STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh.Paramjit Singh Channi, Advocate,

Chamber No.303-A, Judicial Court Complex,

Jalandhar.







…………....Complainant






Vs.

Public Information Officer

o/o Dy.Inspector General of Police,

Computers & Telecommunication Punjab,

Mini Sectt. Sector 9,

Chandigarh.






………….Respondent

CC  No.609 of 2006 





ORDER
Present:
Sh.Paramjit Singh Channi, Advocate, Complainant in person.



Sh. Bhupinder Singh, SSP on behalf of the Respondent. 


On the last date of hearing that is 06.02.2007, we had directed that:

(i)
 PIO O/o Deputy Inspector General of Police, Computers & Telecommunications, Punjab should submit an affidavit within the next 15 days  showing cause why penalty under section 20 of the Right to Information Act, 2005, be not imposed on him for failing to supply the information.


(ii)
Deputy Inspector General of Police, Computers & Telecommunications, Punjab should give a personal hearing to the Complainant in his office on 23.02.2007 and cause the information demanded to be delivered to the Complainant.  


2.
On behalf of the Respondent, Sh. Arun Kumar Oraon, IPS, DIG/Computer and Telecommunications, Punjab has already submitted an affidavit as required.  The Respondent states that he had given a personal hearing to the Complainant on 23.02.2007 and the information demanded was delivered to the Complainant on that day. 


3.
Complainant demands before us today certain items of information beyond what he had requested in the original RTI application on 05.07.2006.  On being questioned, he admits that these are additional items which were not covered in the original application.  


4.
Respondent states, however, that he has no objection to supplying even the additional information as demanded by the Complainant. In this regard, we direct that any information over and above what is already contained in the 
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original application may be demanded separately and any such request would be decided on its merits.  This would have no bearing on the instant case.                 


5.
One part of the information demanded by the Complainant relates to action on the report mentioned in his original demand.  On this, the Respondent is to give the latest position.  The Respondent is unable to give us the factual position without consulting the record.  He states, however, that he is prepared to provide this information to the Complainant as demanded.

6.
To come up for confirmation of compliance on 06.06.2007.  

(Rajan Kashyap)




    
   
   
    Chief Information Commissioner

Chandigarh

Dated: 26.03.2007









(Surinder Singh )
         
        






     State Information Commissioner







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







State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Om Parkash,

1609/2, Ram Gali,

Katra Ahluwalia,

Amritsar.





……..………......Appellant






Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation,

Town Hall, Amritsar.



………………….Respondent

AC No. 167  of 2006 





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



On the last date of hearing that is 06.02.2007, we had directed the Respondent to evolve and activate an effective system for dealing with the demands for information under RTI Act, 2005.  We had also directed that the information demanded by the Appellant, which relates to certain construction and building plans under consideration for approval by the Municipal Corporation, Amritsar should be delivered to him.

2.
The fact that the Appellant is not present, suggests that the information in question might have been delivered to him.  We still are not aware if the requisite machinery for dealing with the requests/appeals filed under the RTI Act, 2005 has been put in place by the Respondent.  We, hereby, direct the Respondent to intimate what action has been taken on this.


3.
To come up for further proceedings on 06.06.2007.

(Rajan Kashyap)




    
   
   
    Chief Information Commissioner

Chandigarh

Dated: 26.03.2007









(Surinder Singh )
         
        






     State Information Commissioner







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







State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Ranbir Singh Saini,

# 525, Shivalik Avenue,

Phase 1-B, Naya Nangal,

Distt. Ropar.






…………......Complainant







Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Registrar,

Punjab & Haryana High Court,

Chandigarh.






……………….Respondent

CC No. 740 of 2006 





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



On the date of hearing, we had given an opportunity to the Respondent to appear and present his case before the Commission.  He has not done so. 


2.
One last opportunity is granted for the same purpose. 


3.
To come up on 06.06.2007. Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.   The Registrar General of the Hon’ble Punjab & Haryana High Court is requested to ensure that the PIO of his office should appear before the Commission on the next date of hearing. 
(Rajan Kashyap)




    
   
   
    Chief Information Commissioner

Chandigarh

Dated: 26.03.2007









(Surinder Singh )
         
        






     State Information Commissioner







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







State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Radhe Sham Mittal,

# 30, Mohalla No. 6,

Jalandhar Cantt. (Pb.)




