STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH





Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Kamal Soni, 

132 Goal Bagh,

Narain Nagar, 

Amritsar.

   



      




   …Appellant 

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Deputy Chief Engineer,

Punjab State Power Corporation Ltd.,

Sub Urban Circle, Amritsar. 

2.
First Appellate Authority, 

O/o Deputy Chief Engineer, (Border) 

Punjab State Power Corporation Ltd.,

Sub Urban Circle Amritsar.   



…Respondents 

 AC- 132/2012

       ORDER 
Present:-
Representative, Ms Chetna, for the appellant.


Mr. Jatinder Singh, Addl. S.E.(W)-APIO, for the respondents.






-----

RTI application  filed on
:  19.11.2011.

PIO replied


:  03.01.2012.

First appeal filed  on
:  15.10.2011.
First Appellate Authority’s :   Nil

Order.
Second appeal to the 
:  24.01.2012.
State Information

Commission filed on
Information sought:
The appellant seeks information  regarding  his service matter.  He seeks information on 3 points. 
Grounds for first appeal:



The  applicant/appellant  was not satisfied with the response of PIO.
Order of  First Appellate Authority (FAA):




There was no order of FAA.





--2-

Relevant Facts emerging during  Hearing :



The representative, Ms Chetna,  who appears on behalf of the appellant, furnishes her authority letter which is taken on record.

The respondent submits a letter dated 22.05.2012, addressed to the Deputy Registrar of the State Commission, 
stating therein that the requisite information  has been given to the appellant vide memo.No.11742 dated  9.12.2011  a copy of which is annexed with the letter submitted.  This is taken on record.  

The representative of the appellant confirms  having received the information given by the respondent.  However, she says that  giving of information has been delayed.  The respondent is cautioned to be  more careful  in dealing with the RTI applications in future.
Decision:


Since the information stands provided, the case is disposed of and closed.
Announced in the open court.
Copies of  the order be sent to the parties.

Place: Chandigarh.




     (Surinder Awasthi)

Dated: 23.05.2012.


               State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH





Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Narinder Kaur,

R/o # 14, 

Guru Arjan Dev Nagar,

Putli Ghar,

Amritsar-143002

   



      




   …Appellant 

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police (Rural),
Amritsar- 143001

2.
First Appellate Authority, 

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police (Rural),
Amritsar- 143001 

 



…Respondents 

 AC- 131/2012

       ORDER
Present :
Representative, Mr. Paramjit Singh, for the appellant.



Mr. Balkar Singh, H.C., for the respondents.






   ----

RTI application  filed on
:  22.09.2011  and 09.11.2011.

PIO replied


:   Nil
First appeal filed  on
:   Nil
Second appeal to the 
:  21.12.2011.

State Information

Commission filed on
Information sought:


Wants to  know  some details reg. service record of one H.C. Harpreet Singh, No.1372/Amritsar Rural.
Grounds for  appeal:



No information  was provided to the appellant.
Relevant Facts emerging during  Hearing :



The appellant is represented  by Mr.  Paramjit Singh, representative.

The respondent submits a letter No.583/RTI, dated 22.05.2012, from SSP (Rural) –PIO, Amritsar, addressed to the Deputy Registrar of the  Commission, stating therein that the appellant was asked vide letter 





-2-

29.11.2011 to  deposit the fee to  obtain the requisite information from their office but she did not  visit their office. This  letter is taken on record.

However, the respondent  hands over  the information to the  appellant’s representative in the court today.


The representative of the appellant has given in writing  that he has received the information demanded by his sister today.  This is taken on record.
Decision :



Since the information stands supplied,  the case is  disposed of and closed.
Announced in the open court.
Copies of  the order be sent to the parties.

Place: Chandigarh.




     (Surinder Awasthi)

Dated: 23.05.2012.


               State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH





Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Karnail Singh,

S/o Sh. Hakam Singh, 

Village & PO- Vadala Kalan,

Tehsil- Baba Bakala,

Distt- Amritsar.

