STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB


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




(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Advocate Surinder Pal,

C/o Lawyers for Social Action, Ludhiana Chapter,

539/112/3, St. 1-E, New Shivpuri Road,

Ludhiana.






…………….Appellant.

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana & another.










Respondent.

AC No.41 of 2006

ORDER

Present: 
None is present on behalf of the Appellant.


Sh. Ravi Sharma, Building Inspector, office of Municipal Corporation, 

Ludhiana on behalf of the Respondent.



A fax message has been received from the Respondent PIO M.C., Ludhiana  on 14.12.2007 that as he is unwell, the matter may be adjourned to another date.

2.

The Deputy Registrar informs us that the Appellant had spoken to him on the telephone conveying that he had no objection if the hearing in this matter is postponed.  

3.

This matter is adjourned for further proceedings on 28.01.2008.  Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.    

  (Rajan Kashyap)




    
   
   
    Chief Information Commissioner

Chandigarh

Dated: 17.12.2007









Lt. Gen.P.K.Grover (Retd.)







   State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB


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




(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Ms. Simmi Jindal,

D/o Sh. Ramesh Kumar,

Stamp Vendor, Tehsil Complex,

Mansa.






…………….Appellant.

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Secretary,

Punjab School Education Board,

Mohali.










Respondent.

AC No.289 of 2007
ORDER

Present: 
.Sh. Ramesh Kumar father of Appellant Ms. Simmi Jindal.


None is present on behalf of the Respondent.



Father of the Appellant alleges that his daughter who was a brilliant student has been deliberately downgraded in the process of evaluation in the examination for 10th class conduced by Punjab School Education Board.  He alleges that this has been done with the purpose for helping some other candidate in whom the school authorities and the PSEB were interested.  He claims that because of this biased treatment, he has withdrawn his daughter from the PSEB conducted examinations and she is now studying in the next class under CBSE board.  The father of the Appellant further states that he is uneducated and is merely interested in obtaining justice and checking malpractices in the PSEB.  
2.

Respondent is not here today.  We direct he should be present on the next date of hearing.  

3.

This hearing will take place in Civil Rest House, Mansa on 21st January, 2008 at 1100 hours.  Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 
  (Rajan Kashyap)




    
   
   
    Chief Information Commissioner

Chandigarh

Dated: 17.12.2007









Lt. Gen.P.K.Grover (Retd.)







   State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB


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




(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Jasbir Singh,

# 689/I, Sector 41-A,

Chandigarh.






…………….Complainant
Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Secretary,

Pb. School Education Board,

Mohali.









...................Respondent.

CC No.1580 of 2007
ORDER

Present: 
Sh. Jasbir Singh, Complainant in person.


None is present on behalf of the Respondent.



Complainant is a dismissed employee of the Punjab School Education Board.  He has desired to obtain the information under RTI Act, 2005, regarding the events leading to his dismissal.  He states that certain information has been delivered, but information under item number 3 of his request, namely statements of witnesses who testified against him, has not been provided so far. 
2.

Respondent is directed to ensure that the information remaining is supplied to him within the next 15 days.  We direct the Respondent to be present before us on the next date of hearing.  
3.

To come up on 28.01.2008.  Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

  (Rajan Kashyap)




    
   
   
    Chief Information Commissioner

Chandigarh

Dated: 17.12.2007









Lt. Gen.P.K.Grover (Retd.)







   State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB


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




(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Pawan Kumar,

Through Sh. Sandeep Gorsi (advocate)

District Courts, Amritsar.




…………….Complainant
Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Inspector General,

Border Range,

Amritsar.






...................Respondent.

CC No.1581 of 2007

ORDER

Present: 
Sh. Sandeep Gorsi, Advocate on behalf of the Complainant.


None is present on behalf of the Respondent.  

Since the representative of PIO, office of DGP, Sh. V.K.Sharda, Superintendent is present in another matter, the directions in the instant case are being conveyed to the Respondent through him. 

