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Yogesh Mahajan,

“Anti Corruption Council”,

Opp. Water Tank,

Municipal Market, Mission Road,

Pathankot

        
     
           


         

 ..…Complainant
Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o S. D. O.,

Consruction Sub-Division -4,

P. W. D. ( B & R),

Ludhiana







   
    ..…Respondent





Complaint  Case No.  574  of  2013
Present :           None on behalf of the complainant.
Sh. Bhupinder Singh, S. D. O.,  on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER 
The RTI application is dated 21.12.2012.  The information demanded pertains to 
seeking attested copies of the work order book  of the sub Division from 21.11.2011 to till date.
The complaint with the Commission is dated 15.01.2013. 
Sh. Bhupinder Singh, S. D. O.,  who appeared on behalf of the respondent, submits 
a letter signed by APIO-cum-S.D.E., Construction Sub-division – 4, P. W. D. ( B & R), Ludhiana stating that the requisite information has already been supplied to the complainant - Sh. Yogesh Mahajan vide letter no. 478 dated 01.03.2013. He also produces a written-note signed by the complainant as an acknowledgement of having received the requisite information.

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


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

   







   (Chander Parkash)

 7th March, 2013                
                                      State Information Commissioner
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Udho Ram

S/o Late Sh. Bhagwan Dass,

Village – Kotlu, P. O. – Bahina,

Tehsil – Barsar, Distt. – Hamirpur 

(Himachal Pradesh – 174309)  
     
           


         

 ..…Complainant
Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Executive Engineer,

Field Mechanical Divn.,

RSD Shahpurkandi,

Pathankot







   
    ..…Respondent





Complaint  Case No.  575  of 2013
Present :            Sh. Udho Ram, complainant,  in person.
  Sh. B. C. Thakur, S. D. O., on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER 
The RTI application is dated 21.11.2012.  The information demanded pertains to 

attendance report and total number of days the complainant worked as fitter. The complaint with the Commission is dated  23.01.2013.



The complainant, Sh. Udho Ram alleges that no information has been supplied to him  by the respondent-PIO so far. He also alleges that the respondent-PIO is harassing him deliberately and causing the delay in supplying the requisite information to him.


Sh. B. C. Thakur, S. D. O., who appeared on behalf of the respondent, states that the information which has been sought for by the complainant relates to XEN (Personnel Division), RSD Shahpurkandi. 

Sh. B. C. Thakur could not come-out with satisfactory answer when asked that why 
RTI application was not transferred to the concerned PIO in whose custody that information was lying. In his version, Sh. Gurpal Singh, XEN is PIO.
In view of the above,  PIO - Sh. Gurpal Singh, Executive Engineer, Field Mechanical 

Divn.,RSD Shahpurkandi, Pathankot will show cause under Section 20(1) of the RTI Act, as to why penalty be  not  imposed upon him for willful delay/denial of the information to the RTI applicant and why the compensation be not awarded to the information-seeker under the provisions of the RTI Act, 2005.




In addition to his submission, the PIO is also hereby given an opportunity under 
Section 20(1) provision, thereto, for a personal hearing before the imposition of such penalty on the next date of hearing.
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He may note that in case he does not file his submission and does not avail himself of the opportunity of personal hearing on the next date fixed, it will be presumed that he has nothing to say and the Commission shall proceed to take further proceedings against him ex-parte. 
He is also directed to file his status report regarding action taken by him on the RTI 

request filed by the applicant before or on the next date of hearing.