   



      




   …Appellant 

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Sub Divisional Magistrate, 

Baba Bakala,

Distt- Amritsar 

2.
First Appellate Authority, 

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Amritsar.  
 



  

…Respondents 

 AC- 127/2012

      ORDER 

Present :
None for the appellant.

Mrs. Seema Singh, APIO-Tehsildar, Baba Bakala, for the respondents. 






-----
RTI application  filed on
:  24.08.2011.
PIO replied


:  16.01.2012.
First appeal filed  on
:   5.11.2011.
FAA’s order dated 

:   5.12.2011
Second appeal to the 
:  23.01.2012.

State Information

Commission filed on
Information sought:


Seeks action taken report on his application to the D.C., Amritsar and S.D.M., Baba Bakala on 21.07.2011 including the file notiings etc.
Grounds for  appeal:



Wrong  information  was provided to the appellant.

Relevant Facts emerging during  Hearing :



The appellant has sent a Fax message dated 22.05.2012  expressing  his inability to attend the hearing  today due to his illness.  He has also requested that the demanded  information may be  provided to him.
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The respondent submits a photo copy  of letter dated  10.02.2012 wherein it is stated that the requisite information had already been sent to the appellant vide letter dated 15.09.2011 and the same  was  again sent  on 10.02.2012.  This copy is taken on record.


One last opportunity is afforded to the appellant to  peruse the information sent  and point out  deficiency, if any,  direct to the  PIO-respondent who will  address the same before the next date of hearing.
Decision:


The case is adjourned to 13.06.2012 at 10.30 A.M.
Announced in the open court.
Copies of  the order be sent to the parties.

Place: Chandigarh.




     (Surinder Awasthi)

Dated: 23.05.2012.


               State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH





Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Prem Singh, 

Mangal Singh,

Village & PO- Raiyya (Khurd),

Tehsil- Baba Bakala,

Distt- Amritsar.   



      


   …Appellant 

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police, (Rural),

Amritsar. 

2.
First Appellate Authority, 

O/o Inspector General of Police, 

Border Range, Amritsar. 
 



…Respondents 

 AC- 126/2012

         ORDER 
Present :
None on  behalf of the appellant.


Mr. Balkar Singh, H.C., for the  respondents.






----
RTI application  filed on
:  11.04.2011.

PIO replied


:   Nil.
First appeal filed  on
:   29.09.2011.

FAA’s order dated 

:    --

Second appeal to the 
:  23.01.2012.

State Information

Commission filed on
Information sought:


The appellant seeks action taken report on his application  dated 26.12.2010  under  No.246  / 5 AP  made to police chowki Rayya and then complaint of inaction  to SSP, Amritsar (Rural ) and DGP.  Also he wants to know  the names and designation of Inquiry officers.
Grounds for  appeal:


No information or response was given.
Relevant Facts emerging during  Hearing :



The appellant has sent a Fax message dated 22.05.2012  expressing  his inability to attend the hearing  today due to his  sickness.  He has also requested that the demanded  information may be  provided to him 
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and  also action be taken against the SSP, Amritsar (Rural) and FAA – I.G.Border Range, Amritsar, for delaying and  denying the  supply of information. This is taken on record.


The respondent submits a letter No.581/RTI, dated  22.05.2012 from SSP-PIO, Amritsar (Rural) addressed to the Deputy Registrar of the Commission stating therein that  the complaint No.246/5 AP dated 26.12.2010 was never made  to the police chowki and there was no record of the same.  The respondent has brought  record  alongwith 5 AP Register of Police Chowki, Rayya.  Its perusal indicates that there was no such complaint of this number entered in the register.  Since there is no complaint of this number, action taken report cannot be furnished.  This  letter is taken on record.


However, respondent is directed  to send this letter  through registered post to the appellant  within a week.
Decision :




Accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed.




Announced in the open court.
Copies of  the order be sent to the parties.

Place: Chandigarh.




     (Surinder Awasthi)

Dated: 23.05.2012.