2.

Representative of the Complainant is an advocate.  He alleges that Sh. Pawan Kumar was tortured by the police in the year 2007 in connection with a criminal case during the elections to the State Vidhan Sabha in Beas area.  Complainant claims that the DIG, Border Range, Amritsar had ordered an enquiry to be conducted on the basis of certain reports in the press regarding harassment and torture.  According to the Complainant, the enquiry was duly conducted by the SSP., Pathankot.  The Complainant has demanded :-

“(i)
Copy of order 27838/BR dated 13.07.2007 of DIG/Border Range, Amritsar. 
(ii)
Copy of report of Superintendent of Police, Pathankot No. 1645/SP dated 01.09.2007.

(iii)
Copies of all the statements recorded during the enquiry no. 1645/SP dated 01.09.2007”.
3.

Complainant states that he received no response to his request under RTI Act, 2005, and that he filed the complaint under Section 18 thereafter. 
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4.

The Respondent not being present or represented today, we direct that the Director General of Police, Punjab should ensure that the Respondent in the instant case that is DIG, Border Range, Amritsar should take immediate action on the request for information.  The representative of PIO office of DGP, Punjab is conveyed this direction as he is present before us.

5.

Sh. Sandeep Gorsi, Advocate who is representing the Complainant states that he has been authorized by the Complainant to appear on his behalf.  He is unable to produce a letter of authority today.  He assures that a letter authorizing him to represent the Complainant would be filed within a week.  

6.

This will come up for further proceedings on 28.01.2008.  Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.      
  (Rajan Kashyap)




    
   
   
    Chief Information Commissioner

Chandigarh

Dated: 17.12.2007









Lt. Gen.P.K.Grover (Retd.)







   State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB


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




(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Charanjit Bhullar,

C/o Tribune Office,

Goniana Road, Bathinda




…………….Complainant
Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director Genral of Police,

Pb. Police Headquarters,

Sector 9, Chandigarh. 








...................Respondent.

CC No.1582 of 2007
ORDER

Present: 
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.


Sh. Priti Pal Singh, Deputy Superintendent of Police (Crime Branch) on 

behalf of the Respondent.



Respondent states that the items of information demanded by the Complainant relate to action taken by the Police against terrorists during the period from 1987 to 1999.  Respondent claims exemption from disclosing information under the first three items under Section 8(1)(a) of the Right to Information Act, 2005.  Respondent submits that disclosure of these items of information would prejudicially affect the security interest of the State and could also lead to incitement of an offence.  As such, Respondent has conveyed in writing to the Complainant on 13.12.2007 that this information is denied as being exempt under RTI Act, 2005.  A copy of the communication from the Respondent to the Complainant to this effect is supplied to the Commission for record.

2.

In respect of the fourth item, namely, the number and names of the terrorists who have absconded, has been supplied to the Complainant on 04.12.2007.  A copy of the letter from the Respondent indicating that 34 pages of relevant information have been delivered to the Complainant has also been endorsed to the Commission.   
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3.

We accept the plea of the Respondent for exemption from disclosure of certain items of information as being covered under Section 8(1)(a).  The portion of the information that does not attract the exemption clause has been duly delivered.

4.

This matter is disposed of.  Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 
  (Rajan Kashyap)




    
   
   
    Chief Information Commissioner

Chandigarh

Dated: 17.12.2007









Lt. Gen.P.K.Grover (Retd.)







   State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB


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




(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Charanjit Bhullar,

C/o Tribune Office,

Goniana Road, Bathinda




…………….Complainant
Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director Genral of Police,

Pb. Police Headquarters,

Sector 9, Chandigarh. 








...................Respondent.

CC No.1583 of 2007

ORDER
Present: 
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.


Sh. Darshan Kumar, Superintendent of Police (Litigation) on behalf of 

the Respondent.



