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 

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, complainant, in person. 

For the respondent: Sh. Mewa Singh, Superintendent-cum –APIO and 

Sh. Rashpal Singh, Senior Assistant.   

ORDER
1. The respondent files written submission which is taken on record and copy thereof is given to the appellant. 
2. This case is going on for considerable period now. For clinching issues that have emerged in this case it is imperative that Sh. R.P. Singh, Assistant Director Training-cum- General Secretary, PITSA should be present during the next hearing and clarify about the issues. Sh. R.P. Singh is directed to be present alongwith original record.  The matter to come up for further hearing on 24.06.2015 at 02:00 PM.  
3.      Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd /-  
Chandigarh






      
 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 15.06.2015


                     
        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. 2670 of 2014 

Ms Kiran Devi D/o Sh. Jagan Nath,

R/o 21328, Gali No. 1 (Dr. Nauharia Wali Gali),

Power House Road, Bathinda-151001.

    


    …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Subordinate Service Selection Board, Punjab,

Sector- 68, Mohali. 
 






    ...Respondent

Present:
Sh. Ashok Kumar, on behalf of the complainant.
For the respondent: Mrs. Kulwant Kaur, Senior Assistant (98788-70258).  
ORDER
1. Arguments of both the parties heard. The matter to come up for orders on 24.07.2015 at 02:00 PM.  
2.      Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd /-  
Chandigarh






      
 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 15.06.2015


                     
        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. 2671  of  2014 

Sh. Yogesh Kumar S/o Sh. Jagan Nath,

R/o 21328, Gali No. 1 (Dr. Nauharia Wali Gali),

Power House Road, Bathinda-151001.

    


    …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Subordinate Service Selection Board, Punjab,

Sector- 68, Mohali. 
 






    ...Respondent

Present:
Sh. Ashok Kumar, on behalf of the complainant.

For the respondent: Mrs. Narinder Kaur, Senior Assistant.

ORDER

1. The complainant states that his written submission dated 11.02.2015 may be considered as his arguments in this case. 
2. The respondent states that the written submission dated 09.04.2015 be read as arguments of their side. 
3. The matter to come up for orders on 24.07.2015 at 02:00 PM.  

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


Sd /-  
Chandigarh






      
 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 15.06.2015


                     
        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. 3550 of 2014 

Ms. Kiran Devi, 

D/o Sh. Jagan Nath,

R/o 21328, Street No. 1 (Dr. Nohariyan Wali Street),

Power House Road,

Bathinda-151001. 








.…Appellant.

Versus

1. Public Information Officer,

O/o District Food & Supply Controller,

Bathinda. 

2. First Appellate Authority,

O/o Commissioner, Food Civil Supplies & Consumer Affairs, Punjab,

Sector-17, Chandigarh. 


      


        ….Respondent

Present: 
Sh. Ashok Kumar, on behalf of the appellant. 

For the respondent: Sh. Khushwinder, Inspector (98152-14924). 

ORDER

1. Sh. Khushwinder, Inspector on behalf of the respondent is present and files written submission which is taken on record. Copy thereof is provided to Sh. Ashok Kumar, who is present on behalf of the appellant. He states that on inquiry it has been found that the record relating to ration card no. 6149 is missing. 
2.
In view of the position explained by the respondent, the Commissioner, Food Civil Supplies & Consumer Affairs Punjab is hereby directed to institute an inquiry into the fact as to why record, document submitted with, ration card no. 6149 of Paras Ram Nagar locality in Bathinda is not traceable and how it is missing and take appropriate action against the erring officials responsible for the loss of said record as per service 
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rules. Intimation about initiation of action against the delinquent officials  should be intimated to the Commission on next date of hearing.
2.  The matter to come up for further hearing on 24.07.2015 at 02:00 PM.  
4.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. Copy of this order be sent to Commissioner, Food Civil Supplies & Consumer Affairs Punjab, by registered pot.

