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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
APPEAL CASE NO. 86 /2013 
Sh. Maherdin S/o Sh. Ginhra Khan,

R/o Village Albelpur, P.O-Jitwal Kalan,

Tehsil Malerkotla, Distt. Sangrur - 148019


………………….Appellant

Vs

1. Public Information Officer,

O/o Executive Officer, Nagar Council,

Malerkotla, Distt. Sangrur.
2. First Appellate Authority

O/o Regional Deputy Director,

Shahiri Sthanak Sansthawan, Patiala.
     ……………..……………Respondents

Present:
None Present. 

ORDER

1. Neither the appellant nor the respondent is present in the Commission at today's hearing. No intimation has been received from either about reason of absence. The matter is adjourned for further hearing on 18.06.2013 at 2:00 P.M.   
2. Announced in the Chamber. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 


    
 Sd/-
Chandigarh






      
 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 15.05.2013


                     
        State Information Commissioner

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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
APPEAL CASE NO. 119 of 2013 
Sh. Jiwan Garg S/o Sh. Om Parkash Garg,

R/o #B-1/473-A; Opp. Old Bombay Palace,

Jakhal Road, Sunam, Distt. Sangrur-148028.

……………………….Appellant

Vs

3. Public Information Officer,

O/o Municipal Council, Sunam.

4. First Appellate Authority

O/o Municipal Council, Sunam.                  
………..……………Respondents

Show Cause Notice

CC: Sh. Ajit Singh, Executive Officer.





(Regd. Post)
        office of Municipal Council, Sunam.
Present:
Sh. Jiwan Garg appellant in person. 

None for the respondent. 

ORDER

1. The appellant in the instant case is present in the Commission and makes written submissions dated 14.05.2013 which is taken on record. He further submits that though the information has been provided to him vide letter no.5394 dated 05.03.2013 but qua para no.5, 6, 7 the information given is false and for para no. 8 and 9 the information is incomplete and manipulative. In regard to para no. 1 to 4 the information provided is false. He further requests that the SCN to the respondent PIO be issued for penalizing under Section 20(1) of the RTI Act for providing false and manipulative information repeatedly and also that the information has not been provided within 30 days after the receipt of the application. He also seeks compensation for having spent time and money in filing appeals before first appellate authority and in the Commission. 
Cont......p2 

APPEAL CASE NO. 119 of 2013 
2.
After hearing the appellant and perusing the record available on file it emerges that PIO has delayed/ denied in providing the information to the complainant. In view of the above, PIO- Sh. Ajit Singh E.O. office of Municipal Council, Sunam will show cause in writing or through affidavit under Section 20(1) of the RTI Act, as to why penalty be not imposed upon him for willful delay/ denial of the information to the RTI applicant and why the compensation be not awarded to the complainant under Section 19 (8)(b) of the Act for detriment suffered. 


In addition to his submission, the PIO is also hereby given an opportunity under Section 20(1) proviso, thereto, for a personal hearing before the imposition of such penalty on the next date of hearing. He may note that in case he does not file his submission and does not avail himself of the opportunity of personal hearing on the next date fixed, it will be  presumed that he has nothing to say and the Commission shall proceed to take further proceedings against him ex-parte. 

3.
The matter is adjourned for further hearing on 18.06.2013 at 2:00 P.M. 
4.
Announced in the Chamber. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.

















    






Sd/- 
Chandigarh





   

 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 15.05.2013.


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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
COMPLAINT CASE NO. 266/2013 
Date of decision: 15.05.2013 
Sh. Pawan Kumar S/o Sh. Sohan Lal

R/o Sood Colony, Morinda, (Ropar).
           

…………….Complainant 

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Municipal Council

Morinda.







.……………Respondent

Present:
Sh. Pawan Kumar complainant in person. (98729-43912)
For the respondent: Sh. Jagpal Singh AME, office of Executive Officer, Municipal Council, Morinda.  

ORDER

1.
The complainant had sought information vide his application dated 31.10.2012 on various point regarding the demarcation given by Naib Tehsildar, Morinda as instructed by S.D.M., Chamkaur Sahib according to E.O's own letter no. M.C.M-12/2131 dated 02.05.2012. On not satisfied with the information he filed complaint with the Commission on 28.12.2012.
2.
Notice was issued to the parties for hearing on 27.02.2013 in the Commission.

