STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Kamal Kishore,

Surveyor, R/o 1205, Ram Sharan Colony,

Dalhousie Road, Pathankot.

 _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Director, Local Bodies, Pb.,

SCO No.131-132, Juneja Building,

Chandigarh.





________________ Respondent

CC No. 358 of 2007

Present:-

Shri Kamal Kishore, Complainant in person.




Shri Varinder Singh Sodhi, Superintendent-cum-APIO for the 


respondent-department.

ORDERS




Information stands supplied, case stands disposed of.

         ( P.P.S. Gill)



   
 
        ( R. K. Gupta)

State Information Commissioner


State Information Commissioner
May 18, 2007.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Satish Sharma,

#572/15, Bank Colony, Khanna (Ludhiana). _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Executive Officer,

Municipal Committee, Fire Brigade Deptt.,

Khanna, District Ludhiana.



________________ Respondent

CC No. 367  of 2007

Present:-
Shri Satish Sharma complainant in person.



Shri Ashok Pathria, Accounts Officer-cum-PIO for the 




respondent-department.

ORDER



The information asked for by the complainant is stated to have  been received by him though there is some delay on the part of the respondent-department in providing  of the same.  Taking a lenient view, the delay is condoned.  The E.O. of Municipal Committee has been advised  to be more efficient in providing the information to the complainants without causing any delay..



In view of the above, case stands disposed of.

         ( P.P.S. Gill)



   
 
        ( R. K. Gupta)

State Information Commissioner


State Information Commissioner
May 18, 2007.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Satpal Singh s/o Shri Nikka Singh,

c/o Ward No.19, Basant Nagar, Khanna

District Ludhiana.



 _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Executive Officer,

Municipal Committee, Khanna,

District Ludhiana.



________________ Respondent

CC No.  368   of 2007

Present:-
None for the complainant.



Shri Ashok Pathria, Accounts Officer-cum-PIO for the 




respondent-department.

ORDER



The information asked for by the complainant in this complainant  is reported to have been supplied to him.  Nothing contrary has been reported on behalf of the complainant.  


In view of the above, case stands disposed of.

         ( P.P.S. Gill)



   
 
        ( R. K. Gupta)

State Information Commissioner


State Information Commissioner
May 18, 2007.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Satish Sharma #572/15,

Bank Colony, Khanna, Distt. Ludhiana. _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Sub Divisional Magistrate,

Khanna, Distt. Ludhiana.







________________ Respondent

CC No. 369  of 2007

Present:-
Shri Satish Sharma complainant in person.



None  for the
respondent-department.

ORDER



The information asked for by the complainant is reported to have been  received by him to his satisfaction



In view of the above, case stands disposed of.

         ( P.P.S. Gill)



   
 
        ( R. K. Gupta)

State Information Commissioner


State Information Commissioner
May 18, 2007.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Satish Sharma #572/15,

Bank Colony, Khanna, Distt. Ludhiana. _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Sub Divisional Magistrate,

Khanna, Distt. Ludhiana.







________________ Respondent

CC No. 370  of 2007

Present:-
Shri Satish Sharma complainant in person.



None  for the respondent-department.

ORDER



The information asked for by the complainant is reported to have been  received by him to his satisfaction 



In view of the above, case stands disposed of.

         ( P.P.S. Gill)



   
 
        ( R. K. Gupta)

State Information Commissioner


State Information Commissioner
May 18, 2007.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Satish Sharma #572/15,

Bank Colony, Khanna, Distt. Ludhiana. _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Civil Surgeon, Health Department,

 Ludhiana.







________________ Respondent

CC No. 371  of 2007

Present:-
Shri Satish Sharma complainant in person.



Shri Ashok Pathria, Accounts Officer-cum-PIO for the 




respondent-department.

ORDER



The information asked for by the complainant is reported to have been  received by him to his satisfaction 



In view of the above, case stands disposed of.

         ( P.P.S. Gill)



   
 
        ( R. K. Gupta)

State Information Commissioner


State Information Commissioner
May 18, 2007.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Satish Sharma #572/15,

Bank Colony, Khanna, Distt. Ludhiana. _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Executive Officer, 

Municipal Committee,

Khanna, Distt. Ludhiana.



________________ Respondent

CC No. 373  of 2007

Present:-
Shri Satish Sharma complainant in person.



Shri Ashok Pathria, Accounts Officer-cum-PIO for the 




respondent-department.

