STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector-17C, Chandigarh.

 


Visit us at: www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Hitender Jain,

C/o Resurgence India,

903, Chander Nagar,

Civil  Lines, Ludhiana – 141 001.




…… Complainant





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Financial Commissioner (Dev.),

Department of Agriculture, Govt. of Punjab, 5th Floor,

Punjab Mini Sectt., Sector – 9, 

Chandigarh.







…… Respondent





  CC - 3687 of 2009



             

 


                      ORDER

Present:
Sh. Hitender Jain, Complainant in person.

Smt. Anita Bhalla, PIO – cum - Under Secretary (Agriculture);  
Sh. Bahadur Singh, APIO – cum - Superintendent Grade 1, Agriculture IV Br. and Sh. Lakhbir Singh, Senior Assistant, Agriculture IV Br., 7th Floor, Pb. Mini Secretariat, Chandigarh.

1.

On the last date of hearing, on 25.02.2010, the PIO was directed  that :-



(a)   Provide deficient information by 05.03.2010.

(b) The PIO will submit an affidavit by 06.03.2010 explaining reasons as to why disciplinary action under Section 20 (2) not be recommended against her as per service rules for persistently denying and delaying provision of information. 

(c) The PIO Respondent will submit an affidavit by 06.03.2010 showing cause as to why compensation not be provided to the Complainant for the detriment being suffered. 

(d) The PIO was given an opportunity under Section 20 (1) proviso thereto for a personal hearing before the imposition of such penalty on the next date of hearing.  She was to take note that in case she did not file her written reply and did not avail herself of the opportunity of personal hearing on the date fixed, it was to be presumed that she had nothing to say and the Commission shall proceed to take further proceedings against her ex-parte.
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2.

During the proceedings today, the Respondent PIO hands over a copy of  letter No. 2052 dated 5.3.2010 to the Complainant with a copy to the Commission, in response to the observations submitted on 11.2.2010.  The Respondent PIO also submits an affidavit vide Memo. No. 2070 dated 5.3.2010.

3.

Since the Complainant has not gone over the information supplied, he is free to submit his observations, if any, by 16.03.2010, with a copy to the Commission.  The Respondent is directed to provide response to the observations, if any, at the earliest with a copy to the Commission.

4.

To come up on 30.03.2010 at 2.00 PM. 

5.

Announced in the hearing.  Copies be sent to both the parties. 

Chandigarh





       ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 09.03.2010.




      Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






             State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector-17C, Chandigarh.

 


Visit us at: www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. H.C.Arora, Advocate

S/o late Sh. Sunder Dass,

R/o H. No. 2299, Sector – 44 C,

Chandigarh.






…..…… Appellant 





                 Vs

(i)  Public Information Officer,   






O/o The Chief Engineer, (Hq.)

PWD (B &R), Punjab,

Mini Sectt., Patiala. 

(ii) First Appellate Authority 

(under RTI Act)

The Chief Engineer, (Hq.) 

PWD (B &R), Punjab, 

Mini Sectt., Patiala.  

 



…..…… Respondents



    
       AC – 12 of 2010





            
  ORDER

Present:   
Sh. H.C.Arora, Appellant in person.

Sh. Joginder Singh, XEN – cum – PIO, PWD (B&R), Mansa and Sh. Gurbir Singh, Registrar, O/o Chief Engineer, PWD (B&R), Pb., Patiala.

1.

On the last date of hearing, on 25.02.2010, the Appellant had been directed to point out specific deficiencies in information to the Respondent by 02.03.2010.  The Respondent was directed to provide the deficient information/response by 09.03.2010.

2.

During the proceedings today, it transpires that the Appellant submitted his observations vide letter dated 27.02.2010.  In response, the Respondent sent the requisite information vide letter No. 4456 dated 5.3.2010.  Since the Appellant has not received the same, a copy of the covering letter was provided to him.  The Appellant had two major observations; one regarding a copy of the cash book and the other regarding Item No. 4 pertaining to Site Inspection Note.  In response, the Respondent states that a copy of the cash book has been sent vide his letter No. 4456 dated 5.3.2010.  He further states that no site inspection note with regard to Item No. 4 has been prepared.   However , 
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through letter No. 4456 dated 5.3.2010, it has been stated that Site Inspection Note is not available.

