                                 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Balbir Aggarwal,

10904, Basant Road,

Industrial Area-B,

Ludhiana-141003. 










…Appellant

Versus

1.Public Information Officer,

Office of the Secretary, Bar Council of Punjab & Haryana,

Law Bhawan, 

Secor-37,

Chandigarh.

2. First Appellate Authority

Secretary, Bar Council of Punjab & Haryana,

Law Bhawan, Secor-37,

Chandigarh.







…Respondent

AC No. 493 of 2013

Date of hearing:6.6.2013
Date of decision:6.6.2013

Public authority: Secretary, Bar Council of Punjab & Haryana, Chandigarh.
Present:-
None on behalf of the appellant.



Shri Dinesh Sachdeva, PIO, Office of Bar Council of Punjab & 
                      Haryana, Chandigarh-respondent.

ORDER



The respondent submits that as per the order of the Hon’ble High Court of Punjab and Haryana in CWP No. 19682 of 2006 decided on 22.1.2008, the Bar Council of Punjab & Haryana is an inter-State body and is subject to the directions to be issued by the Central Government. The respondent further submits that the State of Punjab does not have any control over the respondent-Bar Council and the appropriate authority in this case is the Central Government and the Central Information Commission is competent to deal with the present complaint. The appellant is not present and no intimation regarding his absence has been received. In view of the submission of the respondent, the case is disposed of and closed. 
Dated: 6.6.2013




(NARINDERJIT SINGH)






STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER

                                    STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Ramandeep Singh,

Son of Shri Amar Singh,

Dogri Basti,

Street No. 12-R, 

Faridkot. 










…Appellant

Versus

1.Public Information Officer,

Office of the State Secretary, 

Bharat Scouts & Guides,, Punjab,

Sector 14, 

Chandigarh. 

2. First Appellate Authority,

    Director Bharat Scouts & Guides, 

    National Headquarter,

    16 MG Marg, I.P.State,

    New Delhi-110 002










…Respondent

AC No. 503 of 2013

Date of hearing:6.6.2013

Date of decision:6.6.2013

Public authority: State Secretary, Bharat Scouts & Guides,, Punjab, 

                              Chandigarh. 

Present:-
Dr. K.K.Jindal on behalf of Shri Ramandeep Singh appellant.



Shri G.S.Grewal, State Secretary, Bharat Scouts & Guides, Punjab, 

                     Chandigarh-respondent.

ORDER



The respondent submits that the information demanded by the appellant has been supplied to him. The appellant states that he has asked for the information district-wise separately for Group Registration Fees and quota Money (I.R.Fees) whereas the respondent has supplied total information district-wise and year-wise. The respondent submits that the information available in his record is in the form of total fee and no separate record  regarding Group Registration Fee and IR Fees is maintained. The respondent is directed to confirm this position in writing to the appellant within one week’s time.  The appellant states that he has faced harassment and detriment due to the delay in supply of the information by the respondent and he seeks compensation on this account. The respondent Public Authority is directed to pay an amount of Rs. 500/- as compensation through cheque to be sent through registered post within one week’s time. With these directions the case is disposed of and closed. 
Dated:6.6.2013




(NARINDERJIT SINGH)






STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER

                                   STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Khushi Khan,

Son of Shri Leela Khan,

V&PO Bahadur Pur,

Tehsil & District Sangrur.










           …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

Office of the State Secretary, 

Bharat Scouts & Guides,, Punjab,

Sector 14, 

Chandigarh. 







        …Respondent

CC No. 1073 of 2013

Date of hearing:6.6.2013

Date of decision:6.6.2013

Public authority: State Secretary,Bharat Scouts & Guides, Punjab, 

                              Chandigarh. 

Present:-
Dr. K.K.Jindal on behalf of Shri Ramandeep Singh Complainant.
   

                      Shri G.S.Grewal, State Secretary, Bharat Scouts & Guides, Punjab, 

                      Chandigarh-respondent.
ORDER


The respondent submits that the information demanded by the appellant has been supplied to him. The complainant  states that the information provided to him has not been attested by the PIO. The PIO has provided another set of the information duly attested at the time of hearing.  The complainant states that he has faced harassment and detriment due to the delay in supply of the information by the respondent and he seeks compensation on this account. The respondent Public Authority is directed to pay an amount of Rs. 500/- as compensation through cheque to be sent through registered post within one week’s time. With these directions the case is disposed of and closed. 

Dated:6.6.2013




(NARINDERJIT SINGH)






      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER

                            STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Sukhwinder Singh,

Son of Shri Banta Singh,

Village Dhupsarri,

P.O Govt. Polytechnic College, Batala,

Tehsil Batala, District Gurdaspur.









           …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

Office of the Secretary, 

Punjab Human Rights Commission, 

Chandigarh.








               
…Respondent

CC No. 1094 of 2013

Date of hearing:6.6.2013

Date of decision:6.6.2013

Public authority: Secretary, Punjab Human Rights Commission.
Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.



