STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Rajinder Sharma, Advocate,

C/o RTI Awareness Forum,

9-Block-A, New Kangra Colony,

Batala Road, Amritsar – 143001.





Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Assistant Excise and Taxation Commissioner,

Madhopur Barrier, Jammu-Pathankot Road,

Madhopur,  District: Gurdaspur.





 Respondent

CC - 737/2011

Present:
Shri  Surinder Kumar Sharma, Advocate, on behalf of the  Complainant.


Shri Amarjit  Singh, ETO Madhopur,  on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

Shri Amarjit Singh, ETO Madhopur, appearing for the Respondent PIO, hands over requisite information to the Ld. Counsel for the Complainant in the court today in my presence. He states that the Complainant can approach the respective public authority in case he wants any other information. He submits that since the information in the instant case has been supplied, the case may be closed.  The Ld. Counsel for the Complainant submits  that as  he has not gone through the information supplied to him today, the PIO may be directed to supply the remaining information, if any. 

Contd……p/2

CC - 737/2011



-2-
3.

Since the requisite information has been supplied today, the case is disposed of. However, the Complainant can approach the Public Authority or the Commission if he is not satisfied with the information. 
4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 16. 05. 2011



      State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Surinder Kumar,

51 – Hide Market,

Opposite Sabzi Mandi, 

Near Asian Batteries, Amritsar – 143001.



Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Deputy  Excise and Taxation Commissioner-cum-
Joint Director(Invg.), Jalandhar Division, Jalandhar.


 Respondent

CC - 741/2011

Present:
Shri  Surinder Kumar Sharma, Complainant, in person.


Shri Ranjit Singh, ETO-cum-APIO,   on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

Shri Ranjit Singh , ETO-cum-APIO, appearing for the Respondent PIO, hands over requisite information to the Ld. Counsel for the Complainant in the court today in my presence. He states that the Complainant can approach the respective public authority in case he wants any other information. He submits that since the information in the instant case has been supplied, the case may be closed.  The Ld. Counsel for the Complainant submits  that as  he has not gone through the information supplied to him today, the PIO may be directed to supply the remaining information, if any. 

Contd……p/2

CC - 741/2011
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3.

Since the requisite information has been supplied today, the case is disposed of. However, the Complainant can approach the Public Authority or the Commission if he is not satisfied with the information. 
4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 16. 05. 2011



      State Information Commissioner

    STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Ram Singh Nagpal,
C/o RTI Awareness Forum,

Mailkon I.T., Ist Floor, 58, Pank Plaza,
Opposite Hall Gate,  Amritsar.





Complainant






Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Assistant Excise and Taxation Commissioner,

Madhopur Barrier, Jammu-Pathankot Road,

Madhopur,  District: Gurdaspur.





 Respondent

CC - 742/2011

Present:
Shri  Surinder Kumar Sharma, Advocate, on behalf of the  Complainant.


Shri Amarjit  Singh, ETO Madhopur,  on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

Shri Amarjit Singh, ETO Madhopur, appearing for the Respondent PIO, hands over requisite information to the Ld. Counsel for the Complainant in the court today in my presence. He states that the Complainant can approach the respective public authority in case he wants any other information. He submits that since the information in the instant case has been supplied, the case may be closed.  The Ld. Counsel for the Complainant submits  that as  he has not gone through the information supplied to him today, the PIO may be directed to supply the remaining information, if any. 
Contd……p/2
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3.

Since the requisite information has been supplied today, the case is disposed of. However, the Complainant can approach the Public Authority or the Commission if he is not satisfied with the information. 
4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 16. 05. 2011



      State Information Commissioner


     

   STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Naveen Sehgal,  Advocate,

C/o RTI Awareness Forum,

28, Katra Sher Singh, Scheme No. 1,
Amritsar – 143001.







Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Assistant Excise and Taxation Commissioner,

Madhopur Barrier, Jammu-Pathankot Road,

Madhopur,  District: Gurdaspur.





 Respondent

CC - 748/2011

Present:
Shri  Surinder Kumar Sharma, Advocate, on behalf of the  Complainant.


Shri Amarjit  Singh, ETO Madhopur,  on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

Shri Amarjit Singh, ETO Madhopur, appearing for the Respondent PIO, hands over requisite information to the Ld. Counsel for the Complainant in the court today in my presence. He states that the Complainant can approach the respective public authority in case he wants any other information. He submits that since the information in the instant case has been supplied, the case may be closed.  The Ld. Counsel for the Complainant submits  that as  he has not gone through the information supplied to him today, the PIO may be directed to supply the remaining information, if any. 

Contd……p/2

CC - 748/2011
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3.

Since the requisite information has been supplied today, the case is disposed of. However, the Complainant can approach the Public Authority or the Commission if he is not satisfied with the information. 
4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 16. 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 sh. Surjit singh,

Village :Goslan, PO: Sihon Majra,

Distt. Ropar.







      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Manager,

Central Cooperative Bank,

Ropar.







 Respondent

CC No. 1048  /2011

Present:
Shri Gurcharan Singh, complainant, in person.



Shri Ashok singh Mann, Manager, on behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

As per directions given on the last date of hearing, on  13-05-2011, the respondent has supplied the information vide letter No. CBR/1058, dated 14-05-2011 along with a photocopy of the Personal Ledger Account duly authenticated, to the complainant, in the court running into 44 sheets.

2.

Since the requisite information has supplied, the respondent pleads that the case may be closed. 

3.

As per directions given on the last date of hearing,  Shri Rajiv Sharma, District Manager, Central Cooperative Bank, Ropar has made his written submission, which is taken on record.  I am satisfied with the submission 
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and no penalty is imposed upon the respondent-PIO and no compensation is awarded to the complainant.

4.

Since 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: 16-05-2011


            State Information Commissioner



  STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Narinder Singh,

House No. 32, Gali Sunarian,

Katra Dal Singh, new Abadi, Amritsar.



      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o General Secretary,

Indian Academy of Fine Arts,

 Madan Mohan Malviya Road, Amritsar.




 Respondent

CC No. 3901 /2010

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



Shri Manmohan Upneja, Advocate, on behalf of respondent.
ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

Shri Manmohan Upneja, Ld. Counsel, on behalf of respondent has supplied the para-wise reply as per the demand of the complainant. One copy of the reply is placed in the record file and one copy is handed over to the Ld. Counsel on behalf of complainant.

3.

Ld. Counsel, on behalf of complainant, states that no doubt, the information has been supplied, but the respondent have concealed the facts and pleads that suitable action be taken against the PIO/ public authority. As the Indian Academy of Fine Arts has been declared “ public authority” under the Right to Information Act, 2005, now it is directed that they have to appoint 
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PIO/APIO and first appellate authority as per provisions of RTI Act, 2005 to provide information relating to the Academy and the details of the Academy be put on web site of the Academy.  A complete report on the above-said guidelines be sent to the commission.

4.

Since 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: 16-05-2011


                  State Information Commissioner