Sd /-  
Chandigarh






      
 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 15.06.2015


                     
        State Information Commissioner 

CC:




Sh. Shiv Dular Singh Dhillon, IAS,            
 (Registered )
Commissioner, Food Civil Supplies 
& Consumer Affairs, Punjab,

Sector-17, Chandigarh. 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Fax 0172-4630888 Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Appeal Case No. 659 of 2015 

Date of institution: 12.02.2015

Date of decision: 15.06.2015 

Shri Pardeep Kumar 

S/o Shri Tilak Raj,

# 169/563, New Golden Avenue,

B/s Mall Mandi,

Amritsar.








…..Appellant

Versus

1. Public Information Officer,

O/o Civil Judge (Senior Division),

Amritsar.








2. First Appellate Authority,

O/o Civil Judge (Senior Division),

District Court Complex,

Amritsar.    







.....Respondent

Present:   
None for the appellant.

For the respondent: Sh. Munish Kumar, Clerk of Court.

ORDER
1. A complaint under Section 18 (1) of the Right to Information Act, 2005 (hereinafter RTI Act) has been filed in the Commission that the information sought vide application dated 18.12.2014 has not been provided by the concerned Public Information Officer (hereinafter PIO) o/o Civil Judge (Sr. Divn.) Amritsar on the ground that “certified copies of documents of the consigned file bearing general no. 2633/2010 APC, as sought for by the applicant concerned, can be got from the Copying Agency(Judicial), Amritsar by way of adopting proper procedure of applying certified copies, as per Copying Agency Manual”. The First Appellate Authority (hereinafter FAA) dismissed the appeal on 31.01.2015 citing the following ground:- “As per Rule 4.1 of correction slip no. 174 Rules/II.D4 dated 31.03.2014 of the Hon’ble High Court, the 
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information which relates to judicial functions and duties of the Court and matters incidental and ancillary thereto and of confidential nature shall not be disclosed in terms of Section 8(1)(b) of the Act”. Thereafter, a complaint was filed in the Commission praying that the requisite information may be supplied, the penal action as provided under RTI Act be taken and that the compensation should be awarded. The complainant has sought the information for the period from 22.07.2006 to 22.09.2010 on following points:-


(i).
Attested copy of list of documents produced by plaintiff with plaint dated 22.07.2006 (20.07.2006).


(ii).
Attested copy of application moved by plaintiff under O XXXIX Rule 1 & 2 for an injunction in period 22.07.2006 to 22.09.2010.


(iii).
Attested copy of application by plaintiff Rajinderpal Singh to produce additional documents at any later stage in period 22.07.2006 to 22.09.2010.


(iv).
Attested copy of account(any) in whole record, compared by Chief Ministerial Officer of Court in period 22.07.2006 to 22.09.2010.


(v).
Attested copy of notice issued by Court for final disposal of case in the record.


(vi).
Attested copy of elucidation method adopted by Court in suit during period 22.07.2006 to 22.09.2010.


(vii).
Attested copy of any order for amendment of pleadings made by court in period 22.07.2006 to 22.09.2010.
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(viii). 
Attested copy of reason recorded by the court for the production of Ex Pw1/2 at proper stage.   

2.
Notice of hearing through video conference was issued to the parties for 15.04.2015. After hearing both the parties on 13.05.2015, the order was reserved for pronouncement on 15.06.2015.  


Although, this case has been inadvertently labeled as Appeal Case under Section 19(3) but in fact it is a Complaint filed under Section 18 of the RTI Act and has been treated and heard as a Complaint Case.  
3.
During the hearing on 15.04.2015 the appellant stated that he was not satisfied with the response of the respondents. During the hearing on 13.05.2015 in the Commission the appellant submitted that he was not in agreement with the order of PIO as well as that of FAA. He further contended that the PIO was bound to provide him the information under RTI Act and that he does not accept the procedure en-route copying agency manual for obtaining the information.  He has also submitted written submission received in the Commission on 27.04.2015 referring to various Sections of the RTI Act and mentioning therein that refusal under Section 8 (1)(b) of the Act was misleading on part of First Appellate Authority.      

