STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd  Floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Rajan,

1474/06, Sunder Nagri,

Abohar-1521156.




  
     ________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o The IGP (HQs),Punjab,

Chandigarh






__________ Respondent

CC Nos.  772,  774,   778  and  779    of    2008

Present:
i)    
 Sh. Rajan, complainant in person


ii)
 S.I. Sh. Makhan  Singh, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

Heard.

The above mentioned four cases are being dealt with  by a single order since the complainant and the respondent in all these cases are the same and the subject matter is also similar. The applications for information in CC-774/08 and CC-779/08 are  too open-ended and  vague and cannot be allowed under the RTI Act .The complainant has withdrawn his complaint in CC No. 772/08, since he has reached an  amicable settlement with his grandmother, Smt. Sumitra Devi.    These three cases are therefore disposed of.

Insofar as the fourth case is concerned, the respondent is unable to locate a copy  of the application for information of the complainant.  A copy thereof has been given to him with the direction  to see whether he can locate any complaint made by  Smt. .Ram Piari, the complainant’s aunt (father’s sister), which she has made against the complainant, Sh. Rajan, in any police station between 28-8-2007 to 6-12-2007.  If any such complaint can be located, the information required by he complainant in his application dated 11-12-2007 should be sent to him.

Hearing of CC-778/2008 is adjourned to 4-7-2008 for confirmation of compliance.
.







           (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated   30th May,  2008

 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd  Floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Rajan,

1474/06, Sunder Nagri,

Abohar-1521156..




  
     ________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o The  Sub Divisional Magistrate,

Abohar






__________ Respondent

CC Nos.   773 , 775   and   776  of   2008

Present:
i)    
Sh. Rajan, complainant in person


ii)
 Sh. Neeraj Sharma, Naib Tehsildar,Abohar, on behalf of the 


respondent.
ORDER

Heard.

The complainant states that he has received the information required by him in the above mentioned three cases,  which are disposed of.
.








           (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated   30th May,  2008

 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd  Floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Rajan,

1474/06, Sunder Nagri,

Abohar-1521156




  
     ________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o The  Deputy  Commissioner,

Jalandhar






__________ Respondent

CC No.  777   of 2008

Present:
i)    
Sh. Rajan, complainant in person


ii)
  Sh.  Suresh Kumar, Assistant,  on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

Heard.

The respondent has informed the complainant that the records pertaining to the year 1977 to which the required information relates, is not available in his office and therefore, the information required by him cannot be given.

Disposed of.

.







           (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated   30th May,  2008

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd  Floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Ashok  Rana,




  
     ________ Complainant

H.No.. 1087, Sector 20-B,

Chandigarh


Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o  The  Chief Secretary to Government, Punjab,

Chandigarh






__________ Respondent

CC No.  759    of 2008

Present:
i)    
Sh. Ashok  Rana, complainant  in  person


ii)
  Sh. Harchand Singh, Supdt(ii)Personnel



iii)
S.Amrik Singh Puri, Supdt(ii)Personnel.



iv)
S.Major Singh,Under Secretary,CM’s office.



v) 
S.Paramjit Singh,Inspector, Excise & Taxation



.vi) 
S.Harbans Lal Chawla,US-cum-APIO.Education.


vii)
Sh. D.S.Dhaliwal,PIO,O/O/DPI(S).



viii)
Sh. B.D.Dhiman, Dy.Secretary,Sectt.Admn.



ix)
S.Randhir Singh,Supdt. (Coordination)



x) 
S.Baljinder Singh, Addl. & S. Devi Dyal, OSD/RCSPb.



xi)
S. Ram Dass, Sr. Asstt, DST



xii)
S. Kashmira Singh,Budget Officer,Pb.Civil Sectt.,



on behalf of the respondent
ORDER

Heard.

The complainant has been advised that the application of the kind which he has made to the PIO, office of the Chief Minister, Punjab, consisting of 40 questions, many of them vast and vague and involving a large number of Government departments, will  not serve any useful purpose.  He should therefore make separate applications to the PIOs concerned of the departments from which he wants information.  


Disposed of.    
















