STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Fax 0172-4630888 
Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Appeal Case No. 1779 of 2015 

Sh. H. S. Hundal, Advocate, (98785-00082)

Chamber No. 82, District Courts,

Phase- 3B1,

S.A.S.Nagar.
       







.…Appellant

Versus

1. Public Information Officer,

O/o Tehsildar, 
S.A.S. Nagar.   
2. First Appellate Authority,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

S.A.S. Nagar.   





         …...Respondent

   Present:   
None for the appellant.
For the respondent: Sh. Chattarpal Singh, Patwari (98728-94679) 

ORDER
1. A letter has been received from the appellant in the Commission at diary no. 17805 dated 14.07.2015 that an adjournment may be given as he is busy in Sessions Court.
2. Sh. Chattarpal Singh, Patwari at Bhagomajra is present on behalf of the respondent and states that reply to the Notice of the Commission has already been sent to the Commission vide letter no. 1799/RTI dated 30.06.2015 mentioning therein that in response to the RTI application dated 26.02.2015 intimation has been sent to the appellant vide letter dated 20.03.2015.  
3. On the request of the appellant, the matter is adjourned for further hearing on 15.09.2015 at 02:00 P.M. 
4. Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 

Sd/- 
Chandigarh






      
 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 14.07.2015


                     
        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. 1796 of 2015 

Sh. Rakesh Kumar, Advocate, (94177-42467)
Near Railway Station, Bareta,

District Mansa-151501.







.…Appellant

Versus

1. Public Information Officer,

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Sangrur.
2. First Appellate Authority,

O/o Inspector General of Police,

Patiala Range, 

Patiala.  





         …...Respondent

Present:   
None for the appellant.  

For the respondent: Sh. Ajaib Singh, ASI (80545-45411).   

ORDER
1. The appellant is absent without intimation to the Commission.    
2. Sh. Ajaib Singh, ASI on behalf of the respondent files reply to the Notice of the Commission. He states that the information comprising of 2 pages has been provided to the appellant vide letter no. 24-appeal/RTI dated 03.06.2015 by registered post sent on 04.06.2015.   
3. In the absence of the appellant, it cannot be ascertained whether he has received the information or not which is stated to have been sent by registered post on 04.06.2015. Last opportunity is given to the appellant to follow up his case in the Commission. The matter is adjourned for further hearing on 14.09.2015 at 02:00 P.M. 
4. Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 

Sd/-
Chandigarh






      
 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 14.07.2015


                     
        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. 1816 of 2015 
Sh. H. S. Hundal, Advocate, (98785-00082)

Chamber No. 82, District Courts, Phase- 3B1,

S.A.S.Nagar.
       







.…Appellant

Versus

1. Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

S.A.S. Nagar.   
2. First Appellate Authority,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

S.A.S. Nagar.   





         …...Respondent

Present:   
None for the appellant.

For the respondent: Sh. Chattarpal Singh, Patwari (98728-94679) 

ORDER
1. A letter has been received from the appellant in the Commission at diary no. 17805 dated 14.07.2015 that an adjournment may be given as he is busy in Sessions Court.
2. Sh. Chattarpal Singh, Patwari at Bhagomajra is present on behalf of the respondent and states that reply to the Notice of the Commission has already been sent to the Commission vide letter no. 1807/RTI dated 30.06.2015 mentioning therein that on the RTI application dated 08.01.2015 intimation has been sent to the appellant for depositing assessed fee of Rs. 120/- vide letter no. 105/RTI dated 12.01.2015 by registered post and that the appellant has so far not deposited the assessed fee.  
3. On the request of the appellant, the matter is adjourned for further hearing on 15.09.2015 at 02:00 P.M. 
4. Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 

Sd/-
Chandigarh






      
 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 14.07.2015


                     
        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. 1277 of 2015 

Date of institution:11.05.2015
Date of decision: 14.07.2015
Sh. Balwinder Singh (94647-58895)
S/o Sh. Bachan Singh,

R/o Village Bhikhampur(Begowal),

R/o Jitwal Kalan, Tehsil Malerkotla,

District Sangrur. 







