STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Karamjit Singh S/O Sh. Gurdev Singh,

R/O: Gobindgarh, PO: Jugiana,

Distt. Ludhiana.

                             





…Complainant.






Versus

The Public Information Officer,

Office of the Assistant Excise and

Taxation Commissioner,

Mini Secretariat, Distt.-I,

Ludhiana.

.






         …Respondent.

Complaint Case  No.608 of 2014

Date of hearing: 7.8.2014

Date of decision:7.8.2014

Public Authority: Assistant Excise and Taxation Commissioner,Distt.-I,

                              Ludhiana.

Present:
None on behalf the complainant.  



Smt.Gurbirpal Kaur, Superintendent, office of Assistant Excise & 

                      Taxation Commissioner, Ludhiana-1, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER:
 

At the last date of hearing the respondent had submitted that a copy of letter No. 191/RTI dated 8.5.2014 had been sent to this Commission through post. The respondent had further submitted that a copy of this letter had also been sent to the complainant through registered post. The respondent had also submitted a copy of the above letter again with this Commission during hearing of this case. The complainant was not present; however a letter had been received from him seeking adjournment of the case. As a last opportunity to the complainant to raise his objection, if any, the case was adjourned for today. 



Today the complainant is again not present, however, a letter has been received from him mentioning that he may be exempted from the hearing and the case 
                         


-2-                           cc 608 OF 2014

may be adjourned. The complainant has also mentioned that information provided to him is not complete; however he has not specifically mentioned any deficiency in the information supplied to him. The respondent submits that complete information as available in the record, has already been provided to the complainant and the complainant has not attended the hearing in this Commission on 4.6.2014 and again today he is absent from the hearing. 
                     In view of the submission of the respondent, the case is disposed of and closed. 







       (Narinderjit Singh)

Dated: 07.08.2014

            State Information Commissioner

                        STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No.32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Bikram  Singh

Son of Shri Kesar Singh,

Village Saheri, 

Police Station, Morinda,

Tehsil Chamkaur Sahib,

District Roopnagar.






…Complaint






Versus

1. The Public Information Officer,

           Office of the Senior Superintendent of Police, 

           Roopnagar.

2.  Public Information Officer, 

            Office of ADGP Crime, 

            Police Headquarters, 

            Sector-9, Chandigarh









   ..Respondent.

Complaint Case No. 616 of 2014

Date of hearing: 7.8.2014

Date of decision:7.8.2014

Public Authority: Senior Superintendent of Police, Roopnagar.
Present:
Shri Bikram Singh complainant



ASI Shri Roshan Lal, Shri Dilbag Singh, ASI, H.C.Parminder 

                     Singh and HC Kuljit Singh, office of SSP Roopnagar and Shri 

                     Rakesh Kumar, Senior Assistant Office of ADGP Crime, Police 
                     Headquarters,Chandigarh,on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER:



Shri Roshan Lal, ASI, Shri Dilbag Singh, ASI, Shri Parminder                      Singh H.C and Shri Kuljit Singh H.C, came present on behalf of PIO, office of SSP Roopnagar. Shri Rakesh Kumar, Senior Assistant Office of ADGP Crime, Police Headquarters, Chandigarh came present on behalf of Public Information Officer, Office of ADGP Crime, Police Headquarters, Sector-9, Chandigarh. The respondents submit that complete information as available in the record has 
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already been provided to the complainant. The complainant has produced a list of 18 points and states that he also needs information regarding same. The respondents submit that the appellant should file another RTI application for the proposed 18 points information with the concerned PIO as the information sought in the original RTI request has already been provided.

                  In view of the submission of the respondents the case is disposed of and closed. 
                                                                                (NARINDERJIT SINGH)

DATED: 07.08.2014
                        STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER.
                                 STATE  INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No.32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Mrs. Nachhatar Kaur,

Wife of Late Shri Kesar Singh,

Village Saheri, 

Police Station, Morinda,

Tehsil Chamkaur Sahib,

District Roopnagar.






…Complainant.






Versus

1. The Public Information Officer,

           Office of the Senior Superintendent of Police, 

           Roopnagar.