3.
Sh. Pawan Kumar complainant in the instant case is present in the Commission and tenders in writing that he has been received the requisite information to his satisfaction and requests that the case may be disposed of. 

4.
Sh. Jagpal Singh AME, office of Executive Officer, Municipal Council, Morinda is present in the Commission and states that the complete requisite information has been provided to the satisfaction of complainant. He further submits that now no more information remains pending with the PIO and requests that the case may be disposed of. 











Cont…p-2

COMPLAINT CASE NO. 266/2013 
5.
After hearing both the parties and going through the record available on file it is observed that the complete information has already been provided to the satisfaction of the complainant. In this case now no further information remains to be provided by PIO to the complainant. Therefore, the instant complaint case is closed and disposed of. 
6.
Announced in the Chamber. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 
 
   
 Sd/- 
Chandigarh






          (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 15.05.2013.


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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Complaint Case No. 305 of 2013 
Sh. Amrit Pal Singh S/o Sh. Darbhar Singh.

R/o V.P.O. Bakipur, Tehsil & Distt. Tarn Taran-143302
…………….Complainant 

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director, Food Supply & Consumer Affairs, Punjab

Jeevan Deep Building Sector -17, Chandigarh.


…..……………Respondent

Present:
None for the complainant.
For the respondent: Sh. Jagroop Singh, Senior Assistant, office of Director, Food Supply & Consumer Affairs, Punjab, Chandigarh and Sh. Harpartap Singh, Inspector office of DFSC, Tarn Taran. 

ORDER

1.
The complainant is not present at today’s hearing. However, a letter has been received at diary no.11299 dated 15.05.2013 stating that he has not yet received the information and that he may be exempted from attending the hearing on account of his duty in the elections of the Rural Development and Panchayat Department. 

2.
Sh. Jagroop Singh, Senior Assistant, office of Director, Food Supply & Consumer Affairs, Punjab, Chandigarh and Sh. Harpartap Singh, Inspector office of DFSC, Tarn Taran are present and state that the requisite information has been sent to the complainant vide memo no. 4 FD(1994-RTI)-2013/814 dated 14.05.2013. They seek an adjournment to submit reply to the Notice of the Commission. 

3.
In view of above the matter is adjourned for further hearing on 18.06.2013 at 2:00 P.M. 

4.
Announced in the Chamber. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.









 
    Sd/-    


Chandigarh





   

 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 15.05.2013.


                    
         State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Appeal Case No. 1423 of 2012
Date of decision: 15.05.2013

Sh. Faqir Chand, 

S/o Sh. Jabru Ram,

R/o #B-10/312, Dr.B.R. Ambedkar Road,

Mohalla Arya Nagar Kartarpur 

Tehsil & Distt- Jallandhar-144801
         
              


    …Appellant

Vs

1. Public Information Officer,

O/o District Education Officer(S)

Jalandhar.



2. First Appellate Authority,

O/o Circle Education Officer 

Jalandhar.







…Respondents

Present:
Appellant Sh. Faqir Chand in person. 

None for the respondent.

ORDER
1.
Vide his application dated 11.08.2011 the information seeker had sought information on 2 points from the PIO office of DEO(S), Jalandhar regarding action taken on his complaint dated 28.06.2011 entered in register at serial no.2165 and copy of attendance register of Government Senior Secondary School Bhargo Nagar from 4-06-2011 to 30-06-2011. The complaint dated 28.06.2011 was against one Harbans Lal peon,  working in Senior Secondary School Bhargo Nagar, who was arrested on 20.06.2011 and was sent to police remand on 21.06.2011 and to judicial remand upto 05.07.2011 on the charges framed under Section 406, 498 A of IPC. On not getting the information he filed appeal on 11.11.2011 with the First Appellate Authority and then in the Commission on 05.10.2012.

Cont….p2

Appeal Case No. 1423 of 2012
2.
Notice was issued to the parties for the hearing on 21.11.2012 in the Commission.

3.
On 21.11.2012 when the case came up for hearing, the appellant pointed out that incomplete information has been provided to him by the PIO office of DEO(S) Jalandhar. During the hearing on 26.12.2012 the appellant stated that the remaining information has been provided to him on that day in the Commission itself after the delay of 503 days and that he has spent 15 to 20 thousands rupees for obtaining the information and penal action against the PIO may be taken. 

