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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Harpreet Singh

s/o Shri Kulbir Singh,

r/o 355, Friends Colony, Jassian Road,

Ludhiana-141008.






      -------------Appellant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Lord Mahavir Homeopathic 

Medical College and Hospital,

Kitchlu Nagar, Ludhiana.

First Appellate Authority-

The Public Information Officer

o/o Lord Mahavir Homeopathic 

Medical College and Hospital,

Kitchlu Nagar, Ludhiana.





    -------------Respondents.

Appeal Case No. 1785 of 2013

ORDER



The respondent has averred that it is a private, unaided institution, not funded or controlled by the Government and, therefore, does not fall within the definition of public authority under Section 2(h) of the Right to Information Act, 2005.  The plea of the appellant on the other hand is based solely on House Tax Exemption granted to the respondent institute by the Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.  The respondent had obtained information from the Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana under the RTI Act, which indicates that Lord Mahavira Homeopathic Medical College and Hospital is exempted from the payment of House Tax.
2.

I have heard the parties and gone through their respective pleas.  The quantum of House Tax exemption is not “substantial” financial assistance within the meaning of Section 2(h)(d)(ii).  The Hon’ble Supreme Court in Thalappalam Ser. Coop. Bank Ltd. and others vs. State of Kerala and others, Civil Appeal No.9017 of 2013 decided on 7.10.2013 has observed at para 38 of the judgment that merely providing of exemption or privileges etc. cannot be said to be providing funding to a substantial extent, unless the record shows that funding was so substantial to the body, which practically runs by such funding and but for such funding will struggle to exist.
3.

No evidence has been brought on record by the appellant to substantiate that House Tax Exemption granted to respondent by the Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana is so substantial in quantum that its saving enable the respondent institute to run on the saved income.
4.

Therefore, I hold that the respondent-institution is not a public authority under the Right to Information Act, 2005 and accordingly the appeal filed in the Commission on 7.8.2013 is closed.
( R.I. Singh)

October 17, 2013.





Chief Information Commissioner
                  




          




Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Bhim Singh 

V.P.O.  Amar pura , 

Tehsil Abohar, District  Fazilka.




      -------------Appellant.





Vs. 

Public Information Officer, 

o/o Sub Divisional Magistrate , 

Abohar.

First Appellate Authority, 

o/o Deputy Commissioner 

Fazilka 







    -------------Respondents.

Appeal Case No. 1882  of 2013

Present:-
None on behalf of the appellant.



None on behalf of the respondent.

Order



On the last date of hearing on 7.10.2013, the appellant was absent without intimation and the respondent had submitted a written reply and also placed on record a copy of the information sent to the appellant vide letter dated 3.9.2013.  Since the appellant was absent without intimation, the case was adjourned to 17.10.2013 to enable him to file his objections/rejoinder.  However, the appellant is absent today without intimation and he has also not filed any rejoinder/objections.  Therefore, I accept the plea of the respondent that there is no merit in the present appeal which was filed in the Commission on 26.8.2013 and I close the same.
( R.I. Singh)

October 17, 2013.





Chief Information Commissioner
                  




          




Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Kashmir Singh

s/o Shri Jarnail Singh

r/o Patti Upalm,

Tehsil and District Gurdaspur.




      -------------Complainant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Block Development and Panchayat Officer,

Dhariwal, District Gurdaspur.




    -------------Respondent.

Complaint Case No. 1705  of 2013

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.

None on behalf of the respondent.

Order



On the last date of hearing, none was present on behalf of the complainant. The respondent had submitted a written reply enclosing a photocopy of receipt given by the complainant as an acknowledgement of having received the information.  The case was adjourned to enable the complainant to directly confirm to the Commission his satisfaction with the information said to have been furnished to him.  However, the complainant is again absent today without intimation and he has not filed any objections/rejoinder.  Therefore, I accept the plea of the respondent and explanation of Shri Budhiraj Singh, PIO-cum-Block Development and Panchayat Officer, Dhariwal and close the case which was filed in the Commission on 2.5.2013.
( R.I. Singh)

October 17, 2013.





Chief Information Commissioner
                  




          




Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Sardavinder Goyal, Advocate, # 397,  2nd Floor, 

Sector –9 Panchkula





     -------------Complainant.




Vs. 

The Public Information Officer, 

o/o Managing Director, Bhai Mahan Singh College of Engineering,

Mukatsar







   -------------Respondent.

CC No. 1197 of 2012

Present:-
Shri Sardavinder Goyal complainant in person.



Shri Sukhdeep Singh Brar, Advocate on behalf of the respondent.

Order



Heard the arguments.

2.

To come up for pronouncement on 21.10.2013 at 11.00 A.M.
( R.I. Singh)

October 17, 2013.





Chief Information Commissioner
                  




          




Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Sanjeev Manchanda,

201-A, Rajguru Nagar,

Ludhiana.






      -------------Complainant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Deputy Chief Engineer,

Distribution Circle,

PSPCL, Roop Nagar.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Deputy Chief Engineer (Distribution),

PSPCL, Ludhiana.





    -------------Respondents.

Complaint Case No. 2759  of 2013

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.

Shri Ashok Kumar Sood, SDO, PSPCL, Kohara on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The respondent had taken the plea on 23.8.2013 that information had been furnished to the complainant and that there was no merit in the complaint.  Since, the complainant was absent without intimation, the case was adjourned to 27.9.2013.  On that date also, the complainant sent an e-mail request for an adjournment. The case was adjourned to 17.10.2013 from 7.10.2013.  Today again the complainant is absent without intimation.  The complainant has not filed any written rejoinder or raised any specific objection to the stand of the respondent that information has already been furnished.  Continuous absence of the complainant and his failure to file written objections/rejoinder only lead me to the conclusion that the stand of the respondent is correct that information has been furnished.  I, therefore, close the present complaint filed in the Commission on 24.7.2013.
( R.I. Singh)

October 17, 2013.





Chief Information Commissioner
                  




          




Punjab