3.

In view of the foregoing, the Respondent will make a written submission with regard to exact status of Item No. 4 pertaining to Site Inspection Note, by 13.03.2010.

4.

To come up for compliance of order on 18.03.2010 at 2.00 PM.

5.

Announced in the hearing.  Copies be sent to both the parties. 

Chandigarh





       ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 09.03.2010.




      Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






             State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector-17C, Chandigarh.

 


Visit us at: www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. H.C.Arora, Advocate

S/o late Sh. Sunder Dass,

R/o H.No. 2299, Sector – 44 C,

Chandigarh.






…..…… Appellant 





          Vs

(i)  Public Information Officer,   






O/o The Chief Engineer, (Hq.)

PWD (B &R), Punjab,

Mini Sectt., Patiala. 

(ii) First Appellate Authority 

(under RTI Act)

The Chief Engineer, (Hq.) 

PWD (B &R), Punjab, 

Mini Sectt., Patiala.  

 



…..…… Respondents



    
      AC – 13 of 2010





            
ORDER

Present:   
Sh. H.C.Arora, Appellant in person.

Smt. Bimla Gupta, Sr. Assistant, PWD (B&R) – 3 Br., Pb. Mini Sectt., Chandigarh; Sh. Joginder Singh, XEN – cum – PIO, PWD (B&R), Mansa and Sh. Gurbir Singh, Registrar, O/o Chief Engineer, PWD (B&R), Pb., Patiala.

1. 

On the last date of hearing, on 25.02.2010, the Respondent was directed to :-
(a)  Submit an affidavit stating and justifying non-availability of documents at Items No. 1 and 3 as demanded by the Appellant.

(b) This case was to be placed before Sh. J.S.Sahi, Chief Engineer (Hq.), PWD (B&R), Mini Secretariat, Patiala, for taking cognizance of the fact that the relevant documents are missing from the Respondent’s office.
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2.

During the proceedings today, the Respondent submits an affidavit dated 8.3.2010.  A copy of the same is provided to the Appellant.  It is observed that the contents of the affidavit are insufficient and vague.  The Respondent present avers that the documents will be provided as and when available.
3.

In view of the foregoing, this case will be placed before Sh. Kulbir Singh, IAS, Secretary to Govt., Pb., PWD (B&R), Chandigarh, for taking cognizance of the fact that the relevant documents are being denied by the Respondent and insufficient response has  been provided through the affidavit.   Response on my Order dated 25.2.2010 from Sh. J.S.Sahi, Chief Engineer (Hq.), PWD (B&R), Patiala, will be  provided by 15.03.2010
4.

The case will come up on 18.03.2010 at 2.00 PM.

5.

Announced in the hearing.  Copies be sent to both the parties; Sh. Kulbir Singh, IAS, Secretary to Govt., Pb., PWD (B&R), Pb. Mini Sectt., Chandigarh and Sh.J.S.Sahi, Chief Engineer (Hq.), PWD (B&R), Mini Sectt., Patiala. 

Chandigarh





       ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 09.03.2010.




      Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






             State Information Commissioner 

CC: Sh. Kulbir Singh, IAS, Secy. to Govt., Pb., PWD (B&R), Pb. Mini Sectt., Sector – 9, Chdandigarh.
CC: Sh. J.S. Sahi, Chief Engineer (Hq.), PWD (B&R), Mini Sectt., Patiala.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector-17C, Chandigarh.

 


Visit us at: www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Hitender Jain,

C/o Resurgence India, 903,

Chander Nagar, Civil Lines,

Ludhiana – 141 001.






…… Complainant





          
 Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Organic Farming Council of Punjab,

SCO No. 358 -359, Sector 34 – A,

Chandigarh – 160 034.





…… Respondent

                   CC – 1832 of 2009

      

ORDER

Present:
Sh. Hitender Jain, Complainant in person.

Sh. G.S.Nain, PIO-cum-AGM, Sh. A.S. Dhillon, Manager – cum – APIO, Organic Farming Council of Punjab, Chandigarh and Sh. Vijay Sharma, Assistant Manager, Organic Farming Council of  Pb., Chandigarh.

1.

On the last date of hearing, on 25.02.2010, the Respondent had been directed to provide response to the observations submitted by the Complainant by 05.03.2010 with a copy to the Commission.