4.
 On 21.11.2012 the respondent stated that the partly information has been provided and that the school does not have any information on the issue of action taken against Sh. Harbans Lal. However, during the next hearing on 26.12.2012 the respondent stated that the complete information has been provided to the appellant.  On 27.02.2013 the answering respondent filed detailed reply alongwith enclosures and made following submissions:-



That the appellant sent an application on 23.06.2011 to the District Education Officer, Jalandhar pointing out registration of case in FIR under Section 406, 498-A of I.P.C.against Harbans Lal, workshop attendant. It is pertinent to state here that the said application was not under the RTI Act 2005. Further it is also stated that no prescribed fee as required was added with the application. Thus, the application sent on 23.06.2011 was not under the RTI Act 2005 as alleged by the appellant.

Cont….p3

Appeal Case No. 1423 of 2012


That on 11.08.2011 the appellant sent the application to District Education Officer(S) Jalandhar and sought the copy of attendance register w.e.f. 4 June to 30 June 2011. The said application was transferred to the Principal, GSS School Bhargo Nagar, Jalandhar though no prescribed fee was added with the application. Again a reminder was also sent to the Principal on 02.11.2011, who vide letter no. 1029-30 dated 14.11.2011 provided information to the appellant through registered post.

That the appellant again sent application to the Circle Education Officer, Jalandhar who vide letter no. RTI/2012/797-98 dated 24.01.2012 addressed to the District Education Officer, Jalandhar stating that appellant has brought to the notice that he has not been provided the information in time and that the information is not complete. The said application was sent to the Principal, GSS School Bhargo Nagar, Jalandhar who vide letter no. 1191-93 dated 15.02.2012 sent the information to the appellant by registered post.



That on 05.06.2012, the appellant furnished another fresh application and sought other information like copies of leave application of Sh. Harbans Lal. The said application was transferred to the Principal, GSS School Bhargo Nagar Jalandhar, who provided the information to the appellant by registered post. 



That on 18.06.2012, the appellant sent application to the Circle Education Officer, Jalandhar, who vide letter no. RTI/2012/5381-82 dated 25.06.2012 directed the Principal, GSS School Bhargo Nagar, Jalandhar to provide remaining information to the appellant. The Principal, GSS School Bhargo Nagar, Jalandhar, vide letter no.1445-45 dated 04.07.2012 provided information to the appellant by registered post.


Cont….p4

Appeal Case No. 1423 of 2012
That on 09.08.2012, the appellant again sent letter to the Circle Education Officer, Jalandhar who vide letter no. RTI/2012/7331-33 dated 14.08.2012 directed the DEO Jalandhar as well as the Principal, GSS School Bhargo Nagar, Jalandhar to provide the information. The Principal GSS School Bhargo Nagar, Jalandhar, vide letter no.1527-28 dated 24.08.2012 provided the information to the appellant by registered post.



That in the month of October/November 2012 the appellant approached the Hon’ble State Information Commission, Punjab and the Principal, GSS School Bhargo Nagar,  Jalandhar vide letter no.1633-35 dated 08.11.2012 and letter no.1693-97 dated 29.11.2012 again provided the information to the appellant. 



That it is stated that though the information sought by appellant is third party (family dispute between appellant and one Harbans Lal, Peon, GSS School Bhargo Nagar, Jalandhar) yet the same was provided to the appellant by the concerned school.



That in view of the facts stated in the foregoing paras, it is revealed that no delay was caused on the part of answering respondent. In fact, every information (though third party) was sent to the appellant through registered post. In the end, the respondent prayed that the appellant was not entitled for any compensation as requested by him.   

Cont….p5

Appeal Case No. 1423 of 2012
5.
In response to written submissions dated 27.02.2013 made by the PIO, the appellant filed written reply dated 23.03.2013 and made following submissions:-



That he has spent 15 to 20 thousands rupees in this case and that he had to visit Chandigarh 4 times and spent Rs. 1400/- as bus fair and that the DEO(S)  has not provided any information on his RTI application dated 11.08.2011. The appellant further mentioned that on 11.11.2011 the appeal was filed with Circle Education Officer and no information was provided to him yet.



That Harbans Lal WA SSS School Bhargo Nagar, was arrested on 20.06.2011 and was sent on police remand on 21.06.2011 and to judicial remand upto 05.07.2011 on the charges framed under Section 406, 498 A of IPC. Information was sought from DEO(S), Jalandhar as to what action was taken by him.



