STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh.Harminder Singh,

# 2877, Phase- VII,

SAS Nagar, Mohali.
  
   


  
________ Appellant
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Senior Superintendent of Police,

Mohali.






__________ Respondent

AC No . 940  of 2009

Present:
i)   
Sh.Harminder Singh, appellant    in person.

ii)  
 ASI Mr. Jaspal Singh,  on  behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


The application for information in this case was made on 30-11-2005, asking for a copy of the  report made by the SSP Mohali after inquiring into the complaint made by Dr. Gurvinder Singh Brar and Dr. Sarabjeet Kaur Makkar against the complainant’s father Sh. Gurmeet Singh . The application was transferred by the SSP Ropar to the SSP SAS Nagar under Section 6(3) of the RTI Act 2005 on 23-05-2006 and a reply was sent to the appellant by the police authorities of SAS Nagar on  30-05-2006,  informing him that the complaint is still under inquiry and the information cannot therefore be supplied to him under Section 8(1)(h) of the RTI Act 2005. Thereafter, the appellant,  after a gap of 2 years,  made an appeal to the first appellate authority on 25-04-2008 and the appellant has now approached the Commission,  again after another  gap of about one and half years,  stating that he has not received any response from the first appellate authority . 


The respondent states that the information for which the appellant had applied was not available at that time since the complaint was still under inquiry and the appellant had also been informed about this fact and his application for information was filed. He states that he is not aware whether the inquiry has since been completed.


This case is accordingly adjourned to 10 AM on 21-01-2010 with  the 
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direction to the respondent to give the required information to the appellant before that date in case the inquiry into the complaint against his father Sh. Gurmeet Singh has been completed. In case the inquiry has still not been completed, the date by which it is likely to be completed should be intimated by the respondent to the Court on the next date of hearing.









 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


24th December, 2009



             Punjab  
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh.Suhrid Singh Bhinder,

Sanoli Farm, P.O.Dhakoli,

Distt- Mohali-140603.  
   


  
________ Appellant
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o.Principal Secretary to Govt  Punjab, 

Department of Home Affairs & Justice,

Punjab, Chandigarh. 




_________Respondent 

AC No. 944  of 2009

Present:
i)   
None  on  behalf of the complainant 
ii)  
Sh. Satish  Kumar Sharma, Supdt-cum-APIO,  on  behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


The respondent has informed the appellant that the information required by him pertains to the record of 1962 which could not be located in the Department.  He has also been informed that under the government instructions, such like records are required to be destroyed after a period of five years.

For the above reasons,  the respondent has expressed his inability to give the required information to the appellant.


Disposed of.









 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


24th December, 2009



             Punjab  

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh.Pradeep  Kumar,

S/o. Sh. Ved Prakash,

H.No-231, Jodhu Colony-3,

Mukatsar-152026.
  
   


  
________ Appellant
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. District Food & Supply Controller,

Mukatsar.






__________ Respondent
AC No. 945 of 2009

Present:
i)   
Sh. Sh.Pradeep  Kumar,  appellant in person.

ii) Sh. Sukhwinder Singh, Suptt.-cum-APIO on  behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.

The respondent states that the application for information of the complainant has not been addressed either to the PIO or the APIO and has come to his notice when it was sent along with the Commission’s notice for today’s hearing. He requests for some time to collect the required information, except for serial no.3 mentioned in the application for information , which has been dropped by the complainant in the Court today .

 Time is granted to the respondent as requested and the case is adjourned to 10 AM on  22-01-2010 with the direction to the respondent to give the required information to the complainant before this date.









(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


24th December, 2009



             Punjab  

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh.Brij Lal Sharma,

Near State Bank of Patiala,

VPO-Mahal Kalan,

Distt- Barnala.
  