4.
The reply filed by the respondent indicates that the PIO has denied the information under RTI Act and FAA has dismissed the first appeal of the information seeker, citing the reason given below :- 
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“ As per Rule 4.1 of correction slip no. 174 Rules/II. D4 dated 31.03.2014 of the Hon’ble High court, the information which relates to judicial functions and duties of the court and matters incidental and ancillary thereto and of confidential nature shall not be disclosed in terms of Section 8(1)(b) of the Act. 


As such, you are advised, if you so desire, to get the information sought for, through the Copying Agency (Judicial), Amritsar, by adopting proper procedure as per the Copying Agency Manual”. 

5.
After examining the contention of both parties advanced orally as well as written vis-à-vis the provisions of RTI Act, 2005, the paramount issue that has surfaced in this complaint case is whether the respondent is right in denying the information to an applicant under the RTI Act. 

a.
The preamble of the RTI Act evidently reflects that this Act is (An Act to provide for setting out the practical regime of right to information for citizens to secure access to information under the control of public authorities, in order to promote transparency and accountability in the working of every public authority….)  

 With advent of RTI Act, system already established for providing services, specially disseminating information, do not become redundant. Taking the instant case, the officials are specifically assigned the task of providing information relating to Court files on the lines of procedure laid down in Copying Agency Manual.   
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For seeking information qua any Court file, an established outlet is already there. An information seeker can seek information relating to a Court file through Copying Agency which functions as per procedure laid down by Copying Agency Manual.  


b.
Section 28 (1) of the RTI Act reads as “ The competent authority may, by notification in the official gazette, make rules to carry out the provisions of this Act”. And, the relevant competent authority in this case is enumerated in Section 2 (e) which reads that “competent authority” means – (iii) The Chief Justice of High Court in case of High Court”.  


c.
A bare reading of Section 4 (1) (b) (v) implies that officials of a public authority perform duties as per “the rules, regulations, instructions, manuals and records held by it or under its control or used by its employees for discharging its functions;”


d.
In exercise of powers conferred by sub-section (1) of Section 28 read with Section 2(e)(iii) of the Right to Information Act, 2005, the Chief Justice of Punjab and Haryana  has framed “ Punjab Subordinate Courts, (Rights to information) Rules,2007”. 



Rule 4 (1) of the “Punjab Subordinate Courts, (Rights to information) Rules,2007”  deals with exemption from disclosure of information and it reads as following:- 



“The information which relates to judicial functions and duties of the Court and matters incidental and ancillary thereto and of confidential nature shall not be disclosed in terms of Section 8(1)(b) of the Act”. 
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e.
It is admitted fact by the complainant that on his RTI application dated 18.12.2014, the response of the PIO is dated 15.01.2015 and order of FAA is dated 30.01.2015. As such, the disposal of RTI application by the respondent PIO as well as that of applicant’s first appeal by FAA is within the time frame stipulated by the RTI Act.

6.
After hearing both the parties and going through the relevant provisions of RTI Act vis-à-vis Punjab Subordinate Courts, (Rights to information) Rules, 2007, I arrive at the conclusion that there is not merit in this complaint and therefore, it is dismissed. 
7.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 
Sd /-  
Chandigarh






      
 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 15.06.2015


                     
        State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Tele No. 0172-4630060, Fax 0172-4630888
Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Appeal  Case  No.  3132  of  2014 

Sh. Hardeep Singh Sidhu (75080-11900)

S/o Harbans Singh Sidhu ,

R/o 12 Sidhu Estate, Near Malwa School,

Bhadson Road, Patiala.
      






.…Appellant.

Versus

1. Public Information Officer,

O/o Subordinate Service Selection Board,

Forest Complex, Sector 68, S.A.S. Nagar.