That information on attendance of Sh. Harbans Lal WA from 1st June to 30th June 2011 was sought from Principal SSS School Bhargo Nagar. 



That the DEO(S), Jalandhar transferred vide letter no.28043-44 dated 11.06.2012 to Principal SSS School Bhargo Nagar under Section 6(3) after 305 days whereas it should have been transferred within 5 days from the date of application.



That Principal SSS School Bhargo Nagar provided uncertified and unstamped information regarding 1st June to 30th June 2011 vide letter no.1029-1030 dated 14.11.2011. 



That a letter no.1693-97/2012 dated 29.11.2012 from Principal SSS School Bhargo Nagar, was received by him after delay of 476 days stating that the former has no jurisdiction to take action on the case registered against concerned employee.









       Cont....6

Appeal Case No. 1423 of 2012


That the information from DEO(S) vide memo no.10/2012-1786-87 dated 07.01.2013 and order no.1/ 2013 - 940-42 dated 02.01.2013 has been received after 518 days stating that in case no.69, dated 03.06.2011 registered against Sh. Harbans Lal under Section 406/498 A in Kartarpur Police Station, the concerned employee has been place under suspension w.e.f. 20.06.2011 with head quarter in his office but it does not indicate as to what decision has been taken on the salary of the employee and as such the information is incomplete. 



In the end, he reiterates that as he has spent 15 to 20 thousands rupees in this case and he had to visit Chandigarh 4 times and spent Rs. 1400/- as bus fair, compensation to him may be provided by DEO(S)/ CEO, Jalandhar and both the department be penalized as per provisions of the Act for providing information after considerable delay.

6.
After hearing both the parties and going through the record available on file it is revealed that the applicant had sought information vide his application dated 11.08.2011 on two points from the PIO. First, what action has been taken on his representation dated 23.06.2011 and second, the copy of attendance of Sh. Harbans Lal peon as marked in the register from 4th June to 30th June 2011. The record on file shows that the application dated 11.08.2011 does not have any mention of postal order of requisite fee prescribed for seeking information under RTI Act. The registry branch of the Commission has been callous in assigning this case to the Bench without verifying the 

Cont….p7

Appeal Case No. 1423 of 2012
proof of fee/postal order mandatory for seeking information under Section 6(1) of the Act. At the first instance, the PIO was not bound to provide information to the appellant. Rule 3 (4) of Punjab Right To Information Rules, 2007 posits that the application, received without requisite fee, shall not be entertained and shall be liable  to be rejected straightway without giving any notice to the applicant. Besides, the application dated 11.08.2011 should have been submitted alongwith a self addressed envelope if information seeker desires to seek information by post. Rule 5 (3) stipulates that “ the applicant shall, while depositing fee under sub-rule (2) of rule 4, shall also submit a self addressed envelope duly stamped for supplying the information. Stamps on the envelope shall be affixed according the mode of supplying the information, as desired by the applicant i.e. through ordinary, registered or speed post”. Nevertheless, the information was provided by the Principal of SSS School Bhargo Nagar through registered post vide letter no.1029-1030 dated 14.11.2011. The record shows that vide this letter the information was provided on point no.2 of the application. On submission of the appellant that the information has not been provided timely and that it is incomplete, the Principal  of SSS School Bhargo Nagar sent reply vide letter no.1191-1193 dated 15.02.2012 stating that the information has been sent to the appellant vide letter no.1029-1030 dated 14.11.2011; letter no. 1119-1121 dated 02.01.2012 and letter no.1141-42 dated 10.01.2012. Through another submission the appellant  sought other information which was also provided by the Principal of SSS School Bhargo Nagar by 

