STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Narinder Singh,

 # 32 Gali Sunarian,

Katra Dal Singh, New Abadi, mritsar.




Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o General Secretary,

Indian Academy of Fine Arts,

Madan Malviya Road, Amritsar.





 Respondent

CC - 3901/2010
Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.


Shri Manmohan Upneja, Advocate, on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

The case was last heard on 19.04.2011 when Shri Anil Chawla, Ld. Counsel for the Complainant, who appeared after the hearing over, was directed to submit written submission whether any finances are being given to the Indian Academy of Fine Arts, Amritsar or not. Today neither he is present nor any written submission has been received from him.
2.

Shri S. C. Nagpal, Counsel for the Respondent has sent his written submission dated 12.04.2011,  which has been received in the Commission on 13.04.2011 against Diary No. 6270 in which he has stated that Indian Academy of Fine Arts has not received any grant from the Government for its construction 
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or day to day running. 
3.

Shri Manmohan Upneja, Counsel for the  Respondent, who is present today, pleads that the case may be closed as the Academy is not financed or controlled by State Government or Central Government  and it is a purely private institution of individuals run by eminent people and thus does not fall within ambit of RTI Act, 2005.  
4.

I am satisfied with the submissions made by the Counsel for the Respondent and the case is dismissed and closed as the Complainant has failed to make written submission to prove that the Academy is being financed  by the State or Central Government and  is not a private institution. 

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 03. 05. 2011



      State Information Commissioner

6.

After the hearing is over, Shri Anil Chawla, Ld. Counsel for the Complainant appears before the Commission and places on record his written submission stating that Indian Academy of Fine Arts Amritsar has received a grant of Rs. 1.5 Crore from the Government and  this amount has been shown in the balance sheet of the Academy.  He further states he has got information
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 under RTI Act that the land on which the  Indian Academy of Fine Arts has been built is on lease from Municipal Corporation Amritsar and is still a government land.  Accordingly, it is directed that the Ld. Counsel for the Respondent will bring balance sheet of the Academy for the last 5 years for perusal by the Commission on the next date of hearing to ascertain whether any grant has been received by the Academy or not. 
7.

Ld. Counsel for the Complainant places on record a copy of the Notice issued by Shri Arvinder Singh Chamak, Officiating Hony. General Secretary for calling a meeting of the General House on 24th April, 2010 alongwith agenda. He also places on record a copy of the proceedings of the meeting of the Governing Council held on 22.07.2008 in the Conference Hall of the Academy in which a statement of Shri Avtar Singh, President,  has been recorded  that the Academy is indebted to Shri R. M. S. Chhina for his efforts to get a grant of Rs. 1.5 crore from the Government for the development of the Academy. The  Ld. Counsel for the Complainant on the basis of these papers asserts that Indian Academy of Fine Arts Amritsar falls within ambit of RTI Act, 2005 and may be directed to supply the requisite information.
8. 

Before taking a decision in the matter, submissions from the Respondent Party have to be considered. Therefore, Ms. Anupam Sharma, Advocate, is contacted on her mobile No. 98555-12789 to convey a message to 
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Shri S. C. Nagapal, Counsel for the Respondent to be present in the court on the next date of hearing  alongwith written submission in their defence. Ld. Counsel for the Complainant will supply a copy of the submissions  to the Ld. Counsel for the Respondent. 
9.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 10.05.2011 at 10.00 A.M. in Court No. 1 on the second floor of SCO No. 84-85, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 03. 05. 2011



      State Information Commissioner


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.

Shri Yashwant Rai Puri, Advocate,

Civil Court Complex, Fazilka,

District: Ferozepur.







Appellant






Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Deputy Commissioner, 

Ferozepur.








 Respondent

AC -  225/2011

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Appellant.

Shri Jaswinder Singh, Junior Assistant, on behalf of the   Respondent.
ORDER
1.