   ..Respondent.

2.  Public Information Officer,

            Office of ADGP Crime, 

            Police Headquarters, 

            Sector 9, Chandigarh

Complaint Case No. 629 of 2014
Date of hearing: 7.8.2014

Date of decision:7.8.2014

Public Authority: Senior Superintendent of Police, Roopnagar.

Present:
Shri Bikram Singh on behalf of Smt.Nachhattar Kaur, complainant



ASI Shri Roshan Lal, ASI Shri Dilbag Singh,  H.C.Shri Parminder 

                     Singh and HC Shri Kuljit Singh, office of SSP Roopnagar and Shri 

                     Rakesh Kumar, Senior Assistant Office of ADGP Crime, Police 
                     Headquarters,Chandigarh,on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER:

                    Shri Roshan Lal, ASI, Shri Dilbag Singh, ASI, Shri Parminder                      Singh H.C and Shri Kuljit Singh H.C, came present on behalf of PIO, office of SSP Roopnagar. Shri Rakesh Kumar, Senior Assistant Office of ADGP Crime, Police Headquarters, Chandigarh came present on behalf of Public Information 
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Officer, Office of ADGP Crime, Police Headquarters, Sector-9, Chandigarh. The respondents submit that complete information as available in the record has already been provided to the complainant. The complainant has produced a list of 18 points and states that he also needs information regarding same. Te respondents submit that the appellant should file another RTI application for the proposed 18 points information with the concerned PIO as the information sought in the original RTI request has already been provided.

                  In view of the submission of the respondents the case is disposed of and closed. 
                                                                                (NARINDERJIT SINGH)

DATED: 07.08.2014
                        STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No.32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Ramandeep Singh Ahluwalia,

Ward No.12, Street No. 2,

Kartar Nagar, Near Mann Market,

Amloh Road, Khanna,

Distt. Ludhiana.

                             





…Complainant.






Versus

The Public Information Officer,

Office of the Municipal Council 

Khanna,

 Distt. Ludhiana.

.






                  Respondent.

Complaint Case  No.990 of 2014

Present:
None on behalf of the Complainant



Shri Jatinder Singh Bains, Junior Engineer,office of Municipal 
                     Council, Khanna,on  behalf of the respondent.

ORDER:
 

At the last date of hearing on 2.7.2014 the respondent had filed written submission vide letter dated 20.6.2014. The complainant had stated that he had not received a copy of the written submission. The PIO was directed to provide a copy of the written submission to the complainant within 10 days time. Today the respondent submits that a copy of the written submission has also been provided to the complainant. The complainant is not present, however a letter has been received from him seeking adjournment of the case. The complainant is given a last opportunity to raise his objection if any regarding the submission of the respondent and the case is adjourned to 15.10.2014.


To come up on 15.10.2014 at 11.00 A.M.






         (Narinderjit Singh)

Dated:7.8.2014

                State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No.32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Ramandeep Singh Ahluwalia,

Ward No.12, Street No. 2,

Kartar Nagar, Near Mann Market,

Amloh Road, Khanna,

Distt. Ludhiana.

                             





…Appellant..






Versus

The Public Information Officer,

Office of the Municipal Council, 

Khanna,

 Distt. Ludhiana.

FAA: office of the Deputy Director,

Local Government,

Ludhiana.







                  Respondent.

Appeal Case  No.1295 of 2014


Present:
None on behalf of the appellant.


Shri Jatinder Singh Bains, Junior Engineer,office of Municipal 
                     Council, Khanna,on  behalf of the respondent.

ORDER:
 

At the last date of hearing of this case on 2.7.2014 the respondent had filed written reply vide letter dated 26.5.2014. The respondent had submitted that the appellant had not deposited Rs. 5000/- as cost of the information to be supplied to the appellant. The appellant had stated that the information asked for by him did not relate to more than 200 pages whereas the respondent had asked for an amount of Rs. 5000/-. The PIO was directed to provide his response regarding the objection raised by the appellant.



