                                  STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

                         SCO No. 84-85, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Raghubir Singh, Pardan,

Ex-M.L.A., s/o Shri Babu Singh,

G.T.Road, Near Court Complex,

Ward No. 17, Opp. Dhillon Petrol Pump,

Gidderbaha, Distt. Sri Mukatsar Sahib.                                    
  

Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o  Sub Divisional Magistrate,

Gidderbaha, Distt. Sri Mukatsar Sahib.

                                                                                                       
    Respondent    

                                                          CC No.  2937   of 2014

Present:
None for the complainant.

Shri Mohan Singh, APIO cum Sr. Asstt. o/o SDM Gidderbaha for the respondent. 

ORDER:


Applicant, Shri Raghubir Singh  Pardhan, Ex-MLA,  vide an RTI application dated 24/25.6.2014, addressed to the PIO cum Sub Divisional Magistrate, Gidderbaha, Distt. Sri Mukatsar Sahib,   sought the photo copy of the letter No. 7602, dated 30.5.2014, addressed to Teritory Manager, Bharat Petroleum Corporation, Bathinda  by the Distt. Food Supplies Controller Sri Mukatsar Sahib,  against  Ms. Preet Gas service, Gidderbaha, the copy of which has also been endorsed to S.D.M.  


Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed a complaint with the Commission, received in it on 13.10.2014.


Since the perusal of the file revealed that there are sufficient grounds  to look into the matter by the Commission in terms of Section 18(1)(b) of the Act ibid. Notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.


During the hearing of this case today, it is observed  that the requisite information has been supplied by the PIO cum Tehsildar Gidederbaha to the applicant-complainant vide letter no. 455 dated 10.10.2014, enclosing with it a copy of letter No. 7602/MTC, dated 30.5.2014 and a copy of letter no. 1584, dated 12.5.2014. It is further noted that the same information has again been sent  by the PIO cum Sub Divisional Magistrate, Gidderbaha to the applicant vide letter no. 296 dated 11.12.2014, copy of which has also been received in the commission on 15.12.2014. for perusal and record.


The perusal of all these documents further reveal that the demanded information stands supplied to the applicant-complainant as per his RTI application. 


In view of the above noted facts, the complaint case in hand is disposed of/closed.

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 18.12.2014


   
     State Information Commissioner. 

                                  STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

                         SCO No. 84-85, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri  Amrik Singh Nagra,

s/o S. Gian Singh,          
                                                                                    
  

# 628, Street Putripathshala,

V.P.O. Hariana, Distt. Hoshiarpur.                                                         

Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o  District Education Officer,

(Secondary Education)

Hoshiarpur.                                                                                
    

Respondent                                                     

                                                          CC No.  2941   of 2014

Present:

Shri Amrik Singh Nagra, complainants in person;




Shri Balbir Singh, Dy.DEO and Shri Narinder Singh, Jr. Asstt.




o/o DEO (SE) Hoshiarpur for the respondent.

ORDER:


Shri Amrik Singh Nagra, complainant vide an RTI application dated 20.9.2014  addressed to PIO o/o D.P.I. (SE) Punjab, sought  certain information pertaining to the posting of Mrs. Irvinder Kaur, Lecturer, Chemistry, Govt. Sr. Sec. School, Piplan- wala, Distt. Hoshiarpur.


Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed a complaint with the Commission, received in it on 17.20.2014.


Since the perusal of the file revealed that there are sufficient grounds  to look into the matter by the Commission in terms of Section 18(1)(b) of the Act ibid. Notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.


During the hearing of this case today, Shri Balbir Singh, PIO stated that since Smt. Irvinder Kaur, Lecturer, Chemistry, Govt. Sr. Sec. School  Piplanwala, Distt. Hoshiarpur, earlier on Ex-India Leave, did not submit her joining personally, no order/reference could be made 

However, the applicant Shri Amrik Singh, applicant-complainant stated that inspite of her submitting the joining report on 21.12.2010.personally, she was not issued any orders, information of which is being sought through RTI 

As such, in view of  above  facts, Shri Balbir Singh , Deputy D.E.O. (SE) Hoshiarpur is directed to appear before the commission on the next fixed date with the relevant record so that further proceedings in the matter could be taken up accordingly. 


Adjourned to 20.1.2015 at 11.00 A.M. for further proceedings. 

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 18.12.2014


   
     State Information Commissioner. 

Copy to:

Shri Balbir Singh,                                               (Registered)

Deputy Distt. Education Officer,

(Secondary Education)

Hoshiarpur.

-for strict compliance.

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 18.12.2014


   
       State Information Commissioner. 

                                  STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

                         SCO No. 84-85, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Smt. Satish Rani, w/o Shri Shashi Sharma,

c/o Krishan Chand , H.No. 170,

Sector 20-C, Subhash Nagar,

Mandi Gobindgarh, Tehsil Amloh,

Distt. Fatehgarh Sahib. 

                                             Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Distt. Education Officer,

(Secondary Education) 

Sangrur.         






      Respondent 

                                                          CC No. 2942 of 2014

Present: 

None for the complainant;

Shri Shiv Kumar,  Clerk o/o DEO(SE) Sangrur for the respondent.
ORDER:


Smt. Satish Rani, complainant vide an RTI application dated17.7.2014,    addressed to the PIO o/o Distt. Education Officer, (SE) Sangrur,  sought certain information on 3  points for the period from 2.5.1990 onwards pertaining to National High School, Ghah Mandi Malerkotla.


Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed a complaint with the Commission, received in it on17.10.2014.


