STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
Sh. Mahesh Kumar Bansal,
# 677, Deep Nagar, Amrik Singh Road,

Bathinda.
    ……………………….Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Municipal Corporation,
Bathinda.

……………………..Respondent

CC No.2382 of 2007
Present:
(i) None is present on behalf of the Complainant
(ii) Sh. Ravinder Kumar Singla, Assistant on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER


Heard.
2.
Complainant is absent. Respondent states that the information required is very old and due to shifting of their office, the relevant record is not available. However, efforts are being made to trace the record and required information will be supplied before the next date of hearing. 
3.
Adjourned to 3.04.08 (12.00 PM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                              (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 7th March , 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
Smt. Manjit Kaur, Sarpanch,
Gram Panchayat, Dialpura,

Block-Derabassi,

Mohali.
    …………………………….Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Director,
Deptt. of Rural,

Development & Panchayat,

Chandigarh.
……………………………..Respondent

CC No.1861 of 2007
Present:
(i) Sh. Ajaib Singh on behalf of the Complainant
(ii) Sh. Dharmpal, Superintendent, Director Panchayat on behalf of     the Respondent.
ORDER


Heard.
2.

The Respondent states that the information as pointed out during the last hearing is ready but the Complainant has refused to accept the same. The Respondent has been directed to send the information to the Complainant by post.
3.
Disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties

Sd/-
                                              (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 7th March , 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
Sh. Sandeep Mahey,
28, Sat Nagar,

Near Chandan Nagar,

Jalandhar City.
    …………………………….Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Commissioner,
M.C, Jalandhar.

……………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2390 of 2007
Present:
(i) Sh. Sandeep Mahey, Complainant
(ii) Sh. Harjinder Pal, Assistant Town Planner, on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER

Heard.
2.
Complainant states that he filed the application for information on 11.12.2006 and that he was supplied only partial information on 7.02.2007. He states that, vide his letter dated 20.03.2007, he pointed out the deficiencies in the information provided to him and that complete information was supplied to him only on 5.03.2008 that is after about one year. Complainant prays that since he has not been provided the information within the stipulated time, action be taken under Section 20 of the RTI Act, 2005.  
3.
In the above circumstances, a notice is hereby ordered to be served through registered post to the PIO, Municipal Corporation, Jalandhar to show cause, on the next date of hearing, as to why penalty under Section 20, of the RTI, Act 2005 be not imposed on him for the delayed supply of  information.
4.
Adjourned to 3.04.08 (12.00 PM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                         (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 7th March , 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
Sh. Jasbir Singh,
Vill-Khamano, Dashmesh Nagar,

Tehsil-Khamano,

Distt-Fatehgarh Sahib.
    …………………………….Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Executive Officer,
Improvement Trust,

Amritsar.

……………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2366 of 2007
Present:
(I) None is present on behalf of the Complainant.


(ii) Sh. Ashok Sharma, PIO-cum-Deputy Controller Finance & 


    Accounts, the Respondent
ORDER


Heard.
2.
Respondent states that the application for information demanded by the Complainant is not clear as there are two different properties i.e. Booth No. 7 and Khokha No. 7. Respondent further states that some of the information regarding Booth No. 7 has already been sent to him. Complainant is directed to intimate the Respondent whether the information required by him relates to Booth No.7 or Khokha No. 7. The Respondent shall thereafter deliver the information to the Complainant as expeditiously as possible.

3.
Adjourned to 3.04.08 (12.00 PM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties

Sd/-
                                              (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 7th March , 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
Sh. Vinod Kumar,
B- VII-387, Sati Sudan Gali,

Near Book Market,  

Ludhiana.
    …………………………….Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Commissioner,
Municipal Corporation,

Zone - A,  Ludhiana.
……………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2298 of 2007
Alongwith 

CC No. 163 of 2008
Present:
(i) Sh.  Vinod Kumar, Complainant


(ii) None is present on behalf of the Respondent 
ORDER


Heard.
2.
Complainant had demanded information relating to property bearing Municipal No. B-VII-460. In response to this demand, the APIO, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana vide his letter no. 07.12.07 has intimated that the information demanded relates to a third party and ,therefore, cannot be disclosed. 
3.
The objection taken by the APIO to the disclosure of information stems from a misconception of the provisions of the RTI Act 2005.  There is no provision in the Act exempting from disclosure any information simply because it relates to a third party.  Section 11 of the Act, however, provides that when the information demanded pertains to a third party, the PIO shall give notice to and hear the third party before deciding whether the information demanded by the applicant should be disclosed.  Section 11 is only a procedural provision and has no bearing on the question whether a particular piece of information demanded is exempt from disclosure or not.  The question whether the information demanded is exempt from disclosure is to be determined with reference to the provisions of Sections 8 & 9 of the RTI Act 2005.  The only effect of Section 11 is that before determining this question, the third party concerned has to be given notice and an opportunity of hearing.  
4.
I, therefore, remand the case back to the Respondent and direct him to determine the question whether the information demanded should be disclosed. However, before deciding this question he shall give notice to the third party concerned and hear him on the merits of the issues involved.

5.
Needless to say that if the Complainant or the third party is not satisfied with the decision of the Respondent he shall be at liberty to avail of the remedies available to him under Sections 18/19 RTI At 2005. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
                                              (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 7th March , 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
Sh. Rajat Sood, 
429, Govt-College,

Road Civil Lines,

Ludhiana.
    …………………………….Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Commissioner,
Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana.

