State Information Commission, Punjab
S.C.O No.32-33-34, SECTOR-17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Sukhdev Sharma,

Kothi No.552,

Gian Jail Singh, Nagar,

Ropar

                                                                                        …………….. Complainant

                                                              Vs.  

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Ropar                                                                          ……………….Respondent
CC No.2164 of 2007

Present:
i)
Sh. Sukhdev Sharma, Complainant



ii)
None is  present on behalf of the Respondent

ORDER

           Heard
2.
The Complainant states that he has applied for information vide his application dated 16.07.07 and the Respondent vide his letter No.321 dated 14.08.07 has asked him to deposit Rs.201/- as the prescribed fee for the documents to be supplied. He further states that he has deposited Rs.165/- on 20.08.07 and requested for the delivery of the documents by hand, but the Respondent vide his letter No.4253 dated 15.11.07 has asked him to personally come to his office on 16.11.07 so that further action could be taken on his application. Complainant states that in response to this letter, he has written to the Respondent (vide his letter dated 16.11.07) that he has asked for the copies of documents mentioned in his application and not for time to meet the PIO and further stated that the PIO vide his letter No.592 dated 30.11.07 has asked him to deposit another Rs.682/- in addition to the already deposited amount of Rs.165/- as the balance amount towards the fee for the supply of information.
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3.
Respondent is directed to supply the information against the fee which has already been deposited by the Complainant and no further fee is to be charged. The required information should be sent to the Complainant within a week. He will go through the same and point out the deficiencies if any on the next date of hearing.

4.  
Adjourned to 15.02.08 (2.00 PM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties

Sd/-
                






   (Kulbir Singh)

                                                                            State Information Commissioner

Dated:
18th January, 2007

Note:
After the conclusion of hearing, Smt. Inderjeet Kang, D.R.O-cum-APIO has come to the Commission and explained that due to unavoidable reasons,. she could not attend the Commission’s office in time and further stated that the Complainant himself had given in writing to provide the information by hand which was not accepted by the Complainant and asked for more information for which he was asked to deposit Rs.682/- and further states that the information is ready with her which she has been asked to send by post to the Complainant. She also stated that the information relates to two employees and one employee has given in writing that his information being third party should not be supplied and whereas the other employee has not objected to the information to be delivered to Complainant and agreed to send the same to the Complainant within a week. 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Kuldeep Singh Boora,
R/o Rampura Phul, 

W. No. 7, Distt-Bathinda. 

    ……………………….Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Executive Officer,
Municipal Council,

Rampura Phul,

Distt- Bathinda.

……………………..Respondent

CC No.2166 of 2007

Present :
(i) None is present on behalf of the Complainant.


(ii) Sh. Swaran Singh, APIO & Sh. Vijay Kumar Accountant cum 


     PIO, the Respondent 
ORDER


Heard.

2.
The Respondent states that the information demanded by the Complainant is third party and further states that the third party was asked vide letter no. RTI 1020 dated 30.10.2007, that information relating to their property has been demanded by Sh. Kuldip Singh and further informed that the third party (Sh. Sher Singh) had given in writing that information relating to their property should not be disclosed as a Court case. Kuldip Singh V/s Sher Singh is going on in the Court at Phool. 
3.
The Respondent, in the backdrop of the aforementioned facts, has submitted that besides being third party information, the information sought is personal information the disclosure of which has no relationship with any public activity or interest and hence is exempt from disclosure under Section 8(1)(j) RTI Act 2005. the submission is well founded.  It transpires from the record that the information sought is regarding ownership of a house of a third party, which is evidently information of personal nature.  The Complainant has not shown, either in the complain or in the application seeking in the 
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information, that the information sought has a relationship with any public activity or interest. I ,therefore, hold that  the information sought is exempt from disclosure under Section 8(1)(j).
4.
In view of the foregoing,  the instant complaint is dismissed being without merit.

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

        Sd/-
                                              (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated:  18th January, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Raj Kumar Arora,
8- Arora Niwas,

Dain Ganj, 

Amritsar.

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

O/o Commissioner,
Municipal Corporation,

Amritsar.

……………………..Respondent

CC No. 2092 of 2007

Present :
(i) None is present on behalf of the Complainant.



(ii) Sh. Dinesh Kumar, Draftsman, O/o Municipal Corporation, 


     Amritsar on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER


Heard
2.
Respondent states that the required information has already been given to the Complainant. He has given a photocopy of the information supplied to him as also acknowledgement of the Complainant in that behalf. 

3.
Disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties

Sd/-
                                              (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated:  18th January, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Sunil Kumar Khosla,
Sr. Auditor, Rural Development Panchayats,

Deptt. Pb, SCO -112-13, Sec-17/D,

Chandigarh.

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

O/o Director,
RD&P, Pb, 

SCO-112-13,

Sector-17/D, CHD.

……………………..Respondent

AC No. 327 of 2007

Present :
(i) Sh. Sunil Kumar Khosla, Appellant 


(ii) Sh,. Sucha Singh, Sr. Asstt.O/o RD&P (Pb.)  on behalf of the 


     Respondent.
ORDER


Heard.

2.

Appellant states that he has received the required information and he is satisfied.
3.
Disposed of.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties

      Sd/-
                                              (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated:  18th January, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Raj Kumar Arora,

8- Arora Niwas,

Dain Ganj, 

Amritsar.

    ……………………….Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation,

Amritsar.


……………………..Respondent

CC No. 2100 of 2007

Present :
(i) None is present on behalf of the Complainant.


(ii) Sh. Dinesh Kumar, Draftsman, O/o Municipal Corporation, 


     Amritsar on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER


Heard.