Since the perusal of the file revealed that there are sufficient grounds  to look into the matter by the Commission in terms of Section 18(1)(b) of the Act ibid. Notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.


During the hearing of this case today, Shri Shiv Kumar, clerk, appearing for the PIO  stated that no information could be supplied to Smt. Satish Rani, applicant – complainant, as the National High School, Ghah Mandi, Malerkotla  was closed in the year 1996. It is further noted that the complainant had demanded the information from Distt. Education Officer, (SE) Sangrur by whom approval of appointment as J.B.T. Teacher was issued vide letter dated 2.5.1990, in the case of Smt. Satish Rani Teacher,  National High School, Ghah Mandi, Malerkotla.


In view of the above noted facts, since no information stands supplied to the applicant- complainant, before taking further proceedings in the matter including the initiation of disciplinary proceedings,  under the provisions of section 20(1)(2) of the RTI Act, 2005 against Shri Sandeep Nagar, PIO cum Deputy Distt. Education Officer, Sangrur. He  is directed to appear before the commission with the relevant record for the perusal of the same by the commission.


Adjourned to 7.1.2015 at 11.00 A.M. for further proceedings. 

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 18.12.2014


   
        State Information Commissioner. 

Copy to:

Shri Sandeep Nagar,   PIO cum                                      (Registered)

Deputy Distt. Education Officer, 

(S.E.)Sangrur. 

-for strict compliance.

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 18.12.2014


   
        State Information Commissioner. 

                                  STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

                         SCO No. 84-85, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Sukhvir Singh,

s/o Shri Pal Singh vill. Bal,

Tehsil Zira, Distt. Ferozepur.                                                      
  Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Block Development & 

Panchayats Officer, Makhu,

Distt. Ferozepur.                                                                             
    Respondent                                                     

                                                          CC No. 2944   of 2014

Present:
Shri Arshdeep for the complainant;

Shri Kulwant Singh, PIO cum Panchayat Secretary, Block Makhu for the respondent

ORDER:


Shri Sukhvir Singh, complainant vide an RTI application dated  17.7.2014 addressed to  PIO o/o Block Development & Panchayats Officer, Makhu, Distt. Ferozepur,  sought certain information pertaining to Gram Panchayat Bal, Block Makhu, Distt. Ferozepur. 


Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed a complaint with the Commission, received in it on 17.10.2014.


Since the perusal of the file revealed that there are sufficient grounds  to look into the matter by the Commission in terms of Section 18(1)(b) of the Act ibid. Notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.


During the hearing of this case today, it is observed that the Block Development & Panchayats Officer, Makhu , vide letter No. Nil, transferred the said RTI application to Shri Kulwant Singh, Panchayat Secretary, Gram Panchayat Bal for providing the information to the applicant, the copy of said letter was also endorsed to the complainant for seeking the information from Shri Kulwant Singh, Panchayat Secretary Gram Panchayat Bal, Block Makhu, Distt. Ferozepur. 

During hearing, Shri Kulwant Singh, Panchayat Secretary, Gram Panchayat Bal has  handed over  a set of papers to the  applicant – complainant  in the commission itself containing the information. After perusing the same, applicant expressed his full satisfaction.

As such, since the complete information stands supplied to the applicant-complainant to his satisfaction, the case is disposed of/closed.

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 18.12.2014


   
     State Information Commissioner. 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Hans Raj s/o Sh. Shri Ram Saroop,

H.No. 545, Stree No. 7, Baghiana Basti,

Moga-85589-82428
                                                                                         Appellant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Principal, 

Dev Samaj Sr.Sec. School,

Moga.

First Appellate Authority, 

Distt. Education officer,

(Secondary Education)

Moga.                                                                                                           Respondent                                                     

                                                      AC No.  3211  of 2014

Present:

Shri Hans Raj, appellant in person;

Shri Anurag Dhudhia, Principal, Dev Samaj Sr. Sec. School, Moga and Shri Bharat Bhushan, Legal Advisor, for the respondent 2.
ORDER:



Shri Hans Raj, Appellant vide an RTI application dated 11.7.2014 , addressed to PIO, o/o Principal Dev Smaj Sr. Sec. School, Moga sought certain information on 4 points. 



Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority cum Distt. Education Officer (SE) Moga vide letter dated 17.7.2014 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the Act   ibid and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  on 21.10.2014  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the said Act and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.



During the hearing of this case today, it is observed that the requisite information have been provided by the Principal Dev Smaj Sr. Sec. School, Moga vide  Ref.Nos. 36/14 and  56/14 dated 18.12.2014 to the appellant, whereas the appellant stated that the information on point no. 4 have not been provided to him. He is advised to seek this information either from Secretary School Education, Punjab or from the Director of Public Instructions, (SE) Punjab, because the same, as mentioned by the Principal, Dev Smaj Sr. Sec. School Moga, is not available in their school record. 


I have perused the provided information and  of the view that the same have  been provided to the appellant as per the RTI  application filed by him, as is availability  in the school’s office record.


In view of the above noted facts, the case is disposed of/closed.

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated:18.12.2014



     State Information Commissioner. 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Hans Raj s/o Sh. Shri Ram Saroop,

H.No. 545, Stree No. 7, Baghiana Basti,

Moga-85589-82428                                                                                         Appellant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Principal, 

Dev Samaj Kanya Sr.Sec. School,

Moga.

First Appellate Authority, 

Distt. Education officer, 

(Secondary Education)

Moga.                                                                                                           Respondent   

                                                      AC No.  3212  of 2014

Present:

Shri Hans Raj, appellant in person;

Mrs. Sudesh Majithia, Principal, Dev Samaj Girls Sr. Sec. School, Moga and Shri Bharat Bhushan, Legal Advisor, for the respondent 2

ORDER:



Shri Hans Raj, Appellant vide an RTI application dated 11.7.2014 , addressed to PIO, o/o Principal Dev Smaj Sr. Sec. School, Moga sought certain information on 4 points. 



Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority cum Distt. Education Officer (SE) Moga vide letter dated 17.7.2014 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the Act   ibid and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  on 21.10.2014  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the said Act and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.



During the hearing of this case today,  Mrs. Sudesh Majithia, Principal,  Dev Smaj Girls Sr. Sec. School, Moga stated that the requisite information have already been supplied to the appellant Shri Hans Raj, on 17.7.2014. She has also handed over a copy of the same to the commission, for its perusal and record.


Now since the complete information stands supplied to the appellant, the case is disposed of/closed.

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated:18.12.2014



     State Information Commissioner. 

                                             STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Jai Gopal Dhiman,

Shop No. 2, Old Tehsil Railway Road,

Hoshiarpur.
                                                                                         Appellant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Distt.Education Officer,

(Secondary Education)

Hoshiarpur.

First Appellate Authority, 

O/o Distt.Education Officer,

(Secondary Education)

Hoshiarpur.

                                                                                                           Respondent                                                     

                                                      AC No. 3227   of 2014

Present:
Shri Jai Gopal Dhiman,  appellant in person;

Shri Balbir Singh, Dy.DEO(SE) and Shri Narinder Singh, Jr. Asstt, o/o DPI(SE) Hoshiarpur.

ORDER:



Shri Jai Gopal Dhiman, Appellant vide an RTI application dated 17.1                            .2014 , addressed to PIO o/o Distt. Education Officer, (SE) Hoshiarpur,  sought certain information on 3  points relating to Senior Secondary Schools.. 



Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority  cum Distt. Education Officer, (SE) Hoshiarpur on 5.6.2014 vide letter dated 15.6.2014   under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the Act   ibid and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  on 22.10.2014  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the said Act and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.


During the hearing of this case today, Shri Balbir Singh, Deputy Distt. Education Officer, (SE) Hoshiarpur intimated the commission in writing  vide Memo No. PIO/2014/2248, Dated 12.11.2014, that the requisite information has personally been received by the appellant at Sr. no. 42979 on the peon dak book and is fully satisfied. The perusal of the peon dak book further reveals that the appellant has affixed his signatures after receiving the information.


Now since the demanded information in this case stands supplied to the appellant, the case is disposed of/closed.

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated:18.12.2014



     State Information Commissioner. 

                                  STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Ravinder Singh

s/o Sh. Ranjit Singh,

H.No. 2705, Sector 70,

S.A.S.Nagar, Mohali.
                                                                                         
Appellant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer                           

O/o Director Public Instructions, Punjab,

(Secondary Education)

Vidhya Bhawan, Sector 62,

Mohali                                                                                                           

Public Information Officer
O/o Director Public Instructions, Punjab,

(Elementary Education)

Vidhya Bhawan, Sector 62,

Mohali.

Distt. Education Officer (EE)             
Sangrur.

Respondent                                                     

                                                      AC No.  3274  of 2014

Present:  Ms. Avnidha Gupta, advocate for appellant alongwith appellant.
                Ms. Gurpreet Kaur, Asstt. Director (EE) O/O  DPI,  Punjab.

ORDER:



Shri  Ravinder Singh, Appellant vide an RTI application dated 22.7.14, addressed to PIO o/o DPI, Punjab  sought certain information on   2 points pertaining to Shri Gurpreet Singh, who was working as ETT at Primary School, Benra, Distt.  Sangrur. 



Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide letter dated  4.9.14 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the Act   ibid and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  on   under 31.10.14 the provisions of Section 19(3) of the said Act and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.


During hearing of this case today, Ms. Gurpreet  Kaur, Asstt. Director (E)  o/o  DPI (EE) Punjab stated that she vide letter dated 7.8.14 had sent reply to appellant that demanded information is third party. Ms. Gurpreet  Kaur, Asstt. Director (E)  further stated that  the demanded information can only be provided by the office of  DPI (SE), Punjab as all applications pertaining to the compassionate appointments are dealt with in his office.   She further stated that she would be transferring the RTI application of the appellant to the DPI (SE), Punjab as well as to DEO (EE) Sangrur today with a copy of the same to the appellant for seeking the information directly from those offices.


In view of the above submissions made by the Ms. Gurpreet  Kaur, Asstt. Director (E)  o/o  DPI (EE)  Punjab,   PIO O/o  DPI (SE), Punjab  and DEO (EE), Sangrur are impleaded as necessary parties.   


As such, ,   PIO O/o  DPI (SE), Punjab  is directed to provide the requisite information to the appellant with reference to his RTI application dated 22.7.14 as per provisions contained in the RTI Application within a period of 7 days from today.


PIO O/o  DPI (SE), Punjab  is further directed to appear personally before the Commission on the next fixed date with a copy of the supplied information.


Adjourned to  14.1.2015.

 Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated:18.12.2014



     State Information Commissioner. 

COPY TO:

Public Information Officer                           (REGISTERED)

 O/o Director Public Instructions, Punjab,

(Secondary Education)

Vidhya Bhawan, Sector 62,

Mohali.  (BY NAME).                                                                                                         

Distt. Education Officer (EE)           (REGISTERED)   

Sangrur.

For necessary compliance.