As per the directions given on the last date of hearing, Shri Jaswinder Singh, Junior Assistant, places on record a letter No. ;e$oe$2011$1918, dated 02.05.2011 today in the court  from Deputy Commissioner Ferozepur alongwith which a copy of a letter from the Appellant addressed to Deputy Commissioner Ferozepur  has also been submitted in which the Appelllant has submitted as under:-

“p/Bsh j? fe w?Bz{ T[es doyk;s d/ Bkb ôkfwb fb;N d/ ;pzXs ftneshnK dh wkbeh ;pzXh iwKpzdh dhnK BebK dh e'Jh io{os BjhA. T[es ftnesh sfj;hb ibkbkpkd ns/ økfibek Bkb ;pzXs jB. i/eo gqkoEh Bzzz ;pzXs sfj;hbdkoK$gNtkohnK e'b'A f;oc fJj fog'oN eotk e/ dZ; fdZsk ikt/ fe 
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T[es ftneshnK tb'A fe; ftnesh e'b feBh fbysh o{g  ftu iwhB j? ns/ T[; iwhB dk feZbk  Bzpo$w[oZpk Bzp[o eh eh  jB  sK w/oh jZe oZ;h j' ikt/rh ns/ w?A ;N/N  efwôB uzvhrVQ s'A  th nkgDh nghb tkfg; b?D bJh th fsnko jK. ;pzXs sfj;bdkoK Bz{ jdkfJs ehsh ikt/ fe w?Bz{ T[es fvN/b$fog'oN w[jJhnk eotkJh ikt/. “
2.

Accordingly, Deputy Commissioner Ferozepur has directed Tehsildar  Jalalabad and Fazilka vide Endst. No. 1869 dated 27.04.2011  to further direct the concerned Halqa  Patwari to supply the requisite  information to the Appellant as per his demand. 
3.

In these circumstances,   the case is disposed of.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 03. 05. 2011



      State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Gurcharan Singh,

S/o Shri Surjit Singh, 

Village: Goslan,  P.O.: Sihon Majra,

District: Ropar.







Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,
O/o Manager, 

Central Cooperative Bank, Ropar.




 Respondent

CC - 1048/2011

Present:
Shri  Gurcharan Singh, Complainant, in person.


Shri Ashok Singh Mann, Manager,  on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The Respondent places on record photo copy of the order passed by Ld. State Information Commissioner Punjab Shri P. K. Verma on 07.12.2001 in CC No. 1931 and 1932 of 2007 vide which the cases were adjourned sine die in view of the stay order passed by Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court. 
3.

In the instant case, the Complainant has demanded the information from the Respondent regarding the amount of loan taken by the members of Cooperative Agriculture Service Society, Dulchi Majra, District Ropar and the amount of loan  paid back alongwith interest. 
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4.

As the information asked for by the Complainant is readily  available in the domain of the Public Authority, it is directed that the requisite information be supplied to the Complainant within a week. 

5.

The case is adjourned and  fixed for confirmation of compliance of orders  on 13.05.2011 at 10.00 A.M. in Room No. 4 on the first floor of SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.
6.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 03. 05. 2011



      State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Dinesh Chadha, Advocate,

V.P.O.: Barwa, District: Ropar- 140117.




Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Director, Health and Family Welfare, Punjab,

Parivar Kalyan Bhawan, Sector:34, Chandigarh.











 Respondent

CC - 73/2011

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.

Shri Supinder Singh, Senior Assistant and Shri Rajinder Kumar, Junior Assistant, on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

The case was last heard by  Ld. State Information Commissioner, Punjab, Shri Darbara Singh Kahlon, on 17.02.2011 and interim orders   were issued. 
2.

A perusal of the case file reveals that the Complainant has asked certain information on 10 points  for the period 2007-2008, 2008-2009, 2009-2010 till the date of submission of application i.e. 08.11.2010 in a specific Performa relating to the whole State of Punjab. The information asked for is voluminous and will have to be created in the Performa provided by the Complainant.

 3.