               State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH





Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Zora Singh,

S/o Sh. Balwant Singh,

R/o Vill- Bhasaur,

Teshil- Dhuri,

Distt- Sangrur-148024  


      


   …Appellant 

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Tehsildar, Dhuri,

Distt- Sangrur 

2.
First Appellate Authority, 

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Sangrur.   

 




…Respondents 

 AC- 119/2012

       ORDER

Present :
Mr. Zora Singh, Appellant,  in person.



None for the respondents.





----

RTI application  filed on

:   15.04.2011.

PIO replied



:    Nil,.
First appeal filed  on

:   25.07.2011.

FAA’s order dated 


:      ---
Second appeal to the 

:   12.10.2011 and  (again on 20.01.2012 )
State Information

Commission filed on

Information sought:


The applicant/appellant seeks   copy of  decision  of A.C. Grade I, Dhuri, dated 7.12.2009, mutation No.4963 which was sent to Tehsildar Dhuri vide No.2415, dated 17.12.2009  and action taken report  on this  date-wise till date.
Grounds for  appeal:



No information was given.


Relevant Facts emerging during  Hearing :


The appellant says that no information has been provided.


 None has appeared on behalf of the respondent though due and adequate notice of hearing was issued on  09.05.2012. The Commission takes a very serious note of respondent’s absence.  It amounts to non-compliance of the directions of the Commission.  Another opportunity is given 





-2-

to the PIO-Tehsildar to give the  information as per RTI application as available on record, duly attested and legible, before the next date of hearing.
Failing to do so  will attract stringent  provisions of the RTI Act.  


The PIO-Tehsildar is also directed to be personally present along with a copy of the information at the next date of hearing

Decision :



The case is adjourned  to  19.06.2012 at 10.30 AM.
Announced in the open court.
Copies of  the order be sent to the parties.

Place: Chandigarh.




     (Surinder Awasthi)

Dated: 23.05.2012.


               State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH





Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

 Zora Singh,

S/o Sh. Balwant Singh,

R/o Vill- Bhasaur,

Teshil- Dhuri,

Distt- Sangrur-148024  


      


   …Appellant 

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Sub-Divisional Officer,

Pb. State Power Corporation Ltd.

Distt- Sangrur. 

2.
First Appellate Authority, 

O/o Superintending Engineer, 

Pb. State Power Corporation Ltd.

Distt- Sangrur.  
 




…Respondents 

 AC- 118/2012

       ORDER 
Present :
Mr. Zora Singh, appellant, in person.


Mr. Balbir Singh, S.D.O., for the   respondents.






-----

RTI application  filed on

:   02.05.2011.

PIO replied



:   No information.
First appeal filed  on

:   29.07.2011.

FAA’s order dated 


:      ---
Second appeal to the 

:   11.07.2011.

State Information

Commission filed on

Information sought:


Seeks  information  reg. height  of  electric wires  from the earth of three phase LT line  near bus stand  of vill. Bhasor and  installation of a transformer  etc.
Grounds for  appeal:



No information was given.


Relevant Facts emerging during  Hearing :



Respondent says that partial  information had been supplied to the  applicant vide letter dated 18.07.2011 and furnishes a photo copy of the same during the hearing.  The same is taken on record.
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The respondent  promises to supply the remaining information  to the appellant before the next date of hearing.  


The respondent is directed to keep the promise.
Decision :



The case is adjourned  to  19.06.2012 at 10.30 AM.
Announced in the open court.
Copies of  the order be sent to the parties.

Place: Chandigarh.




     (Surinder Awasthi)

Dated: 23.05.2012.


               State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH





Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Navneet Kumar,

S/o Sh. Baldev Raj,

C/o Bittu General Store,

Vill- Babowal,

Jail Road,

PO & Distt – Gurdaspur -143521 



      
   …Appellant 

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer 

O/o District Education Officer, (SE)

Moga 

2.
First Appellate Authority, 

O/o District Education Officer, (SE)

Moga  




 




…Respondents 

 AC- 111/2012 

     ORDER
Present:
Mr. Navneet Kumar, appellant, in person.


Mr. Sunil Kumar, Clerk, for the respondents.






