STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
               SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Surinder Kumar

S/o Sh. Chaman Lal Halwai,

Awankhi Gate, Galu Gujjran,

H. No. B – IV/59,

DinaNagar,

Distt. – Gurdaspur (Punjab)






   ..…Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Swami Swatantra Nand 
Memorial College,

DinaNagar,
Distt. – Gurdaspur (Punjab)  



       


    ..…Respondent





Complaint  Case No. 2458 of 2013
Present :
None on behalf of the complainant.


None on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER 



Hon’ble Chief Information Commissioner, Dr. S. S. Channy, vide office Note 


dated 14.06.2016 has allocated the above mentioned case to the undersigned to hear this case and accordingly, the case is fixed for hearing for today.


Neither the complainant nor the respondent is present in today’s hearing. No 
request has also been received for an adjournment from either party.  


Nevertheless, another opportunity is given to the parties to  represent this case

in person or through their representative, on the next date of hearing.


The case is adjourned to 26th July, 2016(Tuesday) at 11:00 A. M. in  
Chamber, S. C. O. 32 – 34, Sector 17 – C, Chandigarh.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 

    (Chander Parkash)
14th July, 2016            
          
         
              State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
               SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Gaurav

S/o Sh. Davinder Kumar,

H. No. 101, Surat Nagar,

Maqsudan,

Jalandhar (Punjab)







   ..…Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Mehar Singh Polytechnic College,
Dayanand Nagar, G T Road,
Jalandhar (Punjab)  






       
    ..…Respondent




Complaint  Case No. 3479 of 2013
Present :
Sh. Ankur Bali, Advocate, on behalf of the complainant.


Sh. Suneet Kumar, Community Development Consultant, on behalf of the 


respondent.
ORDER 



Hon’ble Chief Information Commissioner, Dr. S. S. Channy, vide office Note 


dated 14.06.2016 has allocated the above mentioned case to the undersigned to hear this case and accordingly, the case is fixed for hearing for today.



 

Sh. Suneet Kumar, Community Development Consultant, appeared on behalf of the respondent in today’s hearing.



Sh. Ankur Bali, Advocate, appeared on behalf of the complainant in today’s hearing and seeks an adjournment in this case. 

     
 The case is adjourned to 26th July, 2016(Tuesday) at 11:00 A. M. in  
Chamber, S. C. O. 32 – 34, Sector 17 – C, Chandigarh.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 

    (Chander Parkash)
14th July, 2016            
          
         
              State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
               SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Kavinder Kapoor,

S/o Narinder Nath Kapoor,

48, Raj Nagar,

Kapurthala Road,

Jalandhar - 144021 (Punjab)






   ..…Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer, 

O/o D A V Institute of
Engineering and Technology,
Kabir Nagar,
Jalandhar (Punjab) 


 



       
    ..…Respondent




Complaint  Case No. 4038 of 2013
Present :
None on behalf of the complainant.


None on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER 



Hon’ble Chief Information Commissioner, Dr. S. S. Channy, vide office Note 


dated 14.06.2016 has allocated the above mentioned case to the undersigned to hear this case and accordingly, the case is fixed for hearing for today.


 

Neither the complainant nor the respondent is present in today’s hearing.




The issue in the instant case is to be decided as per criteria laid down by 

Hon’ble Supreme Court in Thalappalam Service Co-op. Bank Limited versus  State of Kerala in Civil Appeal No. 9017 of 2013 dated 07.10.2013 judgment.



The applicant has failed to establish the fact that the respondent institute is substantially  financed/controlled/owned directly or indirectly by the appropriate Government despite the fact he was bound to do so as per para 40 of the above said judgment.



Though the Bench of the undersigned also made efforts to find out that whether the respondent institute is ‘public authority’ as per criteria laid down in the above said judgment, could be traced in the claims made by appellant, Sh. Kavinder Kapoor so far.



The appellant, Sh. Kavinder Kapoor did not turn up to attend today’s hearing to make claims to establishment the fact that the respondent institute is ‘public authority’ as per the above said judgment and it is presumed that he has nothing to say in that regard.