Today the respondent submits that the information asked for by the appellant relates to 2096 pages and accordingly an amount of Rs. 4192/- is required to be deposited by the appellant. The appellant is not present, however a letter has been received from him seeking adjournment of the case. The appellant is given a last opportunity to raise his if objection if any regarding the submission of the respondent and the case is adjourned to 15.10.2014.



To come up on 15.10.2014 at 11.00 A.M.






         (Narinderjit Singh)

Dated:7.8.2014

                State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No.32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Ramandeep Singh Ahluwalia,

Ward No.12, Street No. 2,

Kartar Nagar, Near Mann Market,

Amloh Road, Khanna,

Distt. Ludhiana.

                             





…Appellant..






Versus

The Public Information Officer,

Municipal Council,

Khanna, 

District Ludhiana.

The Public Information Officer,

Office of the Director,

Local Government,, Government of Punjab,

SCO No. 131-32, Sector 17-C,

Chandigarh.

FIRST APPELLATE AUTHORITY, 

Director,

Local Government,, Government of Punjab,

SCO No. 131-32, Sector 17-C,

Chandigarh.








             … Respondent.

   Appeal Case  No.1296 of 2014


Present:
None on behalf of the appellant


Shri Jatinder Singh Bains, Junior Engineer,office of Municipal 
                     Council, Khanna,on  behalf of the respondent.

ORDER:


At the last date of hearing of this case on  2nd July 2014 the PIO, office of Director Local Government, Punjab, Chandigarh came present and had submitted that the application of the appellant had already been transferred to the PIO, Municipal Council, Khanna. Shri Vikas Uppal, Superintendent, office of Municipal Council, Khanna was not clear about the contents of the RTI request of the appellant. Accordingly, the PIO, office of Municipal Council, Khanna, was directed to be personally present at the next date of hearing to provide his response regarding the appeal of Shri Ramandeep Singh Ahluwalia.


Today Shri Jatinder Singh Bains, J.E. came present on behalf of M.C. Khanna and submits that the appellant has not deposited an amount of Rs. 4192/- as cost of providing information. The respondent submits that the appellant has been asked to deposit the amount so that the information could be supplied. The appellant is not present, however a letter has been received from him seeking adjournment of the case. The appellant is given a last opportunity to raise his objection if any regarding the submission of the respondent and the case is adjourned to 15.10.2014.



To come up on 15.10.2014 at 11.00 A.M.







         (Narinderjit Singh)

Dated:7.8.2014

                State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No.32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Jiwan Garg S/O Shri Om Parkash Garg,

H.No. B-1/473-A, Opp: Old Bombay Palace,

Jakhal Road, Sunam, Distt. Sangrur.








       …Complainant


Versus

The Public Information Officer,

Office of the Hon’ble High Court of

Punjab & Haryana at Chandigarh.

FAA: Hon’ble High Court of

Punjab & Haryana at Chandigarh.









…Respondent

AC-1095 of 2013
Date of hearing: 7.8.2014

Date of decision:7.8.2014

Public Authority: High Court of Punjab & Haryana at Chandigarh.

Present:

Shri Jiwan Garg, the appellant in person.

Shri S.C.Malik, PIO, Joint Registrar Rules,  Punjab  &    Haryana,  High Court,  Chandigarh .
ORDER:



At the last date of hearing on 2nd of July 2014  the respondent had submitted that in compliance with the order of this Commission dated 5.5.2014 he had provided clarification sought by the appellant vide letter dated 28-5-2014. The appellant had stated that he had received the clarification but there has been delay in supplying the information, therefore, penalty proceedings be initiated against the PIO. The PIO was directed to file his written submission regarding the plea of the appellant. Today, the PIO has submitted the written submission. In his written submission, the PIO has mentioned as under:-
1. That the appellant had sought certain information under the RTI ACT, 2005 by his application dated 6.11.2012. The information was supplied to him vide this office letter No.1982/APIO/HC dated 1.12.2012, i.e. within one month, the period stipulated under the Act.

                                         AC-1095 of 2013
                                              -2-
2. That thereafter, the appellant again sent an application dated 10-12-2012 with reference to his original application dated 6.11.2012, seeking some more clarification. The information/clarification was supplied to him vide letter No.140/APIO/HC dated 25.1.2013.

