STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
Sh. Bachan Singh ‘Datewasiya’,
 # 735-R, Partap Nagar,

Bathinda.
        …………………………….Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Commissioner,
MC, Bathinda.

……………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2270 of 2007

Present:
(i) Sh. Bachan Singh ‘ Datewasiya’, Complainant
(ii) Sh. Kamal Kant, Executive Officer-cum-PIO,


     O/o MC, Bathinda the Respondent
ORDER

Heard.
2.
Respondent states that as directed by the Commission during the last hearing, an enquiry has been instituted for the purpose of fixing responsibility for the loss of the relevant record. He also states that the record of the Municipal Corporation, Bathinda has been searched and it has been found that the telegrams had been marked to Sh.  Jagan Nath J.E, Sh. Parveen Kumar M.E and Sh. Sukhdev Singh M.E. 
3.
 Presently Sh. Parveen Kumar is working with M.C, Ludhiana, Sh. Jagan Nath with M.C.Bathinda, Sh. A.K.Singla S.E with M.C, Patiala and Sh. Sukhdev Singh M.E with Nagar Council, Phagwara. They have been asked to locate the record and submit their report. In order to complete the enquiry, the version of all the concerned officers is required, so that responsibility is correctly fixed. Respondent has requested for some more time to complete the investigation.
3.
Adjourned to 09.05.08 (2.00 PM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-

                                             (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 3rd April, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
Sh. Mahesh Kumar Bansal,
# 677, Deep Nagar,

Amrik Singh Road,

Bathinda.
         …………………………….Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Commissioner,
Municipal Corporation,

Bathinda.

……………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2382 of 2007

Present:
(i) None is present on behalf of the Complainant


(ii) Sh. Kamal Kant, Executive Officer-cum-PIO, the Respondent , 


     O/o Municipal Corporation, Bathinda
ORDER


Heard.
2.
Respondent states that the required information has been sent to the Complainant vide their letter no. 1205/W dated 31.03.08. The same has been received by the wife of the Complainant. Copy of the receipt has been taken on record. Complainant is absent. It is presumed that he is satisfied with the information supplied. 
3.
Disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties

Sd/-
                                             (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 3rd April, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
Sh. Sandeep Mahey,
# 28, Sat Nagar,

Near Chandan Nagar,

Jalandhar City.

        ……………………………. Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Commissioner,
Municipal Corporation,

Jalandhar.

……………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2390 of 2007
Present:
(i) Sh. Sandeep Mahey, Complainant


(ii) None is present on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER


Heard.
2.
During the last date of hearing, Complainant pointed out that the information was not supplied to him in time and prayed that action under Section 20 of the RTI Act, 2005 be taken against the Respondent. Accordingly, the PIO, MC, Jalandhar was called upon to show cause why action under Section 20 RTI Act, 2005 be not taken against him. PIO is absent. One more opportunity is granted to the PIO to submit his reply to the show cause notice issued to him during the last hearing by filing an affidavit within 15 days from the receipt of this order.
3.
Adjourned to 24.04.2008 (2.00 PM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
                                                           (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 3rd April, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
Sh. Prem Singh Grewal,
104, Prem Kunj, 

New Officers; Colony,

Stadium Road,

Patiala.
        ……………………………. Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Commissioner,
Municipal Corporation,

Patiala.
……………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2181 of 2007
Present:
(i) Col. Prem Singh Grewal, Complainant 



(ii) Sh. Ashok Viz, APIO, O/o M.C., Patiala on behalf of the 



     Respondent
ORDER

Heard.
2.
Respondent has submitted the reply to the show cause notice and has also supplied the required information. It is stated that there are 88 cellular telephone towers installed by the companies within the municipal limits of Patiala and there is no practice of issuing NOC for electric connection for cellular towers. Complainant states that this information is wrong as they have already given NOCs in some cases. Complainant also requested that he should be compensated @ Rs. 1000/- per day for his visit to the Commission.  Respondent
states that the above said information is based on the reply of the  Municipal Town Planner of the Corporation. He is directed to verify the information supplied to the Complainant today regarding issuance of NOCs for electric connections and  submit  a report  in this behalf on the next date of hearing.
3.
Adjourned to 15.04.2008 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-

                                             (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 3rd April, 2008
 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
Sh. Om Parkash,
1609/2-Ram Gali,

Katra ahluwalia, 

Amritsar.
        ……………………………. Appellant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Commissioner,

MC, Amritsar.
……………………………..Respondent

AC No. 96 of 2008
Present:
(i) None is present on behalf of the Appellant


(ii)  Sh. Sushant Bhatia, Superintendent, House Tax, O/o Municipal 
       Corporation, Amritsar 
ORDER


Heard.
2.
Respondent states that Appellant has already filed an appeal to the first Appellate Authority i.e. Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Amritsar which has not as yet been disposed of. The Appellant was asked to attend the hearing on 22.12.07, but due to busy schedule, hearing could not take place. In the meantime the Appellant has filed the instant second appeal.
3.
In the circumstances, I deem it appropriate that the first appellate authority should decide the appeal on merits. Parties to appear before the first Appellate Authority on 22.04.2008. The first appeal shall be decided as expeditiously as possible. 

4.
Needless to say that in case the Appellant is not satisfied with the decision by the first appellate authority, he can approach the Commission by way of second appeal. 

5.
Disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
                                             (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 3rd April, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Vill-Khamano, Deshmesh Nagar,

Tehsil-Khamano,

Distt-Fatehgarh Sahib.

        ……………………………. Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Executive Officer,

Improvement Trust,

Amritsar.

……………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2366 of 2007

Present:
(i) None is present on behalf of the Complainant


(ii) Sh. Ashok Sharma, PIO, O/o Imp. Trust, Amritsar, the 



     Respondent
ORDER


Heard.
2.
Respondent states that the required information has been sent to the Complainant. Complainant is absent. It is presumed that he is satisfied with the information supplied. 

3.
Disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties

Sd/-

                                                 (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 3rd April, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Aggarwal Telecom,

# 219/11, Dorai Byawar Road,

Ajmer.
        ……………………………. Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Executive Officer,

Improvement Trust,

Amritsar.

……………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1914 of 2007

Present:
(I) Sh. Bajranglal Gupta, Complainant


(ii) Sh. Ashok Sharma, PIO, O/o Imp. Trust, Amritsar, the 



     Respondent
ORDER


Heard.
2.
Respondent states that the required information has been supplied to the Complainant on 20.03.08, but the Complainant has stated that the information is not legible and prays that legible and attested copies be supplied to him. Respondent is directed to supply legible and attested copies. The Respondent is also directed to show cause by way of an affidavit, within 15 days, why action be not taken against him under Section 20 RTI Act, 2005 for the lapse in the supply of information.
3.
Adjourned to 24.04.2008 (2.00 PM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
                                             (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 3rd April, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
Sh. Om Parkash Jindal,

Senior Assitt: M.A Branch,

D.C. Officer, Mansa
        ……………………………. Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Commissioner,

Faridkot,

Division Faridkot.

……………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2425 of 2007

Present:
(i) None is present on behalf of the Complainant


(ii)  Sh. Jaskaran Singh, Clerk O/o Commissioner, Faridkot on 


     behalf of the Respondent
ORDER


Heard.
2.
Complainant has written to the Commission vide his letter dated 20.03.08 that the required information has been received and he is satisfied.
3.
Disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties

Sd/-

                                             (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 3rd April, 2008