   


  
________ Complainant 
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o Director ,

Food & Civil Supplies Department, Punjab,

Jeewan Deep  Building, Sector 17,

Chandigarh






__________ Respondent
CC No. 3553  of 2009

Present:
i)   
Sh. Brij Lal Sharma, complainant in person.

ii        Sh. Lakhbir Singh, Senior Assistant, on  behalf of the        
         

respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


With reference to the application  for information of the complainant dated 16-09-2009, he has been informed by the respondent that no notices were issued for recovery to the other concerned employees,  since they have  long since retired  from service.


Disposed of.








 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


24th December, 2009



             Punjab  

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Ms. Rajni Singla,

H.No-1244, Sector-23 B,

Chandigarh.

  
   


  
________ Complainant
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Senior Superintendent of Police,

SAS Nagar, Mohali.





__________ Respondent
CC No. 3556   of 2009

Present:
i)   
Ms. Rajni Singla,  complainant in person.

ii)  
ASI  Mr. Jaspal  Singh,   on  behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


The respondent has informed the complainant vide his letter dated 16-12-2009 that the documents for which she has applied  has  not been found in the records of the Dhakoli  police station.

Disposed of. 









 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


24th December, 2009



             Punjab  

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh.Navkiran Singh Sodhi,

H.No-455, Adarsh Colony,

Bhadson Road, 

Patiala.

  
   


  
________ Complainant
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Senior Superintendent of Police,

Patiala.






__________ Respondent
CC  No. 3564   of 2009

Present:
i)   
None on behalf of the complainant .

ii)  
Insp. Mr. Karansher Singh,   on  behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


The respondent has made a written submission that there is absolutely no record of any accident involving  Sri Parminder Singh Sodhi and Jeewan Sodhi in the records of police post Rajindra Hospital, Patiala and the concerned police station, which is  Sadar Patiala.  The respondent states that earlier the complainant had made an identical application except that the accident mentioned in the application was  said to have taken place on 17-08-2002 on the Patiala-Sirhind road, but no record could be found regarding any such accident and this information has been provided to the complainant  earlier as well.  A copy of the reply submitted by the respondent to the Commission should be sent to the complainant along with these orders for the  information of the complainant.

Disposed of.









 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


24th December, 2009



             Punjab 
Encl—1

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Mahinder Singh @ Harminder Singh,

S/o Sh. Niranjan Singh,

H.No-305, New Joginder Nagar,

Jalandhar-144006.
  
   


  
________ Complainant
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Divisional Forest Officer,

Phillaur, Distt- Jalandhar.




__________ Respondent
CC No. 3558   of 2009

Present:
i)   
Sh. Mahinder Singh , complainant in person.

ii       Sh. Sodhi Ram, Forest Range Officer, Phillaur , on behalf of          

the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.

The information required by the complainant has been obtained by the respondent from the concerned officials of the Revenue Department and given to him. The complainant states that he had also asked for a copy of  the revenue record on the basis of  which the Patwaris have made their report . The complainant states that apart from the individual revenue record of the two villages, Bhagwanpur and Madhopur,  there is a common revenue record which shows the position along the boundaries between the two villages . A copy  of this record should also be obtained and given to the complainant . 

Adjourned to 10 AM on 15-01-2010 for confirmation of compliance.









 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


24th December, 2009



             Punjab  

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh.Malkit Singh,

S/o .Sh.Ranjan Singh,

Vill- Mamdot Hithar, (Sahan ke)

PO- Mamdot,

Teh and Distt.  Ferozepur.
   


  
________ Complainant

Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Divisional Forest Officer,

Ferozepur.






__________ Respondent
CC No. 3131  of 2009

Present:
i)   
Sh.Rajesh Kumar on behalf of   complainant .

ii) Sh. Lakhwinder Singh, Forest Range Officer, on  behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.

In compliance with the Courts orders dated 19-11-2009, a copy of the  orders ,  which Sh. Malkit Singh has allegedly ignored has been delivered to him by the Divisional Forest Officer, Ferozepur on 10-12-2009 . The complainant has acknowledge the fact over his signatures that he has received the  copy .