In view of the above, it is crystal clear that the respondent institute is not ‘public authority’ and does not come under the purview of the RTI Act and hence the present case is disposed of and closed.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 

 (Chander Parkash)
14th July, 2016            
          
         
              State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
               SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Ms. Sukhdeep Kaur, Advocate,
V.P.O. – Chhapian Wali (Defence Road),

Tehsil –Malout,

Distt. – SriMuktsar Sahib






   ..…Appellant


Vs


Public Information Officer, 

O/o G T B Polytechnic ,

Chhapian Wali (Defence Road),

Tehsil –Malout, Distt. – SriMuktsar Sahib

First Appellate Authority 

O/o G T B Polytechnic ,

Chhapian Wali (Defence Road),

Tehsil –Malout, Distt. – SriMuktsar Sahib


       
    ..…Respondents





Appeal Case No. 603 of 2012
Present :
None on behalf of the appellant.


None  on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER 



Hon’ble Chief Information Commissioner, Dr. S. S. Channy, vide office Note 


dated 14.06.2016 has allocated the above mentioned case to the undersigned to hear this case and accordingly, the case is fixed for hearing for today.



 

Neither the appellant nor his representative is present in today’s hearing.

The respondent PIO has sent a reply vide letter no. 1693 dated 01.07.2016, 

which has been received in the Commission vide Diary No. 17123 dated 06.07.2016, has intimated the Commission that the respondent institute is not ‘public authority’ and does not come under the purview of the RTI Act. It is taken on record.




The issue in the instant case is to be decided as per criteria laid down by 

Hon’ble Supreme Court in Thalappalam Service Co-op. Bank Limited versus  State of Kerala in Civil Appeal No. 9017 of 2013 dated 07.10.2013 judgment.



The applicant has also failed to establish the fact that the respondent institute is substantially financed/controlled/owned directly or indirectly by the appropriate Government despite the fact he was bound to do so as per para 40 of the above said judgment



Though the Bench of the undersigned also made efforts to find out that whether the respondent institute is ‘public authority’ as per criteria laid down in the above said judgment, could be traced in the claims made by appellant, Ms. Sukhdeep Kaur so far.



Ms. Sukhdeep Kaur did not turn up to attend today’s hearing to make claims to establishment the fact that the respondent institute is ‘public authority’ as per the above said judgment and it is presumed that she has nothing to say in that regard.



In view of the above, it is crystal clear that the respondent institute is not ‘public authority’ and does not come under the purview of the RTI Act and hence the present case is disposed of and closed.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 

(Chander Parkash)
14th July, 2016            
          
         
              State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
               SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Vijay Kumar Joshi,

S/o Late Sh. R. D. Joshi,

4 – A/50, Dharampura Mohalla,

Tehsil – Dhuri,

Distt. – Sangrur (Punjab)






   ..…Appellant

Vs
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Punjab Technical University,
Kapurthala (Punjab)  

First Appellate Authority 

O/o Punjab Technical University,
Kapurthala (Punjab)  





       

    ..…Respondents





Appeal Case No. 288 of 2014
Present :
None on behalf of the appellant.

i) Sh. Gagandeep Singh, Senior Assistant ;
ii) Sh. Ajay Singh Rawat, Advocate, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER 



Hon’ble Chief Information Commissioner, Dr. S. S. Channy, vide office Note 


dated 14.06.2016 has allocated the above mentioned case to the undersigned to hear this case and accordingly, the case is fixed for hearing for today.



 

The appellant, Vijay Kumar Joshi, is not present in today’s hearing. 



Sh. Gagandeep Singh, Senior Assistant and Sh. Ajay Singh Rawat, Advocate, who appeared on behalf of the respondent in today’s hearing, seek an adjournment in this case.

The case is adjourned to 26th July, 2016(Tuesday) at 11:00 A. M. in  
Chamber, S. C. O. 32 – 34, Sector 17 – C, Chandigarh.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 

(Chander Parkash)
14th July, 2016            
          
         
              State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
               SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Narinder Singh S/o Sh. Nirmal Singh,

Village – Harna, P. O. – Brass,

Teh. & Distt. – Fatehgarh Sahib – 140407 (Punjab)



   ..…Appellant


Vs


Public Information Officer, 

O/o  Group of Institutes,

Kauli,
Distt. - Patiala
 (Punjab)  

First Appellate Authority 

O/o Group of Institutes,
Kauli,

Distt. - Patiala
 (Punjab)  





       
    ..…Respondents





Appeal Case No. 2003 of 2014
Present :
Sh. Narinder Singh, the appellant, in person.



None on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER 



Hon’ble Chief Information Commissioner, Dr. S. S. Channy, vide office Note 


dated 14.06.2016 has allocated the above mentioned case to the undersigned to hear this case and accordingly, the case is fixed for hearing for today.



 

 Neither the respondent nor his representative is present in today’s hearing.



