STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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


   Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Gopal Singh Randhawa,

S/o Shri Achhar Singh,

VPO: Udoke Kalan,

Tehsil: Baba Bakala,

District: Amritsar. 






          --------Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Executive Engineer,

Majitha Division, 

U.B.D.C. Amritsar.






           -------Respondent

CC-2300/2009

ORDER

Present: -
None on behalf of the Complainant.



Shri Ajit Singh, APIO-cum-SDO on behalf of Respondent.



This case was transferred from the Hon’ble Bench of Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj and accordingly the case was heard by her on 22.20.2009, 25.11.2009, 22.12.2009, 4.2.2010, 10.3.2010 and 28.4.2010. The Complainant filed RTI application on15.4.2010 with the PIO-cum-Registrar IBHO, Secto: 18, Chandigarh. 

2.

A letter dated 31.7.2010 has been received in the Commission office bearing Diary No.13774,dated 14.7.2010 in which he has regretted to attend the Hon’ble Bench for today’s hearing and requested for further adjournment. He also stated in the letter under reference has been received on the eve of 26.7.2010. Therefore, it was quite impossible for him to attend the Court. 

3. 

Respondent has given submissions, but in view of the request made by the Complainant, one adjournment is granted to the Complainant.

4.

I have perused the record and have gone through the facts and
circumstances of the case, it has been seen that the official of the Respondent Department 
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has made a remiss in discharging duties and  inconvenience has been caused to the Complainant.

5.
 
The case is adjourned for decision of Complainant’s application on 11.08.2010 at 2.00 PM.

 

6.

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.










     Sd/-
Chandigarh





                (Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)             Dated: 26.07.2010
                                               State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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


   Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Sachin Kumar,

S/o Shri Baljit Sharma,

O/o Dainik Jagran,

Telephone Exchange Road,

Nr. Shiva Timber Store,

Sangrur- 148 001.





                        --------Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Executive Officer,

Improvement Trust, Sangrur.





              -------Respondent

CC-2125/10

ORDER

Present: -
None on behalf of the Complainant.



Shri Umesh Kumar, Clerk, on behalf of Respondent.


Shri Sachin Kumar‘s complaint dated 2.7.2010 to the Commission with respect to his RTI application dated 19.5.2010, made to the address of PIO/Respondent has been taken today for hearing in his absence. 

2.

Respondent stated that information has been delivered to the Complainant vide No.46, dated 14.6.2010 through registered post.

3.

The Complainant had due and adequate notice of hearing to be held today through registered post on 7.7.2010  but he has chosen not to appear himself or through representative nor has he sent any communication, it is presumed that he has received full information and he is satisfied with the same.

4.

Therefore, the case is hereby closed and disposed of.

5.

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.










       Sd/-
Chandigarh





                (Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)             Dated: 26.07.2010
                                               State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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


   Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh.Sartej Singh Narula,Advocate, 

# 23, Sector: 10-A,

Chandigarh.








  --------Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Punjab Small Industries & 

Export Corporation, Udyog Bhawan,

Sector: 17-A, Chandigarh.




                     -------Respondent

AC-365, AC-366/2009, AC-550/2009 and AC-253/2010
ORDER
Present: -
Ms Sarpreet Kaur, Advocate, on behalf of the Complainant.

Shri G.S.Sandhu, APIO-cum-Manager (Legal) and Shri APIO-cum- on   half of the Respondent.

Shri Rajwinder Singh, Advocate, on behalf of Sh. Anish Kumar, Third Party.


Complainant sought information from the PIO, O/o PSIEC seeking information pertaining to allotment of Industrial plot No.230, Phase VIII-B, Mohali by filing a number of applications/appeals which are sequel of other applications with the grievance that there are lapses and irregularities on large scale in the allotment of Industrial Plots in Mohali by Punjab Small Scale Industries & Export Corporation (PSIEC). All Appeal Cases were clubbed together as the PIO was the same and subject matter was also the same.

2.

