STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Fax 0172-4630888 
Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Appeal Case No.  503 of 2015 

Date of institution: 29.01.2015
Date of decision:09.07.2015

Sh. Dharam Vir Ralhan, (98786-06731)

Dy. Director (RTD) DFREI, FD 30-C,

Rajguru Nagar,  Ludhiana-12.





.…Appellant

Versus

1. Public Information Officer,

O/o Additional Director,

Internal Audit Department, Finance Department, Punjab,

SCO-95-98 B, Sector 17 B,

Chandigarh. 

2. First Appellate Authority,

O/o Additional Director,

Internal Audit Department, Punjab  Civil Secretariat,

Chandigarh.



  


           …...Respondent

Present:   
Sh. Dharam Vir Ralhan, appellant in person.

Sh. Harbhajan Singh, Assistant Director and Sh. Arvind Pal Singh, Internal Auditor (80546-04369) for respondent no. 1. 
 ORDER

1. The RTI application is dated 05.11.2014 vide which the appellant has sought information as enumerated in his RTI application. First appeal was filed with the First Appellate Authority (hereinafter FAA) on 16.12.2014 and second appeal was filed in the Commission on 29.01.2015 under Section 19 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 (hereinafter RTI Act).

2.
Notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 24.03.2015 in the Commission.

3.
The appellant states that he has received the information after removal of deficiency  today  itself vide letter dated 09.07.2015.

Contd……P 2

Appeal Case No.  503 of 2015 

4.
The respondent states that the information after removal of deficiency as pointed out by the appellant on point No.74 and 76 has also been provided to him vide letter dated 09.07.2015 today itself and copy thereof is endorsed to the Commission for record. The respondent requests that the case may be disposed of as complete information has been provided to the appellant.
5.
 After hearing both the parties and perusing the record available on file, it is ascertained that  the information sought by the appellant has been provided by the respondent  from point No.62 to 76 including removal of deficiency on point No.74 and 76 vide letter dated 09.07.2015. Since the information has been provided by the respondent, this appeal case is hereby disposed of and closed.
6.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 


Sd/- 
Chandigarh
   (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 09.07.2015.


                             State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Fax 0172-4630888 
Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Appeal Case No.  211 of 2015 

Sh. Harminder Singh,

R/o #2877, Phase-7,

S.A.S. Nagar.








.…Appellant

Versus

1. Public Information Officer,

O/o Station House Officer,

Police Station Anti Power Theft 

Kothi No.A-2 Opposite Rajpura Colony,

PSPC Ltd Patiala.

2. First Appellate Authority,

O/o Inspector General of Police Vigilance & Security,

PSPCL, Patiala.


  


                 …...Respondent

Present: 
Sh. Harminder Singh, appellant in person. 

For the respondent: Sh. Jagmohan  Singh, ASI and Shri Harjinder Singh, ASI.
ORDER

1.
The appellant states that  he has received the information but the information of order of Additional District and Sessions Judge is uncertified.
 He requests that an adjournment may be given to file written submission.
2.       The respondent states that some information has already been given to the appellant  and the remaining information has been provided today to the appellant in the Commission.  He further adds that the copies of information pertaining to order of Additional District and Sessions Judge cannot be certified as it is photo copy of order of a particular court and is not a certified copy thereof.  He further adds that  however he has certified the uncertified  copies  of  photo copy as per RTI Act.
3.
The matter is adjourned for further hearing on 11.09.2015 at 2.00 PM.
4.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 


Sd/-

Chandigarh
   (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 09.07.2015.


                             State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Fax 0172-4630888

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Appeal Case No. 2416 of 2014

Sh. Sandeep Singh Ahuja, Advocate,

Chamber No. 249, District Courts,

Patiala-147001.  





  

        ..…Appellant.

Versus

1. Public Information Officer

O/o Commissioner, 

Municipal Corporation,

Patiala.

2. First Appellate Authority,

O/o Commissioner, 

Municipal Corporation,

Patiala.






    
…...Respondent

Present: 
None for the appellant.