The appellant, Sh. Narinder Singh, who appeared in person in today’s hearing, failed to file any document in support of his contention that the respondent institute is public authority within the meaning under Section 2 (h) of the RTI Act, 2005.

The issue in the instant case is to be decided as per criteria laid down by 

Hon’ble Supreme Court in Thalappalam Service Co-op. Bank Limited versus  State of Kerala in Civil Appeal No. 9017 of 2013 dated 07.10.2013 judgment.



The applicant has failed to establish the fact that the respondent institute is substantially  financed/controlled/owned directly or indirectly by the appropriate Government despite the fact he was bound to do so as per para 40 of the above said judgment.



Though the Bench of the undersigned also made efforts to find out that whether the respondent institute is ‘public authority’ as per criteria laid down in the above said judgment, could be traced in the claims made by appellant, Sh. Kavinder Kapoor so far.



It is also found that no such elements, which could prove that the respondent institute is ‘public authority’ as per criteria laid down in the above said judgment, could be traced in the claims made by complainant, Sh. Narinder Singh.


In view of the above, it is crystal clear that the respondent institute is not ‘public authority’ and does not come under the purview of the RTI Act and hence the present case is disposed of and closed.

  

Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 

  (Chander Parkash)
14th July, 2016            
          
         
              State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
               SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Kavinder Kapoor,

S/o Narinder Nath Kapoor,

48, Raj Nagar,

Kapurthala Road,

Jalandhar - 144021 (Punjab)






   ..…Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer, 

O/o D A V Institute of
Engineering and Technology,

Kabir Nagar, Jalandhar (Punjab)  

First Appellate Authority 
O/o D A V Institute of
Engineering and Technology,
Kabir Nagar, Jalandhar (Punjab)  


       
   

 ..…Respondents





Appeal Case No. 1023 of 2014
Present :
None on behalf of the appellant.



None on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER 



Hon’ble Chief Information Commissioner, Dr. S. S. Channy, vide office Note 


dated 14.06.2016 has allocated the above mentioned case to the undersigned to hear this case and accordingly, the case is fixed for hearing for today.





Neither the appellant nor the respondent is present in today’s hearing.




The issue in the instant case is to be decided as per criteria laid down by 

Hon’ble Supreme Court in Thalappalam Service Co-op. Bank Limited versus  State of Kerala in Civil Appeal No. 9017 of 2013 dated 07.10.2013 judgment.



The applicant has failed to establish the fact that the respondent institute is substantially  financed/controlled/owned directly or indirectly by the appropriate Government despite the fact he was bound to do so as per para 40 of the above said judgment



Though the Bench of the undersigned also made efforts to find out that whether the respondent institute is ‘public authority’ as per criteria laid down in the above said judgment, could be traced in the claims made by appellant, Sh. Kavinder Kapoor so far.



The appellant, Sh. Kavinder Kapoor did not turn up to attend today’s hearing to make claims to establishment the fact that the respondent institute is ‘public authority’ as per the above said judgment and it is presumed that he has nothing to say in that regard.


In view of the above, it is crystal clear that the respondent institute is not ‘public authority’ and does not come under the purview of the RTI Act and hence the present case is disposed of and closed.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 

  (Chander Parkash)
14th July, 2016            
          
         
              State Information Commissioner
   
    STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
               SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Gurjeet Singh S/o Sh. Saudagar Singh,

Village -Lalwa, Tehsil – Patran,

Distt. - Patiala (Punjab)






……. Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Block Development and

Panchayat Officer (BDPO),

Patran, Distt. - Patiala (Punjab)





   ..…Respondent




      Complaint  Case No.  321 of 2016
Present :
None on behalf of the complainant.

i) Ms. Paramjit Kaur, BDPO-cum-PIO ;
ii) Ms. Kamaljit Kaur, Superintendent.
ORDER 


On the last date of hearing, held on 16.06.2016, the complainant was advised to point out deficiencies in the information supplied to him by the respondent-PIO, in writing and the respondent PIO is directed to remove the same.



Ms. Paramjit Kaur, BDPO-cum-PIO and Ms. Kamaljit Kaur, Superintendent, who appeared in today’s hearing, state that the requisite information has already been supplied to the complainant, Sh. Gurjeet Singh. They also submit that the complainant has not pointed out any deficiency in the information supplied to him till date. 



The appellant, Sh. Gurjeet Singh, is not present in today’s hearing.


On the hearing, held on 16.06.2016, Ms. Paramjit Kaur already submitted a reply dated 15.06.2016 to the show cause issued to her vide orders dated 18.04.2016.