These above cases were listed with the Hon’ble Bench of Mrs.Rupan Deol Bajaj, State Information Commissioner. These cases had been heard by SIC Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj on 28.8.2009, 30.9.2009, 3.11.2009, 2.12.2009, 18.12.2009, 4.2.2010, 25.2.2010, 23.4.2010, 4.5.2010 and 19.5.2010. In order dated 3.11.2009, it was ordered that “I have gone through all the items with Counsel and the APIO. The
Cont…p/2






 -2-

reply is now satisfactory and complete for all items except Item No.x where the PIO states that it is to be collected from Accounts Department.” Vide order dated 2.12.2009, PIO had brought information. At this stage, Complainant filed another application. During the course of hearing on 18.12.2009, Shri Rajwinder Singh, Advocate, has filed Power of Attorney on behalf of Shri Anish Sharma for being impleaded as third party; cases had been adjourned to make the submission in support of the plea to be considered as third party. The written submissions were made by the parties. Thereafter, the case was adjourned to 23.4.2010 and 4.5.2010 and arguments were heard. 

3.  

The case was further adjourned to 19.5.2010 and the orders passed by Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj, SIC,  on 19.5.2010 are reproduced as under :-
“Under consideration is transfer application dated 15.03.2010 filed by Ms. Sarpreet Kaur, Advocate for transfer of the three aforementioned cases from the present Bench. Sh. Rajwinder Singh, Advocate for Sh. Anish Sharma (who seeks to be impleaded as Third Party) stated that he has sought instructions from his client, as well as his Senior Counsel and does not wish to file any reply.  He has no objection to the transfer of these cases. Sh. G.S.Sandhu, APIO also states the same. The three cases AC-366/2009, AC-365/2009 and AC-550/2009 filed by appellant Sh. Sartej Singh Narula, Advocate and pending before the Bench, in respect of which transfer application dated 03.05.2010 has been filed are hereby placed before the State Chief Information Commissioner for transfer to any other Bench of the State Information Commission. In addition, a new case, no. 253/2010, which has been freshly entrusted to the Bench is also sent suo moto to the State Chief Information Commissioner for being suitably transferred from the Bench of the
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 undersigned. In view of the Criminal Contempt Petition no. 08 of 2010 filed by the said Appellant against the undersigned, in an unrelated matter, stated to be pending before the Double Bench of Hon’ble Justice Mr. Hemant Gupta and Hon’ble Justice Mr. Jaswant Singh, the undersigned naturally would not like to hear the present cases. 

2.
However, it is observed that while filing the said COCP the Appellant has not brought to the notice of the Learned High Court, that three Second Appeals filed by him in his personal capacity are on the anvil pending adjudication before the Bench of the undersigned.”   








 
4.

At this stage, cases have been transferred to this Bench and notices have been issued to the parties. Today the only matter is to consider the submissions made by the third party for decision. 
5.

Today, both the parties were present. During the course of arguments, Ms Sarpreet, Advocate, Counsel for the Appellant made submissions that this case has been going on since long in the Court and the Respondent has not supplied information as the information sought is in public domain and the information is being intentionally withheld as there are lapses and irregularities in the allotment of industrial plots. She further submitted that information related to all the 4 (Four) cases is similar and related to the same parties. 

6.
 
The Counsel on behalf of third party, i.e. Anish Sharma has stated that as per Section 8(j) of the RTI Act, the information which relates to personal information and its disclosure has not relationship with public activity and interest and its causes
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unwarranted invasion of the privacy of the individual, the same cannot be disclosed. 
He contended that the information sought is not in public interest.
7.
 
Respondent further submitted that all information has been provided to the Appellant from time to time except the few items related to third party & information being sought is not in public interest, Complainant has repeatedly filed RTI applications for causing harassment to support this contention he has drawn attention towards the submission made in writing as the litigation is going on between the parties.
8.

I have heard the parties in length and have carefully gone through submissions made by the parties and perused the every document, i.e. earlier submission along with all Annexures, copies of the cuttings of newspapers and photo-copies of Telephone Bills & SMS made etc. 