Shri O.P.Sadana, Joint Registrar, Punjab Human Rights 
                      Commission & Ms. Shivani, Senior Assistant RTI, Punjab Human 
                      Rights Commission.
ORDER


At the last date of hearing on 17.4.2013, the respondent had made a written submission vide letter dated 10.4.2013. As per the submission of the respondent, a copy of the written submission has also been sent to the complainant through speed post. The complainant was not present and he given  a last opportunity to the complainant to raise his objection if any, and the case was adjourned for today. Today again the complainant is not present and no intimation regarding his absence has been received. The respondent submits that till date no objection has been raised by the complainant. Accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed.
Dated: 6.6.2013




(NARINDERJIT SINGH)






STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER

                            STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Raman Goyal,

Son of Shri Sham Lal Goyal,

S.S.Master, S.M.School,

(Opposite Dana Mandi,

Raikot,

District Ludhiana.





…Appellant


Versus

1. The Public Information Officer,

    Doctor Dwarka Dass Govt. Girls High School,

    Raikot.

2. First Appellate Authority,

    District Education Officer, (Secondary)

    Ludhiana.





               
       
           …Respondent

AC No. 247 of 2013

Date of hearing:6.6.2013

Date of decision:6.6.2013

Public authority: Dr.Dwarka Dass Govt. Girls High School, Raikot.
Present:
Shri Raman Goyal, appellant.


Shri Vijay Kumar Headmaster, Dr.Dwarka Dass Govt.Girls High 
                      School Ludhiana, 

ORDER:


The respondent submits that the complete information as available in the record has already been provided to the appellant. The appellant raised objection vide letter 30.4.2013 and the respondent was directed to submit his written response regarding the objections raised by the appellant within 10 days time. The PIO has made written submission vide letter dated 9.5.2013. A copy of the written submission has also been provided to the appellant. The appellant has filed written submission vide letter dated 14.5.2013 mentioning that the information provided to him is not complete. The respondent submits that complete information as available in his record has already been provided to the appellant. The appellant states that in Para 1 at page 2, it has been specifically mentioned that no document relating to enquiry or report is available in the record. In view of the submission of the respondent, the case is disposed of and closed.






      (Narinderjit Singh)

Dated: 6.6.2013

                State Information Commissioner
                            STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Surinder Singh Garewal,

House No. 12, Sector 4, 

Guru Gian Vihar, Near Jawadi Kalan,

Ludhiana-141013






…Complainant


Versus

The Public Information Officer,

District Education Officer (Secondary),

Ludhiana.





                     
        


   …Respondent

CC No. 567 of 2013

Date of hearing:6.6.2013

Date of decision:6.6.2013

Public authority: District Education Officer (Secondary), Ludhiana.
Present:
Shri Surinder Singh Grewal complainant.



Shri Gurjot Singh, Dy. DEO (S) Ludhiana on behalf of the 
                      respondent.

ORDER:
This case was earlier heard on 7.5.2013 and respondent had made written submission vide letter dated 26.3.2013. A copy of this letter had also been sent to the complainant. The respondent submitted that the record relating to the request of the information seeker could not be traced. The appellant  had stated that in response to the application seeking information he had received a letter dated 17.9.2012 asking him to deposit Rs. 200/- as cost for providing the documents (100 pages). The complainant stated that he had deposited the amount with the PIO, however, till date he has not been the information. The complainant sought compensation for the harassment and detriment caused to him. In view of the submission of the complainant, the respondent Public Authority  i.e. District Education Officer (S) Ludhiana was directed to pay an amount of Rs. 1000/- (Rs. One Thousand only) as compensation to the complainant through bank draft within one week’s time. Shri Gurjot Singh, Deputy District Education Officer, Ludhiana-cum-PIO was given a show cause notice to explain reasons for his failure to provide the information to the complainant  as per the provisions of the Right to Information Act, 2005. Shri Gurjot Singh, Deputy District Education Officer, Ludhiana-cum-PIO came present today and made a written submission vide letter dated 4.6.2013 which is taken on record. The respondent submits that the compensation has already been paid to the complainant. The PIO submits that as per self declaration given by Diary Clerks Smt. Balwinder Pal Kaur and Veena Kapur and affidavit submitted by the PIO , the record relating to the information sought by the complainant is not available. Regarding the letter dated 17.9.2012 sent to the complainant  signed by Shri Narinder Pal Sharma, Superintendent-cum-APIO Office of DEO(S), Ludhiana, the IO submits that the said letter was wrongly sent by the above official  through the record relating to the request of the information seeker was not available in the office of the Public Authority. Smt.Paramjit Kaur, DEO (S), Ludhiana is directed to initiate disciplinary proceedings against the above official for sending said letter to the complainant when there was no record available for providing the information.  With these directions the case is disposed of and closed. 