----

RTI application  filed on
:  02.11.2011.

PIO replied


:   Nil

First appeal filed  on
:  12.12.2011.
Second appeal to the 
:  19.01.2012.

State Information

Commission filed on
Information sought:



Seeks  information as to under which category he (appellant) presented himself during counselling for S.St. Service providers.  He also wants to know the date, time and month/year of counselling.  Also seeks copy of record of candidates called for counselling etc.
Grounds for  appeal:



No information  was provided.
Relevant Facts emerging during  Hearing :


Appellant says that information is not being supplied.
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Mr. Sunil Kumar, Clerk, furnishes his authority letter from the  respondent for appearance today which is taken on record.

The  respondent submits a letter dated 23.05.2012, addressed to the Commission, stating therein that  the  original record reg. counselling  of 05.04.2008 to 08.04.2008 had been handed over to the DPI(SE) on 24.05.2008.  

The Commission is astonished  on going  through the above letter  in which DEO(SE), Moga further writes to the Commission that the application may be transferred under section 6(3) of the RTI Act, 2005 to the  DPI(SE).  It shows the scant knowledge of DEO of the provisions of RTI Act.  If the demanded information was not in his  custody, he should have transferred the RTI application  under Section 6(3) to the concerned authority within 5 days of its receipt.  This has not been done by the DEO(SE).   It means he is dilly dallying the supply of requisite information to the information-seeker.

The Commission directs the DEO(SE)  to procure the complete information from the concerned authority and send the same through registered post to the applicant/appellant  before the next date of hearing.  Failing to do so  will be viewed seriously  and will attract stringent  provisions of the RTI Act.

The  PIO-DEO(SE) is further directed to be personally  present at the next date of hearing  along with a copy of the information.
Decision :


The case is adjourned to  13.06.2012 at 10.30 AM

Announced in the open court.
Copies of  the order be sent to the parties.

Place: Chandigarh.




     (Surinder Awasthi)

Dated: 23.05.2012.


               State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH





Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Smt. Shimla Garg & Er. Arun Garg,

# 40, Central Town, 

Village- Daad,

PO- Lalton,

Distt- Ludhiana – 142022 
      




   …Appellant 

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Commissioner of Police,

Mini Secretariat, 

Ludhiana -141001

2.
Public Information Officer, 


First Appellate Authority, 

O/o Commissioner of Police,

Mini Secretariat, 

Ludhiana -141001  
 




…Respondents 

 AC- 147/2012

Order 

RTI Application filed on 


:
26.08.2011
PIO replied 




: 
Nil  

First Appeal 



: 
11.10.2011 

First Appellate Authority Order 

: 
NIL 
Second Appeal received on 

:
24.01.2012
Information Sought:


Details of the action taken on report of theft in the appellant house  on the intervening night of Jan.30 &31 and its present status.
Grounds for the First Appeal:

Information not provided 

Grounds for the Second Appeal:

Denial of Information 

Order of FAA:

NIL 

Relevant Facts emerging during Hearing:

The following were present:

None for the appellant. 

Mr. Santosh Kumar, ASI, for the Respondent. 

 








Contd…2/- 

-2- 

 
An e-mail letter dated 21.05.2012 has been received from the appellant stating that he cannot attend the hearing due psychological treatment of his ailing minor son. He also requested to fix this case through Video Conferencing facility. 

 
Respondent stated that information already been provided to the appellant that there were no record of the said complaint available on the control room. 


Since this case is complicated, so we cannot hear through Video Conference facility. Appellant offered an opportunity to submit his observation with regard to the information provided.

Decision: 

 
The case is adjourned to 29.05.2012 at 10:30 A.M. 


Announced in the open court. 


Copies of order be sent to the parties. 

Place: Chandigarh.




     (Surinder Awasthi)

Dated: 23.05.2012.