2. First Appellate Authority,

O/o Secretary, Subordinate Service Selection Board,

Forest Complex, Sector 68, S.A.S. Nagar.

                 …...Respondent

Present:
Sh. Chaman Lal Goyal, Advocate on behalf of the appellant. 

For the respondent: Smt. Kulwant  Kaur, Senior Assistant (98788-70258).

ORDER
1. Sh. Chaman Lal Goyal, Advocate on behalf of the appellant states that there is considerable delay in providing the information and requests that penalty may be imposed on the respondent as per RTI Act. 

2. The respondent provides information after removing deficiency to the ld. counsel by hand today in the Commission and copy thereof is endorsed to the Commission.
3.  The matter to come up for orders on 24.07.2015 at 02:00 PM.  
4.
 Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd /-   

Chandigarh






      
 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 15.06.2015


                     
        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.  1029  of 2015 

Ms Gursimran Kaur (M-85284-75863)

# 667, LIG, Phase – 1,

Urban Estate,

Dugri, Distt. Ludhiana.





         ……Appellant

Versus

1. Public Information Officer,

O/o District Transport Officer,

Ludhiana-141002.

2. First Appellate Authority,

O/o State Transport Com missioner, Punjab,

SCO- 177-178, Sector 17-C,

Chandigarh.  
   




              …...Respondent

Present:
Ms Gursimran Kaur, appellant in person. 

For the respondent: Sh. Jaspal Singh, S.O. (96469-95605).
ORDER
1. The appellant files written submission which is taken on record and copy thereof is given to the respondent. The appellant submits that no information till date has been provided on the news item dated 13.05.2012 which appeared in the Danik Bhaskar.   
2. The respondent states that the reply to the Notice of the Commission has already been sent vide letter no. 10792 dated 10.06.2015. He adds that the respondent did not have the copy of the news item which has been provided to him today by the appellant and requests that an adjournment may be given to file reply to the written submission submitted by the appellant.
3. The matter to come up for further hearing on 16.07.2015 at 02:00 PM.  
4.
 Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd /-   

Chandigarh






      
 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 15.06.2015


                     
        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.  1430  of 2015
Date of institution:24.04.2015 

Date of decision: 15.06.2015
Shri Genda Ram (M-9915990644)
S/o Late Sh. Babu Ram,

R/o Ward No.9,

Dheer Wali Gali,

Mansa.     









.…Appellant

Versus

1. Public Information Officer,

O/o District Treasury Officer,

Mansa.
2. First Appellate Authority,

O/o Director Treasury and Accounts, Punjab,
SCO No.110-111, Sector 17-C,

Chandigarh.

   




              …...Respondent

  Present:
None for the appellant. 
For the respondent: Sh. Vijay Kumar, District Treasury Officer, Mansa and Sh. Malkit Singh, Superintendent. 
ORDER
1. The RTI application is dated 10.02.2015 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 16.03.2015 and second appeal was filed in the Commission on 24.04.2015 under Section 19 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 (hereinafter RTI Act).

2.
Notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 15.06.2015 in the Commission.
3.
The appellant has sent  written submission received in the Commission at diary no. 14910 dated 11.06.2015 stating therein that he has yet not received the information 
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and that he cannot attend the hearing on account of his broken hip operated upon and has submitted therein that the respondent should be penalized for not providing the information.   
4. The respondent PIO states that reply to the Notice of the Commission has already been sent vide memo no. 863 dated 08.06.2015 and copy sent to the appellant thereof mentioning therein that the RTI application was received on 12.02.2015 and the PIO was on earned leave from 21.02.2015 to 23.03.2015 and after availing the leave he sent interim reply dated 24.03.2015 to the information seeker. Thereafter he disposed of the application on 04.05.2015 mentioning therein that the information sought cannot be given in view of Section 8(1) (g) of the RTI Act, 2005.
5. The First Appellate Authority (FAA) also filed reply to the notice of the Commission which is taken on record and copy thereof is endorsed  to the appellant also.  The First Appellate Authority vide its order dated 08.05.2015 disposed of the first appeal seeking exemption under Section 8 (g) of the RTI Act and has also referred to judgement of Hon'ble Supreme Court dated 13.12.2012  in Civil Appeal No.9052 of 2012 in Bihar Public Service Commission Versus Saiyed Hussain Abbas  Rizwi & Anr.
 
