STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB.

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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Raghav Sharma,

Luxmi Niewas Street No. 06,

Krishan Nagar, Hoshiarpur.   





              …..Appellant
.


     


                     





        Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Executive Officer,

Punjab Urban Development Authority, 

Jalandhar.





                                 …. Respondent

AC No. 161 of 2008
ORDER

Present:
Appellant, Mr. Raghav Sharma, in person.


Representative, Mr. Ravi Kumar, Inspector, for the Respondent.
 -----

Vide orders dated 23.06.2008, the Respondent was directed to file an Affidavit on 03 points.  The same, dated 07.07.2008, has been filed today and is taken on record.  The Respondent says the original Affidavit will be delivered to the Appellant within 07 working days from today.  

2.

I direct the Respondent to deliver the same to the Appellant and submit a compliance report with acknowledgment receipt to the Commission.

The case is adjourned to 25.08.2008 for confirmation.
Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.  
                       (P. P. S. Gill)

Chandigarh,



                               State Information Commissioner

Dated, July 21, 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 Octroi Post No. 04,

Bassi Road, Sirhind.   




                    …..Complainant
.


     


                     





        Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Municipal Council,

Sirhind.





                                 …. Respondent

CC No. 898 of 2008
ORDER

Present:
None for the Complainant.



PIO, Mr. Jaswinder Singh, for the Respondent.
 -----



The Complainant has telephonically sought an adjournment of the hearing scheduled for today.  Mr. Jaswinder Singh, PIO, says that requisite information on all the points was sent to the Complainant on 07.07.2008, and that, there is nothing more in the record to give to the Complainant (a copy of which is taken on record).
The case is adjourned to 13.08.2008, Wednesday in Room No. 07, SCO No. 84-85, Sector-17-C, Chandigarh at 2.00 pm.
Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.  
                       (P. P. S. Gill)

Chandigarh,



                               State Information Commissioner

Dated, July 21, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB.

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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Balbir Kaur,

W/o Sh. S. M. S. Mahil,

497-L, Model Town,

Jalandhar.   




                   

         …..Complainant
.


     


                     





        Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Executive Officer,
Improvement Trust,

Amritsar.





                                 …. Respondent

CC No. 1782 of 2007
ORDER

Present:
None for the Complainant.



None for the Respondent.
 -----

In the last hearing on 23.06.2008, I had directed the Respondent to give complete information on all the 04 points to the Complainant not later than 30.06.2008.  There is nothing on record to show that the requisite information has been sent or not.  

The case is adjourned to 25.08.2008 for further proceedings.

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

Chandigarh,



                               State Information Commissioner

Dated, July 21, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB.

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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Joginder Singh,

#1323, Sector 34-C, Chandigarh.   
                

                     …..Complainant
.


     


Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Block Development & Panchayat Officer,

Chamkaur Sahib.




                                 …. Respondent

CC No. 2137 of 2007
ORDER

Present:
None for the Complainant.



None for the Respondent.
 -----


A penalty of Rs. 10.000/-(Rupees Ten Thousand Only) was imposed upon the Respondent PIO, BDPO, Chamkaur Sahib, Ms. Dilawar Kaur vide order dated 26.06.2008.  She was directed to deposit the amount of penalty in the treasury under relevant head within 02 weeks and send proof of the same to the Commission before the next date of hearing.
2.

The case was listed for confirmation today.  However, there is no appearance of the PIO.
3.

A copy of this order be sent to the Secretary Rural Development and Panchayats (by name).  He may confirm to the Commission if Respondent, PIO has deposited the amount of penalty Rs. 10.000/-, in the Treasury.  In case the amount of penalty is not deposited by the Respondent by 07.08.2008, the Secretary, Rural Development & Panchayat shall cause the amount of penalty to be deducted from the pay of the Respondent and deposit it in the treasury under the relevant head and send the intimation to the Commission before the next date of hearing.

The case is adjourned to 25.08.2008.
Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.  

                       (P. P. S. Gill)

Chandigarh,



                               State Information Commissioner

Dated, July 21, 2008
cc:  Secretary(by name), Rural Development & Panchayats, Chamkaur Sahib.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB.

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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Monica Jindal,

House No. 19507, Old Bus Stand,

Bathinda.   




                   

         …..Complainant





        Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Municipal Council, Jaitu.




                      …. Respondent

CC No. 876 of 2008
ORDER

Present:
Representative, Mr. Sham Lal Jindal, father of the Complainant.



Representative, Mr. Ravi Kumar, Inspector, for the Respondent.
 -----


On the last hearing, 04.06.2008, the Executive Officer, Municipal Council, Jaitu was directed to take a decision on the application for information in the light of the objections raised by the third party.  A copy of the order was also sent to the third party for comments.  There is no response from the third party.  However, an earlier communication from the third party is on record in the file, wherein, it has objected to divulgence of any information on the said property to anybody.

2.

The Respondent PIO filed an Affidavit dated 07.07.2007.  In para 02 he has quoted Section 8 (1) (j) because of which information has been denied to the Complainant.  The request for information, dated 21.01.2008, under RTI Act, pertains`` to a family dispute over a piece of property.

3.

Father of the Complainant, when asked to justify, if any “public activity or interest” is involved in the information sought is to be disclosed, he failed to answer this or justify how provisions of Section 8 (1) (j) were not attracted.  

4.

The PIO, on the one hand, has quoted Section 8 (1) (j) to deny the information and, on the other hand, appended photocopies of the requisite information demanded by the Complainant.
…2

-2-

5.

From the foregoing it emerges that demanded information is “personal” in nature and disclosure of which has no relationship to any “public activity or interest”


Therefore, the complaint is dismissed.
Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.  
                       (P. P. S. Gill)

Chandigarh,



                               State Information Commissioner

Dated, July 21, 2008