For the respondent: Sh. Tarlok Singh, Senior Town Planner-cum-PIO.
ORDER

1.
Vide order dated 11.06.2015 of the Commission, penalty of Rs.25,000/- was imposed on Shri Tarlok Singh, PIO-cum-Senior Town Planner and the matter was adjourned for hearing for today for compliance  of the said order.  Today, Shri Tarlok Singh, Senior Town Planner-cum-PIO, Municipal Corporation, Patiala files written submission mentioning therein that he took over as PIO  some time in December, 2014 and as such, he is not bound to pay the penalty as the RTI application  is dated 06.01.2014.
2.
After perusal of record available on file it was earlier ascertained that Shri Tarlok Singh, Senior Town Planner, Municipal Corporation, Patiala was the PIO and as such liable for payment  of penalty under Section 20(1) of the RTI Act, 2005.  Shri Tarlok 
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Singh, PIO-cum- Senior Town Planner  has now brought to the notice of this Bench  that he joined as PIO at a much later  date. As such, a copy of this submission  is  sent to the  Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Patiala  who is directed to submit a report as to who remained the PIOs from the date of RTI application i.e. 06.01.2014 till 31.03.2015 when the information was provided. The matter to come up now on  11.09.2015 at 2:00 P.M. 

3.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 


Sd/-
Chandigarh
   (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 09.07.2015.


                             State Information Commissioner

   CC:


Mrs. Indu Malhotra, IAS 




(Regd. post)


Commissioner,


Municipal Corporation,

Patiala.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Fax 0172-4630888 
Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Appeal Case No. 1213 of 2015

Sh. Gurwinder Singh  (M-92177-94591)

s/o Shri Nirmal Singh, 

Village Devi Nagar, 

Tehsil Derabassi, Distt. SAS Nagar.




.…Complainant

Versus

1. Public Information Officer,

O/o  Deputy Commissioner,

SAS Nagar.






      
          
2. Public Information Officer,

O/o Executive Officer, 

Municipal  Council,

 Dera Bassi, Distt. SAS Nagar.                          ……Respondent  
          
Present: 
None for the appellant.

For the respondent: Shri Jatinder Singh, Panchayat Secretary

 (M-9814067600).
ORDER

1.
The complainant states that he does not have the letter No.11 dated 05.01.2015 on the basis of which possession warrants were executed on 22.01.2015.
2.
The  respondent states that the information sought vide RTI application  dated 24.03.2015 is not available in his office.  The information is likely to be available with the Executive Officer, Municipal, Dera Bassi.
3.
Shri Jatinder Singh, Panchayat Secretary, Dera Bassi is directed to bring letter No.11, dated 05.01.2015 issued by the office of D.D. & P.O. The PIO office of  Executive Officer, Municipal Council, Dera Bassi is impleaded  as respondent No.2.  Notice of hearing be issued to him to attend the next hearing.
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4.
The matter to come up for further hearing on 11.09.2015 at 2:00 P.M. 

5.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 


Sd/-
Chandigarh
   (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 09.07.2015.


                             State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Fax 0172-4630888 
Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Complaint Case No. 1228 of 2015

Sh. Mohinder Singh, (M-9815296739)

House No.2952, Sector 42-C,

Chandigarh.





  


.…Complainant
Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o  Director, Treasury & Accounts,

Deptt. of Finance,

SCO No.95-98, Sector 17-B,

Chandigarh.






      
          …...Respondent
Present: 
Sh. Mohinder Singh,  complainant  in person. 

For the respondent: Sh. Malkit  Singh, Superintendent  ( 9815861829) and Shri Paramjit Singh, Senior  Assistant.
ORDER

1.
The  complainant  states that  though  the information has been provided to him on point No.1 and 2 but the same is illegible and uncertified.  As regards point No.3, information regarding  pay scales  should also be provided.
2.       The respondent states that an adjournment may be given to file written submission in continuation of reply to the notice of the Commission already sent vide letter No.7489-TA(T-1-RTI-Act-2005)2015/5970 dated 07.07.2015.
3.
The matter is adjourned for further hearing on 02.09.2015 at 2.00 PM.
4.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 


Sd/-
Chandigarh
   (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 09.07.2015.


                             State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Fax 0172-4630888 
Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Complaint Case No. 1215 of 2015

Sh. Karnail Singh (M-9464081893)
S/o Shri Joginder Singh, 

Village  & P.O. Bharatgarh,

District Roopnagar.






.…Complainant.

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o  General Manager,

Pepsu Road Transport Corporation,

Patiala.





      
          …...Respondent

Present: 
Sh. Karnail Singh,  complainant  in person. 

For the respondent: Sh. Raghbir Singh, Jr. Assistant and Shri  Gian Chand, Clerk (9463378819).

ORDER

1.
The  complainant  states that  information in this case has been sought about one Prem Ram, Fitter which has yet not been given to him by the respondent.

2.
The respondent requests that an adjournment may be given to file reply to the notice of the Commission.

3.
The matter is adjourned for further hearing on 11.09.2015 at 2.00 PM.
4.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 


Sd/-
Chandigarh
   (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 09.07.2015.