Cont….p8

Appeal Case No. 1423 of 2012
registered post vide letter no.1445-46 dated 04.07.2012 informing the appellant that qua the case registered and Police/Judicial remand against Sh. Harbans Lal peon, the School has  not received any information from the Police. On still another submission from the appellant, information was provided on copies of leave applications of Sh. Harbans Lal peon for different dates by the Principal of SSS School Bhargo Nagar vide letter no. 1527-28 dated 24.08.2012, though that was not part of appellant’s application dated 11.08.2011. Vide letter no.1693-97 dated 19.11.2012 the Principal of SSS School Bhargo Nagar again intimated the appellant that the School does not have any information qua point no.1 from any Department in writing if the case is registered against Sh. Harbans Lal peon. The appellant had sought information on point no.1 of his RTI application pertaining to action taken on his complaint dated 23.06.2011 whereby he pointed out that a case under 406 and 498- A IPC  was registered against Sh. Harbans Lal, peon working in SSS School Bhargo Nagar. The answering respondent made efforts, for obtaining information from Police Department about the case registered and Police/ Judicial remand against Sh. Harbans Lal peon, vide memo no. E-10/2012-73762-63 dated 06.12.2012 and memo no. E-10/2012-81800-01 dated 21.12.2012. The information on this issue was received from the Police by respondent PIO vide letter no.67041 dated 26.12.2012 and the same information, pertaining to point no.1, was provided to the appellant vide memo no. E-10/2012-1786-87 dated 07.01.2013 besides intimating the latter that on receipt of this information Sh. Harbans Lal, peon has been place under suspension vide order E-1/2013-94092 dated 02.01.2013 with effect from 20.06.2011. In response to order dated 02.01.2013, the 

Cont….p9

Appeal Case No. 1423 of 2012
appellant points out that this information is incomplete because decision about salary of Sh. Harbans Lal peon is not included in the order. The contention of the appellant in his written submission dated 23.03.2013 that the incomplete information has been provided by the PIO and that there is delay of 602 days is devoid of merit. As a matter of fact the appellant has not shown satisfaction on receipt of information on point no.1 of his application which was not available on the record of the PIO and even then that was provided to former after obtaining it from the Police Department. The appellant further showing his dissatisfaction by terming the order dated 02.01.2013 as incomplete information is totally misplaced. In fact the appellant has sought information twisting the requirement time and again to suit his subjective perception about the scope of Right To Information Act, 2005. The file indicates that the appellant has sought information about Sh. Harbans Lal, peon on account of domestic dispute which cannot be termed as information of larger public interest. For all purposes, this RTI application followed by appeal in the Commission is aimed at serving  personal interest of the applicant camouflaged as public good or in public interest. It emerges that it was personal information but still the PIO provided it to the appellant. The appellant has given numerous representations to the First Appellate Authority/ PIO office of DEO(S) with the aim to seek information which is even beyond his RTI application dated 11.08.2011. Hon’ble Supreme Court in the matter of Girish Ramchandra Deshpande Vs CIC and others as reported in 2013 (1) SCC 212 has held as under:-

Cont….p10

Appeal Case No. 1423 of 2012
(13. We are in agreement with the CIC and the courts below that the details called for by the petitioner i.e. copies of all memos issued to the third respondent, show cause notices and orders of censure/punishment etc. are qualified to be personal information as defined in clause (j) of Section 8 (1) of the RTI Act. The performance of an employee/officer in an organization is primarily a matter between the employee and the employer and normally those aspects are governed by the service rules which fall under the expression “personal information”, the disclosure of which has no relationship to any public activity or public interest. On the other hand, the disclosure of which would cause unwarranted invasion of privacy of that individual.) 

The instruction has been issued by the Government of India Ministry of Personnel, Public Grievances and Pensions (DOPT) vide no.1/18/2011-IR dated 16.09.2011 whereby it has been stated that “only such information can be supplied under the Act which already exists and is held by the public authority or held under the control of the public authority. The Public Information Officer is not supposed to create information; or to interpret information; or to solve the problems raised by the applicants; or to furnish replies to hypothetical questions”. However, it was not incumbent upon the PIO to obtain information from other Department, still he made efforts and provided information to the appellant after collecting it from the other (Police) Department. The contention of the appellant in para-11 of the written submission dated 23.03.2013 is totally misconceived because RTI Act does not aim at providing the information qua 

Cont….p11

Appeal Case No. 1423 of 2012
action to be taken in future. The Act intends to provide information which already exists and is held on record of the PIO and not the information after the date of application. The demand of compensation on account of 15-16 thousand expenditure incurred by the appellant and Rs.1400/- as fair of 4 times accrued on visiting Chandigarh and the delay of 518 days in providing information is without merit because no willful delay/ denial and also no malafide on the part of the PIO is revealed. The respondent rather travelled an extra mile and obtained information from other department and provided it to the appellant as the latter was assertive in approach that information be provided. In view of aforementioned, the appeal is hereby closed and disposed of.     