The information in question falls in two categories that is :-
(i) Information relating to the purchase and utilization of search lights and bullet proof tractors for anti terrorist operations (items no. 1 to 4 of the request under RTI Act)

(ii) Information regarding sanction of cycle allowance to members of police force (item no. 5 and 6 of the application)

2.

We observe that the two categories of information demanded are totally unconnected with each other.  Complainant should, strictly speaking, have made two separate applications.  Respondent has, however, dealt with the two categories of information as such. 
3.

Respondent states before us that a decision has been conveyed to the Complainant that information in regard to the procurement of equipment for anti terrorist operations is denied as it is exempt under Section 8(1)(a) RTI Act, 2005.  A communication to this effect has been sent to the Complainant on 13.08.2007.  A copy of this communication regarding denial is delivered to us for the record.   
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4.

In respect of information against items 5 and 6 that is cycle allowance to police personnel, the Respondent states that this information has been duly conveyed to the Complainant on 23.10.2007.  A copy of the communication from the Respondent to the Complainant dated 23.10.2007 is also brought on our record.  

5.

We accept the plea of the Respondent for exemption of information against items 1 to 4.  In respect of the remaining two items information has been duly delivered.

6.

In these circumstances, the matter is disposed of.  Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.  

  (Rajan Kashyap)




    
   
   
    Chief Information Commissioner

Chandigarh

Dated: 17.12.2007









Lt. Gen.P.K.Grover (Retd.)







   State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB


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




(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Charanjit Bhullar,

C/o Tribune Office,

Goniana Road, Bathinda




…………….Complainant
Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Inspector Genral of Police,

Department of Vigilance, Pb.

Chandigarh. 








...................Respondent.

CC No.1587 of 2007
ORDER

Present: 
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.


Sh. Anil Kumar Joshi, Deputy Superintendent of Police on behalf of the 

Respondent.



The information in the instant case pertains to cases of corruption registered against officers in Punjab by the Vigilance Department including their rate of success in courts and the rewards, if any, given to informers in such cases.  

2.

Respondent states before us that the complete information as demanded has been delivered to the Complainant on 14.12.2007. Respondent produces before us a copy of the acknowledgment by the Complainant to this effect.  A copy of the acknowledgment has been placed on the record of this case also.

3.

As the information in question has been delivered, the matter is closed and disposed of.  Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 
  (Rajan Kashyap)




    
   
   
    Chief Information Commissioner

Chandigarh

Dated: 17.12.2007









Lt. Gen.P.K.Grover (Retd.)







   State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB


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




(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Charanjit Bhullar,

C/o Tribune Office,

Goniana Road, Bathinda




…………….Complainant
Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Secretary,

Department of School Education,

Punjab, Chandigarh.




  ...................Respondent.

CC No.1588 of 2007
ORDER

Present: 
None is present on behalf of the Complainant or the Respondent.



This being the first hearing, another opportunity is granted to the parties to present their case before the Commission.

2.

To come up on 28.01.2008.  Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 






   (Rajan Kashyap)




    
   
   
    Chief Information Commissioner

Chandigarh

Dated: 17.12.2007









Lt. Gen.P.K.Grover (Retd.)







   State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB


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




(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Gurjeet Singh,

Village Bazipur Colony,

P.O. Patel Nagar, 

District Ferozepur.





…………….Complainant
Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director Genral of Police,
Punjab Police Headquarters,

Secotr 9, Chandigarh. 








...................Respondent.

CC No.1592 of 2007
ORDER

Present: 
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.


Sh. Darshan Kumar, Superintendent of Police (Litigation) on behalf of 

the Respondent.



The information demanded relates to the rejection of request made by the Complainant for appointment in the Police Department on compassionate grounds under certain instructions of the Department (priority instructions).  Respondent informs us that complete information as demanded by the Complainant has been delivered to him on 22.10.2007.  A copy of this communication to the Complainant has been endorsed on 29.10.2007 to the Commission.  

