 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054




Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Dr. Rajinder Parkash,

11-D,  Rishi Nagar,

Ludhiana.




            
                  …….Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/O   Punjab Urban Development Area,
Ludhiana.

  
                                   
                             …….  Respondent

CC No. 1517 of  2008

ORDER

Present:
Mr. Rajinder  Parkash, Complainant, in person.



Mr. Naurang Singh, S.D.O., for the Respondent.





      -----



Heard both sides.

2.

The Complainant has received the. requisite information but he is not satisfied.  

3

The Respondent says that he can provide him any other relevant information as it exists in the records.

4.

Though the 02 questions the Complainant has raised in his application, dated 30.05.2008, are pretty vague, nevertheless, the Respondent says that an appropriate reply to these will be given to the Complainant.

5.

I direct the Respondent to do so but not later than 29.09.2008.

The case is adjourned to 13.10.2008.                  .



Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.

                    







(P. P. S. Gill)

Chandigarh,



                               State Information Commissioner
Dated, September 08, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054




Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Mrs. Kanta Devi

W/O Late Master  Tirloki Nath,

H.No.1262, Ward No.4,

Main Bazaar, Sirhind.




            
 …….Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Greater Mohali  Area

Development Authority,

Mohali.
 



                                                ……. Respondent

CC No. 1450  of  2008


 



 ORDER

Present:
None for the Complainant.



Mr. Gurbax Singh, APIO, for the Respondent.





    ----



The Respondent sent the requisite information to the Complainant on 04.09.2008.



The case is adjourned to 13.10.2008 for confirmation.                    .



Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.

                    







(P. P. S. Gill)

Chandigarh,



                              State Information Commissioner.

Dated, September 08, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054




Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Jatinder  Pal Singh,

House No. 769/1,

Sector 41-A ,

Chandigarh.   

                                
                                            …..Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/O Greater Mohali Area Development 

Authority, Puda Bhawan,

SAS Nagar  (Mohali ).



                                          ……. Respondent

CC No. 1407 of  2008

      





ORDER

Present:
Mr. Jatinder Pal Singh, Complainant, in person.



Representative, Mr. Mohan Pal, Supdtt., for the Respondent.






-----



The information stands supplied to the Complainant.  He is satisfied. 



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



Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.

                        






(P. P. S. Gill)

Chandigarh,



                              State Information Commissioner.

Dated, September 08, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054




Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Surender Kumar S/o Sh. Hans Raj,

Village Sialba Majri,

Tehsil Kharar, District Mohali.


                                 …..Appellant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Divisional Engineer (C-1),

GMADA, PUDA Bhawan, 

Mohali.



                     

              ……. Respondent

       AC No. 236 of 2008






      ORDER

Present:
Representative, Mr. Mohan Lal, for the Appellant.




Mr. Ravinder Kumar, Supdtt.cum-APIO, for the Respondent.

------



At the very outset, representative for the Appellant, Mr. Mohan Lal, creates a scene in the Court and engages in vitriolic cross talk with the representative of the Respondent.
2.

Despite being repeatedly asked to quieten down and have patience, he continued to shout and even made insinuations against the bench accusing it of bias/favoring the Respondent.  I am, thus, unable to hear this case.  The Deputy Registrar of the State Information Commission is requested to put up this case to the Chief Information Commissioner to transfer this case to any other bench.


Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.
                                (P. P. S. Gill)

Chandigarh,



                       State Information Commissioner.

Dated, September 08, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054




Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Tek Chand Verma,

S/O Sh. Sunder Dass,

Mohalla Kashmirian,  Street No.3,

H. No.B-11/545,

Opp. Akalian Di Chakki,

Kot  Kapura, Distt. Faridkot.  

                                
        
  …….Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/O Nagar  Council, 

Kot Kapura, Distt. Faridkot.


                                
……. Respondent

CC No. 1478 of  2008






ORDER

Present:
None for the Complainant.

Mr. Rajinder Kumar, PIO, for the Respondent.

                     



  ----



The Complainant’s request for information dated 29.04.2008 pertains to his P.F. case. It does not constitute “information”, as per section 2(f) of the Right to Information Act, 2005.

2.