3.  That the appellant then filed an appeal before the First Appellate Authority of this Court on 6.3.2013. The appeal was dismissed on 18-3-2013.

4. That the order passed on his application under Section 6(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 was then challenged by the appellant before this Hon’ble Commission through the present appeal which was filed on 7.5.2013.

5.  That the appeal remained at the hearing stage and was heard on various dates by the Hon’ble Commission w.e.f. 3.7.2013. From the first date of hearing, on the directions of the Hon’ble Commissioners, more clarifications/illnformation were provided to the appellant.



The PIO submits that the information demanded by the appellant was provided in time, however, certain clarification was asked for by the appellant, which was responded vide letter dated 28-5-2014.
                     In view of the submission of the respondent and the fact that the information stands supplied to the appellant, the case is disposed of and closed. 











(NARINDERJIT SINGH)                                                                      
DATED: 7.8.2014                     State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No.32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Ramandeep Singh Ahluwalia,

Ward No. 12, Street No. 2,

Kartar Nagar, Near Mann Market,

Amloh Road, Khanna,

Distt. Ludhiana.

                             





…Appellant.






Versus

The Public Information Officer,




… Respondent.

Office of the Sub Divisional Engineer,

Water Supply and Sanitation (GW),

Fatehgarh Sahib.

FAA: Office of the Chief Engineer,

North Water Supply and Sanitation Department,

The Mall,

Patiala.

Appeal Case No. 1514 of 2014

Present:
None on behalf of the appellant.

                      None on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER:
 

The respondent as well as the appellant is not present. The appellant has sought adjournment of the case. Accordingly the case is adjourned to 15.10.2014. 


To come up on 15.10.2014 at 11.00 A.M.







       (Narinderjit Singh)

Dated: 7.8.2014

            State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Sandy Randhawa,

SCO No. 88, Distt. Shopping Centre,

Ranjit Avenue,

Amritsar.

                             





…Appellant






Versus

The Public Information Officer,

Office of the Municipal Corporation,

Amritsar.

First Appellate Authority,

Office of the Municipal Corporation,

Amritsar.






….Respondent

Appeal Case  No.298 of 2014

Present:
Shri Sandy Randhawa, appellant.



Shri Krishan Lal Kakkar,PIO-Fire Officer-cum-PIO, Municipal 
                     Corporation, Amritsar alongwith Shri S.K.Sharma, Advocate on 
                     behalf of the respondent.
ORDER:
 

During hearing of this case on 6.5.2014, the respondent had filed written reply which was taken on record. The respondent had also provided a copy of the written reply to the appellant at the time of hearing. The appellant had sought time to peruse the same. Accordingly, the case was adjourned for 8.7.2014. During hearing of this case on 8.7.2014 the appellant had stated that he had not received the information in respect of Point Nos. 1,2,5,6,7,9 & 10 of his RTI request. The respondent had submitted that information asked for by the appellant was voluminous and therefore could not be supplied. The reply of the respondent was not considered satisfactory. The PIO was directed to file written submission as to why the information was not supplied within the stipulated period of the receipt of the RTI request. The PIO was also directed to be personally present at the next date of hearing. 




Today Shri Krishan Lal Kakkar, pio-cum-Fire Officer came present and has filed written submission dated 6.8.2014. The PIO submits that the information relating to Point No. 2,6,9 & 10 has been provided, however the information relating to Point No. 1, 5 and 7 has not been provided as the information is voluminous and lot of expenses are involved in making Photostat copies of the same. The respondent further submits that the appellant has been asked to limit his demand regarding the information. The appellant states that he was ready to deposit the amount provided the cost for providing the information was intimated within the stipulated period under the RTI Act. The appellant states that after a period of 13 months, the PIO has again failed to provide complete information. The PIO is directed to provide complete information to the appellant within four weeks time. The PIO is also directed to explain why there has been delay in providing the information. On the request of both the parties, the case shall be heard through Video Conference Facility available in the office of Deputy Commissioner, Amritsar. 