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated:18.12.2014



     State Information Commissioner. 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Makhan Singh,

s/o Shri Jagir Singh,

Vill. Bika, Block Banga, 

Distt. S.B.S.Nagar,(Nawanshahr)                                                          Appellant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director Rural Dev. & Panchayats,

Punjab, Vikas Bhawan, Sector 62,

S.A.S Nagar, Mohali-160062

First Appellate Authority, 

O/o Director Rural Dev. & Panchayats,

Punjab, Vikas Bhawan, Sector 62,

S.A.S Nagar, Mohali-160062

                                                                                                           Respondent                                                     

                                                      AC No. 3228  of 2014

  Present:  Appellant in person.
                  Shri Tejinder Pal Singh, Clerk for respondent.

ORDER:



Shri  Makhan Singh, Appellant vide an RTI application dated 15.9.14 , addressed to  DRDP, Punjab   sought certain information on  3 points. 



Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide letter dated 20.10.14 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the Act   ibid and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  on   27.10.14 under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the said Act and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.


During hearing of this case today, Shri Tejinder Pal Singh, Clerk appearing on behalf of  Shri Joharinder Singh,  PIO  cum  Law Officer (Complaints Br.), o/o DRDP, Punjab stated that the appellant has been afforded an opportunity  of hearing by the DRDP, Punjab on 22.12.14 at  11.00 AM  in his office  when necessary action on his RTI application  dated  15.9.14 would be initiated.  The appellant stated that since  he will appear before the DRDP, Punjab his case may be adjourned to some other date so that he could get the demanded the information.

In view of the above noted facts, Shri  Joharinder Singh, PIO cum Law Officer  (Complaints Br,) o/o DRDP, Punjab is directed to supply to the appellant point wise, correct, complete and duly attested information under his signatures within a period of 7 days after 22.12.14  and to appear before the Commission personally, with a copy  of supplied information.

Adjourned to 7.1.15 at  11.00 AM.

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated:18.12.2014



     State Information Commissioner. 

Copy to:

Shri Joharinder Singh,  PIO  cum                  (REGISTERED)

 Law Officer (Complaints Br.)

O/o Director Rural Dev. & Panchayats,

Punjab, Vikas Bhawan, Sector 62,

S.A.S Nagar, Mohali.
For necessary compliance.

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated:18.12.2014



     State Information Commissioner. 

                                   STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

                             SCO No. 84-85, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Rajiv Kumar, s/o Sh. Lal Chand, 

r/o Vill. Sahem, P.O.Rasulpur Kalan,

Tehsil Nakodar, Distt. Jalandhar.                                                                 

Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o  Block Development & 

Panchayats Officer,

Nakodar, Distt. Jalandhar. 


First Appellate Authority                                                                                                      

O/O District Development & 

Panchayats Officer, Jalandhar.
                                                               

Respondent                                                     

                                                          AC No. 2910  of 2014

Present:

Rajiv Kumar, appellant in person;




Shri Gurnetar Singh,  BDPO,  Nakodar for  respondent.

ORDER:



Shri Rajiv Kumar, Appellant vide an RTI application dated 19.9.2013, addressed to PIO O/o  Block Development & Panchayats Officer, Nakodar, Distt. Jalandhar sought certain information pertaining to the record of Gram Panchayat Sahim Block Nakodar, distt. Jalandhar for the period from 1.2.2008  to  3.7.2013.



Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the  First Appellate Authority O/O District Development & Panchayats Officer, Jalandhar,  vide letter dated 10.1.2014 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the Act   ibid , and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  on  19.9.2014, under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the said Act and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.


On the last hearing of this case held on 21.11.14, Shri Jarnail Singh, Panchayat Secretary stated that the requisite information has been provided to the  appellant vide letter no. 153,  dated 17.10.14.   However, after perusal of the same for about one hour, the appellant stated that he has been provided some different information other than the demanded information by him.


In view of the above noted facts,  Shri Gurnetar  Singh, BDPO,  Nakodar, Distt. Jalandhar  was directed to ensure that point-wise  complete, correct and duly signed information duly supported with the annexures is again provided to the appellant within a period of 10 days from today under registered cover.  


He was further directed to appear before the Commission on the next fixed date with a copy of the provided information  for its perusal and record and the case was adjourned to today.

During hearing of this case today, Shri Gurnetar  Singh, BDPO,  Nakodar stated that though earlier this information was provided  to the  appellant  by Shri Jarnail Singh, Panchayat Secretary vide letter no. 153,  dated 17.10.14 but as per directions given by the Commission, I have personally supplied the demanded information to the appellant vide letter no. 185, dated 13.12.14 under my signatures.


In view of above facts, the case is disposed of/closed.

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 18.12.2014



     State Information Commissioner. 

   STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Anish Kumar s/o Shri Om Parkash,

Chamber No. 69, Civil Court Complex,

Abohar, Distt. Fazilka.                                                                                          
Appellant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Tehsildar, Abohar,

Distt. Fazilka.

First Appellate Authority, 

o/o Deputy Commissioner,

Fazilka.                                                                                                           
Respondent                                                     

                                                      AC No. 2499   of 2014

Present:
None for appellant.


           Shri Jaspal Singh, Tehsildar, Abohar for the respondent

ORDER:



Shri Anish Kumar,   Appellant vide an RTI application dated 21.1.2014, addressed to the PIO cum Tehsildar, Abohar, District Fazilka sought  certain information on 6  points pertaining to the  period  of  Shri Manjit Singh Tehsildar at Abohar.



Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide letter dated 10.3.2014, under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the Act ibid and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal on 8.8.2014 under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the said Act and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties.