2.

After going through the record, we find that the information demanded has been duly supplied to the Complainant.  Complainant has not expressed any dissatisfaction with the material delivered to him.

3.

In these circumstances, the matter is disposed of and closed.  

  (Rajan Kashyap)




    
   
   
    Chief Information Commissioner

Chandigarh

Dated: 17.12.2007









Lt. Gen.P.K.Grover (Retd.)







   State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB


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




(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Jasbir Singh,

Plot No. 80, Premier Inclave,

Village Nichi Mangli, P.O. Ramgarh,

Chandigarh Road, Ludhiana. 



…………….Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Commissioner,
Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana. 








...................Respondent.

CC No.1594 of 2007
ORDER
Present: 
Sh. Jasbir Singh, Complainant in person.


Sh. Ravi Sharma, Building Inspector, office of Municipal Corporation, 

Ludhiana on behalf of the Respondent.



A fax message has been received from the Respondent PIO M.C., Ludhiana  on 14.12.2007 that as he is unwell, the matter may be adjourned to another date. The representative of the Respondent, however, is present before us.  
2.

Complainant submits that even if the Respondent is not present personally today, he should be directed to supply the information and also action be taken against him for failure to supply the information.
3.

We observe that the issues raised by the Complainant in this matter relate to public interest namely measures by the Municipal Corporation for checking encroachments in the city. 
4.

We, therefore, direct :-
(i)

That the PIO should take immediate action on the request for information.

 (ii)

That within 15 days the PIO should show cause why he should not be penalized under Section 20 RTI Act, 2005, and why the Complainant should not be compensated for the detriment suffered by him.
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5.

To come up for further proceedings on 28.01.2008.  Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 
  (Rajan Kashyap)




    
   
   
    Chief Information Commissioner

Chandigarh

Dated: 17.12.2007









Lt. Gen.P.K.Grover (Retd.)







   State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB


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




( www.infocommpunjab.com )

Sh. Jasbir Singh,

Plot No. 80, Premier Inclave,

Village Nichi Mangli, P.O. Ramgarh,

Chandigarh Road, Ludhiana. 



…………….Complainant
Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana. 








...................Respondent.

CC No.1595 of 2007
ORDER

Present: 
Sh. Jasbir Singh, Complainant in person.



Sh. Ravi Sharma, Building Inspector, office of Municipal Corporation, 

Ludhiana on behalf of the Respondent.



The issues on which the information is demanded by the Complainant relate to an order of the Punjab and Haryana High Court of the year 2003 in regard to the procedure for dealing with encroachments and the violations of by-laws within the jurisdiction of M.C., Ludhiana.  The Complainant has further sought information on what remedial measures have been initiated by the M.C., Ludhiana in the light of the directions given by the Hon’ble High Court.                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                            
2.

Respondent has sent a fax message that since he is unwell, hearing in this matter may be postponed to another date.  He has, however, sent his representative to appear before the Commission on his behalf.  
3.

The record before us indicates that Respondent has given a reply to the Complainant on 2nd July, 2007 stating in general terms that :-
(i)

The decision of the Hon’ble High Court may be obtained from the High Court itself.

(ii)

That the policy of the Corporation in regard to enforcement of building bye laws is contained in a booklet which can be obtained form the record keeper of the Municipal Corporation on payment of requisite fee.
Contd…..P/2
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(iii)

That there is a yellow line marked on the jail road leading to the Civil Hospital and CMC.  No shopkeeper is permitted to place his merchandise beyond the yellow line.    And if any shopkeeper places any goods beyond the yellow line, these are confiscated and deposited in teh-bazari store.  
(iv)

That the information demanded against this item is 3rd party information and as such is exempt from disclosure under the RTI Act.

(v)

That information in regard to the status of the road next to Kalra Hospital has been duly supplied.
4.