7.
Announced in the Chamber. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 





 
sd/- 
Chandigarh





        
 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 15.05.2013

               

State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054







Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com







Complaint Case No. 3288 of 2012 
Sh. Manjit Singh alias Kuku S/o Sh. Mohinder Singh

R/o Near pehli Patshahi Gurdwara Sahib, Ward No.18,

# 288-A. City Sunam, Distt. Sangur. (Punjab)
         
 

 …Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o SDM Sunam,

Distt. Sangrur.




                         
 …Respondent

Present:
None present. 

ORDER
1. 
Neither the complainant nor the respondent is present in the Commission at today's hearing. No intimation has been received from complainant about reason of absence. However, a fax has been received at diary no. 10781 dated 07.05.2013 from the respondent to giving direction to SDO PWD (B& R) to attend the hearing in Commission. The matter is adjourned for further hearing on 18.06.2013 at 2:00 P.M.   
2.
Announced in the Chamber. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.









          Sd/-    
Chandigarh





   

 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated:15.05.2013.


                    
         State Information Commissioner 
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
APPEAL CASE No.1186 of 2012
Sh. Sudip Vij, (President),

Parents Students & Social Welfare Association, 

R/o #1270/2, Jain Mohala, Roop Nagar,

Distt. Roop Nagar.

      


  


     …Appellant

Vs

1. Public Information Officer,

O/o Rayat International School,

Railmajra,Near Ropar,

Distt. Saheed Bhagat Singh Nagar.



2. First Appellate Authority,

O/o Rayat International School,

Railmajra, Near Ropar,

Distt. Saheed Bhagat Singh Nagar.
     



…Respondents
Present:
Sh. Sudip Vij appellant in person. 

For the respondent: Sh. L.K. Grover, Deputy Director Rayat & Bahra Group Head office, Chandigarh. (9988299765)
ORDER

1. Sh. Sudip Vij appellant is present in the Commission and submits rejoinder, copy of which is given to the respondent and seeks an adjournment to submit ruling in the instant case. 
2
Accepting the request of the appellant, the matter is adjourned for arguments on 18.06.2013 at 2:00 P.M. 
3.
Announced in the Chamber. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 


  Sd/-      
Chandigarh






         (Parveen Kumar)

Dated:15.05.2013.


                    
        State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
APPEAL CASE No. 1187 of 2012
Sh. Sudip Vij, (President),

Parents Students & Social Welfare Association, 

R/o #1270/2, Jain Mohala, Roopnagar,

Distt. Roopnagar.
         


  


             …Appellant

Vs

1. Public Information Officer,

O/o Satluj Public School,

Zail Singh Nagar, Ropar-140001


2. First Appellate Authority,

O/o Satluj Public School,

Zail Singh Nagar, Ropar-140001             



…Respondents

Present:
Sh. Sudip Vij appellant in person. 

For the respondent: Sh. Mohit Jaggi, Advocate. 

ORDER

1.
Sh. Sudip Vij appellant is present in the Commission and submits rejoinder, copy of which is given to the respondent. He further submits that the respondent had not clarified position of the school in regard to seeking exemption of Income Tax and also seeks an adjournment to submit ruling in the instant case. 
2
Ld. Counsel for the respondent seeks time for replying on the issue of school availing income tax exemption. 

3.
Accepting the request of the appellant, the matter is adjourned for arguments on 18.06.2013 at 2:00 P.M. 
4.
Announced in the Chamber. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 
           
   Sd/-
Chandigarh






         (Parveen Kumar)

Dated:15.05.2013.


                    
        State Information Commissioner 
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
APPEAL CASE No. 1188 of 2012
Sh. Sudip Vij, (President),

Parents Students & Social Welfare Association, 

R/o #1270/2, Jain Mohala, Roopnagar,

Distt. Roopnagar.
     


  


            …Appellant

Vs

1. Public Information Officer,

O/o Sant Karam Singh Academy,

Shampura, Roopnagar.

2. First Appellate Authority,

O/o Sant Karam Singh Academy,

Shampura, Roopnagar.

            



…Respondents
 
Present:
Sh. Sudip Vij appellant in person.

For the respondent: Sh. Nitish Kumar Vasudeva, Advocate. 