The case is adjourned to 11th April, 2013(Thursday) at 10:30 A. M. in Chamber, S. C. O. 32 – 34, Sector 17 – C, Chandigarh . 
The next date of hearing has been conveyed to the representative of the 

respondent-PIO during the hearing in the Commission today.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

   







   (Chander Parkash)

 7th March, 2013                
                                      State Information Commissioner
CC :

Sh. Gurpal Singh, 
Executive Engineer-cum-PIO,

(Regd. Post)

Field Mechanical Divn.,
RSD Shahpurkandi,
 Pathankot
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Ms. Karamjit Kaur

D/o Sh. Kulwant Singh

W/o Sh. Ashok Kumar,

54, Green Avenue,

Opp. Rose Garden,

Bathinda - 151001
        
     
           


         
   
    ..…Complainant
Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Director, Ayurveda, Pb.,

SCO 823-824, Sector 22 – A,

Chandigarh







   
    ..…Respondent





Complaint  Case No.  583  of 2013
Present :           Ms. Karamjit Kaur, complainant,  in person alongwith Sh. Nand Lal.

Sh. Manjit Singh, Sr. Asstt., on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER 
The RTI application is dated 06.10.2012.  The information demanded pertains to 

action taken report on letters dated 27.07.2010, 28.06.2011,  28.07.2011 and 16.03.2012. The complaint with the Commission is dated 17.01.2013         
Sh. Manjit Singh, Sr. Asstt., who appeared on behalf of the respondent, hands over 
the requisite information to Sh. Nand Lal who is representing the complainant, Ms. Karamjit Kaur, in the Commission today. 
Sh. Nand Lal alleges that the respondent-PIO had made an inordinate delay in 
supplying the requisite information to him.
In view of the above,  PIO – Dr. Brahm Jot, Ayurvedic Medical Officer O/o The 

Director, Ayurveda, Pb will show cause under Section 20(1) of the RTI Act, as to why penalty be  not  imposed upon him for willful delay/denial of the information to the RTI applicant and why the compensation be not awarded to the information-seeker under the provisions of the RTI Act, 2005.

In addition to his submission, the PIO is also hereby given an opportunity under 
Section 20(1) provision, thereto, for a personal hearing before the imposition of such penalty on the next date of hearing.



He may note that in case he does not file his submission and does not avail himself of the opportunity of personal hearing on the next date fixed, it will be presumed that he has nothing to say and the Commission shall proceed to take further proceedings against him ex-parte. 
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He is also directed to file his status report regarding action taken by him on the RTI 

request filed by the applicant before or on the next date of hearing.





The case is adjourned to 11th April, 2013(Thursday) at 10:30 A. M. in Chamber, S. C. O. 32 – 34, Sector 17 – C, Chandigarh.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

   







   (Chander Parkash)

 7th March, 2013                
                                      State Information Commissioner
CC :

Dr. Brahm Jot, 

Ayurvedic Medical Officer-cum-PIO,

(Regd. Post)

O/o The Director, Ayurveda, Pb.,

SCO 823-824, Sector 22 – A,

Chandigarh 
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Mohan Singh C.S.O.(E) Retd.,

# 6237/63, Street  10 – A,

Ward – 6, New Hargobind Nagar,

Ropar Distt. – Ropar (Punjab)    
           


         

 ..…Complainant
Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Superintendent Engineer,

Admn & Disposal Circle,

RSD Shahpurkandi Township,

Distt. – Pathankot






   
    ..…Respondent





Complaint  Case No.  601  of 2013
Present :           None on behalf of the complainant.
Sh. Hind Pal Sharma, A. E.,  on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER 
The RTI application is dated   21.12.2012.  The information demanded pertains to 

action taken report on letter dated 28.07.2012. The complaint with the Commission is dated          28.01.2013.
Sh. Hind Pal Sharma, A. E.,  who appeared on behalf of the respondent submits a 
letter no. 400-401 dated 28.02.2013 signed by the Executive Engineer, Personnel Division, stating that the requisite information has been supplied to the complainant, Sh. Mohan Singh vide letter no. 226-28 dated 01.02.2013  through registered post. A copy of the same is taken on record.
The complainant, Sh. Mohan Singh is absent from today’s hearing without any 

intimation to the Commission. He is 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 before the next date of hearing.





