STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

www.infocommpunjab.com 

Smt. Vasumati Sharma,

P-3/65, Jaral Colony,

Pandoh, District Mandi (HP)

175124.






--------Complainant 







Vs. 

PIO O/o Secretary,

Finance Department,

Pb. Govt., Chd. 




         ---------Respondent.





       CC No- 1618-2008  
Present:
None for the complainant. 

Smt. Kamlesh Arora, APIO-cum-Supdt. Finance Deptt. on behalf of the PIO/Budget Officer.



Shri Harnek Singh, Sr. Assistant(dealing hand)

ORDER: 

Smt. Kamlesh Arora, APIO states that since the Budget is to be presented tomorrow, PIO-cum-Budget Officer requests to be excused from today’s hearing. His absence is permitted. Smt. Vasumati sharma, complainant has never been present on any of the  hearings except on the hearing dated 21.10.2008, despite due notice on every hearing. Her written arguments are already on file. The case is closed and shall be decided on merits. 


Adjourned to 23rd April, 2010 for orders. 










Sd-
 (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 









Sd- 
(Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)

 







State Information Commissioner


03.03. 2010   

(Ptk) 
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Sh. Mukhtiar Singh,

S/o Sh. Bhagwan Singh,

Village Paliwala PO Aminganj,

(Mandi Roda Wali)

Teh. Jalalabad (W) 152024,

District Ferozepur (Pb).





--------Complainant. 







Vs. 

PIO, Sub Divisional Magistrate,

Jalalabad (W),

District Ferozepur.


& 

Sh. Jasdeep Singh, Aulakh, PCS,

The then PIO, SDM/Jalalabad, now posted as

 Asstt. Commissioner Grievances, Faridkot (by name). 






& 

Sh. Surinder Pal Singh,

SDO, PSEB, Sub Urban,

Sub Division, Fazilka.


 

         ---------Respondent.





       CC No- 1697-2008 

Present:
Shri Saurabh Chugh, Counsel for the complainant, Mukhtiar 


Singh.  
None for the then PIO/ SDM, Jalalabad (Jasdeep Singh Aulakh, PCS), now posted  as Asstt. Commissioner Grievances, Faridkot.


None for Sh. Surinder Pal Singh, the then Returning Officer-


cum-SDO/PSEB, Sub Urban Sub Division, Fazilka.  


None for the PIO/SDM Jalalabad.
  
ORDER:

Due to paucity of time the case is adjourned to 29.4.2010. 









Sd- 
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 









 Sd- 
(Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)

 







State Information Commissioner


03.03. 2010   

(Ptk)  
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Sh G.S.Sikka, Advocate,

# 43, Friends Colony Model Gram,

Ludhiana. 






--------Appellant 







Vs. 

1.PIO, O/O Punjab Small Industry & Export Corporation,

Ltd., Udyog Bhavan Sector 17, Chandigarh. 



&

2. Appellate Authority-cum-Managing Director,

Punjab Small Industry & Export Corporation,

Ltd., Udyog Bhavan Sector 17, Chandigarh.

--------Respondent 






    AC-400-2009
Present:
None for the complainant.

Shri G.S.Sandhu, APIO-cum-Manager Legal, PSIEC for the PIO Sh. J.S.Randhawa.
 

ORDER:

With reference to application dated 8.3.2009, information was  supplied to the complainant only after he filed a complaint in the Commission vide letter dated 19.8.09. Although full information stands supplied, there is a complaint of delay by the applicant, for which  a show cause notice was issued to the PIO and a copy of the reply to the show cause notice issued, is up for consideration before the Commission. It is seen that in the letter dated 19.8.09 itself, it has been stated by the APIO that the RTI application dated 10.3.99 (this should be read 8.3.09) was received in the office on 17.4.09 for supply of information. The delay  is admittedly of   170 days to answer the  RTI application, after deducting 30 days permissible u/s 7(1) of the Act. 
2.
We have gone through the explanation  of PIO/Sh. J.S.Randhawa dated 1.12.2009 as read with supplementary reply dated 21.1.2010 and considered the submissions. It is observed that information sought by the applicant was more by way of monitoring the performance  of the PIO/PSIEC for its functioning under the RTI Act rather than asking for any specific information  contained in the files of the department The PIO states that he has 
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not been provided extra supporting staff  for dealing with the  additional work  under the RTI  Act.  While accepting the plea of the PIO, it is observed that  this has been a good wake-up call for PSIEC to put its house right.  Taking a lenient view this time, he is strictly warned to be very careful in future. 

With this, the case is hereby disposed of.