After going through the oral-submission and written reply dated 15.06.2016, 
submitted by Ms. Paramjit Kaur, I found that the explanation given by her is genuine. In view of the explanation, the show cause issued to her is dropped.


In view of the above, the case is disposed of and closed.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 

    (Chander Parkash)
14th July, 2016            
          
         
              State Information Commissioner



STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
              SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054








Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Mandeep Nanda S/o Sh. Lekh Raj Nanda,

ND – 103, Bikrampura,

Jalandhar City (Punjab)






      ..…Appellant

Vs



Public Information Officer,

O/o The Joint Registrar,

Co-operative Societies, Pb., 

Jalandhar Division, Jalandhar (Punjab)

First Appellate Authority,

O/o The Joint Registrar,

Co-operative Societies, Pb., 

Jalandhar Division, Jalandhar (Punjab)


  
 
      ..…Respondent


  
Appeal  Case No.  839 of 2016
Present :
Sh. Mandeep Nanda, the appellant, in person.



Sh. Umesh Kumar, Assistant Registrar,  on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER 


On the last date of hearing, held on 16.06.2016, the respondent PIO, who is Sh. Darshan Singh, Joint Registrar was directed to file a point wise reply to the queries raised by the applicant in his  RTI request.



The appellant,  Sh. Mandeep Nanda, appeared in person in today’s hearing. 



Sh. Umesh Kumar, Assistant Registrar, who appeared on behalf of the respondent in today’s hearing, submits a reply 13.07.2016 signed by Sh. Santokh Lal, PIO-cum-Deputy Registrar, Cooperative Societies, Jalandhar in an affidavit showing that whatever information is available in the official record has been supplied to the appellant, Sh. Mandeep Nanda and there is no other information in the official record apart from the supplied information. It is taken on record.



He also states that regarding missing of official record, a police complaint has also been lodged. He also submits a copy of the complaint filed in office of SSP (Rural), Jalandhar, which is also taken on record.



The original affidavit has been handed over to the appellant, Sh. Mandeep Nanda during the hearing  in the Commission today. A copy of the same is taken on record.


As no cause of action is required to be taken in this case, the case is disposed of and closed.

However, missing of the official record is a serious matter and hence, a copy of 

this order be sent to the Chief Secretary, Government of Punjab and  Chief Director, Vigilance Bureau, Punjab for taking appropriate action, if they desires so and deem it fit.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 

(Chander Parkash)
14th July, 2016            
          
         
              State Information Commissioner
i) The Chief Secretary to Government of Punjab,

Pb. Civil Sectt., Sector – 9,

Chandigarh

ii) The Chief Director, 


Vigilance Bureau, Punjab, 

S.C.O. 60 - 61,Sector 17 – D, Chandigarh



STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
               SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
H. S. Hundal, Advocate,

Chamber No. 82, Districts Courts,

Phase- 3 B 1,S.A.S. Nagar (Mohali) (Punjab)



      ..… Complainant
Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o The District Transport Officer (Punjab),

S. A. S. Nagar (Punjab)    
       
 



   ..…Respondents





Complaint  Case No.  2497 of 2015

Present :
Sh. H. S. Hundal, the complainant in person.
i) Sh. Karan Singh, D. T. O., in person ;

ii) Sh. Amrik Singh, Senior Assistant ;

iii) Sh. Arvinder Singh, Advocate, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER 


On the last date of hearing, held on 15.06.2016, another opportunity was given to the complainant to point out deficiencies in the information supplied to him.


Sh. Karan Singh, D. T. O. ; Sh. Amrik Singh, Senior Assistant ; Sh. Arvinder Singh, Advocate, in person in today’s hearing, state that the requisite information has already been supplied to the complainant, Sh. H. S. Hundal.

The  complainant, Sh. H. S. Hundal, who appeared in person in today’s hearing, states that he has pointed out certain deficiencies, which have not been removed by the respondent PIO concerned till date and also expresses his dissatisfaction over the information supplied to him by the respondent PIO.



On this, Sh. Karan Singh offers an opportunity to the applicant to inspect the relevant official record  on any day during working hours, identify the information and copies copy of the same would be supplied to him ‘free of cost’ and seeks an adjournment in this case.



He also states that if the complainant could not come to inspect the official record, complete information as it exists in official record,  would be supplied to the him within ten from today or  would be brought into the Commission on the next date fixed. 


Both the parties mutually agreed to it during the hearing today.