6. The perusal of file shows that in regard to RTI application dated 10.02.2015  interim reply was given by the PIO on 24.03.2015 as he had  remained on leave from 21.02.2015 to 23.03.2015 and further vide memo. dated 4.05.2015 denied the information seeking exemption under Section 8(1)(g) of the Right to Information Act, 2005. On filing first appeal, first appellate authority vide order dated 8.05.2015 also 
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denied the information on the grounds of Section 8(1)(g) of the Act.  The respondent has also referred to judgment of Hon'ble Supreme Court dated 13.12.2012  in Civil Appeal No.9052 of 2012 in Bihar Public Service Commission Versus Saiyed Hussain Abbas  Rizwi & Anr.
I agree with the contention of the respondent and find no merit in the stance of the appellant.  The respondent has rightly denied the information seeking exemption under  Section  8(1)(g) of the RTI Act, 2005 that 'information, the disclosure of which would endanger the life or physical safety of any person or identify the source of information or assistance given in confidence for law enforcement or security purposes' there shall be no obligation to give it. In wake of this, the appeal case is hereby disposed of and closed.
7.
 Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd /-   

Chandigarh






      
 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 15.06.2015


                     
        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.  1447  of 2015 

Shri  Kulwinder Singh (M-87290-47000)

R/o  3079/2 A, Street No.12,

New Janta Nagar,

Ludhiana.








.…Appellant

Versus

1. Public Information Officer,

O/o State Transport Com missioner, Punjab,
SCO- 177-178, Sector 17-C,

Chandigarh.

2. First Appellate Authority,

O/o State Transport Com missioner, Punjab,

SCO- 177-178, Sector 17-C,

Chandigarh.  
   




              …...Respondent

Present:
None for the appellant.  

For the respondent: Sh. Gurpal Singh, APIO.

ORDER
1. The appellant is absent without intimation to the Commission.
2. Sh. Gurpal Singh, APIO on behalf of the respondent states that reply to the Notice of the Commission has already been sent vide letter no.  STC/PIO/2214/20260 dated 11.06.2015. He further submits that the RTI application of the appellant was received on 20.08.2014 and vide letter dated 18.09.2014 the information comprising of 4 pages was sent to him. He further adds that the information has again been provided to him vide letter dated 11.06.2015.
3. Last opportunity is given to the appellant to follow up his case in the Commission. The matter to come up for further hearing on 30.06.2015 at 02:00 PM.  
4.
 Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd /-   

Chandigarh






      
 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 15.06.2015


                     
        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.  1462  of 2015 

Shri Gagandeep Singh  Janjua (M-97806-43243)

S/o Sh. Ranjit Singh,

Village Tooran P.O. Kumbh,

Tehsil Amloh, 

District Fatehgarh Sahib-147301.  





.…Appellant

Versus

1. Public Information Officer,

O/o Financial Commissioner Revenue, 

Punjab Civil Secretariat,

Chandigarh.   
2. First Appellate Authority,

O/o Financial Commissioner Revenue, 

Punjab Civil Secretariat,

Chandigarh.    
   




              …...Respondent

Present:
None for the appellant. 
For the respondent: Smt. Madhurjit, APIO-cum-Superintendent.  
ORDER
1.
The appellant is absent without intimation to the Commission.