During  hearing of this case  on 15.10.14,  it was noted that a communication vide letter No. 258/RTI dated 13.10.2014 had been received in the commission, in which it was stated that the requisite information has already  been supplied to the appellant vide letter no. 253, dated 7.10.2014 under registered cover, copy of which has also been attached for the perusal of the commission. A copy of the supplied information was also provided to Ms. Jasleen Kaur Chandok, Advocate, appearing on behalf of the appellant. 


Appellant was directed to point out the deficiencies in provided information if any,  to the respondent PIO cum Tehsildar Abohar within 4 days,  who would provide the remaining information to the appellant with in the period of  next 4 days strictly  following the provisions .contained in the RTI Act.  Appellant  was also directed to attend the commission on the next fixed date  either personally or through his authorized representative so that the provided information could be discussed in the presence of PIO cum Tehsildar Abohar. 

PIO cum Tehsildar Abohar, was also directed to appear before the commission on the next date of hearing with action taken report and complete record pertaining to the RTI application and one spare set of provided information for the perusal of the same by the commission and the case was adjourned to today.


On the last hearing of this case held on 20.11.14,  Shri Anish Kumar, appellant stated that  though he has been provided information  but the same is incorrect and misleading.


It  was further observed that neither PIO cum Tehsildar nor any of his representative  attended the Commission on the last date of hearing  i.e. on 15.10.14 nor today and thus the  correct information appears not to have  been provided to the complainant by the Respondent – PIO  willfully intentionally and without any reasonable cause. As such this  attitude of the respondent PIO is clearly against the spirits of the RTI Act, 2005



Therefore, the Commission in the exercise of its powers conferred  under the provisions of Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005:-

i) Issued a show cause notice  to   PIO cum Tehsildar, Abohar, Distt.  Fazilka  to explain in writing in the shape of an affidavit as to why penalty @ Rs. 250/- per day subject to the maximum of Rs. 25,000/- (Rupees Twenty five thousand only) be not imposed upon him for not providing the information willfully, intentionally and without any reasonable cause  till date despite of  filing  an RTI Application on  21.1.14.  

ii)  He was  also afforded an opportunity of being heard on the next date of hearing, failing to avail the same it  shall be presumed  that  he has nothing to say and the ex-parte proceedings would be initiated against them.

iii) He was further  directed to provide  point-wise, correct and duly attested information to appellant free of cost,  under registered cover within 7 days from today. 

iv)He was also directed to attend the Commission,  on the next date of hearing  with one spare set of  provided information.

        The case was adjourned to  today.


During hearing of this case today, Shri Jaspal Singh, PIO cum Tehsildar, Abohar stated that he has joined as such only on 1.11.14.  However, though Shri Darshan Singh was posted as Tehsildar,  Abohar but the information to the appellant was supplied by him  vide letter no. 253, dated 7.10.14.  He further stated that complete information stands supplied to the appellant except  the personal information of Manjit Singh Bhandari,  Tehsildar, Jalalabad pertaining to his movable and immovable property and income tax returns etc. as demanded by the appellant in para 5 of the RTI Application.  


After hearing Shri Jaspal Singh, Tehsildar, Abohar I am of the view that  information  as demanded by the appellant stands supplied to him as per provisions contained in the RTI Act and the show cause notice issued  earlier to Tehsildar, Abohar  vide order dated 20.11.14 is also dropped.

Shri Jaspal Singh, Tehsildar, Abohar further stated that he has discussed the provided information with the appellant on phone and he is fully satisfied with the same  and that is why appellant  has not attended the Commission today.


In view of the submissions made by  Shri Jaspal Singh, Tehsildar, Abohar, the appeal case in hand is disposed of/closed.

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 18.12.2014



        State Information Commissioner. 
                                         STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

                         SCO No. 84-85, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Harinder Paul Dhingra,

Canal Colony, Qr. No. 6-J,

Abohar, Distt. Abohar.       
                                                                         

Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Tehsildar Abohar, 

Distt. Fazilka. 

                                                                                                       
                    Respondent                                                     

                                                         CC No. 2224 of 2014

Present:

None  for  appellant.

                                 Shri Jaspal Singh, Tehsildar,  Abohar for respondent.

ORDER:


Shri Harinder Pal Dhingra,  complainant vide an RTI application dated  4.3.14 addressed to  PIO cum Tehsildar, Abohar (Fazilka)  sought attested copy of  Jamabandi/Intkal no. 16165, Plot khasra no. 734/11/1 measuring 55x20 ft.  owner  Harinder Pal s/o Shri Jiwan Dass s/o Paras Ram, r/o Street no. 13,  House no. 1872, Abohar.


Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed a complaint with the Commission, received in it on. 8.8.14


Since the perusal of the file revealed that there were sufficient grounds which were required to be looked into by the Commission in terms of Section 18(1)(b) of the Act ibid. Notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.


During  hearing on 16.10.14, it was noted that neither the complainant was present nor  Respondent – PIO cum  Tehsildar, Abohar attended the Commission.  It was further observed that there was no document on the record from which it could be confirmed as to whether  the information in this case have been supplied or not?   


In view of above noted facts, the PIO cum Tehsildar, Abohar,  Distt. Fazilka was directed to  attend the Commission on the next date of  hearing with a complete set of  provided information to the complainant as per his RTI Application, for the perusal of the same by the Commission so that the next proceedings in the matter  could be taken accordingly and the case was  adjourned to  today.


On the last hearing held on 20.11.14,  it was noted that though the complainant filed the RTI  application on 4.3.14, wrong information was stated to have been provided to him by the PIO cum Tehsildar,  Abohar.