The case is adjourned to 26th July, 2016(Tuesday) at 11:00 A. M. in  Chamber, S. C. O. 32 – 34, Sector 17 – C, Chandigarh.



The next date of hearing has been announced to both the parties in the open court.

Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 

  (Chander Parkash)
14th July, 2016            
          
         
              State Information Commissioner

  STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
               SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
 H. S. Hundal, Advocate,

Chamber No. 82, Districts Courts,

Phase- 3 B 1,S.A.S. Nagar (Mohali) (Punjab)




   ..… Complainant  

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o The District Transport Officer (Punjab),

S. A. S. Nagar (Punjab)    

       
 



   ..…Respondents



Complaint  Case No.  2501 of 2015
Present :
Sh. H. S. Hundal, the complainant in person.

i) Sh. Karan Singh, D. T. O., in person ;

ii) Sh. Amrik Singh, Senior Assistant ;

iii) Sh. Arvinder Singh, Advocate, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER 


On the last date of hearing, held on 15.06.2016, a show cause was also issued to Sh.  Karan Singh District Transport Officer (Punjab), S.A.S. Nagar, under Section 20 (1) of the RTI Act.

Sh. Karan Singh, D. T. O. ; Sh. Amrik Singh, Senior Assistant ; Sh. Arvinder Singh, Advocate, in person in today’s hearing, state that the requisite information has already been supplied to the complainant, Sh. H. S. Hundal.


The  complainant, Sh. H. S. Hundal, who appeared in person in today’s hearing, states that he has pointed out certain deficiencies, which have not been removed by the respondent PIO concerned till date and also expresses his dissatisfaction over the information supplied to him by the respondent PIO.



On this, Sh. Karan Singh offers an opportunity to the applicant to inspect the relevant official record  on any day during working hours, identify the information and copies copy of the same would be supplied to him ‘free of cost’ and seeks an adjournment in this case.



He also states that if the complainant could not come to inspect the official record, complete information as it exists in official record,  would be supplied to the him within ten from today or  would be brought into the Commission on the next date fixed. 



Both the parties mutually agreed to it during the hearing today.



In compliance to the order dated 15.06.2016, Sh. Karan Singh also submits a reply dated 14.07.2016 to the show cause issued to him vide orders dated 15.06.2016, which is taken on record.

A decision on the reply filed by Sh. Karan Singh in connection with the show cause issued to him, will be taken later on. 

The case is adjourned to 26th July, 2016(Tuesday) at 11:00 A. M. in  Chamber, S. C. O. 32 – 34, Sector 17 – C, Chandigarh.


       The next date of hearing has been announced to both the parties in the open court.
       Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 

  (Chander Parkash)
14th July, 2016            
          
         
              State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
               SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054







Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
 H. S. Hundal, Advocate,

Chamber No. 82, Districts Courts,

Phase- 3 B 1,S.A.S. Nagar (Mohali) (Punjab)



 
  ..… Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o The District Transport Officer (Punjab),

S. A. S. Nagar (Punjab)    

       
 


 
  ..…Respondent




Complaint  Case No.  2505 of 2015
Present :
Sh. H. S. Hundal, the complainant in person.

i) Sh. Karan Singh, D. T. O., in person ;

ii) Sh. Amrik Singh, Senior Assistant ;

iii) Sh. Arvinder Singh, Advocate, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER 


On the last date of hearing, held on 15.06.2016, another opportunity was given to the complainant to point out deficiencies in the information supplied to him.

Sh. Karan Singh, D. T. O. ; Sh. Amrik Singh, Senior Assistant ; Sh. Arvinder Singh, Advocate, in person in today’s hearing, state that the requisite information has already been supplied to the complainant, Sh. H. S. Hundal.


The  complainant, Sh. H. S. Hundal, who appeared in person in today’s hearing, states that he has pointed out certain deficiencies, which have not been removed by the respondent PIO concerned till date and also expresses his dissatisfaction over the information supplied to him by the respondent PIO.



On this, Sh. Karan Singh offers an opportunity to the applicant to inspect the relevant official record  on any day during working hours, identify the information and copies copy of the same would be supplied to him ‘free of cost’ and seeks an adjournment in this case.



He also states that if the complainant could not come to inspect the official record, complete information as it exists in official record,  would be supplied to the him within ten from today or  would be brought into the Commission on the next date fixed. 



Both the parties mutually agreed to it during the hearing today.



