. 1414 of 2014    

Order

Present: 
None for the parties.

Shri  Shivraj Singh  Appellant vide an RTI application dated 03-09-2013, addressed to PIO, office of  Director Research & Medical Education, Punjab, SCO-87, Sector 40-C,Chandigarh, sought photo copies of certain documents.
2.

Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide application dated   29-11-2013 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated 01-04-2014    under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 07-04-2014  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.
3.

Since none is present for the parties, one more opportunity is afforded to them to pursue their case. However, the PIO is directed to supply requisite information to the appellant, under intimation to the Commission before the next date of hearing, failing which punitive action under the provisions of the RTI Act, 2005 will be initiated against him. 
4.

 Adjourned to  09.07.2014  at 2.00 P.M.










 Sd/- 
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date:26-06-2014


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

Shri Krishan Gopal Sharma, Advocate, 
Chamber No.111,Block A,

District Courts Complex,

Fatehgarh Sahib.







…Appellant
Versus
1.
Public Information Officer

o/o Financial Commissioner,
Animal Husbandry, Fisheries, and

Dairy Development, Punjab,

Punjab Civil Secretariat, Chandigarh.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


o/o Financial Commissioner, Animal
Husbandry, Fisheries & Dairy Development, Punjab,

Punjab Civil Secretariat, Chandigarh.



…Respondents
Appeal Case  No. 1388 of 2014    

Order

Present: 
None for the Appellant

Dr. K.P.S. Pasricha, APIO-cum-Veterinary Officer, on behalf of the respondents.

Shri  Krishan Gopal Sharma,  Appellant, vide an RTI application dated  16-11-2013 , addressed to PIO, office of Financial Commissioner, Animal Husbandry, Fisheries, and Dairy Development, Punjab, Punjab Civil Secretariat, Chandigarh. sought certain information. 

2.

Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide application dated 08-01-2014   under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated 31-03-2014   under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on  02-04-2014  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.

3.

The respondent states that the appellant has been informed vide Memo. No. RTI-1/42/14/227, dated 28.04.2014 that the requisite information relates 
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to Pollution Control Board, Patiala and the same may be obtained from them. He submits a copy of the said letter to the Commission, which is taken on record. 
4.

Accordingly, the appellant is directed to obtain the requisite information from Pollution Control Board, Patiala by filing a fresh RTI application  with them. 

5.

In these circumstances, the instant case is disposed of and closed.
 








Sd/- 
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date:26-06-2014


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

Shri Harjinder Singh S/o
Sh.Jarnail Singh,

Village: Rangheri Kalan, PO Terkheri,

Via Charnarthal Kalan,Tehsil Amloh,

District Fatehgarh Sahib.






…Appellant

Versus
1.
Public Information Officer

o/o Block Development & Panchayat
Officer, Amloh (FatehgarhSahib).

2.
First Appellate Authority,


o/o District Development & Panchayat
Officer, Fatehgarh Sahib.





…Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 1403 of 2014    

Order
Present: 
Shri Harjinder Singh, appellant, in person.
Shri Hari Chand Sharma, Panchayat Secretary, on behalf of the respondents.

Shri Harjinder Singh, Appellant, vide an RTI application dated 24.12.2013, addressed to PIO, office of Block Development & Panchayat Officer, Amloh, District: Fatehgarh Sahib. sought certain information in respect of Gram Panchayat Ranghori Kalan.
2.

Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide application dated 04-02-2014  under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated 03-04--2014    under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 19-03-2014  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.
3.

Shri Hari Chand Sharma, Panchayat Secretary, appearing on behalf of the respondents, has brought the requisite information and hands over the same to the appellant in the court today. After the perusal of the provided information,  the
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appellant informs the Commission that copy of Book No.4 has not been supplied to him. Accordingly, the respondent PIO is directed to supply the remaining information to the appellant within 30 days under intimation to the Commission.
4.

Adjourned to  09.09.2014  at 2.00 P.M. for confirmation of compliance of orders.









Sd/-  
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date:26-06-2014


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

Ms. Renu Aggarwal,
H.No.3153-FF,Sector-27 D,

Chandigarh.








…Complainant
Versus
Public Information Officer

o/o Director Treasury and Accounts,
Punjab, SCO- 110-111,Sector 17 C,

Chandigarh.








…Respondent

Complaint Case  No.  1100 of 2014   

Order
Present: 
None for the Appellant

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


Ms.Renu Aggarwal, Appellant,  vide an RTI application dated 21-02-2014, addressed to PIO, office of Director Treasury and Accounts, Punjab, SCO- 110-111,Sector 17 C, Chandigarh,  sought details of salary including allowances(basic pay, grade pay, HRA, DA, CCA, medical etc.) of her husband Shri Bhupinder Aggarwal, Deputy Controller(F&A).
2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Ms. Renu Aggarwal  filed a complaint dated  01.04.2014 with the Commission,  which was received in it on the same day           and finding sufficient reasons to inquire into the matter in terms of Section 18(1)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for  today.

3.

A letter No. 3752, dated 12.05.2014 has been received from Additional Director(T&A)-cum-Public Information Officer, Punjab informing the Commission that the requisite information has already been  supplied to the complainant. A copy of the provided information has also been furnished to the Commission. 
4.

Shri Mohinder Singh, Senior Assistant, appearing on behalf of the respondent, states that complete information, as per the requirement of the complainant,  has been supplied to her. A perusal of the provided information reveals that it exactly meets the requirement of the complainant. More-over, the complainant is not present nor any intimation regarding non-supply of information has been received from her, which shows that she has received the information and is satisfied. 


5.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of  and closed. 









Sd/-  
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date:26-06-2014


             State Information Commissioner