2.

During the proceedings today, it transpires that the Respondent provided response vide letter No. 3228 dated 26.02.2010.  Copies of the bills were provided to the Complainant during the proceedings today.  The Complainant requests that the penalty be imposed on the Respondent for the delay in providing information and he be compensated for the detriment suffered.  
3.

Accordingly, the Respondent PIO will submit an affidavit by 13.03.2010 explaining and justifying as to why penalty not be imposed on him and why compensation not be given for the detriment being suffered by the Complainant.    A copy will be endorsed to the Complainant who is free to send his observations on the affidavit by 25.03.2010.
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4.

Order regarding imposition of penalty for the delay in providing information and award of compensation to the Complainant for the detriment suffered, is reserved.

5.

Announced in the hearing.  Copies be sent to both the parties. 

Chandigarh





       ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 09.03.2010.




      Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






             State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector-17C, Chandigarh.

 


Visit us at: www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Hitender Jain,

C/o Resurgence India, 903,

Chander Nagar, Civil Lines,

Ludhiana – 141 001.






…… Complainant





          
 Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Viticulture Council of Punjab,

SCO No. 358 -359, Sector 34 – A,

Chandigarh – 160 034.





…… Respondent

                   CC – 1833 of 2009

      

ORDER

Present:
Sh. Hitender Jain, Complainant in person.

Sh. G.S.Nain, PIO-cum-AGM, Sh. A.S. Dhillon, Manager – cum – APIO, Viticulture Council of Punjab, Chandigarh and Sh. Vijay Sharma, Assistant Manager, Viticulture Council of  Pb., Chandigarh.

1.

On the last date of hearing, on 25.02.2010, the Respondent had been directed to provide response to the observations submitted by the Complainant by 05.03.2010 with a copy to the Commission.

2.

During the proceedings today, it transpires that the Respondent provided response vide letter No. 366 dated 26.02.2010.  Copies of the bills were provided to the Complainant during the proceedings today.  The Complainant requests that the penalty be imposed on the Respondent for the delay in providing information and he be compensated for the detriment suffered.  
3.

Accordingly, the Respondent PIO will submit an affidavit by 15.03.2010 explaining and justifying as to why penalty not be imposed on him and why compensation not be given for the detriment being suffered by the Complainant.    A copy will be endorsed to the Complainant who is free to send his observations on the affidavit by 25.03.2010.
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4.

Order regarding imposition of penalty for the delay in providing information and award of compensation to the Complainant for the detriment suffered, is reserved.

5.

Announced in the hearing.  Copies be sent to both the parties. 

Chandigarh





       ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 09.03.2010.




      Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






             State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector-17C, Chandigarh.

 


Visit us at: www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Kamal Anand,

S/o late Sh. Om Parkash Anand,

Telephone Exchange Road,

Near Sainik Rest House,

Sangrur.







…… Complainant





          
 Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Council for Value Added

Horticulture in Punjab,

SCO No. 358 -359, Sector 34 – A,

Chandigarh – 160 034.





…… Respondent

                   CC – 1969 of 2009

      

ORDER

Present:
Sh. Hitender Jain, on behalf of Sh. Kamal Anand, Complainant.

Sh. G.S.Nain, PIO-cum-AGM, Sh. A.S. Dhillon, Manager – cum – APIO, Council for Value Added Horticulture in Punjab, Chandigarh and Sh. Vijay Sharma, Assistant Manager, Council for Value Added Horticulture in Punjab, Chandigarh.

1.

On the last date of hearing, on 25.02.2010, the Respondent had been directed to provide response to the observations on the next date of hearing.

2.

During the proceedings today, the Respondent provided response through his letter No. 796 dated 8.3.2010.  The Complainant requests that the penalty be imposed on the Respondent for the delay in providing information and he be compensated for the detriment suffered.  

3.

Accordingly, the Respondent PIO will submit an affidavit by 15.03.2010 explaining and justifying as to why penalty not be imposed on him and why compensation not be given for the detriment being suffered by the Complainant.  A copy will be endorsed to the Complainant who is free to send his observations on the affidavit by 25.03.2010.
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4.

Order regarding imposition of penalty for the delay in providing information and award of compensation to the Complainant for the detriment suffered, is reserved.

5.