                             State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Fax 0172-4630888 
Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Complaint Case No. 1273 of 2015

Sh. Ram Samajh Mali,

House No.12584,

Sanjay Nagar, Gali No.15,

Bathinda.







 .…Complainant.
Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Pepsu Road Transport Corporation,

Patiala.





      
               …...Respondent

Present: 
Sh. Ram Samajh,  complainant  in person. 

For the respondent: Shri  Gian Chand, Clerk (9463378819).

ORDER

1.
The  complainant  states that though he has received information on point No.2 from the respondent vide letter dated 20.01.2015 but the said information is incomplete.

2.
The respondent files reply to the notice of the Commission which is taken on record.  He further states that the information on all the three points is available with  G.M., PRTC, Bathinda Depot who has been already intimated vide letter No.86636-PRTC/PIO dated 5.12.2014  to provide information to the RTI applicant. He further  adds  that a reminder to this effect was also sent to the G.M., PRTC, Bathinda Depot vide letter No.3315/PRTC/PIO  dated  01.07.2015.
3.
After hearing both the parties it is ascertained that the information sought by the RTI applicant is available on record of G.M., PRTC, Bathinda Depot who is impleaded  as respondent No.2. A fresh notice be issued to PIO o/o G.M., PRTC, Bathinda Depot for the next date of hearing.
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4.
The matter is adjourned for further hearing on 11.09.2015 at 2.00 PM.
5.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 

Sd/-
Chandigarh
   (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 09.07.2015.


                             State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Fax 0172-4630888 
Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Complaint Case No. 1231 of 2015
Date of institution: 12.05.2015







 Date of decision: 09.07.2015

Sh. Bhajan Singh, (M-8427477644) 
S/o Shri Gurbax Singh,

Plot No.B-00300891,

Mohalla New Colony Amarpura,

  




Ahmedgarh, 

Tehsil Malerkotla, Distt. Sangrur.  

           

 .…Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o  Senior Superintendent of Police,

Sangrur.





      
                     …...Respondent

Present:   
Sh. Bhajan Singh, complainant in person.  

For the respondent: Sh. Ajaib Singh, ASI (RTI).
 ORDER

1. The RTI application is dated 02.03.2015 whereby the information-seeker has sought information as mentioned in his  RTI application. He filed complaint in the Commission on 12.05.2015 under Section 18 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 (hereinafter RTI Act).

2. Notice was issued to the parties for hearing for 09.07.2015 in the Commission.

3. The complainant states that vide his RTI application dated 02.03.2015 he has sought inspection of register No.5-A, 5-C and 5-D of Police Station, Ahmedgarh for the year 2002, 2003, 2004 and 2005 and  information thereon. He further adds that the respondent has allowed him inspection of the above said register but the information demanded by him has not been provided. He further adds that information on application given at Police Station, Ahmedgarh at serial No.191 dated 02.05.2014 and 












 Contd…..P 2

Complaint Case No. 1231 of 2015
application at serial No.686 dated 13.11.2012, complete report of these applications  is in register No. 5-A, should be provided to him.  
4.
The respondent files reply to the notice of the Commission stating therein that the inspection has been allowed as per RTI Act but information has not been given as it was not mentioned in the RTI application. 

5.
After hearing both the parties and examining the record available on file it is revealed that vide RTI application dated 02.03.2015 the applicant has sought the following information :-
" Inspection of register No.5-A, 5-C and 5-D  of police station Ahmedgarh for the  year 2002, 2003, 2004 and 2005 and the required information."
6.
The perusal of record shows that the RTI applicant has categorically mentioned that he needs required information after inspection of record.  The respondent PIO has acted partially while allowing only inspection of record.  Therefore, this case is remanded back to the PIO o/o Senior Superintendent of Police, Sangrur to dispose of this application and pass a fresh order in view of the RTI application dated 02.03.2015 as per provisions of the RTI Act, 2005. Accordingly, the complaint case is disposed of and closed.
7. 
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 

Sd/-
Chandigarh
   (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 09.07.2015.


                             State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Fax 0172-4630888 
Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Appeal Case No. 3133 of 2014 

Date of institution:14.10.2014
Date of decision:09.07.2015

Sh. Sunil Dutt Sharma, AAA (J) HQ.DIT, Pb. (941700-5713)

R/o Kothi No. 601, Phase-1,

Mohali. 


      






.…Appellant.

Versus

1. Public Information Officer,

O/o Director, Technical Education & Industrial Training, Punjab,

Sector 36-A, Chandigarh.  