ORDER



According to the complainant, Municipal Council, Khanna has laid down some norms regarding Fire Fighting Sytsem.  As per the norms,  before clearance is given all points are  to be checked by  Municipal Council including the   provision of a separate entry and exit gate.  According to the complainant, there is no such provision and only one gate is provided.  There are also various other discrepancies in   the fire fighting system. 


Shri Ashok Pathria, PIO has been asked to give a clear reply to the query raised by the complainant within 15 days.



In view of the above, case stands adjourned to 15.6.2007.

         ( P.P.S. Gill)



   
 
        ( R. K. Gupta)

State Information Commissioner


State Information Commissioner
May 18, 2007.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Satish Sharma #572/15,

Bank Colony, Khanna, Distt. Ludhiana. _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Executive Officer, 

Municipal Committee,

Khanna, Distt. Ludhiana.



________________ Respondent

CC No. 375  of 2007

Present:-
Shri Satish Sharma complainant in person.



Shri Ashok Pathria, Accounts Officer-cum-PIO for the 




respondent-department.

ORDER



The complainant has stated  that he has been provided with the guidelines issued by the respondent-department and also by the State Government in giving clearance for the fire fighting system and does not want to press this complaint further.


In view of the above, case stands disposed of.

         ( P.P.S. Gill)



   
 
        ( R. K. Gupta)

State Information Commissioner


State Information Commissioner
May 18, 2007.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Bhupinder Pal s/o Sh. Vishwa Mittar,

c/o Puri Tailors, Subhash Bazar,

Khanna, Distt. Ludhiana. 


_________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Executive Officer, 

Municipal Committee,

Khanna, Distt. Ludhiana.



________________ Respondent

CC No. 372  of 2007

Present:-
None for the complainant.



Shri Ashok Pathria, Accounts Officer-cum-PIO for the 




respondent-department.

ORDER



The information asked for by the complainant in this complainant  is reported to have been supplied to him.  Nothing contrary has been reported on behalf of the complainant.  


In view of the above, case stands disposed of.

         ( P.P.S. Gill)



   
 
        ( R. K. Gupta)

State Information Commissioner


State Information Commissioner
May 18, 2007.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Satish Sharma #572/15,

Bank Colony, Khanna, Distt. Ludhiana. _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Executive Officer, 

Municipal Committee,

Khanna, Distt. Ludhiana.



________________ Respondent

CC No. 374  of 2007

Present:-
Shri Satish Sharma complainant in person.



Shri Ashok Pathria, Accounts Officer-cum-PIO for the 




respondent-department.

ORDER



In this case, the complainant has wanted to know the dates on which Sub Fire Officer inspected the site as directed by the Sub Divisional Magistrate, Khanna and who had accompanied the Sub Fire Officer and with whose permission he had visited the site.  Shri Ashok Pathria appearing for the respondent-department stated that no such  record is available with the department.  According to  the report dated 3.3.2006 sent by Sub Fire Officer to the Sub Divisional Magistrate, Khanna he had visited the site on difference dates in February, 2006 and a copy of the same has been provided to the complainant.

2 In view of the position explained above, the case stands disposed of 

         ( P.P.S. Gill)



   
 
        ( R. K. Gupta)

State Information Commissioner


State Information Commissioner
May 18, 2007.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No.32-33-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Charanjit Singh, Ex-Sarpanch

s/o Sh.Sardara Singh, VPO Gill, 

Distt: Ludhiana









…...Complainant







Vs.

Public Information Officer

o/o the Senior Superintendent of Police, 

Ludhiana






.....Respondent
CC No. 222  of 2006:

Present:
None for the complainant.



Shri Chaman Lal Sharma, Superintendent alongwith Shri Mewa Singh Sr. 


Assistant, Department of Home, Shri Vijay Kumar Khullar, Superintendent, 


Home-I
Branch and Shri V.K. Sharda, Superintendent, Police Department, 


Punjab.