The case is adjourned to 11th April, 2013(Thursday) at 10:30 A. M. in Chamber, S. C. O. 32 – 34, Sector 17 – C, Chandigarh.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

   







   (Chander Parkash)

 7th March, 2013                
                                      State Information Commissioner
     STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
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Pradeep Sehgal,

S/o Late Sh. K. K. Sehgal,

4 – Co-operative Colony,

Majitha Road,

 Amritsar


     
             


       
         …..Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o  Deputy Commissioner,

Amritsar
The President, 

Games Association, Gandhi Ground,

Taylor Road,

Amritsar








        ..…Respondent





Complaint Case No. 698 of 2012 
Present :            None on behalf of the complainant.
 Sh. Ajit Prabhakar, Accountant, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER
On the last date of hearing on 05.02.2013, none was present and the respondent-

PIO (Addl. D. C.-cum-President) was directed to give a suitable response to the complainant in response to his deficiencies pointed out by him.


The complainant, Sh. Pradeep Sehgal through a letter dated 06.03.2013 which has been received in the Commission vide Diary No. 5264 dated 07.03.2013 has stated that respondent-PIO has not provided him the requisite information till date.



Sh. Supreet Singh Gulati, Hony. Secretary, Games Association, Amritsar has sent a letter vide no. 05 dated 15.02.2012 which has been received in the Commission vide Diary No. 3862 dated 19.02.2013, stating that he has received the orders dated 03.01.2013 issued by the Commission  to remove the deficiencies pointed-out by the complainant but he has not received the letter dated 03.01.2013 of the complainant in which he has pointed-out deficiencies.



A copy the letter  dated 03.01.2013 of the complainant, in which he has pointed-out deficiencies, has been handed over to Sh. Ajit Prabhakar, Accountant, who appeared on behalf of the respondent, in today’s hearing.

The respondent-PIO is directed to give a suitable response to the complainant in 

response to his deficiencies pointed out by him. He is also directed to bring original-record on the next date of hearing so that the complainant could inspect the relevant record, identify the information and take certified  copy of the same.
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The complainant, Sh. Pradeep Sehgal is also advised to appear in person or send 

his authorised representative to represent his case on the next date of hearing.



The case is adjourned to 11th April, 2013(Thursday) at 10:30 A. M. in Chamber, S. C. O. 32 – 34, Sector 17 – C, Chandigarh . 


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

   







   (Chander Parkash)

 7th March, 2013                
                                      State Information Commissioner
 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
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Harbans Singh

S/o Sh. Pritam Singh,

V. P. O. – Jainpur,

Tehsil - & Distt. – Ludhiana

 
             
     

         ..…Complainant

Vs

Sh. Ranjit Singh,

Block Development 

& Panchayat Officer,

Block – 2, Ludhiana







       ..…Respondent


    Complaint Case No.  1049 of 2012 

Present :            Sh. Harbans Singh, complainant, in person.
i) Sh. Hardev Singh Sodhi, B. D. P. O., Phillaur ;

ii)  Sh. Ranjit Singh, B.D.P.O.-cum-PIO, Ludhiana – 2, in person.
ORDER 
On the last date of hearing on 07.02.2013, the Public Authority/other dealing 

departments and officers were directed to make compliance of Commission’s order  dated 02.01.2013 by paying the compensation of Rs. 10,000/- to the information-seeker, by way of cross cheque/Demand Draft by the concerned Public Authority and produce a copy of the same in the Commission.
It was also made clear to the Public Authority concerned that cross cheque/Demand Draft of Rs. 10,000/- (Ten Thousand Only) will be issued from account of that particular Public Authority concerned and not from account of an individual or any other dealing officer.