.…Complainant
Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o  Senior Superintendent of Police,

Sangrur. 






      
          …...Respondent

Present:   
None for the complainant.  

For the respondent: Sh. Ajaib Singh, ASI (80545-45411).  
ORDER
1. The RTI application is dated 28.10.2014 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 14.07.2015 in the Commission.
3. The complainant is absent without intimation to the Commission.

4. Sh. Ajaib Singh, ASI on behalf of the respondent files reply to the Notice of the Commission which is taken on record. He brings to the notice of the Commission that number of the application dated 07.1.2014 was not mentioned by the RTI applicant and later on the information was traced and provided to the complaint on 09.07.2015 under receipt whereby the complainant has stated that he has received the information and the case may be closed. 
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5. After hearing the respondent and perusing the file, it is observed that the complainant has received the information and has requested for closing the case. In view of this, the instant Complaint 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: 14.07.2015


                     
        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. 1302 of 2015 

Sh. Vishal Goyal, (76962-14009)

C/o Chamber No. 18 & 19, 
New Court Complex Mansa-151505.




.…Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Inspector General of Police,

Patiala Range, Barrandari Garden,

District Patiala.





      
          …...Respondent

Present:   
None for the complainant. 
For the respondent: Sh. Hari Singh, Superintendent-cum-APIO (95927-08600) , Sh. Parshotam Kumar, H.C. o/o DGP  and Sh. Jai Singh, Junior Assistant, RTI In-charge o/o DIG, Patiala.  

ORDER
1. The complainant has sent a letter received in the Commission at diary no. 17555 dated 10.07.2015 requesting for an adjournment as he is busy in some other legal matter in the Courts at Mansa. 
2. Sh. Hari Singh, Superintendent-cum-APIO o/o DGP, Punjab on behalf of the respondent files reply to the Notice of the Commission which is taken on record. He brings to the notice of the Commission that information comprising of 8 pages has already been provided to the complainant vide letter no. 273/RTI-1 dated 29.01.2015/04.02.2015. 
3. Since the complainant is not present at today's hearing, it cannot be ascertained if he has received this information.  The matter is adjourned for further hearing on 14.09.2015 at 02:00 P.M. 
4. Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 

Sd/-
Chandigarh






      
 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 14.07.2015


                     
        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. 1312  & 1315 of 2015 

Sh. Manjit Singh S/o Sh. Mohinder Singh,

Near Pehli Patshahi Gurdwara Sahib,

City Sunam, District Sangrur.





.…Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Sangrur.






      
          …...Respondent

Present:   
None for the complainant. 
For the respondent: Sh. Ajaib Singh, ASI (80545-45411).   

ORDER
1. The complainant is absent without intimation to the Commission.     
2. Sh. Ajaib Singh, ASI on behalf of the respondent files reply to the Notice of the Commission which is taken on record. He clarifies that the information sought by the complainant pertains to dispute between Kamboj Sikhs and Hindus regarding Sitasar Mandir and in regard to this dispute to maintain the law and order situation on 24.02.2014 the crowd was lathi-charged. He further mentions that this issue pertains to security arrangement and information about security arrangement and some questions raised by the information seeker cannot be provided as per letters issued vide no. 334-73/DDSB dated 02.01.2013.   
3. Last opportunity is given to the complainant to follow up his case in the Commission.  The matter is adjourned for further hearing on 14.09.2015 at 02:00 P.M. 
4. Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be placed on each Complaint Case no.1312 & 1315 of 2015 and also be sent to the parties. 


Sd/-
Chandigarh






      
 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 14.07.2015


                     
        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. 1316 of 2015
Date of institution:21.05.2015
Date of decision: 14.07.2015 

Sh. Dalbir Singh S/o Sh. Hakam Sigh,

R/o # 3330, Sector-46, 

Chandigarh.








.…Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner, 
Roopnagar.






      
          …...Respondent

   Present:   
Sh. Dalbir Singh, complainant, in person.  