Sd-
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 









 Sd- 
(Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)

 







State Information Commissioner


03.03. 2010   

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Sh. Ishar Singh Walia,

B-36/366, Vikas Nagar,

Pakhowal Road, Ludhiana.




--------Appellant







Vs. 

PIO, O/O XEN, PWD B&R, Gurdaspur.



&

Appellate Authority-cum-Chief Engineer,

PWD (B&R), Punjab, Patiala.




--------Respondent 






AC No-702-2009

Present:
None for the complainant.



Shri Harjinder Singh, APIO-cum-SDO, PWD B&R, Gurdaspur.

ORDER:


The APIO states that vide letter dated 1.12.2009 (discussed in the order of the Commission dated 15.12.09) the supplementary reply dated 17.12.09 was supplied to Sh. Ishar Singh Walia, a copy of which was endorsed to the State Information Commission. Full information has now been provided, point-wise, along with annexure and free of cost, as directed.

2.
Shri Ishar Singh walia has filed a rejoinder dated 9.1.2010 as per his perception, and pointing out various acts of omission and commission on the part of the official while preparing bills in respect of HRA and Border Area Allowance etc. The PIO has filed a reply dated 2.3.2010 with an annexure and has submitted that the bills are being submitted as per instructions/rules of the government. He is directed to send a copy of this letter to the applicant through registered post, since he is not present. 
3.
It is observed that information is to be provided on the basis of record in the custody of the PIO, which has been done. If the applicant has any grouse regarding any procedure/manner of implementation of any instructions, he may approach the Competent Authority in the Executive, if he so chooses, or is so advised.
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4.
 The PIO, in his oral explanation states that no such RTI application was ever received in his office, probably because there are two XENs, PWD B&R and it had not been specified by the applicant which one was the concerned PIO for the RTI application. However, they received a photocopy of the RTI application, addressed to them by the Chief Engineer and it is upon that communication, the information has been supplied  on 1.12.2009 and within  time of the reference.


In view  of the above, the show cause notice is dropped and the case is hereby disposed of.








Sd-
 (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 









 Sd- 
(Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)

 







State Information Commissioner


03.03. 2010   

(Ptk) 
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Sh. Mohinder Pal Singh,

M/S Hundal Construction Associates,

R/O # 190, Jandiala Road,Tarn Taran.



------Complainant.







Vs. 

PIO, O/O, XEN, Water Supply & Sewerage,

Division No. 1, near Waryam Singh Hospital, Amritsar.
--------Respondent






CC No- 1606/2009 

Present: 
Shri Mohinder Pal Singh, complainant in person



Shri Harbhajan Lal, APIO/SDE for respondent

ORDER


In compliance of the order passed from time to time by the Commission, APIO/SDE  vide his letter dated 5.12.2008  gave point-wise reply to the RTI application alongwith  copies of 4 documents which were available  in his custody.  On the last date of hearing i.e. 21.1.2010, Shri Mohinder Pal Singh had presented a letter addressed to the Commission  complaining that  the information given to him was not correct and the APIO has given his comments  and not information on the basis of record.  


We have gone through the reply of the APIO point-wise as read with the RTI application and find that the contention of Shri Mohidner Pal Singh is correct.  It has been explained to the APIO that he is not required to reply to the RTI application by way of written statement as is made in a  reply to civil suit where the Govt. has to admit, deny or to justify its claims.  He should  reply  purely on the basis of the record alone. If no such record is available  in his custody, a certificate to this effect be given.  He is prepared to amend his reply and has handed over the same to the applicant today.  He has been supplied  photocopy  of clause 8  of agreement, photocopy of final bill as per measurements and photocopy showing nil balance etc.  Based on the documents which he has been able to get with the help of the RTI, Shri Mohinder Pal Singh may approach the 
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competent authority in the Executive by way of representation or  the civil courts, as may be advised.


With this, the case is disposed of. 










Sd-
 (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 









 Sd- 
(Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)

 







State Information Commissioner


03.03. 2010   

(JD) 
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Sh. Ram Singh, 

S/o Sh. Santa Singh,

Village & PO Kadma,

Tehsil & District Ferozepur.  



--------Complainant







Vs. 

PIO, O/o Superintending Engineer,

Mechanical Circle, PWD(B&R),

Patiala. 


&

PIO, O/o Chief Engineer,

PWD, (B&R), 
Patiala.





--------Respondent 

CC No-1639-2009, CC No-3920-2009 & CC No-2787-A-2009 
Present:
Shri Ram Singh, complainant in person.



Shri Amit Kumar, APIO-cum-XEN, PWD B&R, Jalandhar.



Shri Bhajan Lal, SDO, PWD B&R, Jalandhar.