The case is adjourned to 26th July, 2016(Tuesday) at 11:00 A. M. in  Chamber, S. C. O. 32 – 34, Sector 17 – C, Chandigarh.


       The next date of hearing has been announced to both the parties in the open court.
       Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 

  (Chander Parkash)
14th July, 2016            
          
         
              State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
               SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
 H. S. Hundal, Advocate,

Chamber No. 82, Districts Courts,

Phase- 3 B 1,S.A.S. Nagar (Mohali) (Punjab)




   ..…Appellant







Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o The District Transport Officer (Punjab),

S. A. S. Nagar (Punjab)
First Appellate Authority,

O/o The State Transport Commissioner, Punjab,

Sector 17,Chandigarh        




       
    ..…Respondents





Appeal  Case No.  766 of 2015
Present :
Sh. H. S. Hundal, the appellant in person.

i) Sh. Karan Singh, D. T. O., in person ;

ii) Sh. Amrik Singh, Senior Assistant ;

iii) Sh. Arvinder Singh, Advocate, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER 



On the last date of hearing, held on 15.06.2016, the respondent PIO concerned was directed to give an undertaking stating that nothing has been left to be supplied as per RTI request of the applicant apart from the supplied information.


Sh. Karan Singh, D. T. O. ; Sh. Amrik Singh, Senior Assistant ; Sh. Arvinder Singh, Advocate, in person in today’s hearing, state that the requisite information has already been supplied to the appellant, Sh. H. S. Hundal.


The  appellant, Sh. H. S. Hundal, who appeared in person in today’s hearing, expresses his dissatisfaction over the information supplied to him by the respondent PIO.



On this, Sh. Karan Singh offers an opportunity to the applicant to inspect the relevant official record  on any day during working hours, identify the information and copies copy of the same would be supplied to him ‘free of cost’ and seeks an adjournment in this case.



He also states that if the appellant could not come to inspect the official record, complete information as it exists in official record,  would be supplied to the him within ten from today or  would be brought into the Commission on the next date fixed. 



Both the parties mutually agreed to it during the hearing today.



The case is adjourned to 26th July, 2016(Tuesday) at 11:00 A. M. in  Chamber, S. C. O. 32 – 34, Sector 17 – C, Chandigarh.


       The next date of hearing has been announced to both the parties in the open court.
       Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 

  (Chander Parkash)
14th July, 2016            
          
         
              State Information Commissioner
  STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
               SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
 H. S. Hundal, Advocate,

Chamber No. 82, Districts Courts,

Phase- 3 B 1,S.A.S. Nagar (Mohali) (Punjab)



 
  ..…Appellant







Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o The District Transport Officer (Punjab),

S. A. S. Nagar (Punjab)

       


First Appellate Authority,

O/o The State Transport Commissioner, Punjab,

Sector 17,Chandigarh        




       
    ..…Respondents





Appeal  Case No.  3624 of 2015
Present :
Sh. H. S. Hundal, the appellant in person.

i) Sh. Karan Singh, D. T. O., in person ;

ii) Sh. Amrik Singh, Senior Assistant ;

iii) Sh. Arvinder Singh, Advocate, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER 

On the last date of hearing, held on 15.06.2016, another opportunity was given to the appellant to point out deficiencies in the information supplied to him.


Sh. Karan Singh, D. T. O. ; Sh. Amrik Singh, Senior Assistant ; Sh. Arvinder Singh, Advocate, in person in today’s hearing, state that the requisite information has already been supplied to the appellant, Sh. H. S. Hundal.


The  appellant, Sh. H. S. Hundal, who appeared in person in today’s hearing, states that he has pointed out certain deficiencies, which have not been removed by the respondent PIO concerned till date and also expresses his dissatisfaction over the information supplied to him by the respondent PIO.



On this, Sh. Karan Singh offers an opportunity to the applicant to inspect the relevant official record  on any day during working hours, identify the information and copies copy of the same would be supplied to him ‘free of cost’ and seeks an adjournment in this case.



He also states that if the appellant could not come to inspect the official record, complete information as it exists in official record,  would be supplied to the him within ten from today or  would be brought into the Commission on the next date fixed. 



Both the parties mutually agreed to it during the hearing today.



The case is adjourned to 26th July, 2016(Tuesday) at 11:00 A. M. in  Chamber, S. C. O. 32 – 34, Sector 17 – C, Chandigarh.