               State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH





Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Er. Arun Garg,

# 40, Central Town, 

Village- Daad,

PO- Lalton,

Distt- Ludhiana – 142022 
      




   …Appellant 

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Commissioner of Police,

Mini Secretariat, 

Ludhiana -141001

2.
Public Information Officer, 


First Appellate Authority, 

O/o Commissioner of Police,

Mini Secretariat, 

Ludhiana -141001  
 




…Respondents 

 AC- 142/2012

Order 

RTI Application filed on 


:
05.05.2011
PIO replied 




: 
Nil  

First Appeal 



: 
 26.08.2011
First Appellate Authority Order 

: 
NIL 
Second Appeal rece ived on 

:
24.01.2012
Information Sought:

 Seeks copies of representation received by SSP and the o/o commissioner of police from the family members and endorsed by other officials for necessary action at the respondent end since 2007.

Grounds for the First Appeal:

Denial of Information

Grounds for the Second Appeal:

Denial of Information 

Order of FAA:

NIL 

Relevant Facts emerging during Hearing:

The following were present:

None for the appellant. 

Mr. Santosh Kumar, ASI, for the Respondent. 

 








Contd…2/-
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 An e-mail letter dated 21.05.2012 has been received from the appellant stating that he cannot attend the hearing due psychological treatment of his ailing minor son. He also requested to fix this case through Video Conferencing facility. 

 
Respondent submitted that Mr. Arun Garg and his mother both were contacted to co-ordinate to trace the requisite records but neither his mother Smt. Shimla Garg nor appellant himself appeared. He further added that there is no such complaint on record.

 
Since this case is complicated, so we cannot hear through Video Conference facility. Appellant offered an opportunity to submit his observation with regard to the information provided 

Decision: 

 
The case is adjourned to 29.05.2012 at 10:30 A.M. 


Announced in the open court. 


Copies of order be sent to the parties. 

Place: Chandigarh.




     (Surinder Awasthi)

Dated: 23.05.2012.


               State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH





Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Er. Arun Garg,

# 40, Central Town, 

Village- Daad,

PO- Lalton,

Distt- Ludhiana – 142022 
      




   …Appellant 

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Commissioner of Police,

Jalandhar. 

2.
Public Information Officer, 


First Appellate Authority, 

O/o Commissioner of Police,

Jalandhar. 
 
 




…Respondents 

 AC- 141/2012

Order 

RTI Application filed on 


:
07.10.2011

PIO replied 




: 
20.10.2011  

First Appeal 



: 
 2.11.2011

First Appellate Authority Order 

: 
NIL 

Second Appeal received on 

:
24.01.2012

Information Sought:


Action taken report and present status of appellant’s on Oct.9/2010 to record the statement and register the case in matter of attack on the applicant Aru Garg on Oct.3/2010 in the Central Jail, Jalandhar and to apprise the applicant on the ATR in the matter.

PIO Reply: 

He sought the complaint no from the appellant for responding to the RTI application

Grounds for the First Appeal:

Information not provided 

Grounds for the Second Appeal:

Denial of Information 

Order of FAA:

NIL 

Relevant Facts emerging during Hearing:

 








Contd…2/-
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The following were present:

None for the appellant.

Mr. Parsuram, ASI, for the Respondent. 


An e-mail letter dated 21.05.2012 has been received from the appellant stating that he cannot attend the hearing due psychological treatment of his ailing minor son. He also requested to fix this case through Video Conferencing facility. 
 
Respondent submitted that the information was ready and he wanted to furnish the same at the time of hearing. Respondent is directed to send the information to the appellant thorough registered post today under intimation to the Commission.


Since this case is complicated, so we cannot hear through Video Conference facility. Appellant offered an opportunity to submit his observation with regard to the information provided.

Decision: 

 
The case is adjourned to 29.05.2012 at 10:30 A.M. 


Announced in the open court. 


Copies of order be sent to the parties. 

Place: Chandigarh.




     (Surinder Awasthi)

Dated: 23.05.2012.


               State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH





Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Smt. Shimla Garg & Er. Arun Garg,

# 40, Central Town, 

Village- Daad,

PO- Lalton,

Distt- Ludhiana – 142022 
      




   …Appellant 

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Director General of Police, (Prison) Pb.

SCO 8-9, Sector-17A,

Chandigarh.  