To come up on 16.10.2014 at 11.00 A.M. through Video Conference Facility available in the office of Deputy Commissioner, Amritsar.

  





       (Narinderjit Singh)

Dated:07.08.2014

            State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Sandy Randhawa,

SCO No. 88, Distt. Shopping Centre,

Ranjit Avenue,

Amritsar.

                             





… Appellant






Versus

The Public Information Officer,

Office of the Municipal Corporation,

Amritsar.

First Appellate Authority,

Office of the Municipal Corporation,

Amritsar.





          …Respondent

Appeal Case  No.299 of 2014
Date of hearing: 7.8.2014

Date of decision:7.8.2014

Public Authority: Municipal Corporation,Amritsar.

Present:
Shri Sandy Randhawa, appellant.



Shri Nirmal Preet Singh, PIO-cum-MTP,  Municipal Corporation, 
                      Amritsar on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER:

           In compliance of the order of this Commission dated 8.7.2014, Shri Nirmal Preet Singh, PIO-cum-Municipal Town Planner, M.C. Amritsar, came present and has submitted written explanation. The PIO submits that an amount of Rs. 5000/- as compensation as ordered by this Commission on 8.7.2014 has been paid to the appellant. 
                     The PIO in his submission has mentioned as under:- 

1. 
That RTI application of the appellant was received in the office of PIO Municipal Corporation, Amritsar on dated 28.6.2013 vide Diary No. 760. 
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2.
That PIO Municipal Corporation Amritsar has transferred the said application of the appellant to the office of the undersigned u/s 5(4) and 5(5) of RTI Act, 2005 on dated 1.7.2013 vide office letter No. PIO/RTI/348 as subject matter of the application is more closely related to the office of the undersigned.

3.
That undersigned respondent has sent its response to the appellant through office letter No. MTP/313 dated 16.9.13 and copy of the same is enclosed herewith for your kind consideration.

4.
That since the appellant has alleged in his appeal that no response was received from the undersigned respondent. Hence undersigned has gain sent its response to the information seeker vide office letter No. MTP/2988 dated 7.3.2014 and said response was sent through speed post on dated 8.3.14 vide speed post No. EP232535197 IN and copy of the same is enclosed herewith for your kind consideration. 

5.
That complainant has failed to pin point out the deficiency in the information provided to him. The objection filed by complainant vide office dairy No. 3037 dated 24.3.14 is totally vague and irrelevant. 

6.
That undersigned respondent has taken charge as MTP on dated 11.7.2014 and undersigned respondent has no knowledge about present case. The undersigned has come to know regarding this case on 23.7.2014 and after that he has proceeded. The case by making honest to make compliance of the State Information Commission direction. The inspection of the record was offered to the appellant 
Appeal Case  No.299 of 2014
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           through telephone and appellant has shown his satisfaction over the information/inspection of the record duly  in writing and copy of the same is enclosed herewith for your kind consideration.

7.
That there is no malafide or ill intention involved in it the undersigned has very high respect for Hon’ble Commission from the depth of the heart and always to make compliance of the direction in word spirit.”

The PIO also provided a copy of letter dated 15.7.2014 from the appellant mentioning that he is satisfied with the inspection. The appellant has also expressed his satisfaction at the time of hearing.

            Accordingly the case is disposed of and closed.







       (Narinderjit Singh)

Dated: 07.08.2014

            State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Sandy Randhawa,

SCO No. 88, Distt. Shopping Centre,

Ranjit Avenue,

Amritsar.

                             





… Appellant






Versus

The Public Information Officer,

Office of the Municipal Corporation,

Amritsar.

First Appellate Authority,

Office of the Municipal Corporation,

Amritsar.






…Respondent

Appeal Case No.300 of 2014
Date of hearing: 7.8.2014

Date of decision:7.8.2014

Public Authority: Municipal Corporation,Amritsar.