Announced in the hearing.  Copies be sent to both the parties. 

Chandigarh





       ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 09.03.2010.




      Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






             State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector-17C, Chandigarh.

 


Visit us at: www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Kamal Anand,

S/o late Sh. Om Parkash Anand,

Telephone Exchange Road,

Near Sainik Rest House,

Sangrur.







…… Complainant





          
 Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Council for Citrus & Agri Juicing in Pb.,

SCO No. 358 -359, Sector 34 – A,

Chandigarh – 160 034.





…… Respondent

                   CC – 1970 of 2009

      

ORDER

Present:
Sh. Hitender Jain, on behalf of Sh. Kamal Anand, Complainant.

Sh. G.S.Nain, PIO-cum-AGM, Sh. A.S. Dhillon, Manager – cum – APIO, Council for Value Added Horticulture in Punjab, Chandigarh and Sh. Vijay Sharma, Assistant Manager, Council for Value Added Horticulture in Punjab, Chandigarh.

1.

On the last date of hearing, on 25.02.2010, the Respondent had been directed to provide response to the observations on the next date of hearing.

2.

During the proceedings today, the Respondent provided response through his letter No. 796 dated 8.3.2010.  The Complainant requests that the penalty be imposed on the Respondent for the delay in providing information and he be compensated for the detriment suffered.  

3.

Accordingly, the Respondent PIO will submit an affidavit by 15.03.2010 explaining and justifying as to why penalty not be imposed on him and why compensation not be given for the detriment being suffered by the Complainant.  A copy will be endorsed to the Complainant who is free to send his observations on the affidavit by 25.03.2010.
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4.

Order regarding imposition of penalty for the delay in providing information and award of compensation to the Complainant for the detriment suffered, is reserved.

5.

Announced in the hearing.  Copies be sent to both the parties. 

Chandigarh





       ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 09.03.2010.




      Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






             State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector-17C, Chandigarh.

 


Visit us at: www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Hitender Jain,

C/o Resurgence India,

903, Chander Nagar,

Civil  Lines, Ludhiana – 141 001.




…… Complainant





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Director,

Social Security, Women & Child Development Deptt., Pb.,

SCO No. 102 – 103, Sector – 34 A,

Chandigarh.







…… Respondent





  CC - 3686 of 2009



             

 


                      ORDER

Present:
Sh. Hitender Jain, Complainant in person.

Smt. Nirmal Kumari, Clerk, RTI Br., O/o Director, Social Security,  Women & Child Development, Pb., Chandigarh; Sh. Narinder Mohan, APIO – cum – Supdt., P.M.H. Br., O/o Health & Family Welfare Department, Pb., Chandigarh; Sh. Jatinder Dhawan, Senior Assistant, O/o Health & Family Welfare Deptt., Pb., Chandigarh and  Sh. Gurinder Pal Singh, Clerk, Admn. Br., Pb. Health Systems Corporation, Phase – 6, Mohali.

1.

On the last date of hearing, on 25.02.2010, the Respondent had been directed to submit a written response to the observations submitted by the Complainant.  The Health & Family Welfare Department, Pb., was to submit response to the information sought, by 05.03.2010.

2.

During the proceedings today, it transpires that the Respondent submitted response vide letter No. 337 dated 5.3.2010 and letter No. 88 dated 4.3.2010.  The response was discussed item-wise based on the observations submitted by the Complainant on 26.02.2010.  The response was found to be insufficient. 
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3.

In view of the foregoing, the Respondent PIO Sh. Rajnish Kumar, PIO – cum - Deputy Director, O/o Director, Social Security, Women & Child Development, Pb., Chandigarh, is directed to send response to the observations dated 26.2.2010 by 15.03.2010, with a copy of the covering letter to the Commission.

4.

On the next date of hearing, the PIO Respondent will be personally present with a copy of the response which would include all deficiencies in information so far.

5.

To come up on 25.03.2010 at 2.00 PM.

6.

Announced in the hearing.  Copies be sent to both the parties and Sh. Rajnish Kumar, PIO – cum – Deputy Director, O/o Director, Social Security, Women & Child Development, Pb. SCO.  No. 102-103, Sector 34 A, Chandigarh. 

Chandigarh





       ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 09.03.2010.




      Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






             State Information Commissioner 