2.
Smt. Madhurjit, APIO-cum-Superintendent on behalf of the respondent states that the reply to the notice of the Commission has already been endorsed to the Commission vide letter dated 10.06.2015. She further states that the requisite information has been provided to the appellant.
3.
The matter is adjourned for further hearing on 16.07.2015 at 02:00 PM.  
4.
 Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd /-  
Chandigarh






      
 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 15.06.2015


                     
        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.  1470  of 2015 

Shri Lal Chand Niyamat Rai, (M-98726-90129)
R/O Backside Raman Cinema

College Link Road,

Near Agarsen Bhawan,

Mansa-151505.








.…Appellant

Versus

1. Public Information Officer,

O/o Secretary, Regional Transport Authority (RTA),

Bathinda.

2. First Appellate Authority,

O/o State Transport Com missioner, Punjab,

SCO- 177-178, Sector 17-C,

Chandigarh.  
   




              …...Respondent

Present:
Sh. Lal Chand,  appellant in person.
For the respondent: Sh. Surinder Kumar, Senior Assistant (95010-44023).
ORDER
1.
The appellant states that he has received the information by hand today only and that there is deficiency therein.  He requests that an adjournment may be given to point out  the deficiency in writing.
2.
The respondent files reply to the notice of the Commission which is taken on record and copy thereof is given to the appellant. 
3. The appellant to point out deficiency in writing  within 10 days from today and respondent is directed to remove the deficiency 10 days thereafter and file written submission accordingly in the Commission. The matter to come up for further hearing on 17.07.2015 at 02:00 PM.  
4.
 Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd /-  
Chandigarh






      
 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 15.06.2015


                     
        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.  1491  of 2015 

Shri H. S. Hundal (M-9878500082)
Advocate Chamber No.82,

District Courts, Phase -3BI






.…Appellant

SAS Nagar-160059.
Versus

1. Public Information Officer,

O/o District Transport Officer,
Bathinda.

2. First Appellate Authority,

O/o State Transport Com missioner, Punjab,

SCO- 177-178, Sector 17-C,

Chandigarh.  
   




              …...Respondent

Present:
None for the appellant. 

For the respondent: Sh. Reetinder Singh, Clerk . 
ORDER
1.
The appellant has intimated vide letter received in the Commission at diary No.15129  dated 15.06.2015 that he has not received  information so far and that an adjournment may be given. 

 2.
Sh. Reetinder Singh, Clerk on behalf of the respondent files reply to the notice of the Commission which is taken on record.
3.
On the request of the appellant, the matter is adjourned for further hearing on 16.07.2015 at 02:00 PM.  
4.
 Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd /-  
Chandigarh






      
 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 15.06.2015


                     
        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.  1492  of 2015 

Shri H. S. Hundal (M-9878500082)

Advocate Chamber No.82,

District Courts, Phase -3BI






.…Appellant

SAS Nagar-160059.

Versus

1. Public Information Officer,

O/o District Transport Officer,
Ludhiana-141002.
2. First Appellate Authority,

O/o State Transport Com missioner, Punjab,

SCO- 177-178, Sector 17-C,

Chandigarh.  
   




              …...Respondent

Present:
None for the appellant. 

For the respondent: Sh. Jaspal Singh, S.O.
ORDER
1.
The appellant has intimated vide letter received in the Commission at diary No.15130  dated 15.06.2015 that he has not received  information so far and that an adjournment may be given.
2.
The respondent states that reply to the notice of the Commission has already been sent vide letter No.10782 dated 10.06.2015 mentioning therein that after receiving the RTI application  by the respondent on 13.02.2015, partial information was provided to the appellant vide office letter No.1586 dated 23.02.2015.  He further adds that information on point No.1, 2, 3, 10 and 11 was required to be compiled which has also been done vide letter No.10403/DTO dated 27.05.2015.
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3.
On the plea of the appellant, the matter is adjourned for further hearing on 16.07.2015 at 02:00 PM.  
4.
 Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd /-  
Chandigarh






      
 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 15.06.2015


                     
        State Information Commissioner