(94631-67361)  

ORDER
1.
The counsel for the respondent seeks another adjournment for filing written submissions.  

2.
Last opportunity is given to the respondent for filing reply. The matter is adjourned for making written submissions on 18.06.2013 at 2:00 P.M. 
3.
Announced in the Chamber. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.   

 
 Sd/-                  
Chandigarh






         (Parveen Kumar)

Dated:15.05.2013.


                    
        State Information Commissioner 
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
APPEAL CASE No.  1189 of 2012 
Sh. Sudip Vij, (President),

Parents Students & Social Welfare Association, 

R/o #1270/2, Jain Mohala, Roop Nagar,

Distt. Roop Nagar.

 


  


     …Appellant

Vs

1. Public Information Officer,

O/o St. Carmel School,

Village Katli Boat Club Road, Ropar.

2. First Appellate Authority,

O/o St. Carmel School,

Village Katli Boat Club Road, Ropar.            



…Respondents
 
Present:
Sh. Sudip Vij appellant in person.  
None for the respondent.  
ORDER

1.
Sh. Sudip Vij appellant is present in the Commission and submits copy of rejoinder and seeks an adjournment to submit ruling in the instant case. 
2
Accepting the request of the appellant, the matter is adjourned for arguments on 18.06.2013 at 2:00 P.M. 
3.
Announced in the Chamber. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 


  Sd/-                  
Chandigarh






         (Parveen Kumar)

Dated:15.05.2013.


                    
        State Information Commissioner 
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
APPEAL CASE No. 1190 of 2012
Sh. Sudip Vij, (President),

Parents Students & Social Welfare Association, 



R/o #1270/2, Jain Mohala, Roop Nagar,

Distt. Roop Nagar.

    


  


     …Appellant

Vs

1. Public Information Officer,
    

O/o Neta Ji Model School, 

S.C. Bose Nagar Ropar.

2. First Appellate Authority,

O/o Neta Ji Model School, 

S.C. Bose Nagar Ropar.                   




…Respondents
 
Present:
Sh. Sudip Vij appellant in person.

For the respondent: Sh. Parwinder Kumar, PRO O/o Neta Ji Model School, S.C. Bose Nagar Ropar. (98033-74815)

ORDER

1.
Sh. Sudip Vij appellant is present in the Commission and submits rejoinder, copy of which is given to the respondent. He further submits that the respondent had not clarified position of the school in regard to seeking exemption of Income Tax and also seeks an adjournment to submit ruling in the instant case. 
2
The respondent seeks time for replying on the issue of school availing income tax exemption. 

3.
Accepting the request of the appellant, the matter is adjourned for arguments on 18.06.2013 at 2:00 P.M. 
4.
 Announced in the Chamber. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.


      Sd/- 
Chandigarh






         (Parveen Kumar)

Dated:15.05.2013.


                    
        State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
APPEAL CASE No.  1191 of 2012
Sh. Sudip Vij, (President),

Parents Students & Social Welfare Association, 

R/o #1270/2, Jain Mohala, Roopnagar,

Distt. Roopnagar.

     


  


     …Appellant

Vs

1. Public Information Officer,

O/o Maha Rani Satindera Public School,

Bela, Distt. Roopnagar.



2. First Appellate Authority,

O/o Maha Rani Satindera Public School,

Bela, Distt. Roopnagar.
                           



…Respondents
Present:
Sh. Sudip Vij appellant in person.

For the respondent: Sh. Jaswant Singh D.P. O/o Maha Rani Satindera Public School, Bela, Distt. Roopnagar.
ORDER
1. The respondent submits a brief reply bearing reference no.1432 dated 13.05.2013 stating that the school is not getting any direct or indirect funding from any government and as such the institution is not covered under the RTI, copy of the same is given to the appellant. 

2. The PIO is hereby directed to submit detailed reply keeping in view the submissions made by the appellant. 

3.
The matter is adjourned for further hearing on 18.06.2013 at 2:00 P.M. 
4.
Announced in the Chamber. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 

 
    Sd/-     
          
Chandigarh






         (Parveen Kumar)

Dated:15.05.2013.


                    
        State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
APPEAL CASE No. 1192 of 2012 
Sh. Sudip Vij, (President)
Parents Students & Social Welfare Association, 

R/o #1270/2, Jain Mohala, Roopnagar,

Distt. Roopnagar.