For the respondent: Sh. Sham Lal, Clerk (90413-04959) and Sh. Malkit Singh, Clerk.
ORDER
1. The RTI application is dated 20.04.2015 whereby the information-seeker has sought information as mentioned in his RTI application. He filed complaint in the Commission on 21.05.2015 under Section 18 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 (hereinafter RTI Act).
2. Notice was issued to the parties for hearing for 14.07.2015 in the Commission.

3. The complainant is present in the Commission and states that he has received the information comprising of 11 pages from the respondent on his RTI application dated 20.04.2015.

4.    The respondent files reply to the Notice of the Commission which is taken on record. He states that the information comprising of 11 pages has been sent to the RTI applicant vide letter no. 1/118/2015/RTI/859 dated 08.07.2015 by registered post. He further adds that since the complainant states to have not received the information a copy thereof is again provided to him by hand  today in the Commission. 
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5. After hearing both the parties  and perusing the record on file, it is observed that  the information sought by the complainant  vide his RTI application  dated 20.04.2015 has been provided by the respondent vide letter dated 08.07.2015 and copy thereof is again provided to the complainant by hand today in the Commission.  No further action is  called  in this Complaint case which 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: 14.07.2015


                     
        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. 1320 of 2015
Date of institution:21.05.2015
Date of decision: 14.07.2015
Sh. Sham Sunder, (99153-74364)
R/o N.D. 296, Mohalla Purani Kachehri,

Near Ada Hoshiarpur Fatak, 

Jalandhar. 








.…Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o State Transport Commissioner, Punjab,

Sector-17,  Chandigarh.




      
          …...Respondent

Present:   
None for the complainant.
For the respondent: Sh. Gurpal Singh, APIO. 

ORDER
1. The RTI application is dated 05.03.2015 whereby the information-seeker has sought information as mentioned in his RTI application. He filed complaint in the Commission on 21.05.2015 under Section 18 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 (hereinafter RTI Act).
2. Notice was issued to the parties for hearing for 14.07.2015 in the Commission.
3. The complainant is absent without intimation to the Commission.

4. Sh. Gurpal Singh, APIO on behalf of the respondent files reply to the Notice of the Commission which is taken on record. He states that the information comprising of 184 pages has been provided to the complainant vide letter no. STC/RTI/PIO/2508/25829 dated 07.07.2015. He further adds that the complainant should have filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority instead of  filing complaint with the Commission. He further states that the delay in sending the 
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information to the RTI applicant was on account of few urgent cases about which reply was to be filed by the office in the Hon'ble Punjab & Haryana High Court and that there was no intentional delay in providing the information to the RTI applicant.

5.
After hearing the respondent and perusing the file, it is ascertained that the information comprising of 184 pages has been provided free of cost to the complainant vide letter dated 07.07.2015. Hon’ble Supreme Court of India in Civil Appeal no. 10787-10788 of 2011 titled Chief Information Commissioner & another Vs State of Manipur and another has held in its order on 12.12.2011:- 

(31.  We uphold the said contention and do not find any error in the impugned judgment of the High Court whereby it has been held that the Commissioner while entertaining a complaint under Section 18 of the said Act has no jurisdiction to  pass an order providing for access to the information).

The complainant may file appeal against the order of the PIO with the First Appellate Authority to seek the information under Section 19 (1) of the RTI Act, if he is dissatisfied and if he so desires. In view of aforementioned, the Complaint Case is closed and disposed of.
6.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 


Sd/-
Chandigarh






      
 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 14.07.2015


                     
        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. 1323 of 2015 

Sh. Subash Chander S/o Late Sh. Devi Dayal,

R/o Sardarni Quarter No.6, NIS, Old Moti Bagh,

Patiala. 








.…Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Inspector General of Police,

Patiala Range, 
Patiala.






      
          …...Respondent

   Present:   
Sh. Subash Chander,  complainant  in person.  