It was thus observed that the  correct information has not been provided to the complainant by the Respondent – PIO  willfully intentionally and without any reasonable cause. Such an attitude of the respondent PIO is clearly against the spirits of the RTI Act, 2005



Therefore, the Commission in the exercise of its powers conferred  under the provisions of Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005:-

i) Issued a show cause notice  to  Shri Jaspal Singh Brar,  PIO cum Tehsildar, Abohar, Distt.  Fazilka  to explain in writing in the shape of an affidavit as to why penalty @ Rs. 250/- per day subject to the maximum of Rs. 25,000/- (Rupees Twenty five thousand only) be not imposed upon him for not providing the information willfully, intentionally and without any reasonable cause  till date despite of  filing  an RTI Application on  21.1.14.  

ii)  He was  also afforded an opportunity of being heard on the next date of hearing, failing to avail the same it  shall be presumed  that  he has nothing to say and the ex-parte proceedings would be initiated against them.

iii) He was further  directed to provide  point-wise, correct and duly attested information to appellant free of cost,  under registered cover within 7 days from today. 

 iv)He  was also directed to  file an affidavit duly attested by the Magistrate/Notary Public certifying that duly attested information whatsoever is available in their office record pertaining to the RTI  Application made by the  complainant has been made available to him and nothing has been concealed.

iv)He was also directed to attend the Commission,  on the next date of hearing  with one spare set of  provided information.

         The case was adjourned to  today.

During hearing of this case today,  Shri Jaspal Singh, Tehsildar, Abohar  handed over to the Commission letter dated  15.12.14 duly  signed by Shri Harinder Pal Dhingra, complainant expressing his full satisfaction with the provided information.

It is further observed that  the demanded information was provided  by the earlier Tehsildar, to the complainant vide letter no. 254, dated  7.10.14 and the same  was personally received by the complainant after affixing his signatures and it is the same information with which now the complainant has expressed his full satisfaction by sending duly signed letter dated 15.12.14.


In view of above noted facts, the show cause notice issued to the PIO cum Tehsildar,  Abohar is dropped.


Now since the complete information to the satisfaction of the complainant stands supplied, the case is disposed of/closed.

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated:  18.12.2014


   
  State Information Commissioner. 

    


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Narinder Singh,

House No. 7113, Se3ctor 125,

New Sunny Enclave, 

Greater Mohali.                                                                                         Appellant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Principal, 

Govt. in Service Training Centre,

Hoshiarpur.

First Appellate Authority, 

Director State Council for Education 

Research & Training, Punjab,

Vidhya Bhawan, Sector 62,

Mohali.                                                                                               Respondent                                                     

                                                      AC No.   3072of 2014

Present:
Shri Narinder Singh, appellant in person;

Shri Hukam Singh, Principal with Shri Surjit Singh, Lecturer English, Govt. in service Training Centre Hoshiarpur, 

Ms. Inderbir Kaur, Dy. Director, SCERT, Pb.,for the respondents;

ORDER:



Shri Narinder Singh, Appellant vide an RTI application dated 22.2.2014, addressed to PIO o/o Director SCERT, Phase 8, Pb Mohali  sought  the attested copies of the Tour Programme, approved by the competent authority of Shri Hukam Singh ,  Principal Govt. In Service Training Centre Hoshiarpur holding an additional charge of Circle Education Officer, Jalandhar Circle Jallandhar for the period from August, 2013 to till date. 



Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority o/o Director S.C.E.R.T., Punjab, Phase-8, Mohali,vide letter dated 11.6.2014,  under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the Act   ibid and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  on 10.10.2014  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the said Act and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.


On the last  hearing of this case held on 10.12.14, Shri Surjit Singh, Lecturer English, Govt. in Service Training Centre, Hoshiarpur, appearing for the respondent PIO stated that the schedule/tour Programme of Shri Hukam Singh, was approved by the DGSE vide Memo No. G.I.S.T.C./287-88, dated 24.07.2014. He further stated that there is no other Tour Programme of Shri Hukam Singh  available in the office record of In service Training Centre, Hoshiapur.


Shri Narinder Singh, appellant stated that the provided information is incorrect and mis-leading  and he has not been supplied the copy of the tour Programme which has been approved by name in the case of Shri Hukam Singh, Principal in service Training Centre Hoshiarpur holding an additional charge of Circle Education Officer, Jalandhar,


In view of the above noted facts, Mrs. Inderbir, PIO cum Deputy Director O/O Director ,SCERT, Punjab, PSEB Complex, Mohali, was directed to supply to appellant complete, correct and duly attested information within a period 7 days.


She was further directed to appear before the commission on next fixed date with a copy of the supplied information.

Shri  Hukam Singh, Principal, in service Training Centre, Hoshiarpur, holding an additional charge of Circle Education Officer, Jalandhar, was also directed to supply  the complete correct and duly attested information to the appellant within a period of 7 days. He was further directed   to attend the commission on the next fixed date with one set of provided information.

It was also made clear that failing to comply with above order shall  attract penalty provisions of sec 20(!) of RTI Act against Mrs. Inderbir, PIO cum Deputy Director O/O Director ,SCERT, Punjab, PSEB Complex, Mohali, and Shri  Hukam Singh, Principal, in service Training Centre, Hoshiarpur, holding an additional charge of Circle Education Officer, Jalandhar and the case was adjourned to today.


During hearing of this case today, Shri  Hukam Singh, Principal, in service Training Centre, Hoshiarpur, holding an additional charge of Circle Education Officer, Jalandhar  stated that no tour programme is approved in his case by any office except  for the scheduled programme which is approved for the inspections of various institutions falling with the jurisdiction of CEO,  Jalandhar by the DGSE, Punjab.   A copy of the same has already been supplied to the appellant.