We accept the plea of the Complainant that the reply of the Respondent does not fulfil the request under RTI Act, 2005.  We direct, therefore, that the Public Information Officer, M.C., Ludhiana should deliver information item wise on the matters raised before him within the next three weeks, that is by 10.01.2008. 
5.

To come up on 28.01.2008.  Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 
  (Rajan Kashyap)




    
   
   
    Chief Information Commissioner

Chandigarh

Dated: 17.12.2007









Lt. Gen.P.K.Grover (Retd.)







   State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB


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




(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Rajesh Dhanda,

# 1501, Mohalla Dhandian,   
Ludhiana. 


 



…………….Complainant
Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Ludhiana. 








...................Respondent.

CC No.1596 of 2007
ORDER

Present: 
Sh. Rajesh Dhanda, Complainant in person.


Sh. Kawar Narinder Singh, Tehsildar on behalf of the Respondent.



The origin of the dispute relates to the transfer of certain property by sale in the year 1971-72.  According to the Complainant, the land in question has been purchased by his relative Smt. Chand Rani from one Bharpur Singh in the year 1971-72.  He wishes to have a copy of the mutation transferring the ownership to her.  

2.

Respondent, who is Tehsildar, Ludhiana contends that on the basis of the revenue record, the original owner Sh. Bharpur Singh had sold certain land over and above what was in his authorized ownership and possession.  Some part of the transaction was illegal.  According to the Respondent, since this transaction sought to transfer ownership of a land that was not right-fully owned by seller, the revenue authorities did not sanction the mutation.  
3.

During the course of the hearing before us today, it is brought to our notice that this matter has been urged before the civil courts and is in fact still pending for a final decision.

4.

In order to resolve this matter, we direct that the Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana, to whom this request for information has been addressed, should give a personal hearing to the Complainant and satisfy him in regard to the demand for information under RTI Act, 2005.  DC., Ludhiana shall also associate the concerned revenue officers to trace the documents demanded under RTI Act, 2005.

5.

We get the impression that the Complainant wishes to utilize the provisions of the RTI Act, 2005, in obtaining possession of certain disputed land.  It is 
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clarified that RTI Act, is not meant to resolve disputes of civil or revenue nature.  The Act is intended to provide access to information existing on the records of the Public Authority concerned.  
6.

DC., Ludhiana will give time to the Complainant to appear before him in his office on Monday, 7th January, 2008 at 1100 hours.  DC., Ludhiana will submit his report about tracing and delivery of the information immediately thereafter.  

7.

This will come up for further proceedings on 28.01.2008.  Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

  (Rajan Kashyap)




    
   
   
    Chief Information Commissioner

Chandigarh

Dated: 17.12.2007









Lt. Gen.P.K.Grover (Retd.)







   State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB


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




(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Swaran Singh,

# 438, Phase XI,                                    
Mohali. 


 



…………….Complainant
Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director General of Police,

Punjab Police Headquarters,

Sector 9, Chandigarh.  








...................Respondent.

CC No.1597 of 2007
ORDER

Present: 
Sh. Swaran Singh, Complainant in person.



Sh. Jaspal Singh, ASI on behalf of the Respondent.



This case relates to the supply of information regarding certain complaint of dowry demand against the Complainant submitted to the police. 

2.

The Complainant informs us that the information as demanded has been duly delivered.  He gives a note in writing to this effect also.  
3.

The matter is disposed of.  Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 
  (Rajan Kashyap)




    
   
   
    Chief Information Commissioner

Chandigarh

Dated: 17.12.2007









Lt. Gen.P.K.Grover (Retd.)







   State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB


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




(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Er. Tarlochan Singh Bhatia,

# 850, Urban Estate, Phase II,

Focal Point, Ludhiana.
 



…………….Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Director General of Police,

Punjab Police Headquarter,

Sector 9, Chandigarh.  





...................Respondent.
CC No.1601 of 2007
ORDER
Present: 
Er. Tarlochan Singh Bhatia, Complainant in person.