Representative of the Respondent shows a letter No.40-41, dated 27.06.2008, from P.I.O., Nagar Council, Kotkapura, to the Complainant, whose signatures also appear on it, stating that his request for information does not constitute “information”.  



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



Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.

                    





               (P. P. S. Gill)

Chandigarh,



                       State Information Commissioner.

Dated, September 08, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054




Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Piara Singh S/O Sh. Kishan Singh,

H. No. 547, St. No. 2,

Ward No.2, Guru Gobind Singh Nagar,

Malout,  Distt. Muktsar.




              …….Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/O   Punjab Urban Development Authority,
Bathinda.


                                   
             …….  Respondent

CC No. 1516 of 2008






     ORDER

Present:
Complainant, Mr. Piara Singh, in person.

Representative, Mr. Prithi Singh, State Officer, for the Respondent.

----



The requisite information is handed over to the Complainant in my presence today.  He may go through the same and point out deficiencies, if any, in writing and submit it to the PIO not later than 29.09.2008.

2.

I direct the Respondent to supply the requisite information to the Complainant before the next date of hearing.



The case is, adjourned to 13.10.2008.                     .



Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.

                        





    (P. P. S. Gill)

Chandigarh,



                        State Information Commissioner

Dated, September 08, 2008

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054




Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Piara Singh S/O Sh. Kishan Singh,

H. No. 547, St. No. 2,

Ward No.2, Guru Gobind Singh Nagar,

Malout,  Distt. Muktsar.




                  …….Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/O   PUDA,  Bathinda.
                                   
                             …….  Respondent
CC No. 1515 of 2008






     ORDER

Present:
Complainant, Mr. Piara Singh, in person.

Representative, Mr. Prithi Singh, State Officer, for the Respondent.

----



The requisite information is handed over to the Complainant in my presence today.  He may go through the same and point out deficiencies, if any, in writing and submit it to the PIO not later than 29.09.2008.

2.

I direct the Respondent to supply the requisite information to the Complainant before the next date of hearing.



The case is, adjourned to 13.10.2008.                     .



Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.

                        






(P. P. S. Gill)

Chandigarh,



                               State Information Commissioner

Dated, September 08, 2008

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054




Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Naresh Kumar,

S/o 16940-A, St. No. 01,

Basant Vihar, Bathinda.



                         …….Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/O   Prinicipal Secretary, Local Government,

Punjab, Chandigarh.

                                             …….  Respondent

CC No. 1162 of 2008






     ORDER

Present:
Complainant, Mr. Naresh Kumar, in person.

Representative, Mr. Manjeet Singh, Sr. Asstt., for the Respondent.

----



From the record file, the Complainant is handed over a copy of the letter, No. 6120, dated 02.08.2008, written to him by the Respondent which he says he has not received.  The Complainant says this letter does not meet his request for information.  
2.

The Respondent seeks 15 days time to supply the requisite information alongwith the demanded photocopies.

3.

I direct the Respondent to give complete information/documents to the Complainant, not later than 29.09.2008, with a compliance report to the Commission.



The case is, adjourned to 13.10.2008.                     .



Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.

                        





       (P. P. S. Gill)

Chandigarh,



                        State Information Commissioner

Dated, September 08, 2008

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054




Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Gauree DayalSharma, 

292, Kothey Bhim Sain,

Dina Nagar,

Distt. Gurdaspur.   

                   
                                    …….Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Executive Officer,

Municipal Council,

Dinanagar.




                                    ……. Respondent

CC No. 1437 of 2008






     ORDER

Present:
None for the Complainant.

Representative, Rajesh Sahni, J.E, for the Respondent.

----



The Complainant is a senior citizen and has sent a FAX message dated 08.09.2008, expressing his inability to attend the Court on account of physical disability.  He has also expressed his dissatisfaction with the information so far provided to him.  

2.

The representative of the Respondent says that the requisite information alongwith the annexure was sent to the Complainant on 03.09.2008.  A copy of this is taken on record.  The Respondent is directed to procure a copy of the final report of the inquiry from the Deputy Director, Local Bodies and Urban Development, and send the same through registered post to the Complainant not later than 29.09.2008 with confirmation to the Commission.  


The case is, adjourned to 13.10.2008.              .



Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.

