CENTRAL INFORMATION COMMISSION

Club Building (Near Post Office)

Old JNU Campus, New Delhi - 110067

Tel: +91-11-26161796
Decision No. CIC/SG/A/2012/000993/18962
Appeal No. CIC/SG/A/2012/000993
Relevant Facts emerging from the Appeal:
Appellant



:      Mr. Chayan Ghosh Chowdhury
                                                                   189, Robindrapalli
                                                                   Lucknow- 226016                                                                                                 
Respondent 
   

                   Mr. Abdul Mujeeb





       PIO & Sr. Manager 
                                                                   Punjab & Sind Bank
                                                                   Senior Manager/PIO
                                                                   Zonal Office , Lalbagh                                   
                                                                   Lucknow
RTI application filled on                  :                  31/12/2011      
PIO replied



:
       04/02/2012
First appeal filed on


:
        02/02/2012 
First Appellate Authority order
:
        10/02/2012
Second Appeal received on

:
        29/03/2012
The Appellant had sought information regarding the matter of chargesheet issued to shri Gautam Sengupta. 
	Sl.
	Information Sought
	Reply of the PIO

	1.
	Certified copies of the TA bills of Shri  B K Mallick and Sh Harpal Singh,C M approved by the competent authority for visiting the Asansol branch on 16/05/2008.
	Shri B.K.Mallik, Manager- TA Bill Amt. Reimbursed RS. 15050. Shri Harpal Singh, CM- TA Bill Amt. Reimbursed.

	2.
	The measures initiated by the bank so far, for identifying the unidentified person, mentioned in the Annexure F.
	It is not information within the ambit of RTI Act 2005

	3.
	Whether any FIR was logged with the police against Sh Gautam Sengupta & the unidentified person? if yes, a certified copy of the FIR is requested.
	It is not information within the ambit of RI Act 2005.

	4.
	The name & designation of the joint custodians who were entrusted to operate the keys of the strong room of Asansol branch on 6/05/2008.
	Shri T.M.Clerk
Shri Bishwanath Bhattacharya, Officer (now retired)

	5.
	a.) Was any penal action initiated by the bank against the joint custodians of the Strong Room keys? If yes, details may kindly be provided.
b.) Were the officials named in para 4 above granted promotion alter 6/05/2008 – If yes the date of promotion and their present designation and their present place of posting may kindly be made available.
	Shri T.M.Kar promoted under one time promotion Policy of Bank, Presently posted at BO Shahganj, Distt, Hoogly

	6.
	Comments of the Zonal Security Officer as available on records in the file in which Annexure F was dealt with.
	No such Information.

	7.
	Certified copy of the punishment order (if any) imposed on Sh Gautam Sengupta.
	No such information.


Grounds for the First Appeal:
No reply within the stipulated time period of 30 days under RTI Act 2005.
Order of the First Appellate Authority (FAA):
FAA ordered that some of the sought information is related to CPIO zonal office Lucknow, and the rest available information has been already provided to the appellant by the zonal office kolkata.
Grounds for the Second Appeal:

The TA Bill of Mr. Mallick and Harpal Singh has been refused without seeking any exemption and information at para 2, 3, 5 (a) (b) and 6 & & are also not true.
Relevant Facts emerging during Hearing:

The following were present

Appellant: Mr. Chayan Ghosh Chowdhury on video conference from NIC-Lucknow Studio;  

Respondent: Mr. Abdul Mujeeb, PIO & Sr. Manager on video conference from NIC-Lucknow Studio;

The appellant has not been given copies of the TA Bills sought by the appellant in query-1 and the Respondent states that they have not been given since they have not been received from the Kolkata Office. The Commission directs the PIO to obtain the TA Bills from the Kolkata office and provide it to the Appellant. 
The PIO is also directed to provide specific information to queries 2, 3 and 5(a) to the Appellant as per available records. 

The Appellant has mentioned that the respondents have stated that an employee was given promotion under the one time promotion policy. He states that such a one time promotion policy and names of the promote should be put-up on the website under its obligation under Section 4(1)(b)(xvii). 
Decision:

The Appeal is allowed.


The PIO is directed to provide the information as directed above to the Appellant before 15 June 2012.
The PIO is also directed to ensure that the information as directed above are displayed on the website of the Bank under its obligation under Section 4(1)(b)(xvii) of the RTI Act before             15 June 2012. These directions are being given by the Commission under its powers under Section 19(8)(a)(iii) of the RTI Act. 
He is also directed to send a report of compliance of the above directions to the Commission by 20 June 2012. The report may be sent to rtimonitoring@gmail.com, with a copy to the Appellant.   

This decision is announced in open chamber.

Notice of this decision be given free of cost to the parties.

Any information in compliance with this Order will be provided free of cost as per Section 7(6) of RTI Act.  
Shailesh Gandhi

                                                                                       Information Commissioner

17 May 2012

 (In any correspondence on this decision, mention the complete decision number.) (ss) 
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