For the respondent:  Shri Jai Singh, Junior Assistant (9463051551).
ORDER
1.
The complainant is present himself and requests that he has hired the services of Shri Chamandeep S. Mittal, Advocate whose Vakalatnama is placed on record and   requests that an adjournment may be given.
2.
 Shri Jai Singh, Junior Assistant on behalf of the  respondent is present and states that reply to the notice of the Commission has already been sent vide letter No.18447/RI dated 02.07.2015.
3.
On the request of the  complainant, the matter is adjourned for further hearing on 07.09.2015 at 02:00 PM.
4.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 


Sd/-
Chandigarh






      
 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 14.07.2015


                     
        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. 1324 of 2015 

Sh. Subash Chander S/o Late Sh. Devi Dayal,

R/o Sardarni Quarter No.6, NIS, Old Moti Bagh,

Patiala. 








.…Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,
Patiala.






      
          …...Respondent

Present:   
Sh. Subash Chander, complainant in person.
For the respondent: Smt. Nirmal Kaur, ASI (98767-82047) 

ORDER
1. The complainant is present himself and requests that he has hired the services of Shri Chamandeep S. Mittal, Advocate whose Vakalatnama is placed on record and   requests that an adjournment may be given. 
2. Smt. Nirmal Kaur, ASI is present in the Commission and states that an adjournment may be given to file reply to the Notice of the Commission.
3. On the request of the respondent, the matter is adjourned for further hearing on 07.09.2015 at 02:00 P.M. 
4. Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 


Sd/-
Chandigarh






      
 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 14.07.2015


                     
        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. 1158 of 2015 

Shri  Ranjeet Singh s/o Sh. Dharam Singh,

Village Chak Somiyan Wala, 

Tehsil Guru Har Shai,

District Ferozepur.







.…Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Transport Officer,

Ferozepur. 







         …...Respondent

Present:   
None present.
ORDER
1.
The complainant is absent without intimation to the Commission.
2.
 The respondent is not present in the Commission at today's hearing. However, he has intimated that he cannot attend today's hearing due to illness. He has requested for an adjournment in this case.     
3.
The matter is adjourned for hearing on 15.09.2015 at 2.00 P.M. 
4.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 

Sd/-
Chandigarh






      
 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated:14.07.2015


                     
        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. 1177 of 2015 

Date of institution: 06.05.2015
Date of decision: 14.07.2015

Shri  Jasbir Singh (M-9888296107)

Village Bolapur Jhabewal,

Post Office Ramgarh,

District Ludhiana-123455.






.…Complainant.

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Jagraon, 

District Ludhiana-142026.





       …...Respondent

Present:   
Shri  Jasbir Singh,  complainant in person.



For the respondent: Sh. Nidhan Singh, S.I. (98158-00902)
ORDER
1.
The RTI application is dated 10.03.2015 whereby the information-seeker has sought information as mentioned in his RTI application. He filed complaint in the Commission on 06.05.2015 under Section 18 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 (hereinafter RTI Act).
2.
Notice was issued to the parties for hearing for 25.06.2015.
3.
The complainant states that he has received the information to his satisfaction and requests that the case may be disposed of. 
4.
Sh. Nidhan Singh, S.I. on behalf of the respondent is present in the Commission and states that reply to the Notice of the Commission has already been sent vide letter no. 197/RTI dated 22.06.2015 and copy thereof has been sent to the complainant. He also places on record attested copy of the reply to the notice sent to the Commission. 
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5.
After hearing both the parties and perusing the record on file, it is ascertained that the requisite information has been provided by the respondent vide letter dated 22.06.2015 to the complainant to his satisfaction. No further action is required in this Complaint Case which 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:14.07.2015


                     
        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. 1179 of 2015 

Date of institution:07.05.2015
Date of decision: 14.07.2015
Shri  Jasbir Singh (M-9888296107)

Village Bolapur Jhabewal,

Post Office Ramgarh,

District Ludhiana-123455.






.…Complainant.

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Transport Officer,

Ludhiana. 







       …...Respondent

Present:   
Shri  Jasbir Singh, complainant, in person.