                        





       (P. P. S. Gill)

Chandigarh,



                        State Information Commissioner

Dated, September 08, 2008

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054




Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Bhushan Kumar,

V-11, Second Floor,

Rajouri Garden,

New Delhi-27.   

                   
                                    …….Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

District Patiala.



                                    ……. Respondent

CC No. 699 of 2008






     ORDER

Present:
None for the Complainant.

None for the Respondent.

----



A perusal of the file shows that there is no specific request for information sought by the Complainant, vide his letter dated 24.03.2008 to the CIC, bearing SICP diary no. 4121, dated 03.04.2008, the Complainant has only sought ‘relief’ on the following 04 points. 

i.
Pass an order for training of SPIO-cum-SSP for RTI Act, 2005.

ii.
Pass an order and ensure proper implementation of RTI Act.

iii. 
Pass an order directing the SPIO-cum-SSP to get all P.O. 
lying in their files en-cashed.

iv. 
Direct the SPIO-cum-SSP to return the EXCESS money to 
all the applicants for information till date.

2.

This is beyond the ambit of the Commission as per RTI Act, 2005.  

In view of this, the case is disposed of closed.                .



Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.

                        





       (P. P. S. Gill)

Chandigarh,



                        State Information Commissioner

Dated, September 08, 2008
cc:
Copy to the APIO, Senior Superintendent of Police, District Patiala.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054




Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Janak Raj, S/o Sh. Ram Lal,

Opp. Improvement Trust Colony,

Arya Nagar, Jail Road,

Gurdaspur.   

                                       

                 …..Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Executive Officer,

Improvement Trust,

Gurdaspur.    



                                    ……. Respondent

CC No. 1408 of 2008






     ORDER

Present:
Complainant, Mr. Janak Raj, in person.
Representative, Mr. Ashwani Kumar, Head Draft man, for the Respondent.

----



The Respondent has given the requisite information twice to the Complainant, once on 11.07.2008 and again on 29.08.2008.  The Complainant, however, says there are still certain deficiencies in the information provided.

2.

The Respondent and the Complainant have mutually agreed to meet in the office of Mr. Ashwani Kumar, Head Draft man, on 10.09.2008, at 11.00 A.M., where the Complainant may submit in writing the deficiencies, if any.  Respondent may provide certified copies of the information if available on record, to the Complainant not later than 24.09.2008.

In case is adjourned to 13.10.2008.                .



Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.

                        





       (P. P. S. Gill)

Chandigarh,



                        State Information Commissioner

Dated, September 08, 2008

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054




Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Gauree DayalSharma, 

292,  Kothey Bhim Sain,

Dina Nagar,

Distt. Gurdaspur.   

                    
     

              …….Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Superintending Engineer,

Improvement Trust,

Amritsar.




        
                         ……. Respondent

CC No. 1438 of 2008






     ORDER

Present:
None for the Complainant.
Representative, Mr. Ramji Das Bhatia, SDO, for the Respondent.

----



The Complainant has sent a FAX message dated 08.09.2008, expressing his inability to attend the Court on account of physical disability.  He also says that he has not received any information in response to his request dated 22.03.2008. 

2.

The Representative of the Respondent says that a letter was sent to him on 14.03.2008, asking him to deposit the requisite fee and collect the requisite information.  Given a fact that the Complainant is a senior citizen and physically challenged, I direct the Respondent to supply the requisite information to the Complainant through registered post, free of cost not later than 29.09.2008.

In case is adjourned to 13.10.2008.                .



Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.

                        





       (P. P. S. Gill)

Chandigarh,



                        State Information Commissioner

Dated, September 08, 2008

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054




Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

R.C. Bawa,

New Generation Residents Welfare Society,

Flat No. 15-G,

New Generation Apartment,

Dhakoli, Zirakpur.   

                    
     

              …….Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Executive Officer,

Municipal Council,

Zirakpur.




        
                         ……. Respondent

CC No. 1504 of 2008






     ORDER

Present:
Complainant, Mr. R.C. Bawa, in person.

Representative, Mr. H.S. Sethi, Advocate, of the Respondent.

----



Heard both parties.

2.

The Complainant has sought certain information from Municipal Council, Zirakpur, vide his RTI application dated 26.05.2008.

3.