In view of the above, no further action is required to be taken in this case . However, Sh .Rajesh Kumar, who has appeared on behalf of the complainant, states that Sh.Malkit Singh is not well and has requested  for an adjournment . 

The case is adjourned to 10 AM on 15-01-2010 to give an opportunity to the complainant to make his submission. Since the respondent has already given the required information to the complainant, it would not be necessary for him to attend the hearings of this case till further notice.








 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


24th December, 2009



             Punjab  
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Tejpartap Singh,

S/o. Sh.Manmohan Singh,

New Friends Colony,

Sohiyan Road,

Sangrur.

  
   


  
________ Complainant

Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o.District Food & Supply Controller,

Sangrur.






__________ Respondent
CC No. 3148 of 2009

Present:
i)   
Sh. Tejpartap Singh, complainant in person.

ii)  
Sh. Amarjeet Singh, AFSO, Sangrur on   behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.
In compliance with the Court’s orders dated 19-11-2009, the information required by the complainant namely; a copy of the ration card no. 2138 issued in the name of Sh. .Gurbhachan Singh, S/o. Sh. Sant Singh has been brought by the respondent to the Court and handed over to the complainant. The respondent states that  no ration card bearing  the same no. has  been issued to any other person. 

Disposed of.









 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


24th December, 2009



             Punjab  

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh.Mohinder Ram,

S/o.Sh.Sant Ram,

VPO Nangal Shama,

Distt. Jalandhar.
  
   


  
________ Complainant

Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o.Senior Superintendent of Police,

Jalandhar.






__________ Respondent
CC No. 3159 of 2009

Present:
i)   
 None  on  behalf of the complainant .

ii) S I Mr.Sukhdev Singh Cheema, on  behalf of the 
respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


The respondent states that the orders of the Court dated 19-11-2009 have been complied with.

Disposed of.









 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


24th December, 2009



             Punjab  

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh.Amarjit Singh Lauka,

s/o Sri  Boor Singh,

2017/1,  Sector 45-C,

Chandigarh

  
   


  
________ Complainant

Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o Senior Supdt.  Of Police,

Amritsar (Rural)





__________ Respondent
CC No. 3075 of 2009

Present:
i)   
Sh.Amarjit Singh Lauka, complainant in person
ii) ASI Mr. Kulwant Rai, on  behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.

The information required by the complainant has been given to him by the respondent except that there is no enclosure which has been found to have been sent along with the complaint which was received from Smt. Amarjeet Kaur on 08-09-2004 .

Disposed of.









 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


24th December, 2009



             Punjab  

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Madan Lal,

S/o Sh. Om Parkash,

Parinda Road-18, GTB Nagar,

Bathinda-151001.

  
   


  ________ Appellant
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Director ,

Food & Civil Supplies, Punjab
Jeewan Deep  Building, Sector 17,

Chandigarh.






__________ Respondent

AC No.  632  of 2009

Present:
i)   
None on behalf of the appellant .
ii) Sri Tarlochan Singh, Supdt.,  on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.

The respondent states that the information required by the complainant has been supplied to him in full and the complainant has also written to the Commission stating that he has received the same.


Disposed of.









 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


24th December, 2009



             Punjab  

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh.Amrit Lal Garg,

S/o Sh. Pritam Chand Garg,

H No 92, Street No-4,

Mubarak Colony,

Sangrur.

  
   


  

________ Appellant 
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Director ,

Food & Civil Supplies, Punjab

Jeewan Deep  Building, Sector 17,

Chandigarh.




                    __________ Respondent

AC No.  776 of 2009
Present:
None
ORDER


Neither the complainant nor the respondent are present, nor has any request been received for an adjournment of the case. I, therefore, presume that the orders of the Courts dated 27-11-2009 have been complied with. 


Disposed of.

.