  Sh. Hardev Singh Sodhi, B. D. P. O., Phillaur and Sh. Ranjit Singh, B.D.P.O.-cum-
PIO, Ludhiana – 2,  who appeared in person, in today’s hearing, have brought a Bank Draft for Rs. 10,000/- as payment of compensation which was prepared from an individual account and not from the account of public authority as clearly mentioned in the order  dated 07.02.2013issued by the Commission that :  

“It was also made clear to the Public Authority concerned that cross   cheque/Demand Draft of Rs. 10,000/- (Ten Thousand Only) will be issued from account of that particular Public Authority concerned and not from account of an individual or any other dealing officer.”


  

The respondent-PIO is again directed to ensure the compliance of the orders dated 02.01.2013 and 07.02.2013, issued by the Commission.


This order,  alongwith a copy of the order dated 02.01.2013, be sent to the  Director, Rural Development and Panchayats, Punjab to ensure compliance of this order.
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A copy of this order be also sent  to i)  Principal Secretary, Rural Development and Panchayats, Punjab ; ii) The  Director, Rural Development and Panchayats, Punjab ; iii) Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana ; iv)  Deputy Commissioner, Jalandhar ; v) Addl. Deputy Commissioner (Dev.), Ludhiana ; vi) Addl. Deputy Commissioner (Dev.), Jalandhar ; vii)  District Dev. & Panchayat Officer, Ludhiana ; viii) District Dev. & Panchayat Officer, Jalandhar ; ix) Commissioner, Patiala Division, Patiala,  for ensuring the compliance of this order.
The case is adjourned to 11th April, 2013(Thursday) at 10:30 A. M. in 
Chamber, S. C. O. 32 – 34, Sector 17 – C, Chandigarh.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

   







   (Chander Parkash)

 7th March, 2013                
                                      State Information Commissioner
i) The Deputy Commissioner, 




Ludhiana.

ii) The Deputy Commissioner, 




Jalandhar

iii) The Addl. Deputy Commissioner (Dev.),




Ludhiana

iv) Addl. Deputy Commissioner (Dev.),




Jalandhar

v) The Principal Secretary, 




Rural Development and Panchayats, Punjab,

Mini Sectt., Sector – 9,  Chandigarh

vi) The Director,

 Rural Development and Panchayats, Punjab



Vikas Bhawan, Sector 62,

Mohali









vii) 
The District Development



 
& Panchayat Officer, Punjab,

Ludhiana

viii) The District Development



 
& Panchayat Officer, Punjab,

Jalandhar
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ix) The Commissioner,

 Patiala Division, 
Patiala 
X)
Sh. Ranjit Singh, 


Block Development




 & Panchayat Officer, Punjab,

  Ludhiana – 2

xi)
Sh. Hardev Singh Sodhi, 


Block Development




 & Panchayat Officer, Punjab,

  Phillaur,

  Distt. – Jalandhar

Encl ;

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

S/o Sh. Devki Nandan,

H. No. 619 – A,

Near Govt. High School,

Village – Kajehri, U. T., Chandigarh
    
                     
           

     ..…Complainant
Vs



Public Information Officer,

O/o Nodal Officer (RTI),

Pb. State Power Corporation Ltd.,

The Mall, Patiala






        
  ..…Respondent


    Complaint  Case No.  2483 of 2012 
Present :
None on behalf of the complainant.
Sh. Ravinder Sharma, Deputy Secretary, in person.
ORDER
The RTI application is dated 10.07.2012. The information demanded pertains to  

Promoted employee from class – IV to L. D. C. from 01.04.1980 to 31.12.1980.The complaint with the Commission is dated 29.08.2012.

On the first date of hearing held on 09.11.2012, the respondent-PIO was directed to 

send the requisite information to the complainant through registered post.

On the hearing held on 12.12.2012, the respondent-PIO was directed to remove 

the deficiencies, pointed-out by the complainant, within ten days from that day.
On the last date of hearing on 07.02.2013, the complainant was given an 

opportunity to confirm whether he has received the requisite information or not.

The complainant, Sh. Vinod Kumar was absent on the last date of hearing 
and he is again absent from today’s hearing without any intimation to the Commission. He has not approached the Commission with any contrary claim.
In view of the above, it is assumed that the complainant is satisfied with the 
information supplied to him and  does not wish to pursue his case further and the case is disposed of and closed.

 Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

   







   (Chander Parkash)

 7th March, 2013                
                                      State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
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Pawan Kumar

S/o Late Sh. Dharam Chand,

H. No. 1302, Gali Kameti Wali,

Moti Bazaar, Katra Ahluwalia,

Amritsar - 143006



       
       
                
   ..…Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o  The Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation,

Amritsar - 143001






       
      ..…Respondent

  Complaint Case No.  2951 of 2012 

Present :
 None on behalf of the complainant. 
Sh. Vishal Wadhawan, Estate Officer, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER
The RTI application is dated 05.06.2012.  The information demanded pertains to 
seeking copies of all documents supporting the deed of conveyance of shop no. 25, Pink Plaza Market, Amritsar. The complaint with the Commission is dated 26.09.2012.

On the first date of hearing(Via Video Conference) on 04.12.2012,  the complainant 

was advised to point-out deficiencies in the information supplied to him. The respondent-PIO was also directed to explain in the shape of an affidavit why the requisite information was not supplied to the information-seeker within stipulated period.

On the hearing held on 03.01.2013, show-causes were issued to Sh. Anurag 

Mahajan, the Executive Engineer(Oper. & Maintenance) and Sh. Subash Chander Sharma, the Executive Engineer O/o the Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Amritsar under Section 20(1) of the RTI Act.

On the last date of hearing on 07.02.2013, a compensation of Rs. 5000/- (Rupees 
Five Thousand only) was awarded to the complainant. 

In compliance with the order dated 07.02.2013, Sh. Vishal Wadhawan, Estate 

Officer,  who appeared in today’s hearing, on behalf of the respondent, submits a letter  stating that compensation amount of Rs. 5000/- has been paid to the complainant, Sh. Pawan Kumar

through cheque No. 541495 dated 28.02.2013. He has also produced a photostat copy of the cheque and receipt, signed by the complainant as acknowledgement of having received the same. It is taken on record.
Since the orders passed by the Commission has been complied with, the case is 

disposed of and closed.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

   







   (Chander Parkash)

 7th March, 2013                
                                      State Information Commissioner
   STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054
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Ranjit Singh

S/o Sh. Mehar Singh,

Village – Kanjhla,

Tehsil – Chamkaur Sahib,

Distt. – Ropar - 140101

            
           
     
           


          ..…Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Block Development & 

Panchayat Officer,

Morinda - 140101







       ..…Respondent





Complaint Case No.  3634 of 2012
Present :
Sh. Ranjit Singh, complainant, in person.

i) Sh. Rajwinder Singh Gaddu, B. D. P. O., Morinda ;

ii) Ms. Asha Rani, Supdt. ;

iii) Sh. Bhag Singh, Panchayat Secretary, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER
The RTI application is dated 24.08.2012.  The information demanded pertains to list 

of persons belonging to BPL category of Village – Kanjla, Tehsil – Chankaur Sahib. The complaint with the Commission is dated 10.11.2012.

On the first date of hearing held on 09.01.2013, the respondent-PIO was directed to  
remove the deficiencies pointed out by the complainant within fifteen days from that day. A show-cause notice was also issued to Sh. Pritinder Singh Bains, D. D. P. O., Pathankot and Sh. Rajwinder Singh Gaddu, B. D. P. O., Morinda under Section 20 (1)of the RTI Act.

On the last date of hearing on 06.02.2013, PIO-cum-B. D. P. O., Morinda, was 
directed to file his reply to the show-cause issued to him vide orders dated 09.01.2013.

In compliance with the order dated 06.02.2013, in today’s hearing, Sh. Rajwinder 
Singh Gaddu, B. D. P. O., Morinda appeared in person and  hands over the requisite information to the complainant, Sh. Ranjit Singh in the Commission today.