……………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2195 of 2007
Present:
None 
ORDER

2.
During the last hearing show cause notice was issued to the Respondent but no reply to the show cause notice has been sent by the Respondent. He was absent on the last date of hearing and he is absent today also. One more chance is given to the Respondent to reply to the show cause notice. 
3.
Adjourned to 3.04.08 (12.00 PM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                              (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 7th March , 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
Sh. Om Parkash Jindal,
Senior Assitt;- M.A Branch,

D.C.Officer, Mansa.
    …………………………….Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Commissioner, Faridkot,
Division Faridkot.
……………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2425 of 2007
Present:
(i) Sh. Om Parkash, Complainant


(ii) Sh. Jaskarn Singh, Copying Clerk on behalf of the Respondent 
ORDER

Heard.
2.
Complainant states that he filed the application for information on 12.09.07 and that no information has been supplied. Respondent is not present personally.  Sh. Jaskaran Singh, copying clerk has appeared on his behalf without any authorization letter. Sh. Jaskaran Singh, Copying Clerk states that the information has been sent to the Complainant on 05.03.08 and copy of the same is also handed over to the Complainant today before me. The Complainant may   go through the same and point out the deficiencies, if any, on the next date of hearing. PIO is directed to personally appear on the next date of hearing and also to ensure that the required information is delivered to the Complainant within 10 days. 
3.
Adjourned to 3.04.08 (12.00 PM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties

Sd/-
                                              (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 7th March , 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
Sh. Kishor Lal,
S/o Sh. Prem Raj,

# 2206, Block-30,

Baba Gajja Jain Colony,

Ludhiana.
    …………………………….Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Commissioner,
Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana.

……………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2378 of 2007
None
ORDER

Neither the Complainant nor the Respondent is present. One more opportunity is given to the parties concerned with this case to appear before the Commission.
3.
Adjourned to 3.04.08 (12.00 PM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
                                              (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 7th March , 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
Sh. Vivek Jain,
B-V-960,

Mohalla Phallan Adan,

Ludhiana.
    …………………………….Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana.

……………………………..Respondent

CC No.2373 of 2007
Present:
(i)  Sh. Vivek Jain, Complainant


(ii) None is present on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER


Heard.
2. 
The Complainant states that no information has been provided to him.  Respondent is absent but he has sent a letter dated 10.09.07 to the Complainant stating that this is third party information and the third party has desired that the information should not be disclosed. Complainant states that the information desired by him is in public interest and he wants to know whether the plan of the said building has been sanctioned and whether the challan of the said building has been done. Notice be issued to Sh.  Kimti Lal Jain,(Third Party) B-V, 957, 958, Phallan Addan, Ludhiana (Punjab) to be present on the next date of hearing and explain why information should not be disclosed. 
3.
Adjourned to 3.04.08 (12.00 PM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties

Sd/-
                                              (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 7th March , 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
Sh. Nalin Kaushik,(Advocate)
S/o Sh. Ramdut Sharma,

R/o # 2308, New Punjab Mata Nagar,

Behind Charan Cho Gurudwara,

Pakhowal Road, Ludhiana.

    …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Commissioner,
MC, Ludhiana.

……………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2392 of 2007
None
ORDER

Neither the Complainant nor the Respondent is present. One more opportunity is given to the parties concerned with this case to appear before the Commission
3.
Adjourned to 3.04.08 (12.00 PM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
                                              (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 7th March , 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
Sh. Bajranglal Gupta,

# 219/11 Dorai Byawar Road,

Ajmer.
    …………………………….Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Executive Officer,

Improvement Trust,

Amritsar.

……………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1914 of 2007
Present:
(i) Sh. Bajranglal Gupta, Complainant


(ii) Sh. Ashok Sharma, PIO the Respondent
ORDER


Heard.
2.

As directed during the last hearing, PIO-cum-Deputy Controller Finance & Accounts and Sh. Parkash Singh Superintendent are personally present at today’s hearing. They have apologized for their absence during the last hearing and have stated that the information could not be supplied as the relevant file was in the Sessions Court. They have undertaken that the required information will be obtained from the file in the Sessions Court and delivered to the Complainant.
3.
Adjourned to 3.04.08 (12.00 PM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                              (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 7th March, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
Sh. Om Parkash Goyal,

# 1053, Sector-11,

Panchkula.
           …………………………….Appellant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Estate Officer,

GAMADA, Puda Bhawan,

Mohali. 

……………………………..Respondent

AC No. 242 of 2007
Present:
(i) None is present on behalf of the Appellant


(ii) Sh. Balwinder Singh, on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER


Heard.
2.
Sh. Balwinder Singh, Advocate, appearing on behalf of the Respondent states that the required information has been sent to the Appellant on 22.02.2008 and that no deficiency has been pointed out by the Appellant. The Appellant is absent. He also did not attend any of the three earlier hearings fixed in this case. 

3.
Dismissed for non prosecution. . Copies of the order be sent to the parties
                                                                                               Sd/-
                                                          (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 7th March, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
Sh. Prem Singh Grewal,
104 (Prem Kunj), New
Officer’s Colony,

Stadium Road,

Patiala.
    …………………………….Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Commissioner,

MC, Patiala.

……………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2181 of 2007
Present:
(i) Sh. Prem Singh Grewal, Complainant


(ii) Sh. Sajal Koser Advocate, on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER


Heard.
2.
Sh. Sajal Koser, Advocate appears on behalf of the Respondent and states that the application of the Complainant for information is not clear. The Complainant states that he wanted to know about the number of towers installed by the companies within the Municipal limits of Patiala and not the number of cellular telephone connections. Respondent states that he is ready to supply the information. He also seeks time to file reply to the show cause notice before the next date hearing.
3.
Adjourned to 3.04.08 (12.00 PM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

                                              (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 7th March, 2008