Though, the Complainant has sought information in a particular 
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particular Performa, the law poses an obligation on the PIO to furnish the information as it exists on record. There is no legal obligation on the part of the PIO to re-structure or re-arrange the information in any specified Performa designed by the information-seeker. If the information does not exist in the prescribed Performa as per the demand of the information seeker, the PIO may reject the application. However, the information seeker will be free to apply fresh with the different public authorities  to which the information relates and  the information will be supplied as it exists in the record.  The Respondent states that some PIOs have  however  supplied the information.


4.

The Complainant is not present and nothing has been heard from him. More-over, the information asked for by the Complainant cannot be supplied in the specific Performa provided by him,  the case is dismissed. 
5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 03. 05. 2011



      State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Vikas Gupta,

S/o Shri Rattan Lal Garg,

H.No. 100/w-11, Goyal Street,

Tibba Basti, Patran, District: Partiala – 147105.



Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,
O/o Director, Health and Family Welfare, Punjab,

Parivar Kalyan Bhawan, Sector:34, Chandigarh.


Respondent

CC - 62/2011

Present:
Shri Vikas Gupta, Complainant, in person.
Shri Supinder Singh, Senior Assistant and Shri Rajinder Kumar, Junior Assistant, on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

The case has been transferred to this Bench after demitting office by Shri Darbara Singh Kahlon, SIC, on 11.03.2011,  on his retirement.  The case was last heard by him on 17.02.2011 and 07.03.2011  and interim orders were issued.

2.

As per the directions given on 07.03.2011, the Respondent places on record a letter No. RTI(1)25-2/1098- Special, dated 03.05.2011 alongwith 13 sheets  containing information,   which is handed over to the Complainant. 
3.

After going through the information supplied to him today,  the 
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Complainant states that he has demanded copies of the experience certificates of having 18 months experience  in manufacturing or testing of Scheduled C & C1 drugs,  furnished by the candidates while applying for the posts of Drug Inspectors. He further  states that  out of 13 experience certificates supplied to him today, one Shri Surinderjit Singh  has experience of 1 year and 3 months  and other Shri Harinder Singh has experience of 8 months only.
4.

With the mutual consent of both the parties, it is directed that Shri Vikas Gupta, Complainant, will visit the office of Director Health and Family Welfare, Sector:34, Chandigarh(RTI Branch, Room No. 512)  on 04.09.2011 at 11.00 A.M.  and will inspect the record of the candidates,  who have applied for the posts of Drug Inspectors and submitted experience certificates and the PIO will supply the requisite  information to the Complainant identified by him  after the inspection of the record. 

5.

The Complainant submits  that as  the information is late for more than 9 months, necessary action may be taken against the PIO for imposing penalty upon him under Section 20(1) and he may be compensated for the loss and detriment suffered by him under Section 19(8)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005. 

6.

Accordingly, it is directed that Dr. Karamjit Singh, Deputy Director-cum-PIO will appear in person on the next date of hearing alongwith written submission explaining reasons as to why penalty be not imposed upon him for 
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the delay in the supply of information and as to why compensation be not awarded to the Complainant for the loss  and detriment suffered by him. 
7.

The case is adjourned and  fixed for further hearing on 10.05.2011 at 10.00 A.M. in Court No. 1 on the second floor of SCO No. 84-85, Sector:17-C, Chandigarh.
8.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 03. 05. 2011



      State Information Commissioner


     

      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

              SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Bhushan Bhardwaj,

House No. 490, Sector-61,

Chandigarh- 160062.





      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Fatehgarh Sahib.







 Respondent

CC No. 1057 /2011

Present:
Shri Anil Shukla, Advocate, on behalf of complainant.



Shri Kulwinder Singh, HC, on behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parti+es.

2.