       The next date of hearing has been announced to both the parties in the open court.
       Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 

  (Chander Parkash)
14th July, 2016            
          
         
              State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
               SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
 H. S. Hundal, Advocate,

Chamber No. 82, Districts Courts,

Phase- 3 B 1,S.A.S. Nagar (Mohali) (Punjab)



   ..…Appellant






Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o The District Transport Officer (Punjab),

S. A. S. Nagar (Punjab)    

       


First Appellate Authority,

O/o The State Transport Commissioner, Punjab,

Sector 17,Chandigarh        




       
    ..…Respondents





Appeal  Case No.  3626 of 2015
Present :
Sh. H. S. Hundal, the appellant in person.

i) Sh. Karan Singh, D. T. O., in person ;

ii) Sh. Amrik Singh, Senior Assistant ;

iii) Sh. Arvinder Singh, Advocate, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER 




On the last date of hearing, held on 15.06.2016, another opportunity was given to the appellant to point out deficiencies in the information supplied to him.


Sh. Karan Singh, D. T. O. ; Sh. Amrik Singh, Senior Assistant ; Sh. Arvinder Singh, Advocate, in person in today’s hearing, state that the requisite information has already been supplied to the appellant, Sh. H. S. Hundal.


The  appellant, Sh. H. S. Hundal, who appeared in person in today’s hearing, states that he has pointed out certain deficiencies, which have not been removed by the respondent PIO concerned till date and also expresses his dissatisfaction over the information supplied to him by the respondent PIO.



On this, Sh. Karan Singh offers an opportunity to the applicant to inspect the relevant official record  on any day during working hours, identify the information and copies copy of the same would be supplied to him ‘free of cost’ and seeks an adjournment in this case.



He also states that if the appellant could not come to inspect the official record, complete information as it exists in official record,  would be supplied to the him within ten from today or  would be brought into the Commission on the next date fixed. 



Both the parties mutually agreed to it during the hearing today.



The case is adjourned to 26th July, 2016(Tuesday) at 11:00 A. M. in  Chamber, S. C. O. 32 – 34, Sector 17 – C, Chandigarh.


       The next date of hearing has been announced to both the parties in the open court.
       Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 

  (Chander Parkash)
14th July, 2016            
          
         
              State Information Commissioner
  STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
               SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
 H. S. Hundal, Advocate,

Chamber No. 82, Districts Courts,

Phase- 3 B 1,S.A.S. Nagar (Mohali) (Punjab)




   ..…Appellant







Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o The District Transport Officer (Punjab),

S. A. S. Nagar (Punjab)

       


First Appellate Authority,

O/o The State Transport Commissioner, Punjab,

Sector 17,Chandigarh        




       
    ..…Respondents





Appeal  Case No.  3627 of 2015
Present :
Sh. H. S. Hundal, the appellant in person.

i) Sh. Karan Singh, D. T. O., in person ;

ii) Sh. Amrik Singh, Senior Assistant ;

iii) Sh. Arvinder Singh, Advocate, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER 


On the last date of hearing, held on 15.06.2016, another opportunity was given to the appellant to point out deficiencies in the information supplied to him.


Sh. Karan Singh, D. T. O. ; Sh. Amrik Singh, Senior Assistant ; Sh. Arvinder Singh, Advocate, in person in today’s hearing, state that the requisite information has already been supplied to the appellant, Sh. H. S. Hundal.


The  appellant, Sh. H. S. Hundal, who appeared in person in today’s hearing, states that he has pointed out certain deficiencies, which have not been removed by the respondent PIO concerned till date and also expresses his dissatisfaction over the information supplied to him by the respondent PIO.



On this, Sh. Karan Singh offers an opportunity to the applicant to inspect the relevant official record  on any day during working hours, identify the information and copies copy of the same would be supplied to him ‘free of cost’ and seeks an adjournment in this case.



He also states that if the appellant could not come to inspect the official record, complete information as it exists in official record,  would be supplied to the him within ten from today or  would be brought into the Commission on the next date fixed. 



Both the parties mutually agreed to it during the hearing today.



The case is adjourned to 26th July, 2016(Tuesday) at 11:00 A. M. in  Chamber, S. C. O. 32 – 34, Sector 17 – C, Chandigarh.