9.

In the above mentioned facts and circumstances, it emerges that parties are indulging in the personal vilification and character assassination. Allegations are being made on each other and case has been registered against each other in the Police Station and copies have also been placed on record as proof. RTI act is to bring the transparency and it gives right to citizens to seek information for justice, the instant is a worse case of misusing RTI Act, it should not turn into an arm-twisting tool to sort out personal grudges and a mockery has been made of such a “beneficial piece” of legislation. All such intentions of the information seekers should be curbed for the positive use of the RTI Act. 
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10.

I find no merits in these cases to carry on further. As the information sought seems to be more in personal interest, if the Appellant has any grievance against any officer of the Department, he may file his complaint against the errant official in the Department with the higher authorities.
9.

Hence, all these complaints/appeals are hereby disposed of.
 

10.

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.









     Sd/-
Chandigarh





                (Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)             Dated: 26.07.2010
                                               State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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


   Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Sukhwinder Singh,

S/o Shri Santa Singh,

Mohalla Iqbalnagar,

H.No. 12640, Tejpura Road,

Ludhiana (Punjab).

Mob: 95651-96621






           --------Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Executive Engineer,

Focal Point, Ludhiana(Pb).





             -------Respondent

CC-2151/2010

 ORDER

Present: -
None on behalf of the Complainant.

Shri Jasbir Singh, Assistant Executive Engineer on behalf of Respondent.



Shri Sukhwinder Singh‘s complaint dated 5.7.2010 to the Commission with respect to his RTI application dated 21.4.2010, made to the address of PIO/Respondent is taken today for hearing in his absence. 

2.

Respondent stated that information has been supplied to the Complainant vide letter No.1203/05, dated 8.7.2010 through registered post and one copy of the same has also been placed on the Commission’s record.

3.

The Complainant had due and adequate notice of hearing to be held today through registered post on 7.7.2010  but he has chosen not to appear himself or through representative nor has he sent any communication, it is presumed that he has received full information and he is satisfied with the same.

4.

Therefore, the case is hereby closed and disposed of.

5.
 
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.










      Sd/-
Chandigarh





                (Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)             Dated: 26.07.2010
                                               State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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


      Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Paramjit Singh,

34/10, Raj Nagar,

Kapurthala Road, Jalandhar.





  --------Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Improvement Trust,

Jalandhar.






                  -------Respondent

CC-1716/10

ORDER

Present: -
None on behalf of the Complainant.



Shri Rajesh Choudhary, APIO-cum-Supdt on behalf of Respondent.


Vide my order dated 14.6.2010, PIO has supplied the information to the Complainant on 5.7.2010 through registered post and one copy of the same has also been placed on Commission’s record.

2. 
 
The Complainant had due and adequate notice of hearing to be held today but he has chosen not to appear himself or through representative nor has he sent any communication, it is presumed that he has received full information and he is satisfied with the same.

3.

Therefore, the case is hereby closed and disposed of.

4.
 
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.










    Sd/-
Chandigarh





                (Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)             Dated: 26.07.2010
                                               State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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


   Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Inderjit Singh,

S/o Shri Tilak Raj Sahni,

R/o House No.1351-HIG,

Phase-1, Bathinda-151 001.








  --------Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Executive Officer,

Improvement Trust, Bathinda.




            -------Respondent

CC No.1986/2010

ORDER

Present: -
None on behalf of the Complainant.



Shri Nawab  Singh, Senior Assistant on behalf of Respondent.



Shri Inderjit Singh ‘s complaint dated 18.6.2010  to the Commission with respect to his RTI application dated 19.4.2010,made to the address of PIO, O/o Improvement Trust, Bathinda seeking information regarding 25.57 Acres Development Scheme.

2.

During the hearing, Complainant was absent. Respondent presented a letter bearing No.1210, dated 19.5.2010 stating that the Complainant has sought information on all the different aspects of the plots, i.e.  Clearing of construction Maps etc which is difficult to provide within the prescribed time. It further stated that if he needs information regarding particular plots, it can be given.