The complainant, Sh. Ranjit Singh gives in writing that  he has received the 
requisite information and is satisfied with the same. He also asks for filing of his complaint
Sh. Rajwinder Singh Gaddu, B. D. P. O., Morinda also submits a reply  dated 
07.03.2013 to show-cause issued to him vide orders dated 09.01.2013, which is taken on record.


I have gone over the reply dated 07.03.2013 submitted by the respondent-PIO and found that the explanation given by him is genuine. In view of the explanation, the show-cause issued to him 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)

 7th March, 2013                
                                      State Information Commissioner
          STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
         SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054
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H. S. Hundal,

H. No. 3402,

Sector - 71,

Mohali


    
       


      
           
          
       
 ..…Appellant









Vs

Public Information Officer 
O/o District Development &

Panchayat Officer,

Mohali

First Appellate Authority
O/o District Development &

Panchayat Officer,

Mohali








     
       ..…Respondent





Appeal Case No.  1626  of 2012
Present :
 Sh. H. S. Hundal, appellant, in person.



Sh. Gurvinder Singh Sarao, D. D. P. O., Mohali-cum-PIO, in person.

ORDER

On the last date of hearing on 06.02.2013, another opportunity was given to District 
Development & Panchayat Officer, Mohali to file his reply to show-cause issued to him vide orders dated 09.01.2013 and to appear before the Commission.

In compliance with the order dated 06.02.2013, in today’s hearing, Sh. Gurvinder 

Singh Sarao, D. D. P. O., Mohali-cum-PIO, appeared in person and states that part information has been supplied to the appellant, Sh. H. S. Hundal and certified copies of the partial information is still required to be supplied to the information-seeker. 



He further submits that the remaining information would be supplied to the information-seeker within three weeks from today.
Sh. Gurvinder Singh Sarao, D. D. P. O., Mohali also submits his reply  dated 
07.03.2013 to show-cause issued to him vide orders dated 09.01.2013, which is taken on record.



I have gone over the reply dated 07.03.2013 submitted by the respondent-PIO and found that the explanation given by him is genuine. In view of the explanation, the show-cause issued to him is dropped.

The case is adjourned to 11th April, 2013(Thursday) at 10:30 A. M. in 
Chamber, S. C. O. 32 – 34, Sector 17 – C, Chandigarh with the directions that the respondent-PIO will fulfill the promise made by him during the hearing in the Commission today.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

   







   (Chander Parkash)

 7th March, 2013                
                                      State Information Commissioner
                      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
         SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054
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Balram Kumar Jaidka,

# 1371/4, New Civil Lines,

Akaalsar Road,

Moga - 142001



        
           
          
        

    ..…Appellant








Vs




Public Information Officer 

O/o The Superintending Engineer,

D S Circle,

Pb. State Power Corporation Ltd.,

Faridkot

First Appellate Authority

O/o The Chief Engineer,

D S Circle,

Pb. State Power Corporation Ltd.,

Bathinda






     
             ..…Respondent





Appeal Case No.  1790  of 2012
Present :
 None on behalf of the appellant.
Sh. Jaswant Singh, Addl. S. E. (Sub-urban Divn.), PSPCL, Moga, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER

The RTI application is dated 06.09.2012.  The information demanded pertains to 

submission of medical Bills approved by Circle Faridkot. First appeal with the First Appellate Authority is dated 08.10.2012. Second appeal with the Commission is dated  30.11.2012.

On the first hearing held on 09.01.2013, the Deputy Chief Engineer, Faridkot vide 
his letter no. 319 dated 03.01.2013 had submitted that the appellant was asked to deposit Rs. 2454/- for supplying the 1227 of pages of information but the applicant had not deposited the money so far and therefore, the requisite information could not be supplied to the applicant. The appellant stated that he is not abler to deposit the money as demanded by the respondent-PIO and made a request that he should be given an opportunity to inspect the relevant-record in connection of which the requisite information has been sought for by him.