…………......Complainant







Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Registrar General,

Punjab & Haryana High Court, 
Chandigarh.






……………….Respondent

CC No. 745 of 2006 





ORDER

Present :
Sh. Radhe Sham Mittal, Complainant in person.



None is present on behalf of the Respondent.



The Complainant had, in this case, filed a request under Section 6(1), RTI Act, 2005, with the Respondent on 24th August 2006 seeking information in relation to a complaint filed by him against Sh. Harjinder Pal Singh, PCS, the then Additional Civil Judge (Sr. Divn.) Jalandhar.  On failure of the Respondent to provide the information demanded, the Complainant preferred the instant complaint under Section 18(1), RTI Act, 2005 before the Commission.  


2.
Respondent has intimated to us vide its letter dated 22.03.2007 that “the complaint of Sh. Radhe Sham Mittan dated 29.05.2002 against Sh. Harjinder Pal Singh, the then Additional Civil Judge (Sr. Divn.) Jalandhar (now Additional District & Sessions Judge, Moga) has already been filed”.


3.
The tenor of this communication from the Registrar General, Punjab and Haryana High Court suggests that it contains the information demanded by the Complainant and that nothing more is required to be done by the Respondent in response to the RTI request made by the Complainant.  

4.
Strictly speaking, the Respondent is to deliver information directly to the person applying for it as per the provisions of Section 7 RTI Act, 2005.  We, therefore, direct the Respondent to send the information demanded by the Complainant to him within one week of the receipt of the copy of this order.  


5.
In case the Complainant is not satisfied with the information delivered to him by the Respondent, he may file his objections before the next date of hearing.  
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6.
To come up for further proceedings on 06.06.2007.  


7.
The Registrar General of the Hon’ble Punjab & Haryana High Court is requested to ensure that the PIO of his office should appear before the Commission on the next date of hearing. 

(Rajan Kashyap)




    
   
   
    Chief Information Commissioner

Chandigarh

Dated: 26.03.2007









(Surinder Singh )
         
        






     State Information Commissioner







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







State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Narung Singh Mundra,

# 1211, Phase 5,

Mohali.





…………......Complainant







Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Registrar,

Punjab & Haryana High Court, 

Chandigarh.





……………….Respondent

CC No. 730 of 2006 





ORDER

Present :
Sh. Narung Singh Mundra, Complainant in person.



None is present on behalf of the Respondent.



On the last date of hearing also that is 26.02.2007, none was present on behalf of the Respondent. 

2.
 One more opportunity is given to the Respondent to appear and present his case before the Commission.  

3. 
To come up for further proceedings on 16.04.2007. 

4.
The Registrar General of the Hon’ble Punjab & Haryana High Court is requested to ensure that the PIO of his office should appear before the Commission on the next date of hearing.  Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

(Rajan Kashyap)




    
   
   
    Chief Information Commissioner

Chandigarh

Dated: 26.03.2007









(Surinder Singh )
         
        






     State Information Commissioner







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







State Information Commissioner

 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh.Dilbagh Singh,

Correspondent Hindustan times,

Nakodar, Nurmahal, Shahkot,

V.Bainapur, P.O.Pabwan,

Distt. Jalandhar.





…………......Appellant







Vs.

Public Information Officer

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Jalandhar & another.




………….Respondent

AC  No. 28 of 2006 





ORDER

Present :
Sh.Dilbagh  Singh Appellant in person. 


Sh.Harsh, Advocate on behalf of the PIO office of the SSP, 



Jalandhar and Sh. S.K.Kalia, SSP, Headquarters, Jalandhar.



Submissions made by the parties have been heard.  

2. Judgment reserved.

(Rajan Kashyap)




    
   
   
    Chief Information Commissioner

Chandigarh

Dated: 26.03.2007









(Surinder Singh )
         
        






     State Information Commissioner







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







State Information Commissioner