 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


24th December, 2009



             Punjab  

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh.Sukhdev Kumar Sood,

S/o.Sh.Amrit Pal Sood,

Mohalla Krishan Nagar,

Nakodar,

Distt. Jalandhar.
  
   


  
________ Complainant

Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o.Senior Superintendent of Police,

Jalandhar.






__________ Respondent
CC No. 2925 of 2009

Present:
i)   
Sh.Vinay Kumar Sood,  on behalf of the complainant 

ii) S I  Sukhwinder Singh, EOW, Jalandhar, on  behalf of the 
respondent.
ORDER


Heard.
The complainant has shown  the  orders of the Judicial Court dated 29-09-2009 vide which the sheet containing the specimen of the writing of the accused was handed over to S.I. Sukhwinder Singh for the purpose of forensic  comparison. The respondent states that the specimen signatures  handed over by the Court for this purpose was found to be inadequate and no reference has therefore been made to the Forensic Science Laboratory for the comparison of the signatures of the accused. The complainant nevertheless insists that the specimen was sent to the Laboratory and a report has also been sent by it.
 In the above circumstances the PIO, office of the Director, Forensic Science Laboratory, Punjab Mini Secretariat, Sector 9, Chandigarh  is directed to attend the Court on the next date of hearing along with the report prepared by the laboratory, if any,  on comparison of the  specimen signatures of the accused 
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Sukhdev Kumar Sood in FIR No. 41 dated 19-02-2009, in case any such specimen was received from the  EO Wing,Jalandhar, sent to the laboratory by the police authorities under the orders of the Court of  Sri Tarntaran Singh Bhinder, ACJSD/SDJM, Nakodar.  Dated 29-09-2009.  A copy of the said orders is enclosed  for ready reference of the PIO.
Adjourned to 10 AM on 14-01-2010 for further consideration and orders.









 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


24th December, 2009



             Punjab  

Encls---

A copy is forwarded to the PIO,  office of the Director, Forensic Science Laboratory, Punjab, Mini Secretariat, Secretariat, Sector 9, Chandigarh for necessary action A copy of the orders dated 29-09-2009 of ACJSD/SDJM, Nakodar, Distt. Jalandhar is enclosed. 









 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


24th December, 2009



             Punjab  

Encls---

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh.   Mohan  Singh,

S/o S. Bishan Singh,

78,  Urban Estate, Phase -1,

Bathinda.

  
   


  
________ Complainant

Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

Senior  Supdt. Of  Police,

Bathinda





       __________ Respondent
CC No.  3081  of 2009

Present:

None.
ORDER



Both the complainant and the respondent have informed the Commission that the orders of the Court dated 20-11-2009 have been complied with and the required copy of the report has been given to the complainant.


Disposed of.









 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


24th December, 2009



             Punjab  

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh.   Amanpreet Singh,

S/o Sh. Gurjant Singh,

Gali No-1, Indra Basti,

Sangrur-148001
  
   


  
________ Complainant

Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o Registrar,

Punjabi University,

Patiala.






__________ Respondent

CC No. 3319 of 2009
Present:
i)   
Sh.  Amanpreet Singh, complainant in person.

ii)  
Sh. Vikrant Sharma, Advocate, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

Heard.

The respondent has made a written submission that the notifications of the UGC prescribing minimum qualification for the recruitment  to the post of Lecturers are invariably followed  but only after the notifications concerning amendments in such regulations have been formally adopted and approved by the Syndicate of the University. The complainant wants a copy of the regulations which confer such powers of approval on the Syndicate, and states that a case regarding the application which he had made in order to get this information is coming up for a hearing in this Court on 15-01-2010.
In view of the clarification given by the respondent, no further action is required to be taken in this case.  However, the  respondent is reminded that they have to intimate to the complainant the decision taken on his representation dated 04-09-2009 in due course.

Disposed of.









 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


24th December, 2009



             Punjab  