On the last date of hearing on 06.02.2013, the appellant made a request that he be 

allowed another opportunity to inspect the relevant record which was granted with the directions that he would complete his inspection on that very day i. e. 14.02.2013.

In today’s hearing, Sh. Jaswant Singh, Addl. S. E. (Sub-urban Divn.), PSPCL, Moga, 

who appeared on behalf of the respondent, submits a letter no. 2535 dated 14.02.2013 stating that the office-record has been inspected by the representative of the appellant but  he had not identified any information to supply.
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The appellant – Sh. Balram Kumar Jaidka is absent from today’s hearing without 
any intimation to the Commission. He has neither identified any information to be supplied to the respondent-PIO, nor approached the Commission with any contrary claim  in that regard.
In view of the above, it is assumed that the appellant does not wish to pursue his 
case further and the case is disposed of and closed.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

   







   (Chander Parkash)

 7th March, 2013                
                                      State Information Commissioner
    STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
         SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054
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Balram Kumar Jaidka,

# 1371/4, New Civil Lines,

Akaalsar Road,

Moga - 142001


   
             
           
          
     
       ..…Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer 

O/o The Executive Engineer,

D S Sub-Urban Division,

Pb. State Power Corporation Ltd.,

Moga

First Appellate Authority

O/o The Chief Engineer,

D S West Zone,

Pb. State Power Corporation Ltd.,

Bathinda







     
       ..…Respondent





Appeal Case No.  1792  of 2012
Present :
 None on behalf of the appellant.
Sh. Jaswant Singh, Addl. S. E. (Sub-urban Divn.), PSPCL, Moga, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER

The RTI application is dated 06.09.2012.  The information demanded pertains to 

medical bills paid by Sub-urban Division Moga from January to August, 2012. First appeal with the First Appellate Authority is dated 08.10.2012. Second appeal with the Commission is dated  30.11.2012.

On the first date of hearing held on 09.01.2013, the Deputy Chief Engineer, Faridkot 
vide his letter no. 327 dated 03.01.2013 submitted that the appellant was asked to deposit Rs. 640/- for supplying the 320 pages of information but the applicant had not deposited the money so far and therefore, the requisite information could not be supplied to the applicant. The appellant stated that he is not abler to deposit the money as demanded by the respondent-PIO and made a request that he should be given an opportunity to inspect the relevant-record in connection of which the requisite information has been sought for by him. After allowing the request of  appellant  the PIO office of The Executive Engineer, D S Sub-Urban Division, Pb. State Power Corporation Ltd., Moga was directed to facilitate the inspection of relevant official-record to appellant who will identify the information and take certified copies of the same after depositing the required fee per page. The Executive Engineer, D S Sub-Urban Division, Pb. State Power Corporation Ltd., Moga was also directed to appear in person.












Contd…2/-
Appeal Case No.  1792  of 2012

-2-

On the last date of hearing on 06.02.2013, the appellant made a request that he be 

allowed another opportunity to inspect the relevant record which was granted with the directions that he would complete his inspection on that very day i. e. 11.02.2013.
In today’s hearing, Sh. Jaswant Singh, Addl. S. E. (Sub-urban Divn.), PSPCL, Moga, 

who appeared on behalf of the respondent, submits a letter no. 1414 dated 18.02.2013 stating that after receiving the required fee of Rs. 640/- from the appellant and required information in connection with item no. 8 and 9 has been supplied to the appellant vide letter no. 1743 dated 05.03.2013 through registered post. Copies of the same are taken are taken on record.
The appellant – Sh. Balram Kumar Jaidka is absent from today’s hearing without 
any intimation to the Commission.  He has not approached the Commission with any contrary claim.

 It is assumed that the appellant is satisfied with the information supplied to him 
and  does not wish to pursue his case further and the case is disposed of and closed.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

   







   (Chander Parkash)

 7th March, 2013                
                                      State Information Commissioner