Order:



It has been made clear to the representatives appearing on behalf of  the Senior Superintendent of Police, Ludhiana that  since the Commission in its order dated 17.11.2006 has already dispensed with the presence of PIO/representatives of Senior Superintendents of Police, Jagaon, Khanna and Ludhiana, they are not required to appear in this case. Similarly, the Director Prosecution, Punjab was also exempted from appearance vide its order dated 23.4.2007.  Shri Chaman Lal Sharma, Superintendent and Shri Mewa Singh, Sr. Assistant, Home Department have  got the file wherein it is indicated that a note was received from the then Transport Minister  recommending that ‘Shri Amarjot Singh Sidhu, Joint Director, Prosecution may be adjusted in Prosecution Agency, Ludhiana.  No reason was provided for this recommendation.  In the Home Department, the proposal was opposed up to the level of Shri Mehta, the then Additional Secretary to Government of Punjab, Department of Home.  He put up the file to the Principal Secretary Home and , thereafter the note says “Discussed with PSH.  He may be posted as J.D. (Pros) with post keeping in view the importance of work at Ludhiana.”  He sent the file to PSH who approved the above note.  There is nothing available in the file which may indicate  that why the post in P.A.P. Phillaur was created  and if the same was not wanted why the same was transferred elsewhere else.  The main  purpose of the Right to Information Act is that  the public have a  right to know what is happening in the Administration  and their files. The Government issues are not the personal matters of any individuals but have greater effect on the society at large.  According to Shri Sharma and Shri Mewa Singh, no other papers are available which can throw light on the transfer of Shri Sandhu alongwith post from PAP Phillaur to JD (P), Ludhiana.

2.

Shri V.K. Sharda, Superintendent from the office of the Director General of Police, Punjab states that there was no proposal from the Police Department for posting of Shri Sidhu or any other Joint Director (Prosecution) at Ludhiana.

3.

In view of the above position, copies of note-sheet starting from page 3/N to 5/N may be supplied to the complainant with a copy to this Commission within 7 days.  As regards the other points, information has already been supplied to the complainant.  The complainant can go through the copies of the note-sheet and come up for confirmation on 15.6.2007.  Since there was no role from the office of the Director General of Police, Punjab about the transfer of Shri Sidhu, their PIO or representative need not to appear on the next date of hearing for this case, while the PIO or the representative of the Home Department should app 

         ( P.P.S. Gill)



   
 
        ( R. K. Gupta)

State Information Commissioner


State Information Commissioner
May 18, 2007.

 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Maj. Gen.(Retd.) Sukhdip Singh Randhawa,

#97, Sector 2, Panchkula.





…Complainant







Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

O/o the Chairman, Improvement Trust,

Amritsar..







…..Respondent.

CC No.90  of 2007

Present: 
Maj. Gen. (Retd.) Sukhdip Singh Randhawa complainant in person.



Shri Subhash Chand Gupta, A.T.E.-cum-APIO for the respondent-


department.

ORDER



The stand taken by Shri Gupta is contradictory.  On one side, he states that the proposal was in pursuance of the resolution passed in the year 2001 and on the other side that the Improvement Trust was dissolved in 2002 with the change of Government.  The complainant has rightly submitted that when in the year 2002 the Trust was dissolved how resolution was passed by the old trust and was carried out without the fresh approval of the new trust.  It is also not available on the record of the trust that why the exemptions were continued to be given time and again.  The complainant is asking the criteria on which the exemptions were given?  According to Shri Gupta, the Government had laid down that upto 100 meters on bye-pass there should be no construction vide their order issued in October, 1999.  If this rule has been applied uniformly all along the bye pass, then there would not be any objection, what is seen that even this rule and instructions were flouted. These were used selectively to exempt the property as they like even which were not covered under the guidelines laid down.  The basic question of the complainant is what was the reason for giving exemption to influential people? Shri Gupta ATE is not in a position to state about the criteria/policy of the trust so the appropriate person in this direction or PIO of the Improvement Trust, Amritsar should appear on the next date of hearing.



The case stands adjourned to 15.6.2007.   

         ( P.P.S. Gill)



   
 
        ( R. K. Gupta)

State Information Commissioner


State Information Commissioner
May 18, 2007.

 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Dilsukhram Singla,

House No.538, Phase-6,

Mohali (SAS Nagar)






….Complainant.

Versus

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Deputy Commissioner,

Ropar.







…Respondent.

Case No. CC-670-2006:

Present:
Shri Dilsukh Ram Singla, complainant in person.
Shri Shiv Kumar, Tehsildar, Ropar for the respondent-department.