The requisite information, running into four sheets ( 5 pages) has been sent through registered post and one copy of the same is placed in the case file. The Ld.counsel, on behalf of complainant, states that the information received is not as per the demand of complainant.  However, on the perusal of case file by Ld. Counsel, the information as per his demand is supplied to him today in the court. The respondent further states that  no other complaint relating to serial No. 1 of the application of complainant, is available in the file which is with him today. A copy of the enquiry is not supplied as the said enquiry is under investigation. 
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3.

 The respondent is directed to supply the copy of the enquiry report  to the complainant, as and when it is completed and approved by the competent authority. 

4.

As the requisite information stands supplied, the case is disposed of and closed. 
5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




            Surinder Singh

Dated: 03-05-2011


            State Information Commissioner



   STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

              SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Ms. Charanjit Kaur w/o Sh.Jang Singh,

Village: Bhattian, Tehsil Khanna,

Distt. Ludhiana.






     Appellant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Police Distt. Khanna.






 Respondent

AC No. 355 /2011

Present:
None is present on behalf of appellant.



Shri Malkiat Singh, HC, on behalf of respondent.
ORDER

1.

On the perusal of case file, it reveals that the information has been supplied to the appellant on 28-04-2011 and the appellant, Ms. Charanjit Kaur, has received the same and she has put her signatures on the office copy in

lieu of the information received. One copy of the information sent to the appellant, is retained in the case file of the commission.

2.

Since the requisite information stands supplied,  the case is disposed of and closed. 
3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




            Surinder Singh

Dated: 03-05-2011


            State Information Commissioner



      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

              SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Gurmeet Singh Dhillon s/o Sh. Sardul Singh,

Village: Talwandi Bharth, PO: Aliwal,

Distt. Gurdaspur.






      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Punjab Grammin Bank ltd.,

Kapurthala.








 Respondent

CC No. 1050 /2011

Present:
Shri Gurmeet Singh Dhillon, complainant, in person.



None is present on behalf of respondent.
ORDER

1.

None is present on behalf of respondent.

2.

A letter is received from the Central Public Information Officer, Punjab Gramin Bank Ltd., Kapurthala, No. HRD/RTI/2011/1610, dated 26-04-2011, along with the orders of the Ld. State Information Commissioner in case No. 3098 of 2010. 

3.

On the perusal of letter and orders passed by the commission, it reveals that the Gramin Banks fall under the jurisdiction of Central Information Commission, Government of India, New Delhi.  Therefore, the complainant is directed to file a fresh application with the Central Information Commission, New Delhi for seeking requisite information. However, the letter dated 26-04-2011 along with the orders passed by the State Information Commission, Punjab
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In original, is handed over to the complaint from the case file of the commission.

4.

Since the requisite information stands supplied, the case is disposed of. 
5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




            Surinder Singh

Dated: 03-05-2011


            State Information Commissioner



STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

              SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Ranjit Puri,

House No. 1134-A, Sector 35-B,.

Chandigarh.







      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Sangrur.








 Respondent

CC No. 3907 /2011

Present:
Shri Ranjit Puri, complainant, in person.



Shri Lakhbir Singh, HC, on behalf of respondent.
ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The requisite information relating to para No. 7,13 and 17 has been supplied to the complainant.

3.

Since the requisite information stands supplied, the case is disposed of.  

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




            Surinder Singh

Dated: 03-05-2011


            State Information Commissioner



   STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

              SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Gurcharan Singh Virk,

House No. 218, Sector 19-C,

Chandigarh.







      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Tehsildar, Bathinda.






 Respondent

CC No. 1040 /2011

Present:
Shri Gurcharan Singh Virk, complainant, in person.



Shri Surjeet Singh, Kanugo, on behalf of respondent.
ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The respondent places on record written submission which is taken on record. After arguments, it is directed that the respondent will supply the copy of the Latha relating to Khasra No. 278, 279, 280, 281 and 350 including the road of five karms before the next hearing.

3.

The case is adjourned and fixed for further hearing on 13-05-2011 in room No. 4, SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17C, Chandigarh at 10.00 AM.
4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




            Surinder Singh

Dated: 03-05-2011


            State Information Commissioner

