STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Sunil Puri,
S/o Sh. Beant Singh,

C/o Mahinder Pal Singh Brar, Advocate,

Chamber No. 15, District Courts,

Faridkot, Punjab.



__________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,
Faridkot, Punjab. 

__________ Respondent

CC No. 3100 of 2008

Present:        i)   
None on behalf of complainant. 
ii)     
Head Constable  Birbal Singh, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


Heard.


The respondent states that the application for information of the complainant had been made to the SHO concerned and not to the Public Information Officer of the district to which it relates.  However, the application now having come to his notice, it will be ensured that the information required by the complainant is given to him before the next date of hearing. The complainant has also requested for an adjournment.


Adjourned to 10.00 AM on 20-02-2009 for consideration and further orders.   






  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


6th  February, 2009





 Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Brij Lal Sharma,

S/o Sh. Karam Chand,

C/o A.S. Laukha, Advocate,

# 2017/1, Sector 45-C,

Chandigarh.



__________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Food & Supplies Controller, 

Sangrur, Punjab. 

__________ Respondent

CC No. 3107, 3108, 3109 & 3110 of 2008

Present:        i)   
Sh. Avtar Singh Lauka, Advocate on behalf of complainant.

ii)     
Sh. Ashwani Kumar, Accounts Officer, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


Heard.


These four cases are being dealt with by a single order since the complainant and the respondent in all the four are the same and the nature of information is also the same. 

The complainant states that he has received the required information in CC Nos. 3108, 3109 and 3110 of 2008. Insofar as CC-3007/2008 is concerned, there is only one document i.e. bill No. 4 dated 2.4.1986, which is to be located, otherwise full information in this case also has been given to the complainant. The respondent makes a commitment that this bit of information will also be located and given to the complainant within seven days. 

Adjourned to 10.00 AM on 13.02.2009 for confirmation of compliance. 






          

         (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


6th  February, 2009





 Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Kuljit Singh Malhi,

S/o Sh. Bant Singh,

# 319, Kamla Nehru Nagar,

Bathinda, Punjab.



__________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Bathinda, Punjab.

__________ Respondent

CC No. 3115 of 2008

Present:        i)   
None on behalf of the complainant.

ii)     
DSP  Sri  Gurmeet Singh, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


Heard.


The information required by the complainant has been given to him by the respondent. 

Disposed of. 







  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


6th  February, 2009





    Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Surinder Paul Singh,

S/o Sh. Dalip Singh,

# Hemkunt House 82,

Jujhar Avenue, Gumtala Link,

Ajnala Road, Amritsar – 143008.  



__________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Chief Khalsa Dewan, 
Jandiala Road, Tarn Taran,

Punjab.

__________ Respondent

CC No. 3119 of 2008

Present:        i)   
Sh. Surinder Paul Singh, complainant in person.

ii)     
None on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


Heard.


The respondent has not appeared in the court today despite the issuance of the Commission’s notice dated 19.01.2009. 


The  complainant  has  shown  to the court the orders of the Commission in CC-2384/2007 in which the Bench of Chief Information Commissioner and State Information Commissioner, Lt. Gen. (Retd.) P.K. Grover have recorded that the PIO, office of the Secretary, Local Committee, Chief Khalsa Diwan, Tarn Taran have supplied  the information demanded by the complainant in that case. Therefore, it is clear that the respondent has acknowledged that the Chief Khalsa Diwan is a public authority and has its own PIO. 


Adjourned to 10.00 AM on 27.02.2009 to give another opportunity to the respondent to give the required information to the complainant and to appear before the Commission along with a copy of the information which has been supplied. In case the respondent has any objection to giving the information, he must appear in the Court on the next date of hearing and submit the same.  







  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


6th  February, 2009





    Punjab

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Hans Raj, Sales Man

The Jarg Cooperative Agriculture Marketing

Service Society Ltd. Jarge,  Tehsil   Payal,

District Ludhiana, Punjab. 



__________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Assistant Registrar Cooperative Societies,

Payal, District Ludhiana, Punjab.

__________ Respondent

CC No. 3131 of 2008

Present:        i)   
Sh. Hans Raj, complainant in person.

ii)     
Sh. Dharam Adesh, Assistant Registrar -cum-PIO.

ORDER


Heard.


The information asked for by the complainant in this case is vast and vague. Its collection would disproportionately divert the resources and time of the public authority, which would not be in the public interest. 

Disposed of.






  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


6 February, 2009





    Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Sukhwant Singh,

S/o Sh. Dalip Singh,

Govt. College,    Patti,

Tara Taran, Punjab.

&

Sh. Tarlochan Singh,

S/o Sh. Gurbachan Singh,

H. No. 496/3, Chatti Gali Patti,

Tarn Taran, Punjab.



__________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director General of Police, Punjab,

Chandigarh.

__________ Respondent

CC No. 3136 & 3137 of 2008

Present:        i)   
Sh. Sukhwant Singh & Tarlochan Singh, complainants in person.

ii)     
Sub Inspector S. Jarnail Singh, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


Heard.


These two cases are disposed of by a single order because the respondent in both these case is the same and the information which has been asked for is also identical. The information required by the complainants has been given to them by the respondent. They state that there is a deficiency in the same, namely, that the respondent has not informed them about the provisions of law under which Section 3 of the SC/ST Act, has been made applicable to the members of the scheduled castes. It has been explained to the complainants that there can be no further provision of law except for Section 3 itself, and in case they are not satisfied with the action taken by the police, they have to approach the appropriate authority, since no relief in this respect can be given to them under the RTI Act. 

Disposed of.







  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


6th  February, 2009





    Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.
Sh. Pawan Kumar,

S/o Aya Ram,

# 239/1, Gali Vakilan,

Purana Bazar, Ludhiana.




___________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Ludhiana.






__________ Respondent

CC No. 2920 of 2008

Present:
i)
None on behalf of complainant.
 
ii)
HC   Santosh Kumar, on behalf of the respondent    
 
ORDER


Heard.

The respondent has brought the information which he had been directed to give to the complainant vide the Court’s orders dated 22.01.2009 to the court today. 


The complainant has requested for an adjournment and his request is granted. The information brought by the respondent is sent to the complainant along with these orders. In case he perceives any deficiency therein, he should point out the same to the respondent, who should give a response to the complainant before the next date of hearing. 


Adjourned  to 10.00 AM on 27.02.2009 for further consideration and orders.  






  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


6th  February, 2009





   Punjab

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Dilraj Singh Sekhon,

H. No. HIG-722, Phase IX,

SAS Nagar, Mohali.







………..Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Sub Divisional Magistrate,

Jalandhar-1, Jalandhar.






………………Respondent

CC No. 1325 of 2008
Present:
i)
Sh.  Rajdeep Singh Cheema, Advocate, on behalf of complainant


ii)
None on behalf of the respondent. 



ORDER


The complainant states that he did not receive the copy of the enquiry report of the Additional Deputy Commissioner, sent to him with the Courts orders dated 16.01.2009. A copy thereof has been handed over to him in the Court today. The complainant agrees that whatever action was possible to be taken in this case has been taken and the complaint may be disposed of. 
(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


6th  February, 2009





   Punjab