       The next date of hearing has been announced to both the parties in the open court.
       Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 

  (Chander Parkash)
14th July, 2016            
          
         
              State Information Commissioner

     
   STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
               SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
 H. S. Hundal, Advocate,

Chamber No. 82, Districts Courts,

Phase- 3 B 1,S.A.S. Nagar (Mohali) (Punjab)




   ..…Appellant








Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o The District Transport Officer (Punjab),

S. A. S. Nagar (Punjab)    

       


First Appellate Authority,

O/o The State Transport Commissioner, Punjab,

Sector 17,Chandigarh        




       
    ..…Respondents





Appeal  Case No.  3628 of 2015
Present :
Sh. H. S. Hundal, the appellant in person.

i) Sh. Karan Singh, D. T. O., in person ;

ii) Sh. Amrik Singh, Senior Assistant ;

iii) Sh. Arvinder Singh, Advocate, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER 


On the last date of hearing, held on 15.06.2016, a show cause was issued to Sh.  Karan Singh District Transport Officer, S.A.S. Nagar, under Section 20 (1) of the RTI Act.

Sh. Karan Singh, D. T. O. ; Sh. Amrik Singh, Senior Assistant ; Sh. Arvinder Singh, Advocate, in person in today’s hearing, state that the requisite information has already been supplied to the appellant, Sh. H. S. Hundal.


The  appellant, Sh. H. S. Hundal, who appeared in person in today’s hearing, expresses his dissatisfaction over the information supplied to him by the respondent PIO.



On this, Sh. Karan Singh offers an opportunity to the applicant to inspect the relevant official record  on any day during working hours, identify the information and copies copy of the same would be supplied to him ‘free of cost’ and seeks an adjournment in this case.



He also states that if the appellant could not come to inspect the official record, complete information as it exists in official record,  would be supplied to the him within ten from today or  would be brought into the Commission on the next date fixed. 



Both the parties mutually agreed to it during the hearing today.



In compliance to the order dated 15.06.2016, Sh. Karan Singh also submits a reply dated 14.07.2016 to the show cause issued to him vide orders dated 15.06.2016, which is taken on record.


A decision on the reply filed by Sh. Karan Singh in connection with the show cause issued to him, will be taken later on. 

The case is adjourned to 26th July, 2016(Tuesday) at 11:00 A. M. in  Chamber, S. C. O. 32 – 34, Sector 17 – C, Chandigarh.


       The next date of hearing has been announced to both the parties in the open court.
       Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 

  (Chander Parkash)
14th July, 2016            
          
         
              State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
               SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
 H. S. Hundal, Advocate,

Chamber No. 82, Districts Courts,

Phase- 3 B 1,S.A.S. Nagar (Mohali) (Punjab)




   ..…Appellant








Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o The District Transport Officer (Punjab),

S. A. S. Nagar (Punjab)    

       


First Appellate Authority,

O/o The State Transport Commissioner, Punjab,

Sector 17,Chandigarh        




       

    ..…Respondents




Appeal  Case No.  3841 of 2015
Present :
Sh. H. S. Hundal, the appellant in person.

i) Sh. Karan Singh, D. T. O., in person ;

ii) Sh. Amrik Singh, Senior Assistant ;

iii) Sh. Arvinder Singh, Advocate, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER 


On the last date of hearing, held on 15.06.2016, a show cause was issued to Sh.  Karan Singh District Transport Officer, S.A.S. Nagar, under Section 20 (1) of the RTI Act.

Sh. Karan Singh, D. T. O. ; Sh. Amrik Singh, Senior Assistant ; Sh. Arvinder Singh, Advocate, in person in today’s hearing, state that the requisite information has already been supplied to the appellant, Sh. H. S. Hundal.


The  appellant, Sh. H. S. Hundal, who appeared in person in today’s hearing, expresses his dissatisfaction over the information supplied to him by the respondent PIO.



On this, Sh. Karan Singh offers an opportunity to the applicant to inspect the relevant official record  on any day during working hours, identify the information and copies copy of the same would be supplied to him ‘free of cost’ and seeks an adjournment in this case.



He also states that if the appellant could not come to inspect the official record, complete information as it exists in official record,  would be supplied to the him within ten from today or  would be brought into the Commission on the next date fixed. 



Both the parties mutually agreed to it during the hearing today.



In compliance to the order dated 15.06.2016, Sh. Karan Singh also submits a reply dated 14.07.2016 to the show cause issued to him vide orders dated 15.06.2016, which is taken on record.


A decision on the reply filed by Sh. Karan Singh in connection with the show cause issued to him, will be taken later on. 

The case is adjourned to 26th July, 2016(Tuesday) at 11:00 A. M. in  Chamber, S. C. O. 32 – 34, Sector 17 – C, Chandigarh.


       The next date of hearing has been announced to both the parties in the open court.
       Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 

  (Chander Parkash)
14th July, 2016            
          
         
              State Information Commissioner