    


  


     …Appellant

Vs

1. Public Information Officer,

O/o Holy Family Convent School,

Hussainpura, Distt. Roopnagar.



2. First Appellate Authority,

O/o Holy Family Convent School,

Hussainpura, Distt. Roopnagar.               



…Respondents

Present:
Sh. Sudip Vij appellant in person.

For the respondent: Sh. Gautam Mittal, Advocate.  

ORDER

1.
Sh. Sudip Vij appellant is present in the Commission and submits rejoinder, copy of which is given to the respondent and seeks an adjournment to submit ruling in the instant case. 
2
Accepting the request of the appellant, the matter is adjourned for further hearing on 18.06.2013 at 2:00 P.M. 
3.
 Announced in the Chamber. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 

       Sd/-           
Chandigarh






         (Parveen Kumar)

Dated:15.05.2013.


                    
        State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
APPEAL CASE No.  1193 of 2012       

Sh. Sudip Vij, (President),

Parents Students & Social Welfare Association,      
R/o #1270/2, Jain Mohala, Roop Nagar,

Distt. Roop Nagar.
         


  


   
    …Appellant

Vs

1. Public Information Officer,

O/o New Model High School, Roopnagar.

 
2. First Appellate Authority,

O/o New Model High School, Roopnagar.
            

…Respondents
Present:
Sh. Sudip Vij appellant in person. 

For the respondent: Sh. Mohit Jaggi, Advocate. 

ORDER

1.
Sh. Sudip Vij appellant is present in the Commission and submits rejoinder, copy of which is given to the respondent and seeks an adjournment to submit ruling in the instant case. 
2
Accepting the request of the appellant, the matter is adjourned for further hearing on 18.06.2013 at 2:00 P.M. 
3. Announced in the Chamber. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 






           

     Sd/-  
Chandigarh






         (Parveen Kumar)

Dated:15.05.2013.


                    
        State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
APPEAL CASE No. 1194 of 2012
Sh. Sudip Vij, (President),

Parents Students & Social Welfare Association, 

R/o #1270/2, Jain Mohala, Roop Nagar,

Distt. Roop Nagar.
       


  


              …Appellant

Vs

1. Public Information Officer,

O/o Genius International Public School,

Solakhaiya, Distt. Roop Nagar.



2. First Appellate Authority,

O/o Genius International Public School,

Solakhaiya, Distt.Roop Nagar.
            



…Respondents
Present:
Sh. Sudip Vij appellant in person.

For the respondent. Sh. Sukhbir Singh Office incharge Genius International Public School. (8054814600)

ORDER
1.
Sh. Sudip Vij appellant is present in the Commission and states that an adjournment may be given for submitting written arguments in this case. 

2.
Accepting the request of the appellant, the matter is adjourned for written arguments on 15.05.2013 at 2:00 P.M. 
3.
Announced in the Chamber. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 


      Sd/-   
   
Chandigarh






         (Parveen Kumar)

Dated:15.05.2013.


                    
        State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
APPEAL CASE No. 1196 of 2012
Sh. Sudip Vij, (President),

Parents Students & Social Welfare Association, 

R/o #1270/2, Jain Mohala, Roop Nagar,

Distt. Roop Nagar.

     


  


     …Appellant

Vs

1. Public Information Officer,

O/o Shivalik Public School, 
Roopnagar.


2. First Appellate Authority,

O/o Shivalik Public School,

Roopnagar.


                    



…Respondents
 
Present:
Sh. Sudip Vij appellant in person.

For the respondent: Sh. Balbir Singh, on behalf of Shivalik Public School, Roopnagar. (98766-65969) and Sh. Arvind Chauhan, Advocate. 
ORDER
1.
Ld. Counsel for the respondent submits an application for adjourning the case sine-die till the disposal of the issue whether the applicant/Shivalik Public School, Ropar falls within the definition of Public authority in CWP No. 9629/2012 titled as Shivalik Public School, Ropar Versus State Information Commission & another. Copy of the same is given to the appellant who seeks an adjournment to file reply to the said application. 

2.
Accepting the request of the appellant, the matter is adjourned for filing reply on 18.06.2013 at 2:00 P.M. 
3.
Announced in the Chamber. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 

        Sd/- 
  
Chandigarh






         (Parveen Kumar)

Dated:15.05.2013.


                    
        State Information Commissioner 