Present:
Shri Sandy Randhawa,appellant


Shri Surinder Mohindroo, Executive Engineer-cum-PIO, Shri Arun Verma, Executive Engineer-cum-PIO, Shri Navjot Singh, Xen-cum-PIO, Municipal Corporation, Amritsar alongwith Shri S.K.Sharma, Advocate on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER:

 The PIO submits that information demanded by the appellant has already been supplied. The appellant has submitted letter dated 7.8.2014 mentioning that he has received the information as per his satisfaction. 
  Accordingly the case is disposed of and closed. 






       (Narinderjit Singh)

Dated: 07.08.2014

            State Information Commissioner

                             STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Sandy Randhawa,

SCO No. 88, Distt. Shopping Centre,

Ranjit Avenue,

Amritsar.

                             





…Appellant






Versus

The Public Information Officer,

Office of the Municipal Corporation,

Amritsar.

First Appellate Authority,

Office of the Municipal Corporation,

Amritsar.






…Respondent

Appeal Case  No.301 of 2014

Present:
Shri Sandy Randhawa,appellant.



Shri Subhash Chander, Superintendent-PIO, Municipal 
                     Corporation, Amritsar,alongwith Shri S.K.Sharma, Advocate on 
                      behalf of the respondent.

ORDER:
 

The PIO has filed written submission dated 20.7.2014. The PIO submits that the complete information as available in the record has been provided to the appellant. The appellant submits that the information provided to him is incomplete and misleading. The respondent submits that he is willing to offer inspection of record to the appellant. Accordingly the respondent is directed to allow inspection of record to the appellant on the mutually agreed date i.e. 25.8.2014 during office hours. After inspection, the respondent would provide copies of the documents identified by the appellant, duly attested and free of cost. 

On the request of both the parties, the case shall be heard on 16.10.2014 at 11.00 AM through Video Conference Facility available in the office of the Deputy Commissioner, Amritsar.






       (Narinderjit Singh)

Dated: 07.08.2014

            State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Sukhchain Singh,

S/O Sh. Ajit Singh,

Gali No. 4, Kothi No. 1267,

Fair Colony, Fatehgarh Churian Road,

Amritsar.

                             





…Complainant.






Versus

The Public Information Officer,

Office of the District Education Officer (E)

Ajnala,

Distt. Amritsar.

.






             … Respondent.

Complaint Case  No.727 of 2014

Heard through Video Conference Facility

Date of hearing:7-8-2014

Date of decision:7-8-2014

Public Authority: District Education Officer(E), Ajnala, Distt. Amritsar.
Present:-
Sh. Sukhchan Singh, complainant.

Sh. Anil Sharma, Accountant, O/O  DEO(E), Amritsar on behalf of the  respondent.

ORDER



The respondent submits that information demanded by the complainant has already been provided to him. The complainant confirms that he has received complete information and is satisfied with the same.  
                           Accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed.

DATED:7.8.2014




(NARINDERJIT SINGH)






STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER

                       STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Sukhchain Singh S/O Sh. Ajit Singh,

Gali No. 4, Kothi No. 1267,

Fair Colony, Fatehgarh Churian Road,

Amritsar.

                             





…Complainant.






Versus

The Public Information Officer,

Office of the District Education Officer (Sr, Sec.),

Amritsar.

.






                  Respondent.

Complaint Case  No.729 of 2014


Heard through Video Conference Facility

Present:-
Sh. Sukhchain Singh, Complainant..



Shri Kulwant Singh, Headmaster, GMS, Khatrai Kalan, Distt. 
                     Amritsar,on behalf of the respondent.

Date of hearing:7-8-2014

Date of decision:7-8-2014

Public Authority: District Education Officer(E), Amritsar.

ORDER



The respondent submits that the information demanded by the complainant has already been supplied to him. The respondent has provided another copy of the same to the appellant at the time of hearing also. The complainant states that a copy of the letter provided to him carries the signatures of Sh. Gulzar Singh, Sarpanch, Gram Panchayat, Khatrai Kalan, Block Harsha Chhina, Distt. Amritsar whereas the complainant states that he has obtained the undertaking from the Sarpanch that he has been asked to sign on the blank paper. The respondent submits that the information available in the record has been provided to him and he has not received any undertaking from the Sarpanch regarding his signatures on the blank paper.
                    In view of this, the case is disposed of and closed.

