STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB.

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

Manmohan Singh,

 





H. No. 1118, Sector 29-B,

Chandigarh.







          ……Appellant
Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Greater Mohali Area Development Authority, 
Sector 62, Mohali.









                ……Respondent



      AC No. 266  of  2007.





      ORDER


Present:    Shri  Manmohan Singh, appellant, in person.


        None for the respondent.


                                     ….


       Appellant, Manmohan Singh, is present. There is none from the respondent department. 

     Adjourned to 17.12.2007. Public Information Officer, PUDA, should be present on the next date of hearing.







                            (P. P. S. Gill)

Chandigarh,




             State Information Commissioner


Dated,   November  23,  2007.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB.

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

Bippinjit Singh,

 





H. No. 2072-C, MIG Independent,

Sector 70, Mohali.





                    ……Appellant
Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Town Planner, 

Mohali, 7th Floor, PUDA Bhawan,

Sector 62, Mohali.

















                ……Respondent
AC No. 273 of 2007

ORDER

Present :   Shri Bippinjit Singh, Appellant, in person.


       Shri Gurpreet Singh, Distt. Town Planner.


                                  ----

       Heard both the parties.


       Mr. Bippinjit Singh, Appellant, states that there are some discrepancies in the information supplied to him.


       Mr. Gurpreet Singh, District Town Planner, who is representing
 

the Respondent Department, states that he will provide the Appellant three  sets of  copies of the drawing and also the Master Plan  of Mohali which includes the zoning  regulations.


      Copies of these two documents, duly certified and legible, should be provided to the Appellant within 7 days from today.


      In view of the foregoing, the Appellant does not wish to pursue this matter further.

      Case stands disposed of.

                                                                                        (P. P. S. Gill)

Chandigarh,




             State Information Commissioner


Dated,  November  23,  2007.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB.

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

Rajinder Singh,

 





138 – Gali No. 5,

Guru Gobind Singh Nagar,

Majitha Road, Amritsar. 



                               ……Appellant
Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Commissioner, 

Municipal Corporation,








Amritsar.





                             ….Respondent






AC No. 274  of  2007.


                                           ORDER

Present:   Shri Rajinder Singh, appellant, in person.


       Representative (Sh.Lakhbir Singh,Head Draftsman) for  respondent.


                                                         ----


        The Appellant herein Shri Rajinder Singh had made an application dated 27.6.2007 to the Respondent seeking certain information under the Right to Information Act, 2005.  The information sought primarily relates to one P.K. Attri who is working as S.D.O./A.E. in the Municipal Corporation, Amritsar.

2.
       The grievance of the Appellant is that pursuant to his application dated 27.6.2007 the Public Information Officer has supplied some information which is incorrect, incomplete and misleading. He has, therefore sought the help of the Commission in securing the information demanded by him.

 3.       At the time of hearing it transpired that the Respondent has already supplied some information to the Appellant.  It was submitted by the Respondent that the information sought was a third party information and, therefore, could not be supplied.
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4.
   I have carefully considered the question whether the information demanded by the Appellant is exempt from disclosure under the Right to Information Act, 2005.  I am of the view that the information sought by the Appellant is exempt from disclosure under Clause (j) of Section 8 (1) of the Right to Information Act, 2005. Clause (j) exempts from disclosure personal information which has no relationship to any public activity or interest or which would cause unwarranted invasion of the privacy of the individual unless larger public interest justifies the disclosure.  Clause (j) is, therefore, in two parts.  


   The first part of this Clause exempts from disclosure personal information which has no relationship to any public activity or interest.  Under the second part, even where the information demanded is personal information and has a relationship to some public activity or interest, it would still be exempt from disclosure if such disclosure would cause unwarranted invasion of the privacy of the concerned individual. 


   The exemption under the second part would, however, be not available where the disclosure of information is justified by larger public interest.
5.
In the instant case, I find that the information sought pertains to one P.K. Attri, S.D.O./A.E. of the Municipal Corporation, Amritsar.  The Appellant wanted information concerning P.K. Attri’s selection, appointment, A.C.Rs. and departmental proceedings against him etc.  as S.D.O. in the Corporation.  The subject matter of the information sought leaves no manner of doubt that it has relationship to public activity.  However, I find that this case is covered by second 
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part of Clause (j).  The information, if disclosed, would surely invade the privacy of the individual namely, Shri P.K. Attri. The Appellant has not been able to show that any larger public interest would justify the disclosure of this information.  In this view of the matter, the information sought by the Appellant is exempt from disclosure under second part of Clause (j) of Section 8 (1) of the Right to Information Act, 2005.  The instant appeal is, therefore, dismissed.
Chandigarh,       



                     (P. P. S. Gill)
Dated, November 23, 2007.

             State Information Commissioner





STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB.

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

Capt. Jagbir Singh Ghai, 








Ghai’s  Retreat, Indra Colon,

Pathankot.














   …….Complainant
Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Executive Officer, 







Improvement Trust,

Pathankot.





                          ..…..Respondent


CC No. 1479 of 2007.

ORDER

Present:   Sh. Jagbir Singh Ghai, complainant, in person.


       Sh. Parminder Singh Gill, E.O.,Improvement Trust, respondent.







----


       The information has been supplied by the Respondent to the Complainant on all the 4-points on which he had sought information in his application dated 27-06-2007.  

        The case stands disposed of.







                 (P. P. S. Gill)

Chandigarh,




             State Information Commissioner


Dated,  November  23,  2007.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB.