Order:


Today is the fourth hearing in this case.  Inspite of the clear order of this Commission dated 23.2.2007, neither on the earlier hearing on 13.4.2007 nor today, the PIO office of the Deputy Commissioner, Ropar has appeared.  Shri Shiv Kumar, Tehsildar, Ropar, who is  stated to be under transfer, submits  that  the enquiry has been conducted and responsibility has been fixed on two individuals.  To know the final out-come Shri Shiv Kumar requested for another date so that PIO from the office of the Deputy Commissioner, Ropar can appear and give the reply.  The complainant states that he is being harassed unnecessarily  and that the Deputy Commissioner, Ropar does not give any importance to the orders of this Commission  and that is why inspite of clear orders of this Commission,  no action is being taken. 


 The Commission takes a serious view of such attitude on the part of the respondent-department.    A last opportunity is given to the PIO from the office of the Deputy Commissioner, Ropar to appear on 15.6.2007 personally.  The complainant who states that he  has to abandon  his normal work for appearing before this Commission time and again,  is compensated @ Rs.500/- for each hearing from today and as well on 15.6.2007 which will be paid by the  respondent-department.   It will be the responsibility of the Deputy Commissioner, Ropar to ensure that this payment is made to the complainant. 


2.

Case stands adjourned to 15.6.2007.

         ( P.P.S. Gill)



   
 
        ( R. K. Gupta)

State Information Commissioner


State Information Commissioner
May 18, 2007.

 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Shri Pawan Kumar,

Bureau Chief,

Anti Corruption Movement,

5, Hargobind Nagar,

Sirhind Road, Patiala.






….Complainant.

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Assistant Excise and Taxation Commissioner (Enforcement),

Jalandhar.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Assistant Excise and Taxation Commissioner (Enforcement),

Jalandhar.










…..Respondent.

CC No. 619 of 2006

Present:-
None for the complainant.

None for the respondent-department.

ORDER



For the last two hearings  held on 23.2.2007 and 13.4.2007, no body is appearing.


  Case stands disposed of accordingly.

         ( P.P.S. Gill)



   
 
        ( R. K. Gupta)

State Information Commissioner


State Information Commissioner
May 18, 2007.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Shri Tirlochan Singh,

#HL-168, Sukhdev Nagar, 

Focal Point, Ludhiana.





…Complainant







Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Tehsildar, Jagraon,

District Ludhiana.






…..Respondent.

CC No.  314  of 2006

Present: 
None for the complainant.



Shri Harvinder Singh Clerk for the respondent-department.
Order



Shri Harvinder Singh clerk appearing for the respondent-department states that asked for information has been supplied.  

2.

In view of the above, case stands adjourned to 15.6.2007 for confirmation. 

         ( P.P.S. Gill)



   
 
        ( R. K. Gupta)

State Information Commissioner


State Information Commissioner
May 18, 2007.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Shri Harjinder Singh s/o Shri Piara Singh

# 2275, St. No. 9, Janta Nagar, Ludhaian














…Complainant







Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

O/o  District Revenue Officer, Mini Secretariat, 

Ludhiana

.







…..Respondent.

CC No.728  of 2006
Present: Shri Harjinder Singh complainant in person.

              None  for the respondent-department.

  ORDER



The complainant wanted information about the inquiry initiated on his complaint and action taken.  On the last hearing dated 9.4.2007, District Revenue Officer-cum-PIO office of the Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana had stated that Show Cause Notice has been served and inquiry will be finalized within one month.  According to a letter dated 25.4.2007 from the respondent-department received in this Commission states that information has been sent to the complainant on 20.4.2007, whereas complainant says that the information is yet to be provided.



Case adjourned to 9.7.2007 for confirmation.

         ( P.P.S. Gill)



   
 
        ( R. K. Gupta)

State Information Commissioner


State Information Commissioner
May 18, 2007.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION,PUNJAB

SCO No.32-33-34, Sector 17, Chandigarh

Shri Hardeep Singh Thapar

K-17, Hauz Khas Enclave,

New Delhi.







… Complainant

Versus

The Public Information Officer

O/o Secretary,

Ministry of Urban Development, Govt. of Punjab

Chandigarh.








…Respondent

C.C. No. 826 of 2006

Present: 
None for the complainant


 
Mr. Kuldeep Singh, Superintendent for respondent-department

ORDER



Shri Kuldeep Singh, Superintendent appearing for the respondent-department states that the asked for information relates to third party.  When third party was asked for giving concurrence about supply of the information, they objected.  Shri Kuldeep Singh, Superintendent was instructed to explain this fact to the complainant with a copy to this Commission.



In view of the above, case stands disposed of.

         ( P.P.S. Gill)



   
 
        ( R. K. Gupta)

State Information Commissioner


State Information Commissioner
May 18, 2007.