2.
Respondent states that the required information has already been given to the Complainant and has given a photocopy of the information supplied and also acknowledgement of the Complainant for the same which has been taken on record.
3.
Disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties

Sd/-
                                              (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated:  18th January, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Pardeep Kumar,
Qr. No.314-D,

Rail Coach Factory,

Township,  Kapurthala.

    ……………………….Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Executive Officer,

Municipal Council,

Abohar.
……………………..Respondent

CC No.2111 of 2007

Present :
(i) Sh. Pardeep Kumar, Complainant


(ii) Sh. Baljit Singh, Clerk, O/o Municipal Council, Abohar on behalf 


      of the Respondent.
ORDER


Heard
2.
Complainant states that illegible, incomplete and misleading information has been supplied to him. Sh. Baljit Singh, Clerk appearing on behalf of the PIO states that he has only been asked to submit the information which is being characterized as incomplete and illegible by the Complainant. PIO is directed to appear personally on the next date of hearing and also supply the complete information as desired by the Complainant in his application for information before the next date of hearing.

3.
Adjourned to 12.02.08 (11.00 A.M, Room No.07) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties

Sd/-
                                              (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated:  18th January, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Nirdosh Kumar,
102-C, Udham Singh Nagar,

Ludhiana.

    ……………………….Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Executive Officer,

Improvement Trust,

Ludhiana.

……………………..Respondent

CC No. 2096 of 2007

Present :
(i)  Sh. Nirdosh Kumar, Complainant


(ii) Sh. Harinder Singh, PIO- cum- Superintendent, The Respondent 
ORDER


Heard.

2.
The Respondent states that the information demanded is voluminous and that he is ready to supply the information if some particular period is mentioned for which the interest of the Complainant is concerned. The Complainant agreed to the same and requested that he should be supplied information relating to L.D.P scheme Model Town, extension part II, period 01.09.1988 to 01.06.1990. The Respondent agrees that the same will be supplied within one month to which Complainant has no objection.
3.
Adjourned to 22.02.08 (2.00 pm) for confirmation of compliance. Copies of the order be sent to the parties

Sd/-
                                              (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated:  18th January, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Ruldu Ram,
R/o New Bhagat Singh Colony,

NO.6, Rampura Phul,

Distt-Bathinda.

    ……………………….Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Executive Officer,
Municipal Counci,

Rampura Phul,

Distt-Bathinda. 

……………………..Respondent

CC No.2185 of 2007

Present :
(i)None is present on behalf of the Complainant


(ii) Sh. Vijay Kumar, PIO-cum- Accountant, Sh. Sawarn Singh APIO
ORDER


The Complainant is not present. Another opportunity is granted to the Complainant to appear and present his case.  
2.
Adjourned to 15.02.08 (2.00 pm) for further proceedings. Copies of this order be sent to the parties through registered post.
                                              (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated:  18th January, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Satnam Singh,
S/o Sh. Surjit Singh,

Central Jail,

Ludhiana.

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

O/o Commissioner,
Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana.
……………………..Respondent

AC No.339 of 2007

 Present: None
ORDER

2.
On the last date of hearing i.e. 27th December 2007 also, neither the Appellant nor the Respondent was present. Again, at today’s hearing, none is present. 
3.
Dismissed for non prosecution. Copies of the order be sent to the parties

   Sd/-

                                              (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated:  18th January, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Nirdosh Kumar,

102-C, Udham Singh Nagar,

Ludhiana.

    ……………………….Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Executive Officer,

Improvement Trust,

Ludhiana.


……………………..Respondent

CC No.2097 of 2007

Present :
(i) Sh. Nirdosh Kumar, Complainant



(ii) Sh. Harinder Singh, PIO- cum- Superintendent, The Respondent 
ORDER


Heard.

2.
The Respondent states that the required information has already been delivered to the Complainant and Complainant admitted that he had received the same and is satisfied.
3.
Disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.                                                                  

Sd/-


(Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated:  18th January, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Lashker Singh,
172, Guru Arjun,

Dev. Colony,

Bhoglan Road,

Rajpura (Town),

Disttt- Patiala.

           ……………………….Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Executive Officer,
Municipal Council,

Rajpura, 

Distt-Patiala.

……………………..Respondent

CC No.2144 of 2007

Present :
(i) None is present on behalf of the Complainant

(ii) Sh. K.D.Sharma, Council, PIO,  Sh.P.K.Sharma,         Superintendent.
ORDER


Heard.

2.
Shri K.D.Sharma and Sh. P,K.Sharma appeared on the behalf of the Respondent  and state that the required information has already been supplied to the Complainant .They have submitted a photocopy of the letter showing acknowledgment by the Complainant ,  the same has been taken on record.
3.
Disposed of.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties


   Sd/-
                                              (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated:  18th January, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh.A.S. Wadhawan,

415/9, Mohalla Punj,

Piplan, Bahadurpur,

Hoshiarpur. 
    ……………………….Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Executive Officer,
MC, Hoshiarpur.
……………………..Respondent

CC No.2163 of 2007

Present :
(i) None is present on behalf of the Complainant


(ii) Sh.Tilak Raj Sharma, PIO, the Respondent
ORDER


Heard.

2.
The Respondent states that the Complainant had not deposited the prescribed fee under the RTI, Act, 2005 and that the information will be supplied to the Complainant only after he deposits the requisite fee. However, Complainant has sent the photocopy of the Postal order for Rs.10/- dated 15.09.07 issued in the name of PIO, Nagar Council. Respondent is directed to check his record and supply the information as desired by the Complainant before next date of hearing.
3.
Adjourned to 15.02.08, (2.00 pm) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties

Sd/-
                                              (Kulbir Singh)






State Information Commissioner

Dated:  18th January, 2008