2.
Public Information Officer, 


First Appellate Authority, 
O/o Director General of Police, (Prison) Pb.

SCO 8-9, Sector-17A,

Chandigarh.   

 



…Respondents 

 AC- 140/2012

Order 

RTI Application filed on 


:
14.02.2011


PIO replied 




: 
04.03.2011  

First Appeal 



: 
 22.11.2011
First Appellate Authority Order 

: 
NIL 
Second Appeal received on 

:
24.01.2012
Information Sought:

Present status of parole of convict Arun Garg and date wise action taken report on the parole case. 

Grounds for the First Appeal:

Information not provided 

Grounds for the Second Appeal:

Denial of Information 

Order of FAA:

NIL 

Relevant Facts emerging during Hearing:

The following were present:


None for the appellant.

Mr. J.P. Singh, CPO and Mr. Hardeep Singh, Sr. Asstt. for the  Respondents.

                           





Contd…2/-

-3- 

 
An e-mail letter dated 21.05.2012 has been received from the appellant stating that he cannot attend the hearing due to psychological treatment of his ailing minor son. He also requested to fix this case through Video Conferencing facility.  


Respondent stated that the information was already given to the appellant on 29.05.2011. Respondent is directed to send the information again to the appellant thorough registered post today under intimation to the Commission.

 
Since this case is complicated, so we cannot hear through Video Conference facility. Appellant offered an opportunity to submit his observation with regard to the information provided.

 Decision: 

 
The case is adjourned to 29.05.2012 at 10:30 A.M. 


Announced in the open court. 


Copies of order be sent to the parties. 

Place: Chandigarh.




     (Surinder Awasthi)

Dated: 07.05.2012.


               State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH





Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Sh. Mohinder Singh, Supdt. Retd. 

St. No. 1,

Mohalla Tehsilpura,

Amritsar- 143001.

   



      




   …Appellant 

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Executive Engineer,

PWD (B&R),

Amritsar. 


2.
Public Information Officer, 


First Appellate Authority, 

O/o Superintending Engineer, 

PWD, (B&R),

Amritsar. 

 




…Respondents 

 AC- 139/2012

Order 

RTI Application filed on 


:
08.09.2011

PIO replied 




: 
Nil  

First Appeal 



: 
15.11.2011 

First Appellate Authority Order 

: 
NIL 
Second Appeal received on 

:
24.01.2012

Information Sought:

Regarding reimbursement of the medical expenses incurred in 2010.

Grounds for the First Appeal:

Information not provided 

Grounds for the Second Appeal:

Denial of Information 

Order of FAA:

NIL 

Relevant Facts emerging during Hearing:

The following were present:

None for the appellant. 

Mr. Gurmail Singh Bath, APIO and Mr. Gurcharan Singh, Sr. Asstt. for the Respondents. 

 








Contd…2/-

-2- 

 
A letter dated 16.05.2012 has been received from the appellant stating that due to family circumstances, he is not in a position to attend the hearing. He also points out discrepancies regarding his reimbursement of medical bill. 

 
The Respondent submits in writing today (dated nil) to the Commission during hearing annexed to which is a photocopy of letter dated 12.10.2011 addressed to Mr. Mahinder Singh, applicant apprising him of the latest position of his pending medical reimbursement bill of Rs. 58,000/-. The Respondent has given full details / reasons for non payment of his bill till date. Respondent states that requisite funds have been demanded including the  amount of his medical bill and further states that as soon as the funds are received the payment of the bill in question will be made to appellant. However, now the respondent send the reimbursement of medical bill has already been made through without interest as was demanded by appellant. 

 
The appellant has made certain observations which were taken care of during hearing. It is observed that many of the points raised by the appellant do not fall within the preview of the RTI Act.  

Decision: 

 
Since the information stands supplied to the appellant, the case is disposed of and closed. 


Announced in the open court. 


Copies of order be sent to the parties. 

Place: Chandigarh.




     (Surinder Awasthi)

Dated: 23.05.2012.


               State Information Commissioner.

