STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB.

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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Monica Jindal,

D/o Lt. Sh. Lachhman Dass,

House No. 19507, Old Bust Stand,

Bathinda.               
         
           


              …..Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Executive Officer,

Municipal Council,

Jaitu.





                     

 ……. Respondent

CC No. 876 of 2008
ORDER

Present:
Representative, Mr. Bharat Bhushan, for the Complainant.
PIO, Mr. Ravi Kumar Luna, for the Respondent.

-----

 

Arguments heard.
2.

The Respondent PIO has submitted his arguments in writing; vide letter no. SPL-01 dated 02.06.2008.  This is taken on record.

The judgment is reserved.



Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.


      (P. P. S. Gill)

Chandigarh




             State Information Commissioner

Dated, June 02, 2008

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB.

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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Manoj Kumar Gupta,

S/o Sh. Surinder Kumar,

Bobby Screen Printing, Near Old Octroi Post No. 04,

Bassi Road, Sirhind-140406.          


              …..Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Municipal Council,

Sirhind.




                     

 ……. Respondent

CC No. 898 of 2008

ORDER

Present:
Complainant, Mr. Manoj Kumar Gupta, in person.

None for the Respondent.

-----

 

The Complainant says that he has not received any information.  I direct the PIO to give certified copies of the requisite information demanded by the Complainant vide his RTI application dated 18.03.2008, not later than 07.07.2008 and send compliance report to the Commission.
The case is adjourned to 21.07.2008 for confirmation.


Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.


      (P. P. S. Gill)

Chandigarh




             State Information Commissioner

Dated, June 02, 2008

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB.

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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Pargat Singh,

Secy. to Pariyas Social Welfare & Awareness Society,

SCO No. 02,

Yadvindra Complex,

District Courts Patiala.     
           


              …..Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Town Planner,

Municipal Corporation,

Patiala.




                     

 ……. Respondent

CC No. 888 of 2008

ORDER

Present:
None for the Complainant.

None for the Respondent.

-----

 

The Complainant has sent a FAX message dated 02.06.2008, expressing his inability to attend the hearing today and seeks adjournment.
The case is adjourned to 07.07.2008.



Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.


      (P. P. S. Gill)

Chandigarh




             State Information Commissioner

Dated, June 02, 2008

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB.

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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Gian Deep Singh, S/o S. Kuldeep Singh,

# 10, Model Colony,

Lalru Mandi,

District Mohali 140501.     
           


             
 …..Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Executive Officer,

Municipal Council,

Rajpura, District Patiala.


                     

 ……. Respondent

CC No. 859 of 2008

ORDER

Present:
Gian Deep Singh, Complainant, in person.

None for the Respondent.

-----

 

The Complainant has received complete information in response to his application dated 13.03.2008.  However, the same is not certified by PIO.

2.

It is directed that the PIO, office of E.O., Municipal Council, Rajpura, should certify the information in the possession of the Complainant.  The Complainant may visit in the office of PIO, MC, Rajpura on any working day within the next week and get the same certified

The case is disposed of and closed.


Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.


      (P. P. S. Gill)

Chandigarh




             State Information Commissioner

Dated, June 02, 2008

P.S.
After the court hearing, PIO of the Respondent, Mr. Vinod Kumar with his Advocate, Mr. Kamaldeep Sharma appeared.  The Advocate of the Respondent submitted his Memo of appearance, dated 02.06.2008, which is taken on record. The PIO has been directed to certify the information which he said he has sent to the Complainant.

      (P. P. S. Gill)

Chandigarh




             State Information Commissioner

Dated, June 02, 2008

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB.

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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Monica Jindal,

D/o Lt. Sh. Lachhman Dass,

House No. 19507, Old Bust Stand,

Bathinda.               
         
           


              …..Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Executive Officer,

Municipal Council,

Jaitu.





                     

 ……. Respondent

CC No. 876 of 2008

ORDER



The instant case came up for hearing on 02.06.2008 and order was reserved.
2.

The Complainant was represented by her son, Mr. Bharat Bhushan, while Ms. Satinder Pal Kaur was her Counsel,   who, however, did not carry any authority letter to represent her. She was directed to submit  Power of Attorney (vakalatnama) at the next date of hearing.

3.

From the averments made by Mr. Bharat Bhushan and the Respondent, PIO, it emerges there is a property dispute in the family.

4.

The Complainant, vide her application, dated 12.01.2008, under the RTI Act, has demanded to know how certain entries in respect of property No. 11/233 have been made in the Municipal Council’s assessment register for the year ending 1977-78 to 2003-04 at serial no. 239.

5.

Her information request is for documents on the basis of which the property in question has been entered in the name of  one  Rajinder Kumar, shown as son of Mr. Lachhman Dass and also  proof that Mr. Rajinder Kumar is the son of Mr. Lachhman Dass.  The entry in the assessment register is dated 07.10.2004.
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6.

The same property is shown to have been sold by Mr. Rajinder Kumar to one Ms. Sapna Goel; and  the entry in the assessment register is shown on 12.11.2005.  


The Complainant has demanded documents in respect of this entry as well. During the hearing Mr. Bharat Bhushan said that Mr. Rajinder Kumar is “adopted” son of Mr. Lachhman Dass. 

7.

The Respondent PIO, Mr. Ravi Kumar Luna, in a written submission (SPL-01, 02.06.2008), says that a notice was sent to Ms. Sapna Goel- the third party- under Section 11 of the RTI Act on 04.02.2008, asking her if information regarding the said property (no.11/233) be given to the Complainant or not. In reply, Mrs. Goel in her letter of 15.02.2008 asked the Council not to divulge any information since  a  case is  pending in a Court at Faridkot relating to the property in question. Consequently, the Respondent informed the Complainant on 22.02.2008 that information can not be given, as it pertains to the third party.
8.           
Another averment in the written submission of the Respondent is that the Complainant has not exhausted the channel of the First Appellate Authority- Executive Officer, Municipal Council, Jaitu and that her complaint be dismissed with cost.

9. 
During the hearing, the Respondent said that he was not aware that a request for information under RTI Act, 2005 could be denied only under Sections 8 or 9 of the Act, which pertain to “exemptions”.  He was told that  there is no bar on any person to approach the State Information Commission under Section 18 or 19 either in complaint or appeal.  Merely rejecting an application on the saying of third party does not hold water. The reason for rejection/denial of information has to conform to the provisions of the Sections 8 or 9 of the Act and not done arbitrarily.

10. 
In this backdrop, the case is remanded to the Respondent- PIO, who should submit an Affidavit not later than 07.07.2008 to the Commission specifying the reasons  as to why information  be not given to the Complainant.   
              - 3 –
           
 Meanwhile, the Deputy Registrar, State Information Commission, should send a notice by Registered post to Ms. Sapna Goel, asking her to submit an Affidavit to the Commission, not later that 07.07.2008, justifying why information be not given to the Complainant regarding property  No.11/233.
The case to come up on 21.07.2008 for further proceedings.



Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.


      (P. P. S. Gill)

Chandigarh




             State Information Commissioner

Dated,   June 04, 2008.
