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           ORDER



Arguments were heard on 22.12.2010 and order was reserved for pronouncement on 24.12.2010.

2.

This case had been disposed of and closed on 06.02.2009. However, the case had been relegated to “State Information Commission, Punjab, to re-address the issue and assign reasons for not issuing direction to give information on Point No. 02. Needful be done within a period of four weeks from the date of receipt of a certified copy of the order”, vide order dated November 09, 2010 passed by Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court in C.W.P. No. 11528 of  2009.  A copy of the said order was received on 30th November, 2010.

3.

In view of the order of Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court, to give an opportunity to both the parties to once again present their case, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties through registered post by the Deputy Registrar, Punjab State Information commission, on 17.12.2010. The case was listed for hearing on 22.12.2010.

4.

On 22.12.2010, both parties were present and arguments were heard. In the hearing, a copy of written submission made by the Complainant was given to the Respondent, who was directed to file his written submission to the Commission positively on 23.12.2010. A response to the same has been received and placed in the case file. The Respondent has given point-wise response to all 04 points, the Complainant had raised in his written submission. I have carefully perused all documents on record.
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5.

The present case relates to seeking information relating to Plots No. 28 & 29, Ajit Nagar, Patiala. Initial request containing 12 items was filed on 14.01.2008. However, on not getting the requisite information, the Complainant had filed an appeal with the Commission on 12.09.2008. The matter was taken up on 24.10.2008, 21.11.2008, 19.12.2008, 16.01.2009  and 06.02.2009. Information, as had been demanded, was provided, except on item No. 2, that is, “copy of building plan as sanctioned by Municipal Corporation with respect to building on Plot No. 28 & 29, Ajit Nagar, Patiala.”
6.

In the written submission of 23.12.2010, the Respondent has reiterated his position as per his letter of 24.10.2008. In that letter the Respondent had submitted that information demanded falls under the purview of exemptions under provisions of Section 8 (1) (d) and (j) of the Right to Information Act, 2005 and should, therefore, be denied. In his letter dated 24.10.2008, the Respondent had also referred to the orders of this Commission passed on 08.09.2008 in AC No. 111/2008.
7.

The Respondent on 24.10.2008 had stated :

“ But the information could not be supplied to him because they had sought a copy of building plan as sanctioned by Municipal corporation with respect to the building on Plot No. 28 & 29, Ajit Nagar, Patiala. The contents of their application dated 14.01.2008 reveal that the information sought in the instant case pertains to the property/Plot No(s) 28 & 29, Ajit Nagar, Patiala which indisputably belongs to the third party. Thus this information could not be supplied to them.



Further it is relevant to mention here that this Hon’ble Commission has also given the finding in AC No. 111/2008 on 08.09.2008, wherein, it has been held :
“the information demanded by the appellant pertains to a building plan submitted for approval by the third party/objector with the Municipal Corporation, Patiala. The contents of the building plan submitted by the 
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objector are obviously personal information relating to the third party. These also constitute intellectual property of the objector/third party. Disclosure of this information would be exempt under Section 8 (I) (d) and (j) RTI Act, 2005, unless the appellant can show that the demand made by him would subserve any public interest. The Appellant has not been able to show as to how the disclosure of information demanded by him has any linkage with public activity or interest. The request for information made by the Appellant is, therefore, liable to be rejected. I order, accordingly.”
8.

During the hearing on 22.12.2010, the Complainant was unable to justify larger public interest involved in obtaining information.

9.

In view of the foregoing, it is directed that provision of information pertaining to item No. 2 of the original request dated 14.01.2008 of the Complainant will not be supplied being commercial, confidential and personal in nature for which the Complainant has not justified larger public interest in obtaining the same.


The case is, therefore, disposed of and closed, accordingly.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Chandigarh,








( P. P. S. Gill)

Dated, December  24, 2010.



          
           State Information commissioner.