The representative of the Respondent says that no request for information, dated 26.05.2008, has been received in the public authority concerned.  Also, the Respondent came to know about the request for information only when a notice of hearing was received from State Information Commission.

4.

The Complainant, on the other hand, says that he can give the proof of delivery of RTI request for information to the Respondent through courier.


The case is adjourned to 13.10.2008.   Both the Complainant and Respondent are directed to file their respective replies at least one week before the next date of hearing.                .



Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.

                        





       (P. P. S. Gill)

Chandigarh,



                        State Information Commissioner

Dated, September 08, 2008

               STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Nitin Partap Singh,

Advocate,

9-Bank Colony,

Patiala.







…………..Appellant






      Vs 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Municipal Corporation,

Patiala.






 ……………....Respondent

AC No. 111 of 2008 (Along with CC-1299/2008)






      ORDER
Present:
None for the Appellant.
None of the Respondent, Mr. Bikramjeet Arora, representative of the 3rd party.
----

1.

The Appellant has approached the Commission, by way of the instant second appeal, with the grievance that his request for information has not been served by the PIO Municipal Corporation, Patiala and that the first appeal preferred by him has also not borne any fruit.    

2.

Notice of hearing, in this appeal, was issued for 31st March, 2008.  On 31st March, 2008 an application was made by one Dr. Jeevanjot Singh praying for being impleaded as a party to the appeal as the information sought by the Appellant pertains to his property.  During the proceedings, on 31.03.2008, copies of the written objections by the third party (Dr. Jeevanjot Singh) were handed over to the Respondent as well as the Appellant.  Both the Respondent and the Appellant were given time to file their replies to the objections made by the third party and the case was adjourned to 25.04.2008.  The Appellant submitted his reply to the objections made by the third party on 08.04.2008.  Subsequently the Appellant placed on the file some more documents in support of his appeal.  The Respondent filed his comments to the objections by the third party on 13.06.2008.  The Appellant also filed his rejoinder dated 31.08.2008 to the APIO’s response dated 13.06.2008 to the comments by the Appellant on the objections by the 3rd party.

3.

The information sought in the instant case, by the Appellant, pertains to property no. 23,  Bank   Colony,   Patiala   which   indisputably     belongs    to  the   third 
…2

-2-

party/objector.  Primarily, the information sought relates to the site plan approved by the 
Municipal Corporation, Patiala for raising a construction on property no 23 by the third party.  

4.

The Respondent is not averse to the disclosure of information demanded by the Appellant.  

5.

The third party/objector, however, submits that the information demanded by the Appellant is exempt from disclosure under Section 8 inasmuch as the information demanded is of personal nature and there is no pubic interest involved in disclosing the same.  The objector states that the Appellant has no concern with the site plan of the building being constructed on plot no. 23 by the objector.  The objector submits that the building plan no. 959 of 06.03.2007 submitted by him involves commercial and professional interest of the objector and the disclosure of which shall cause irreparable harm to him. 

6.

Rebutting the arguments made by the objector, the Appellant submits that the information sought by him is in relation to official documents held by the Municipal Corporation, Patiala.  According to the Appellant, these are public documents and are open to inspection by the members of the public at large and, thus, do not invade the privacy of the objector.  

7.

In this premise, the appellant submits that the information demanded is exempt from disclosure under Section 8 RTI Act, 2005.   The stand of the Respondent is that in the instant appeal,
 the objector cannot oppose the request of the appellant for providing the information.  

8.

On a consideration of the rival submissions made by the parties hereto, I am of the view that the objections raised by the third party namely, Dr. Jeevanjot Singh, deserve to be upheld.  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 objector are obviously personal information relating to the third party.  These also constitute intellectual property of the objector/third party.  The disclosure of this information would be exempt under Section 8(1) (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 
..3

-3-

with public activity or interest.  The request for information made by the Appellant is, therefore, liable to be rejected.   I order, accordingly. 



   



In view of the foregoing, the instant appeal and complaint are dismissed.  It is declared that the Appellant/Complainant is not entitled to the information demanded by him inasmuch as it invades the intellectual property right and the privacy of the third party/objector. 



Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.  

Chandigarh






          (P.P.S. Gill)   

Dated 08.09.2008   

  
                          State Information Commissioner