He has further filed an affidavit duly attested by the Notary Public wherein he has reiterated his stand and stated that the demanded information as per office record stands supplied and nothing have been concealed.


In view of above noted facts, the case is disposed of/closed.

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated:18.12.2014



     State Information Commissioner. 

                                  STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

                         SCO No. 84-85, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Surjit Singh,

s/o Shri Mukhtiar Singh 

Vill. Bhanoharh,

Tehsil & Distt. Ludhiana.                                                                  
            

Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o  Head Master/ Headmistress

Govt. Primary School,

Vill Bhanoharh, Distt. Ludhiana

First Appellate Authority,

o/o Distt. Education Officer,

Primary, Ludhiana.

                                                                                                       
    Respondent                                                     

                                                          AC No.   2843  of 2014

Present:
Shri J.S.Jaidka, counsel for the appellant;    

Smt. Kuldip Kaur, Head Teacher, Govt. Primary School, Bhanoharh for the respondent PIO.

ORDER:



Shri Surjit Singh,   Appellant vide an RTI application dated 21.4.2014,  , addressed to PIO,  o/o  Head Master/ Headmistress Govt. Primary School, Vill Bhanoharh, Distt. Ludhiana sought certain information on 22  points for the period from 1.4.2004 to 1.4.2014. 



Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority  o/o Distt. Education Officer,(EE) Ludhiana, vide letter dated 9.7.2014 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the Act   ibid and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  on16.9.2014, under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the said Act and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.


On the last hearing of this case held on 25.11.14,  Smt. Kuldip Kaur, PIO cum Head Teacher, Govt. Primary School, Vill Bhanoharh, Distt. Ludhiana, stated that since information demanded by the complainant was  running  into approximately 4600 pages, an amount of Rs. 9184/- was demanded as an additional fee/document charges which was duly deposited by the applicant. However, since he has not deposited any postal charges etc. so he was contacted to receive the information by hand, however, the appellant declined to receive the same.  As such, the complete information have been brought to the commission for being handed over to the appellant and on the directions of the commission, the respondent PIO handed over  a certain sets  of documents containing the information in 4600 pages to Shri J.S.Jaidka ,Advocate, appearing on behalf of appellant in the commission itself, today.

Shri J.S.Jaidka, Counsel for the appellant stated that the prescribed fee/document charges were deposited in the month of May, 2014 and the information was being supplied to him  on 25.11.2014, the counsel for the appellant also refuted the averment of the PIO that the information seekers were ever contacted to receive the information by hand.

After the receipt of this information Shri J.S. Jaidka, Advocate, Counsel for the appellant requested to adjourn this appeal case for an other  date, so that he may point out discrepancies, in the provided information, if any,  to the respondent PIO.

Acceeding to his request he was directed to point out the discrepancies if any to the PIO  cum Head Mistress Smt. Kuldip Kaur,  Govt. Primary School Bhanoharh, Distt. Ludhiana, within a period of 4 days so that the remaining information, if any, could be  provided to the appellant within a period of next 7 days and the case was adjourned to today.


During hearing of this case today, Shri J.S. Jaidka, Advocate appearing for appellant stated that certain discrepancies   pertaining to point no. 5, 11 and 12 were pointed out by the appellant.  However, no information have been provided.  Ms. Kuldeep Kaur  appearing along with Rajinder Singh stated that information on point no. 5 has already been provided running into 176 pages and similarly information on point no. 11, in 399 pages and information on point no. 12 in 250 pages.

As such, since though there is no other record  available in the office pertaining to the discrepancies pointed out, no information could be provided.


In view of the facts that already  voluminous information running into about 4600 pages stands supplied to the appellant, as per office record, the case is disposed of/closed.

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 18.12.2014



     State Information Commissioner. 

  STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

 Complaint  Case No. 2064/2014.

Date of  Decision :  18th   December,   2014.

Shri Gulshan Kumar,

H.No.10904, Basant Road,

Industrial Area B, Miller Ganj,

Ludhiana-141003.                                                                        
  

Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Principal,

Tagore Public School,

Aggar Nagar, Ludhiana-141001.                                                    
    

Respondent  

ORDER:


Shri Gulshan  Kumar,  complainant vide an RTI application dated  26.5.14 addressed to  Public Information Officer O/o Principal, Tagore Public School, Aggar Nagar, Ludhiana sought certain information on 5 points relating to tenders, fees, adhoc teaching staff, amount of expenditure incurred on  the welfare of staff etc. 


Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed a complaint with the Commission, received in it on 24.7.2014.


Since the perusal of the file revealed that there were sufficient grounds which were required to be looked into by the Commission in terms of Section 18(1)(b) of the Act ibid. Notice of hearing was issued to both the parties.


During   hearing of this case on 30.9.14, since none had appeared on behalf of  Respondent Principal and Tagore Public School, Aggar Nagar, Ludhiana had not provided any information to complainant both Shri Gulshan Kumar, complainant and Respondent Principal, Tagore Public School, Ludhiana were directed to file their written submissions on  or before the next date of hearing.   Principal, Tagore Public School, Ludhiana was further directed to appear before the commission on next fixed date with action taken report on RTI application dated 26.5.2014 and record for the perusal of same by Commission. 