(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated   30th May,  2008

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd  Floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh..Gurvinder Singh,

61,Gulmophar Avenue,

Lal Chowk,Near Indira Colony,

Majitha Road,Amritsar




​​​___________Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o The Principal Secretary to Government, Punjab,

Transport Department, Mini Secretariat, Sector 9,

Chandigarh






__________ Respondent

CC Nos. 798   and  800  of 2008

Present:
i)    
 Sh. Amarjeet Singh, on  behalf of the complainant.


ii)
  Sh Ram Datt, Sr. Asstt o/o/DST and




 Shri J.S.Brar,PIO/on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

Heard.

The information required by the complainant has to be given to him by the representatives of the  offices of Director State Transport, Punjab and State Transport Commissioner, present in the Court. The complainant points out that the information provided by the o/o DST does not appear to be complete since gratuity was released to Sh. Sudesh Kumar, Inspector, who retired between 1-1-1995 to 31-12-2002 and he was facing a vigilance inquiry.  PIO/DST should check up this information and send necessary clarification to the complainant within seven days from today.

Insofar as the second application of the complainant  addressed to the PIO, Director, State Transport,Punjab, is concerned, the representative of the department has clarified that Superintendents (II) are promoted as Traffic Manager (Class II) by the Government and, therefore, it is obvious that the Traffic Managers (II) are  senior in rank to the Superintendents (II).


Disposed  of.

.







           (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated   30th May,  2008

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd  Floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Jaskaran Singh Brar,

# 2937-A, Sector 42-C,

Chandigarh.



  
     ____________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Registrar, 

Punjab Nurses Registration Council,

SCO 109, Sector 40-C,

Chandigarh.





___________ Respondent

CC Nos.2355  and   2364  of 2007

Present:
i)    
Sh. Jaskaran Singh Brar, complainant  in  person. 



ii)   
S. Inderjit Singh, Supdt.,  on behalf of the respondent
ORDER

Heard.

With reference to the orders of this Court dated 4-4-2008 and 25-4-2008, the complainant states that the respondent is not admitting any deficiencies in the information which has been provided to him.  It has been explained to the complainant that the respondent has given him the information according to the records available in his office. Insofar as the list of admitted students for the session 2007-2008 is concerned, the respondent states that the information is almost ready and will definitely be sent to the complainant within 15 days.


Adjourned to 10 AM on 20-6-2008 for confirmation of compliance. 
.








           (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated   30th May,  2008

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd  Floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Rajesh Kumar,

H.No. 326, W.No. 6,

Maur Mandi, Tehsil Talwandi Sabo,

Distt. Bathinda.




  
_______ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Secretary,

Punjab Mandi Board, SCO 149-150,

Sector 17C, Chandigarh.




_________ Respondent

CC No.605 of 2008

Present:
i)    Sh.  Rajesh Kumar, complainant in person


ii)   Sh.  Chander Shekhar Kalia, APIO-cum-Chief Librarian,


iii)   Sh. Kimti Lal DMO,Faridkot, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

Heard.

The complainant states that  another  case on the same subject regarding his complaint  against Sh. Jai Pal, Accountant, is pending in this Court, the next date of hearing  for which is 12-6-2008.  This case also, therefore, is adjourned to the same date so that  both these cases   may be taken up together.


Adjourned to 10 AM on 12-6-2008 for consideration and orders.






        








   (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated   30th May,  2008

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd  Floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Hitender Jain,

C/o Resurgence India,

903, Chander Nagar, Civil lines,

Ludhiana.



  
     ___________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Deputy Commissioner-cum-

President, Distt. Red Cross Branch,

D.C. Office, Jalandhar.


_______________ Respondent

CC No.504 of 2008

Present:
i)    None   on behalf of the Complainant.


ii)   Sh.   Suresh  Kumar, Asstt,o/o DC, Jalandhar..


iii) Sh. Harinder Singh, Secretary, Red Cross Society,Jalandhar
ORDER

Heard.

The complainant has written to the Commission with the request that this complaint may be considered as withdrawn.

Disposed  of.

.







           (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated   30th May,  2008