Sh. Priti Pal Singh, DSP (Crime) on behalf of the Respondent.



The Complainant had sought information relating to 11 items on 01.08.2007.  The information relates to a First Information Report under Sections 406, 420, 467, 468, 471 and 120-B of the Indian Penal Code against Sh. Mann Singh, Ex-President of the M/s Ludhiana Wholesale Cloth Merchants Shop-cum-Office Building Society (Regd.) & Sh. Gurpreet Singh Bhinder of M/s Vishwa Calibre Builders (P) Ltd., Bhadaur House Ludhiana for an alleged criminal conspiracy and alleged embezzlement of crores of rupees of the Society and its members.   

2.

Receiving no response from the Respondent, the Complainant filed the instant complaint before the Commission on 07.09.2007.  During today’s proceedings, the Respondent states that in response to the request he had written to the Complainant on 24.09.2007 to deposit an amount of Rs. 148 as the stipulated charges.  The Complainant, however, denies having received this communication.  During the proceedings today, it transpired that the Respondent is not fully aware of the case and the information that is to be supplied to the Complainant.  
3.

We direct that the Respondent shall provide all the available information free of cost by registered post to the Complainant by 10th January, 2008.   On the next date of hearing, a suitably senior police officer fully conversant with the case should be present.  
Contd…..P/2

-2-
4.

To come up for confirmation of compliance on 28.01.2008.  Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.   
  (Rajan Kashyap)




    
   
   
    Chief Information Commissioner

Chandigarh

Dated: 17.12.2007









Lt. Gen.P.K.Grover (Retd.)







   State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB


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




(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Rishab Kumar Jain,

C/o Craze Boutique,

Shop No. 02, St. No. 06,

K.C.Road, Barnala.  




…………….Complainant
Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director General of Police,

Pb. Police Headquarters,

Sector 9, Chandigarh.  








...................Respondent.

CC No.1604 of 2007
ORDER

Present: 
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.


Sh. P.S.Khaira, Deputy Superintendent of Police on behalf of the 


Respondent. 


Respondent states that the complete information demanded by the Complainant is in his custody right now. He had in fact brought the documents for delivery to the Complainant.  The Complainant is not present today.  The Respondent is directed to send the information to the Complainant by post.  

2.

This matter is disposed of.  Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 
  (Rajan Kashyap)




    
   
   
    Chief Information Commissioner

Chandigarh

Dated: 17.12.2007









Lt. Gen.P.K.Grover (Retd.)







   State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Hitender Jain,

C/o Resurgence India,

B-34/903, Chander Nagar,

Civil Lines, Ludhiana. 

   


---------------- Complainant

 Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Principal Secretary,

Information Technology, 

Punjab., Chandigarh. 






   


---------------- Respondent
CC No. 401 of 2007

ORDER


The last date of hearing in this case was 31.10.2007.  At the time of hearing, the Complainant stated that the information demanded by him had been supplied to his satisfaction.  He, however, prayed that penalty under Section 20 RTI Act, 2005, be imposed upon the Respondent and that the Complainant be awarded compensation under Section 19(8)(b).  

2.

We had reserved our judgment on the question of imposition of penalty and award of compensation.  

3.

We, however, find that no notice has been given to the Respondent as to why penalty be not imposed upon him under Section 20 RTI Act, 2005, for the delay caused in supplying the information.  Before considering the imposition of penalty/award of compensation, we deem it appropriate that the Respondent is given an opportunity of being heard on this question.  
4.

In view of the foregoing, we order the Respondent to show cause why penalty under Section 20 be not imposed upon him for the delayed supply of information.  

5.

Adjourned to 16.01.2008.

(Rajan Kashyap)


             (P.K.Verma)
 

     (R.K.Gupta)
Chief Information Commissioner      State Information Commissioner      State Information Commissioner  

Chandigarh

Dated: 17.12.2007