DATED:7.8.2014




(NARINDERJIT SINGH)






STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Ms. Nitu Wadhwa,

D/O Sh. Om Parkash Wadhwa,

C/O RTI Awareness Forum,

Ist Floor, 58 Pink Plaza, O/S Hall Gate,

Amritsar.

                             





…Complainant.






Versus

The Public Information Officer,

Office of the Amritsar Improvement Trust,

Ranjit Avenue,

Amritsar.





           ...Respondent.

Complaint Case  No.735 of 2014

Heard through Video Conference Facility

Present:-
   Shri Naveen Sehgal, Advocate on behalf of the complainant.


             Sh. Arvind Sharma, PIO-cum-EO,  Sh.Avtar Singh, 
                        Superintendent office of the Improvement Trust, Amritsar, Sh. 
                        Sonu Mohindroo, Town  Planner-cum- APIO and Shri S.K.Sharma 
                        Advocate on behalf of   the respondent.

ORDER



Sh. Arvind Sharma, PIO-cum-Estate Officer, Improvement Trust, Amritsar came present at Chandigarh alongwith Sh.Avtar Singh, Superintendent office of  the Improvement Trust, Amritsar, Sh. Sonu Mohindroo, Town Planner-cum- APIO and Shri S.K.Sharma Advocate. The respondent submits that he has filed written submission on 1.8.2014 and 7.8.2014. The respondent submits that copies of the written submission have already been provided to the complainant. The complainant has filed rejoinder dated 28-7-2014. The complainant states that a copy of the rejoinder has already been provided to the respondent. The complainant states that the information provided to him is not complete and whatever information has been provided has not been attested by the PIO. The respondent is directed to provide a complete set of information duly attested by the PIO to the complainant within two weeks’ time. The respondent is also directed to provide remaining information/clarification, if any, regarding the rejoinder filed by the complainant within two weeks’ time.


To come up on 16-10-2014 at 11.00 AM through video conference available in the office of Deputy Commissioner, Amritsar.

DATED: 7.8.2014




(NARINDERJIT SINGH)






STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER



  STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Ms. Nitu Wadhwa,

 D/O Sh. Om Parkash Wadhwa,

C/O RTI Awareness Forum,

Ist Floor, 58 Pink Plaza, O/S Hall Gate,

Amritsar.

                             





…Complainant.






Versus

The Public Information Officer,

Office of the Amritsar Improvement Trust,

Ranjit Avenue,

Amritsar.





                …Respondent.

Complaint Case  No.736 of 2014

Heard through Video Conference Facility

Present:-
   Shri Naveen Sehgal, Advocate on behalf of the complainant.


             Sh. Arvind Sharma, PIO-cum-EO,  Sh.Avtar Singh, 
                        Superintendent office of the Improvement Trust, Amritsar, Sh. 
                        Sonu Mohindroo, Town  Planner-cum- APIO and Shri S.K.Sharma 
                        Advocate on behalf of   the respondent.

ORDER



Sh. Arvind Sharma, PIO-cum-Estate Officer, Improvement Trust, Amritsar came present at Chandigarh alongwith Sh.Avtar Singh, Superintendent office of  the Improvement Trust, Amritsar, Sh. Sonu Mohindroo, Town Planner-cum- APIO and Shri S.K.Sharma Advocate. The respondent submits that he has filed written submission on 1.8.2014 and 7.8.2014. The respondent submits that copies of the written submission have already been provided to the complainant. The complainant has filed rejoinder dated 28-7-2014. The complainant states that a copy of the rejoinder has already been provided to the respondent. The complainant states that the information provided to him is not complete and whatever information has been provided has not been attested by the PIO. The respondent is directed to provide a complete set of information duly attested by the PIO to the appellant within two weeks’ time. The respondent is also directed to provide remaining information/clarification, if any, regarding the rejoinder filed by the complainant within two weeks’ time.


To come up on 16-10-2014 at 11.00 AM through video conference available in the office of Deputy Commissioner, Amritsar.

DATED: 7.8.2014




(NARINDERJIT SINGH)






STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER