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

Hafiz Sharif Ahmed,


S/o Sh. Rafiq Ahmed,

r/o Madhevi Road,


Malerkotla, Distt. Sangrur.














                         …….Complainant
Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Executive Officer, 







Municipal Council,

Malerkotla, Distt. Sangrur.














                                      .…..Respondent


CC No. 1482  of  2007





 ORDER


Present:    Mr. Hafiz Sharif Ahmed, complainant, in person.


       Representative (Mr. Vikas Uppal, Inspector) of Respondent.


----


        Representative of the municipal council, Malerkotla, Mr. Vikas Uppal, today handed over some information to the complainant at the time of hearing.  The complainant has desired that he should be given precise reasons why his house building Plan had been rejected by the municipal council. The Commission directs the municipal council to list the reasons for cancellation of the building plan and send an appropriate reply. The complainant, in the meantime, can go through the information that has been handed over to him today.  The Commission directs the municipal council to give to the complainant the correct information listing reasons for cancellation within one week.



      Case adjourned to 14.12.2007.
              (P. P. S. Gill)
handigarh,




            State Information  Commissioner
Dated,  November  23,  2007.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB.

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

Kultar Singh

S/o  Shri Harbans Singh,

B-214, New Amritsar,

340 Acre Scheme, G.T. Road,

Amritsar.



























     
                                    …….Complainant
Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/O  Chairman,

Improvement Trust,

Amritsar.





                           .…..Respondent


CC No. 1496 of 2007





    ORDER

Present:  Shri Bhupinder Singh, proxy for the complainant.


      Representative (Shri Avtar Singh, Senior Assistant) for respondent.

                                         -----


      The complainant is not present.  His representative, Mr. Bhupinder Singh, is not sure about the facts of the case and he seeks another date.


       Mr. Avtar Singh, a representative of the Improvement Trust, Amritsar, has submitted a letter No.AIT/SS/9605, dated 21.11.2007 that the agreement files pertaining to plot No. A-515, 340 acres scheme is missing and despite of best efforts same is not traceable.  The letter further says that a letter has been written to the S.H.O., Civil Lines, Amritsar, vide No.AIT/8324, dated 24. 10. 2007 to register an F.I.R.  of the missing file.  


       Case is adjourned to 14.12.2007 when Public Information Officer, Improvement Trust, Amritsar should appear and explain the correct position about the entire case.

              (P. P. S. Gill)
Chandigarh,




             State Information Commissioner
Dated,  November  23,  2007.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB.

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

H. R. Sood,

49/6, Harpal Nagar,

Shiraz Hotel
 Wali  Gali,

Luddhiana.

 






                         …….Complainant
           




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana.





                            …..Respondent


CC No. 1513  of  2007.

ORDER

Present:    Mr. H.R. Sood, Complainant, in person.


       None for the respondent.

                                                               ----


       Vide application dated 12.06.2007,
 the Complainant herein made an application to the Respondent seeking information under the Right to Information Act, 2005.  The information sought pertains to property No. 49/5, Harpal Nagar, Ludhiana. The Complainant wanted to know whether the said house was situated  in a residential area or a commercial area and whether the municipal corporation has  permitted the user of this property for manufacturing purpose and whether any fee  was deposited with the municipal  corporation for running a workshop in this house.

2.
        Since this property has admittedly been owned by a person other than the Complainant, the information sought by the Complainant pertains to a third party.  The information sought, therefore, is personal information relating to a third party.  In my view, this information is exempt from disclosure under Clause (j) of Section 8 (1) of Right to Information Act. 2005.  Clause (j) exempts from disclosure 
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personal information which has  no relationship to any public activity or interest or  which would cause unwarranted  invasion of the privacy of the individual unless larger public interest justifies the disclosure.  Clause (j) is, therefore, in two parts. 

      The first part of this Clause exempts from disclosure personal information which has no relationship to any public activity or interest.  


       Under the second part, even where the information demanded is personal information and has a relationship to some public activity or interest, it would still be exempt from disclosure if such disclosure would cause unwarranted invasion of the privacy of the concerned individual. The exemption under the second part would, however, be not available where the disclosure of information is justified by larger public interest.

3.
        The instant case is covered by second part of Clause (j) as the Complainant has failed to show that the disclosure of information sought by him is justified by any larger public interest.  The complaint is, therefore, dismissed.
Chandigarh,
    





       (P. P. S. Gill)
Dated,  November  23, 2007.


  State Information Commissioner


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB.

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

Balbir Singh Dhillon,

H.No.2473, Mohalla Mehna, 

Bathinda.









              …….Complainant
Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/O  Estate Officer,

PUDA,  Bathinda.






     ..…..Respondent
CC No. 1523 of 2007
ORDER

Present:    Mr. Balbir Sigh Dhillon, Complainant, in person.


       Representative (Mr. Lal Chand, J.E.) of the respondent.

-----


       The Complainant, Mr. Balbir Singh Dhillon, who has received partial information, is not satisfied with the reply given by the Public Information Officer, office of Estate Officer, Bathinda Development Authority, Bathinda.  Reptresentative, Mr. Lal Chand, of Bathinda Development Authority, is not well-versed   with the facts of the case. The Public Information Officer, Bathinda Development Authority, Bathinda, should appear personally to explain the correct position and supply detailed information to the Complainant.


       Case adjourned to 17.12.2007.


             (P. P. S. Gill)
Chandigarh,




             State Information Commissioner
Dated, November  23,  2007.

