STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Yogesh Gupta, Advocate,

S/o Sh. Tej Ram Gupta,

Dhruri Road, Sangrur.

  
  ___________ Complainant 

      




Vs.

i) Public Information Officer ,

O/o Financial Commissioner Development,

Mini Secretariat, Sec-9,  Punjab, Chandigarh.

ii) Public Information Officer ,

O/o Secretary,

Punjab Mandi Board, Sector-17,

Chandigah.




____________ Respondent

CC No. 1277 of 2007

Present:
i)
None on behalf of the complainant. 

ii) 
Ms. Shakuntala Devi, Under Secretary, Agriculture, and Chander Shekhar Kalia, APIO, on behalf of the respondent

ORDER

Heard.

The respondent has made a commitment that the information required by the complainant will be sent to him within 10 days from today.


The complainant is not present.

Disposed of.
(P.K.Verma)

Dated:  24   August,  2007


           State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Manjit Singh Bhatia,

# 524, Harinder Nagar,

Patiala.



  
  _________________ Complainant 

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

O/o Registrar,

Punjabi University, Patiala.



________________ Respondent

CC No. 1274 of 2007

Present:
i)    Sh. Manjit Singh Bhatia, complainant in person.. 



ii)   Sh.  Vikrant Sharma, Advocate, on behalf of the respondent

ORDER

Heard.

The information required by the complainant vide his application dated  28-3-2007 has been provided to him by the respondent.


Insofar as the applications dated 18-4-2007 and 29-6-2006 of the complainant are concerned, he has been advised to make separate applications under the RTI Act, 2005.


Disposed of.
(P.K.Verma)

Dated:  24   August,  2007


           State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Kulwinder Singh,

s/o Sh. Lal Singh,

VPO Goslan, Tesil: Samrala,

Distt. Ludhiana.



  
  _________________ Complainant 

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

O/o Managing Director,

Pb. Ex-Servicemen Corporation,

SCO 89-90, Sector-34-A,

Chandigarh.





________________ Respondent

CC No. 1281 of 2007

Present:
i) 
None on behalf of the complainant. 



ii)  
Sh. Raman Walia, Advocate, on behalf of the respondent

ORDER


Heard.

There are two basic objections to providing the information required by the complainant in this case:-

1. A proper application along with the required fees has still not been submitted to the concerned PIO.

2. The information concerns a third party who is a Security Guard and disclosure of the same may affect the security of the establishment where he is working.

For the above reasons, the information required by the complainant in this case cannot be given.


The complainant is not present.


Disposed of.
(P.K.Verma)

Dated:  24   August,  2007


           State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. K.C. Sandhi,

# 1852, Phase VII,

Mohali.



  
  _________________ Complainant 

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

O/o Managing Director,

PUNSUP, sector 34, 

Chandigarh.




________________ Respondent

CC No. 781 of 2007

Present:
i) 
None on behalf of the complainant


ii)        Sh  B.P.S.Rana, Asstt. Manager (PRI), on behalf of 




the respondent

ORDER

Heard.

Most of the information required by  the complainant has been given by the respondent except for some points, which have been discussed with the respondent, who has made a commitment that the response regarding these points will also be sent to the complainant within 7 days from today.

The complainant is not present.


Disposed  of.
(P.K.Verma)

Dated:  24   August,  2007


           State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Balbir Aggarwal,

1525/1, Street No. 33, Preet Nagar,

New Shimlapuri, Ludhiana.

                   ___________ Complainant 

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

O/o Deputy Director,

Distt. Food and Supplies  Department,
Ludhiana.





____________ Respondent

CC No. 955 of 2007

Present:
i) 
None on behalf of the complainant. 

ii)  
Ms. Rupinder Pal, ADFSC, and Mr. Ramesh Panglia,AFSO, on behalf of 
the respondent

ORDER

Heard.
The information required by the complainant has been given to him by the respondent except for the information mentioned at point No. (ii) and (iii) of his application dated 9-4-2007, since the information asked for is too voluminous and its disclosure cannot possibly serve any public or even personal purpose.
The complainant is not present.

Disposed of.
(P.K.Verma)

Dated:  24   August,  2007


           State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Sunil Subroy,

Opp. Water Tank,

Municipal Market, Mission Road,

Pathankot.




 _____________ Appellant  

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

O/o Assistant Food & Supply Officer,

Pathankot.




_____________ Respondent

AC No. 196 of 2007

ORDER


The  appellant   has    requested for   an     adjournment  to 4-10-2007 or 

5-10-2007. The respondent is not present.


The case is adjourned to 10 AM on 5-10-2007 to enable both the parties to make a submission.

(P.K.Verma)

Dated:  24   August,  2007


           State Information Commissioner

State Information Commission, Punjab,

SCO No.84-85( 2nd  Floor), Sector 17 C , Chandigarh.

Sh.Yogesh Mahajan,

Shop No. 2, Near  Chamera Guest House,

Mission Road,

Pathankot.






………… Appellant

Vs
Dr. P.K.Mittal,    

Civil Surgeon-cum-
Public Information Officer,

Gurdaspur.






………….Respondent

AC No.  47 of 2007

Present:
i)
None on behalf of the  appellant   



ii)  
Dr.  P.K.Mittal, Civil  Surgeon, Gurdaspur.
ORDER

Heard.
The respondent has submitted his explanation with reference to the show cause notice issued to him vide orders of this Court dated 20-7-2007.  He has stated that the delay in giving the information to the complainant was not intentional but because of the nature of the required information which was voluminous and took some time to compile.  He has submitted that he is aware of his duties and responsibilities under the RTI Act and there was no intention or willful breach of any provision of the Act on his part.
In view of the reply submitted by the respondent, the notice issued to him is hereby dropped.


Disposed  of.

(P.K.Verma)

Dated:  24   August,  2007


           State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. K.C. Sandhi,

# 1852, Phase VII,

Mohali.



  
  _________________ Complainant 

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

O/o Managing Director,

PUNSUP, sector 34, 

Chandigarh.




________________ Respondent

CC No. 802 of 2007

Present:
i) 
None on behalf of the complainant


ii)        Sh  B.P.S.Rana, Asstt. Manager (PRI), on behalf of 




the respondent

ORDER

Heard.

Most of the information required by  the complainant has been given by the respondent except for some points, which have been discussed with the respondent who has made a commitment that the response regarding these points will also be sent to the complainant within 7 days from today.


The complainant is not present.


Disposed  of.

(P.K.Verma)

Dated:  24   August,  2007


           State Information Commissioner