      (Narinderjit Singh)

Dated: 6.6.2013

                State Information Commissioner
CC: A copy is forwarded to Smt.Paramjit Kaur, District Education Officer

               (Secondary),Ludhiana for necessary action.

                             STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Paramjit Singh Ubbi,

Son of Late Sh. Manjit Singh,

House No. 369-A, 

Street No. 5, Near Government High School,

Dashmesh Colony, 

Village & Post Office Balongi, 

Tehsil & District Mohali (Punjab.)




…Complainant







Versus

The Public Information Officer,

Office of the Municipal Corporation,

Zone-3,

Ludhiana.











…Respondent
CC No. 225 of 2013

Present:
Shri Paramjit Singh Ubbi, complainant.



                     None on behalf of the respondent. 

ORDER
Shri R.K.Verma, IAS, Public Information Officer, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana is not present neither any representative from Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana is present. At the last date of hearing Shri R.K.Verma, IAS, Public Information Officer, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana was directed to be personally present today to file written reply relating to the complaint of Shri Paramjit Singh Ubbi, to explain reasons for delay in filing the reply and also to explain the absence of the representative of the Public Authority at the time of hearings in this Commission. In view of the harassment and detriment faced by the complainant due to delay in response of the Public Authority relating to his the Municipal Corporation Ludhiana-Public Authority was directed to pay an amount of Rs. 2000/- as compensation to the complainant through Bank Draft within 10 days time. Taking serious view for non-compliance of the order dated 8.5.2013, Shri R.K.Verma, IAS, Public Information Officer, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana, is hereby summoned to be personally present at the next date of hearing failing which this Commission shall be constrained to issue bailable warrant under Section 18(3) of the Right to Information Act, 2005 read with the provisions of C.P.C.. The complainant states that  in view of the harassment and detriment faced by him due to delay in response of the Public Authority, the amount of compensation may be enhanced. Accordingly the amount of compensation is enhanced to Rs. 4000/- to be paid by the Public Authority-Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana through bank draft within 10 days time. 
To come up on 4.7.2013 at 11.00 A.M.

                                                           (Narinderjit Singh)

Dated: 6.6.2013

    State Information Commissioner

CC: A copy of the Order is sent to the Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana for compliance. 

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Surjit Singh S/O Shri Puran Singh,

Vill: Darang Khad, the: Dhar Kalan,

Distt. Pathankot.







Complainant.

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Pathankot.








Respondent.

CC-3713 of 2012

Date of hearing:6.6.2013

Date of decision:6.6.2013

Public authority: Deputy Commissioner, Pathankot.
Present: -
None on behalf of the complainant.



Shri Kewal Kishore, Office Kanungo, Dhar Kalan, office of the 

                      Deputy Commissioner, Pathankot, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER



The respondent has made a written submission signed by the Tehsildar, Dhar Kalan which is taken on record. The respondent submits that the information demanded by the complainant has already been supplied to him. The  complainant is not present and no intimation regarding his absence has been received. The complainant was also absence from hearings in this Commission on 6.2.2013, 14.3.2013 & 8.5.2013 as well. In view of the submission of the respondent, the case is disposed of and closed. 




                            (Narinderjit Singh)

Dated: 6.6.2013

                 State Information Commissioner
 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Karandeep Singh, 

President, People for Literacy (Regd.)

7 Indira Market, Gill Road,

Ludhiana-3.











…Appellant

Versus

1. Public Information Officer,

   Office of Commissioner of Police,

   Ludhiana.

2. First Appellate Authority,

    Commissioner of Police,

   Ludhiana.







…Respondent


AC No. 541 of 2013

Present:-
Shri Karandeep Singh appellant.



Shri Baldev Singh, ASI Office of the Commissioner of Police, 
                       Ludhiana on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER:



The respondent has made a written submission vide letter dated 5.6.2013 which is taken on record. The respondent submits that the information demanded by the appellant has already been supplied to him and he has produced a letter dated 5.6.2013 from the appellant mentioning that the appellant is satisfied with the information provided to him. The appellant is present today and has expressed his satisfaction regarding the information provided to him. Accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed. 
DATED: 6.6.2013


                     (NARINDERJIT SINGH)

                                                             STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER

 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Karandeep Singh, 

President, People for Literacy (Regd.)

7 Indira Market, Gill Road,

Ludhiana-3.











…Appellant

Versus

1. Public Information Officer,

   Municipal Corporation, 

   Ludhiana.

2. First Appellate Authority,

    Commissioner Municipal Corporation,

   Ludhiana.







…Respondent


AC No. 543 of 2013

Present:- 
Shri Karandeep Singh-appellant.



Shri Surinderpal Singh, PIO, Office of the Municipal Corporation, 

                      Ludhiana, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER:



The respondent submits that the complete information demanded by the appellant has already been provided to him. The appellant states that he has received the information and has given this in writing. Accordingly the case is disposed of and closed. 
DATED: 6.6.2013



        (NARINDERJIT SINGH)

                                                             STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER

