STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.C.O. No. 84-85, SECTOR: 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Lakhwinder Singh,

S/o Shri Jang Singh, Teacher Colony,

Near New Bus Stand,

Morh Mandi, District: Bathinda.





Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Subordinate Services Selection Board,

Punjab, Sector: 8, Chandigarh.





 Respondent

CC No.154 /2008
Present:
Shri Lakhwinder Singh, Complainant, in person.
Shri Jaswant Singh, Supdt-cum-PIO and Shri Jasbir Singh Toor, Senior Assistant, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The case was last heard on 15.4.2008 in which it was directed that the Complainant will inspect the record in the office of PIO-cum-Supdt SSS Board on 12.6.2008 at 1100 hrs. 
2.

The Complainant states that he visited the office of Supdt-cum-Supdt SSS Board on 12.6.2008 at 1100 hrs. He identified the record/information as per his demand. PIO states that after identification by the Complainant, the information has been prepared which is running into 110(One hundered ten) sheets.

3.

The PIO further states that he brought the information today for handing over to the Complainant. Accordingly, the information running into 110 sheets excluding   one sheet of covering letter has been handed over to the Complainant in my presence today.

4.

The PIO pleads that the information stands supplied to the Complainant, the case may be closed. The Complainant also states that the case may be closed.
5.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of.

6.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 





   Sd/-


Place: Chandigarh.

                                 Surinder Singh

Dated: 26.06.2008

            
      State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.C.O. No. 84-85, SECTOR: 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri M.R.Singla,

# 1015, Sector 16: Panchkula.





Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Addl. Secretary to Government, Punjab

Mini Secretariat, Sector: 9, Chandigarh.



          Respondent

CC No. 186 /2008

Present:
Shri M.R.Singla, Complainant, in person.


Mrs. Nirmal Rani, Senior Assistant, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The requisite information as per demand of the Complainant has been handed over to the Complainant in my presence today, in lieu of which the signatures of Shri M.R.Singla has been taken on office file of the Commission. 

3.

As per directions on the last date of hearing, an affidavit duly authenticated, is also handed over to the Complainant in my presence. The representative on behalf of the PIO states that the case of Shri M.R.Singla as per minutes of the meeting held on 2.4.2008 under the chairmanship of Principal Secretary Irrigation & Power has also been recommended to the Personnel Department for approval.

4.

The Representative on behalf of the PIO states that the requisite information has been supplied and an affidavit has been handed over to the Complainant indicating that whichever information is available on record, has been supplied. She further pleads that the case may be closed.
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5.

Since the requisite information along with the affidavit, has been supplied to the Complainant, the case is disposed of.

6.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-


Place: Chandigarh.

                                 Surinder Singh

Dated: 26.06.2008

            
      State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.C.O. No. 84-85, SECTOR: 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Karnail Singh,

# 303, Urban Estate,

Dugri, Ludhiana.







Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Managing Director, PSIEC,

Udyog Bhawan, Sector: 17, Chandigarh.




 Respondent

CC No. 241/2008
Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.
Shri R.K.Goyal, Senior Law Officer, Shri Hardayal Kumar and Shri Ram Murti, Senior Assistants, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The Respondent on behalf of the PIO states that the requisite information as available in the record has since been supplied to the Complainant. He further states that the record relating to the information in the instant case, is with the Civil Court at Ludhiana in some court case. He states that they have applied to procure the same from the Court at Ludhiana. The Court has given the date of 4th July, 2008 to supply the same. He pleads that in view of the circumstances; the case may be adjourned and may be fixed for hearing after 4th July, 2008. 

2.

The Respondent makes a submission of the receipt of the application from the Court along with the request made by Shri Gurdeep Singh for adjourning the case.

3.

As the Civil Court has fixed 4th July, 2008 to supply the documents in the instant case, accordingly, the case is fixed for confirmation of orders on 22.7.2008.
4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 











Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.

                                 Surinder Singh

Dated: 26.06.2008

            
      State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.C.O. No. 84-85, SECTOR: 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Narinder Kumar Nanda,

52/III, Dharampura Colony, Batala,

District: Gurdaspur.







Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Executive Engineer, Punjab Water Supply &

Sewerage Board, Gurdaspur.





 Respondent

CC No.369/2008

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.
Shri Harbhajan Lal, SDE-cum-APIO, Batala, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The case was last heard on 27.5.2008. 

2.

As per the directions given on the last date of hearing, Shri Harbhajan Lal, SDE-cum-APIO states that the information running into 133(One hundred thirty three) pages is ready with him today for handing over to the Complainant. He further states that the Complainant has not deposited the necessary application fee.

3.

The PIO pleads that since the Complainant has not attended the court proceedings on 27.5.2008 as well as today’s proceedings and the case may be closed as the Complainant is not serious for getting information.

3.

It is directed that the PIO will inform the Complainant that the information in the instant case is ready with him and he can collect the same on any working day during office hours from the office of PIO-cum-Executive Engineer, Punjab Water Supply and Sewerage Board, Gurdaspur.

4.

It is further directed that the Complainant can approach the
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Commission, if there is any discrepancy in the information to be supplied to him.

5.

As the Complainant has not attended the proceedings and he is not serious about the information, the case is disposed of.

6..

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-


Place: Chandigarh.

                                 Surinder Singh

Dated: 26.06.2008

            
      State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.C.O. No. 84-85, SECTOR: 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Yogesh Mahajan, 

President of Anti Corruption Council,

Opposite Water Tank, Municipal Market,

Mission Road, Pathankot.






     Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer-cum-
Executive Engineer, Drainage Division,

Gurdaspur.








 Respondent

AC No.57 /2008

Present:
Shri Yogesh Mahajan, Appellant, in person.


Shri Vinod Kumar,SDC, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The case was last heard on 22.5.2008 when it was directed that the Appellant will supply the copy of the observations which according to him was lying in his Car by 2.00 PM to the Respondent, but the Appellant fails to supply the copy of the observations/comments on the information supplied to him by the PIO. The Appellant states that he faxed the observations to the PIO on 9.6.2008. The Representative of the PIO supplied the information running into 78 (Seventy-eight) sheets to the Appellant in my presence today as per the observations/comments made by the Appellant through Fax on 9.6.2008.

2.

The Appellant prays that time be given to study the information supplied to him. Accordingly, the case is adjourned.

3.

The Deputy Commissioner, Gurdaspur got the enquiry conducted through Tehsildar, Pathankot about the authenticity of the Courier Agency, namely, ‘On dot Couriers & Cargo Ltd., Industrial Area, New Delhi’, situated near Kali Mata Mandir, Pathankot. The report of the Deputy Commissioner has
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been received with the remarks that:-

 “I am satisfied with the statement of Shri Rajesh Kumar and the record maintained in the Branch Office and there appears to be no foul play on the part of this branch office.” 
4.

The Appellant states that he will try to get the receipt from the Courier Agency as to who received the letter, dated 30th November, 2007 in the office of the Executive Engineer, Drainage Division, Gurdaspur.

4.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 22-7-2008.

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-


Place: Chandigarh.

                                 Surinder Singh

Dated: 26.06.2008

            
      State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.C.O. No. 84-85, SECTOR: 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Yogesh Mahajan,

President of Anti Corruption Council,

Opposite Water Tank, Municipal Market,

Mission Road, Pathankot.






     Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Senior Medical Officer, Batala.




 Respondent

CC No.61 /2008

Present:
Shri Yogesh Mahajan, Appellant, in person.
Dr.V.K.Khullar, SMO and Dr.Harbhajan Singh, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The case was last heard on 22.5.2008 in which the report of the Director, Forensic Science Laboratory, Punjab, Chandigarh was asked for. Accordingly, the report of the Forensic Science Laboratory is received in the office of Secretary, PSIC, vide letter No.1085/DOC/FSL/Pb., dated 6.6.2008. The Report was prepared by Dr.(Mrs.) Seema Sharda, Assistant Director, FSL, Punjab, Chandigarh which is as under:-

“I have carefully and thoroughly examined the red enclosed questioned writings/Digits stamped and marked Q1 from the original document with the help of Scientific aids and it has been concluded that :-

1.
In the red enclosed questioned portion stamped and marked Q1 the original digit 2 of day of the date has been altered to figure 12 by adding digit 1 at the tenth place of day of the date using the ink of different tint. Hence the original date in the red enclosed questioned portion stamped and marked Q1 is 2.1.08.”
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2.

The Appellant states that he is extremely sorry for tampering with the document, in question. He further prays that no action be taken against him and assures that he will not repeat such things in future. It is directed that he may submit his explanation as to why action not be taken against him for tampering with the document. Dr. V.K.Khullar, SMO on behalf of PIO-Respondent requests that a copy of the report received from the Director, Forensic Science Laboratory, Punjab, Chandigarh, be supplied to him for his official record. It is directed that a copy of the report received from the Director, Forensic Science Laboratory, Punjab, Chandigarh, be supplied to the PIO. The Respondent states that the information is ready and the Appellant can collect the same from the office of SMO, Batala on any working day after depositing the requisite fee. The Appellant states that he will collect the requisite information from the SMO, Batala after depositing requisite fee. SMO –cum-APIO Batala will inform the Commission that the Appellant has received the information.

3.

The case is fixed on 22.7.2008 for confirmation of compliance.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties along with a copy of the report of Director Forensic Science Laboratory, Punjab, Chandigarh.


Sd/-


Place: Chandigarh.

                                 Surinder Singh

Dated: 26.06.2008

            
      State Information Commissioner