 During hearing of this case on 20.10.14, Ms. D. Narang, Principal, Tagore Public School, Ludhiana filed written submissions through Shri Harit Sharma, advocate stating that  Tagore Public School, Ludhiana is owned, controlled and run by Ludhiana Aggarwala Coop.  Housing  Society which is registered under Punjab Coop. Socieities Act, 1961.   It has further been submitted that the said Socieity is not a ‘public authority’ within the meaning of Section 2(h) of the RTI Act, 2005.   There is no financing by the appropriate Govt.  In support of their contention,  Respondent  enclosed  the judgments of the Hon’ble Supreme Court in a case reported as  1975(1) SLR 605 titled as  Sukhdev Singh and ors. Vs. Bhagat Ram Sardar Singh Raghuwanshi and another and  Thalappalam Service Coop.  Bank Ltd. Vs. State of  Karala and ors. reported as  2013(6) RSJ 136 and a judgment  of  Punjab & Haryana High Court in the case of  Kuldeep Singh Vs. State of  Punjab and another,  2011 (2) RCR (Civil)  22.

In view of above  noted facts, Shri Gulshan Kumar, complainant was directed  to  file  written submissions in support of his contentions to prove  as to how the Respondent – School is a public authority under the provisions of Section 2(h)  of the Act ibid and is liable to provide the information to him.


Further, both the Principal of Tagore Public School, Ludhiana as well the appellant, were directed  to appear before the Commission on the next date of hearing personally  so that they could be heard in details before further proceeding in the matter are taken up and the case was adjourned to  21.11.14 for further hearing.


During hearing of this case on 21.11.14, it was observed that Shri Gurlshan Kumar, complainant has intimated vide letter dated  18.11.14 that he is unable to attend the Commission  and requested for an adjournment.


In view of the submissions made by  Shri Gulshan Kumar, complainant, he was afforded last opportunity to file  written submissions in support of his contention to justify as to how the Tagore Public School Ludhiana is a public authority and is covered under the provisions of  Section 2 (h) of the Act ibid.  He was also directed to send  a copy of the same to Shri Harit Sharma,  counsel  for  Tagore Public School, Aggar Nagar, Ludhiana so that if required by him he could  file the written submissions/rejoinder  in  time and also in view of the request made by Shri Harit Sharma,  counsel  for  Tagore Public School, Aggar Nagar, Ludhiana, personal presence of the Principal of the School was exempted and the case was listed for arguments   on 18.12.14.   However, complainant did not attend the Commission again or filed detailed written submissions, while counsel for Respondent - Tagore Public School, Aggar Nagar, Ludhiana argued and took the same stand as taken through written submissions and concluded by saying that Tagore Public School, Aggar Nagar, Ludhiana is a purely private, unaided School, run by Society, which has no Govt. control and its building  have been built up by the Management of Society on  purchased land.


In view of above facts, before adjudicating the matter finally,  provision of Section 2(h) which  defines the term ‘public authority’  is reproduced  as under:-

2(h)  “public authority” means any authority or body or institution of self-government  established or constituted:-

(a)  by or under the Constitution;

(b)  by any other law made by Parliament;

©   by any other law made by State Legislature;

(d) by notification issued or order made by the appropriate Government

      and includes any—

(i)  body owned, controlled or substantially financed;

(ii)  non-Government Organisation substantially financed, directly or indirectly by funds provided by the appropriate Government.


Shri Harit Sharma, advocate also handed over to the Commission copy of order  dated 4.8.2010 of Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court in the case of Kuldeep Singh Vs.  State of Punjab and another (CWP no. 13676 of  2010), wherein it has been held that “private unaided school which are neither owned, controlled or substantially financed directly or indirectly by funds provided by appropriate government  are not  public authority as per Section 2h) of Right to Information Act, 2005 and cannot be directed to supply information.

            From the  judgment of Hon’ble High Court in the case of  Kuldeep Singh (supra) as well as Section 2(h) of RTI Act, as reproduced above, it is abundantly clear  that unless it is proved that the school was  ‘owned’, ‘controlled’ or  ‘substantially financed’  directly or indirectly  by funds provided by the appropriate Government,  it cannot be held to be a public authority within the meaning of  Section 2(h).  From the facts placed on record, as discussed in the preceding  paragraphs, it is obvious that the respondent school is not a public authority.   It is neither owned nor is its management run or  ‘controlled’ by government.  It has also not received funds/aid, directly or indirectly from government.   It is, in form and substance, a private body.


Shri Harit Sharma, counsel for Respondent - School  thus concluded his arguments.stating  that respondent school is not a Public Authority and  it does not qualify to be covered  under  Section 2(h) of the Act ibid, as it is not getting any grant in aid, or any other financial support or funds, either from State Govt. or from Central Govt.  and  therefore,  is not amenable to provide information.


Therefore, after examining material placed on record, and hearing the arguments advanced by counsel for respondent in the instant case where the complainant has not filed any written submissions to prove as to how  the Respondent - Tagore Public School, Aggar Nagar, Ludhiana is covered under Section 2(h) of the RTI Act and is liable to provide information to him, it is held that Tagore Public School, Aggar Nagar, Ludhiana is a  privately  managed institution which is not getting any aid, financial support or funds either from State Govt. or  Central  Govt.  and thus does not get covered  under any of the sub clause of Section 2(h) of RTI Act.


 Moreover,  as  per the detailed clarifications made  by  Hon’ble Supreme Court in the case titled Thalappalam Ser. Coop.  Bank Ltd. And others   Vs.  State of  Kerala and others  (Civil Appeal no. 9017 of  2013 (arising out of  SLP © No.  24290 of  2012), decided on 7.10.2013,  the School does not qualify to be a Public  Authority as defined in Section 2(h) of RTI Act, 2005.   As such, the School is not liable to  provide  any  information to the  complainant.


In view of  the above noted facts, the case is disposed of/closed.

Chandigarh.





      (B.C.Thakur)

Dated:  18.12..2014



     State Information Commissioner. 