For the respondent: Sh. Pankaj Jaitli, S.O. (98550-84475).
ORDER
1.
The RTI application is dated 13.03.2015 whereby the information-seeker has sought information as mentioned in his RTI application. He filed complaint in the Commission on 07.05.2015 under Section 18 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 (hereinafter RTI Act).
2.
Notice was issued to the parties for hearing for 01.07.2014 in the Commission.

3.
The complainant states that he has received the information to his satisfaction and requests that the case may be disposed of.
4.
Sh. Pankaj Jaitli, S.O on behalf of the respondent is present in the Commission and states that reply to the Notice of the Commission has already been sent to the Commission vide endorsement no. 11094 dated 17.06.2015 mentioning therein that the information has been provided to the complainant. 
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5. After hearing both the parties and perusing the record, it is observed that the information sought by the complainant has been provided by the respondent vide letter dated 17.06.2015 to the satisfaction of the former. No further action is required in this Complaint Case which 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:14.07.2015


                     
        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.  1005   of 2015 

Sh. Jasbir Singh,

Village Bholapur, Jhabewal,

P.O Ramgarh, District Ludhiana-123455. 




.…Appellant

Versus

1. Public Information Officer,

O/o District Transport Officer,

District Faridkot-151203.

2. First Appellate Authority,

O/o State Transport Commissioner, Punjab, 

Sector-17, Chandigarh.    




              …...Respondent

Show Cause Notice:-
Sh. Vijay Kumar Sayal, PCS, 





(Regd. Post)
PIO-cum- DTO, 
O/o District Transport Officer,

District Faridkot-151203.
Present:
Sh. Jasbir Singh, appellant, in person.

None for the respondent.
ORDER
1.
The appellant states that he has sought information from the respondent vide RTI application dated 05.01.2015 and has not received any intimation or information from the respondent till date. He submits that penal action against the PIO should be taken for delay in supplying  the information and that compensation should be provided to him for the harassment.
2.
The respondent is not present in the Commission at today's hearing. No intimation has been received as to the reason of not attending the hearing.
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3.
The perusal of file shows that the respondent has not provided the information so far to the appellant on his RTI application dated 05.01.2015. This indicates that the respondent PIO takes the RTI Act in a casual manner and has failed to comply with the provisions of the Act. It appears that he has intentionally and willfully denied/ not provided the information to the appellant and therefore, I deem it appropriate to issue show cause notice under section 20 (1) of the RTI Act, 2005, to PIO, Sh. Vijay Kumar Sayal, PCS as to why penalty be not imposed upon him for willful delay/ denial in providing the information to the RTI applicant. Also, why the compensation be not awarded to the RTI applicant under Section 19 (8)(b) of the Act for detriment suffered. He is directed to file his reply to the show cause notice in writing in the form of affidavit before the next date of hearing.

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 The matter is adjourned for further hearing on 08.09.2015 at 02:00 PM.   

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

Sd/-
Chandigarh
   (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 14.07.2015.


                             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.  665  of 2015 

Shri  Tejinder  Singh (M-9653268807)

Plot No.40, Village Bholapur , P.O. Shahbana,

Chandigarh Road,

Ludhiana-141123






   
 …..Appellant

Versus

1. Public Information Officer,

O/o  District Transport Officer,

Faridkot.-151203.

2. First Appellate Authority,

O/o  State Transport Commissioner, Punjab.

Sector 17, Chandigarh.                      

              …...Respondent

Present:
Sh.  Jasbir Singh on behalf of the appellant.
None for the respondent.
ORDER
1.
Sh. Jasbir Singh on behalf of the appellant is present in the Commission and requests that an adjournment may be given. 

2.
None on behalf of the respondent is present at today's hearing. No intimation has been received as to the reason of absence. 
3.
The file shows that the deficiency in information on 2 points was to be removed by the respondent. The respondent is directed to do so before the next date of hearing and also file written submission accordingly. The matter is adjourned for further hearing on 08.09.2015 at 02:00 PM.   

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


Sd/-
Chandigarh
   (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 14.07.2015.


                             State Information Commissioner