2. First Appellate Authority,

O/o Director, Technical Education & Industrial Training, Punjab,

Sector 36-A, Chandigarh.  

      


                 …...Respondent

Present:
Sh. Sunil Dutt Sharma, appellant, in person. 

For the respondent: Sh. R. P. Singh, General Secretary of the Society-cum- Assistant Director Tanning,(94170-13811) Sh. Harpal Singh, Deputy Director-cum-PIO, Sh. Rashpal Singh, Senior Assistant and Sh. Lovekesh Kumar, Junior Assistant.   

ORDER
1. The RTI application is dated 28.03.2014 vide which the appellant has sought information as enumerated in his RTI application. First appeal was filed with the First Appellate Authority (hereinafter FAA) on 08.05.2014 and second appeal was filed in the Commission on 14.10.2014 under Section 19 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 (hereinafter RTI Act).

2. Notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 01.01.2015 in the Commission.
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3.
The appellant states that in response to deficiency on 8 items pointed out vide his letter dated 12.02.2015 which was sent to the Commission point-wise reply vide affidavit dated 09.07.2015 alongwith 52 pages of information has been provided to the appellant by hand in the Commission. 
4.
Sh. R. P. Singh, General Secretary of PITSA and Assistant Director Training is present in the Commission and files affidavit dated 09.07.2015 stating therein that the information comprising of 4358 pages has earlier been provided to the appellant.He states that deficiency from point no. 2 to 8 as pointed out by the appellant vide letter dated 12.02.2015 has also been removed providing 52 pages of information by hand in the Commission today. He further adds that no more information other than already provided to the appellant, is available on the record of the respondent. However, the appellant can still inspect the record, if he so desires, on any working day. Sh. R.P. Singh, General Secretary of PITSA has also stated in the Commission that the information before 2006 is not available on record. He further states that earlier Sh. S.S. Sheemar, Deputy Director was General Secretary of the Society who has retired from service. He was consulted regarding record of the Society prior to 2006 and it transpired that he has handed over the record to Sh. Sanjiv Gaind, Treasurer who has since died. In the given circumstances, there is no clue about the record of the Society prior to the year 2006.
5.
After hearing both the parties and perusing the file, it is ascertained that in all the information comprising of  4410 pages has been provided by the respondent to the 
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appellant.  Besides,  a  self declaration by Sh. R.P. Singh, General Secretary of PITSA has also been provided whereby the deficiency pointed out by the appellant vide letter dated 12.02.2015 from point no.2 to 8 has been removed.  It is further ascertained that the record before the year 2006 is not available with the respondent. In view of the aforementioned, the instant Appeal Case is hereby disposed of and closed.
6.     Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-  

Chandigarh






      
 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 09.07.2015


                     
        State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Fax 0172-4630888 
Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Complaint Case No. 1216 of 2015 

Date of institution:11.05.2015
Date of decision: 09.07.2015
Sh. Karnail Singh S/o Shri Joginder Singh, 

Village  & P.O. Bharatgarh,

District Roopnagar.







.…Complainant.

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o  General Manager,

Pepsu Road Transport Corporation,

Patiala.






      
          …...Respondent

Present: 
Sh. Karnail Singh, complainant assisted by Sh. Gurwinder Singh. 

For the respondent: Sh. Raghbir Singh, Junior Assistant and Shri  Gian Chand, Clerk (9463378819).

ORDER

1. The RTI application is dated 19.03.2015 whereby the information-seeker has sought information as mentioned in his RTI application. He filed complaint in the Commission on 11.05.2015 under Section 18 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 (hereinafter RTI Act).
2. Notice was issued to the parties for hearing for 09.07.2015 in the Commission.

3.
Sh. Karnail Singh, complainant assisted by Sh. Gurwinder Singh states that he has sought information about show cause notice etc to Sh. Gurpreet Singh, Conductor. He further adds that they have given a separate representation to M.D. PRTC, Patiala who has allowed inspection of the file related to Sh. Gurpreet Singh, Conductor.

4.
 Sh. Raghbir Singh, Junior Assistant on behalf of the respondent states that reply to the Notice of the Commission has already been sent vide letter no. 1395/PRTC/PIO dated 29.06.2015. He further states that the information sought by the RTI applicant/complainant a third party information and hence it cannot be given. 
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5.
After hearing both the parties, it is ascertained that the information asked for is about absence, show cause notice issued to one Gurpreet Singh, Conductor. Hon’ble Supreme Court of India in SLP no. 27734 of 2012 titled Girish Ramchandra Deshpande Vs Cen. Information Commr. & Ors and another has held in its order on 03.10.2012:-  

(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. Of course, in a given case, if the Central Public Information Officer or the State Public Information Officer of the Appellate Authority is satisfied that the  larger public interest justifies the disclosure of such information, appropriate orders could be passed but the petitioner cannot claim those details as a matter of right).
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In wake of above explanation, it is held that the information has been sought about third party and has rightly been denied. The instant Complaint Case is devoid of merit and hence it is hereby disposed of and closed.
6.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 

Sd/-
Chandigarh
   (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 09.07.2015.