 3.  
 
I am of the view that the reply of the Respondent is not satisfactory as the information sought is available in the office. Hence, PIO is directed to allow the Complainant to inspect record and the Complainant is also directed to visit the
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Respondent office and inspect the record as per his RTI application and whatever record he needs, he can take the photocopies duly certified from the PIO. 

4.

The case is adjourned to 11.08.2010 at 2.00 PM for compliance.
 

5.

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Chandigarh





                (Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)             Dated: 26.07.2010
                                               State Information Commissioner.
      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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



      www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh.Gurvinderjit Singh,

S/o Shri Manjit Singh,

R/o House No.262, I Block-

Bhai Randhir Singh Nagar, Ludhiana.


           --------Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Improvement Trust, Ludhiana. 


           -------Respondent
CC No.1350 of 2010

ORDER

Present: -
Shri Gurvinderjit Singh, Complainant in person.



Shri Lal Singh Tiwana, PIO alongwith  Shri Balwinder Singh, Advocate

and  Shri Harinder Singh, APIO 


The complainant has pointed out deficiencies in the information  provided to him by the respondent. 

2
The PIO appeared in person through his counsel and submitted his written submissions by way of Affidavit regarding delay in supply of the information.  The same has been taken on record. He has been directed to make up the deficiencies in the information provided to the complainant as pointed out by him and supply him full information without any further delay.  So far as information regarding item No.7 is concerned, it relates to removal of encroachments etc which does not come under the purview of the RTI Act.  For such grievances, the complainant may approach the competent authority, if he so liked.

3
Adjourned to 11.08.2010 at 2.00 PM for hearing on written submissions regarding delay in supply of the information.
 










      Sd/-
Chandigarh





                (Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)             Dated: 26.07.2010
                                               State Information Commissioner.

     STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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




  www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh.Bal Mukand Aggarwal,

#617, Sector: 3-A,

Mandi Gobindgarh,

District: Fatehgarh Sahib.





  --------Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Nagar Council, Gobindgarh,

District: Fatehgarh Sahib.





    -------Respondent

CC-1712/10

ORDER

Present:   None for the complainant

Shri Yash Pal, Assistant Municipal Engineer and Assistant APIO  on behalf of the PIO\Nagar Council, Gobindgard.


In compliance of the earlier order dated 14.06.2010, the representatives of the PIO appeared and submitted two letters bearing Nos 112 dated 18.6.2010 and No. 51 dated 30.6.2010 whereby the remaining information was provided to the complainant which was duly received by him.  In regard to delay in supply of the information,  it was submitted that there was no malafide intention on their part to delay the information but it was due to the fact  that the record about which the  information was asked for was eight year old which took time in collecting the information.  

2
Since the information has been provided to the complainant and has been duly received by him, the case stands disposed of and is closed.










      Sd/-
Chandigarh





                (Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)             Dated: 26.07.2010
                                               State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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


   Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Com.Lakhbir Singh,

Member Block Samiti,

VPO: Nizampur Via Verka,

Tehsil & Distt. Amritsar.





  --------Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Executive Officer,

Improvement Trust, Amritsar.





    -------Respondent

CC-1972/10

ORDER

Present: None for the parties.


Com. Lakhbir Singh has made a complainant to the Commission dated 9.6.2010 that his RTI application dated 2.3.2010 made to the address of PIO/Improvement Trust, Amritsar has not been attended to and the information has not been provided to him so far.

2
Despite due and adequate notice, the respondent has not appeared nor has submitted any submissions.  The information asked for by the complainant has not been provided to him even after 4 months from the date of his filing his RTI application dated 2.3.2010 which is in violation of the provisions of the RTI Act.  

3
The PIO is directed to supply the information before the next date of hearing failing which action shall be taken under section 20(I) of the RTI Act.
4. Adjourned to 11.08.2010 at 2.00 PM.

  


    Sd/-   

Chandigarh





                (Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)             Dated: 26.07.2010
                                               State Information Commissioner.