                             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Fax 0172-4630888 
Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Appeal Case No.  1312 of 2015

Date of institution:08.04.2015 

Date of decision: 09.07.2015
Shri  Surinder Singh (M-8437857289)

Village and P.O.  Jandoli, 

District Hoshiarpur.



Pin Code-146102.







.…Appellant

Versus

1. Public Information Officer,

O/o Naib Tehsildar,

Mahilpur, Distt. Hoshiarpur.

2. First Appellate Authority,
O/o  Deputy Commissioner,

Hoshiarpur.  


3. First Appellate Authority,
O/o Sub-Divisional Magistrate, 

Garh Shankar.



  

          …...Respondent

 Present:   
None present.
ORDER
1.
The RTI application is dated 29.09.2014 vide which the appellant has sought information as enumerated in his RTI application. First appeal was filed with the First Appellate Authority (hereinafter FAA) on 03.11.2014 and second appeal was filed in the Commission on 08.04.2015 under Section 19 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 (hereinafter RTI Act).

2.
Notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 29.05.2015 in the Commission.
3.
The appellant has not attended the hearing of the Commission on 29.05.2015, 24.06.2015 and even today. No intimation has been received from him as to the reason of absence.
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4.
A letter from Naib Tehsildar, Mahilpur has been received in the Commission at diary no. 17033 dated 06.07.2015 mentioning therein that the information is not available on record of the respondent. In compliance with the Commission's order the written statement of the appellant has been received. Shri Surinder Singh, appellant's statement dated 01.07.2015 has been enclosed alongwith this letter. He has stated that efforts have been made to trace the copy of letter no. 263/F dated 08.09.2008, which he has demanded, by the Naib Tehsildar in his office record but the same is not traceable. The appellant has further stated that besides this the Naib Tehsildar also made efforts to locate the said letter in the record of office of SDM, Garhshankar but the same is not found and as such the appellant could not get the information. Sh. Suriender Singh, appellant has further stated that Naib Tehsildar had also written to the SDM, Garshankar against reader Sh. Dilbag Singh vide letter dated 438, dated 18.05.2015 for necessary action. It is further stated in his statement by the appellant that now he does not want to follow his appeal in the Commission which may kindly be closed. 
5.
The perusal of file shows that the information sought by the appellant is not available on record of the respondent Naib Tehsildar as well as the record of SDM, Garshankar. The appellant has tendered a statement in writing that his appeal may be disposed of. Accordingly, the instating Appeal Case is hereby disposed of and closed.   

6.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
Chandigarh






      
 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 09.07.2015


                     
        State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Fax 0172-4630888 
Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Appeal Case No.1689  of 2015 

Sh. Jay Narayan Pandit, (M-09771703731)

At- Naya Tola Kashopur,

Near D.A.V. School, P. O. Jamalpur,

Distt. Munger (Bihar )-811214.  






.…Appellant

Versus

1. Public Information Officer,

O/o District Transport Officer,

Bathinda.

2. First Appellate Authority,

O/o State Transport Commissioner, Punjab,

SCO No.177-178, Sector 17-C,

Chandigarh.






         …...Respondent

Present: 
Sh. Rakesh Goyal on behalf of the appellant (97800-22974).


None for the respondent.

ORDER

1.
Sh. Rakesh Goyal on behalf of the appellant states that the information has yet not been received from the respondent. 
2.
The respondent is not present at today's hearing. However, an e-mail letter has been received from the DTO, Bathinda in the Commission at diary no. 17398 dated 09.07.2015 stating therein that the requisite information has been sent to the appellant vide letter dated 02.07.2015 a copy of which has been enclosed with the e-mail letter. 
3.
Since the appellant states that he has not yet received the information stated to have been sent by the DTO vide letter dated 02.07.2015. The respondent DTO is directed to bring a copy of the certified information sent to the appellant on the next date of hearing.  The matter is adjourned for further hearing on 11.09.2015 at 2.00 PM.
4.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 


Sd/-
Chandigarh
   (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 09.07.2015.


                             State Information Commissioner