ORDER:


The APIO reports that at last a break through has been achieved and from the Secretariat file copies of 4 communications have been found relating to Shri Nirmal Singh and Ram Singh, including photocopy of letter No. 10593 dated 8.10.90 vide which candidature of Shri Nirmal Singh had been recommended by the ADC(Dev) Gurdaspur, for appointment as JE Mechanical under the Border Area Special Rehabilitation Scheme. It is the letter, the receipt of  which Shri Ram Singh had been trying to trace through the receipt register of the Chief Engineer’s office. It has taken a long time to trace the reference in the field, in Gurdaspur, as well as in the Secretariat.

2.
The APIO is directed to supply the copies of the said 4 communications, duly attested after giving reference to the number and date of the particular RTI application, along with index of the documents provided. For the rest, the APIO has brought with him all files relating to the Border Area Schemes in 1990, including  file where Nirmal Singh was appointed.  
CC No-1639-2009, CC No-3920-2009 & CC No-2787-A-2009 
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He states that other than these, no other files are available. Shri Ram Singh has inspected the said files and states that he does not need any paper from these files. He states that he will be satisfied if these letters are given to him as the  above directions. 
3.
Shri Ram Singh also states that his two other RTI complaints No. 2787-A/09 with regards to his RTI application dated 15.7.09 made to the address of Chief Engineer, PWD B&R, Punjab, Patiala and CC No. 3920/09, concerning his complaint with respect to his RTI application dated 29.10.09, made to the address of the same PIO, may also be disposed of as his purpose has been fulfilled with the receipt of attested photocopy of the reference  No. 10543 dated 8.10.90.   

Accordingly, these 3 cases are hereby disposed of and a copy of these orders are to be put in each of these cases.  
 







Sd- 

(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 









Sd-
(Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)

 







State Information Commissioner


03.03. 2010   

(Ptk) 
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Sh. Resham Singh, 
S/O Sh. Bishan Singh,

V&PO: Pathrala, 
Distt. Bathinda.





-----Complainant







Vs. 

PIO, O/O. XEN, Punjab State Tubewell 

Corporation, Bathinda.




--------Respondent






CC No-1931-2009
Present
Shri Gurjaspal Sinjgh for Shri Resham Singh, Complainant 



Shri Baljinder Singh APIO/SDE for respondent.
ORDER

With reference to RTI application dated 2.4.2008 made by Shri Resham Singh addressed to the Senior Executive Engineer-cum-PIO, Punjab State Tubewell Corporation, Bathinda,  full information has been provided to the applicant as per directions of the Commission vide  order dated 18.12.2009.  The representative of the PIO states that there is no separate file relating to village Pathrala in the custody of the PIO and no such file  exists in his office.   The information as was available  on record has been provided to the applicant today.  It has also been stated that  there is no practice to maintain  Stock Register etc.  The covering letter dated 3.3.10 giving point-wise reply  by the APIO has been handed over to the applicant under due receipt.  A copy of the same has been placed on record of the Commission.  


Since delay in supply of the information  is for two years from the date of  RTI application, the PIO is hereby issued notice Under Section 20(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 to show cause  why penalty as prescribed  therein be not imposed  upon him for the great delay.   The PIO is required to give his reply  in writing atleast 10 days before the next date of hearing.  In case he was not the PIO  for the full period and there were other PIOs before him, their explanation is required to be added for the delay which pertains to the periods of their posting at the level of the present PIO.  In case  any of the PIOs sought the help  of any other officials, explanation of those   
CC No-1931-2009
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persons  should also be called for  and submitted  with the  comments of the PIO concerned.   All these explanations will be considered at the time of  dealing with the blame  of the respondents  for the delay, if any. The concerned PIOs/officials are hereby given an opportunity of personal hearing on the next date of hearing in terms of Section 20(1) of the Act before imposing of penalty


The PIOs/officials may note that in case they do not submit their reply in writing  to the show cause notice and also do not avail themselves of the facility of personal hearing, it will be presumed that they have nothing to submit and the Commission shall go ahead to decide the case on merits ex-parte in terms of the proviso of the Act. 

Adjourned to 28.4.2010. 








Sd-
 (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 

Sd-



 

(Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)

 







State Information Commissioner


03.03. 2010   

(JD)

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Er. Baldev Raj,

# 391, Dashmesh Nagar,

Bela Road Part-I, Roopnagar.



--------Complainant  







Vs. 

PIO, O/O Dy. Secretary, RTI, 

PSEB, Patiala.




____   Respondent 






CC No-2404 -2009 
Present: 
Shri Baldev Raj, Complainant in person



Shri Dharam Singh, Deputy Secretary/Nodal Officer, PSEB



Shri Rajinder Singh, APIO



Shri K.K.Gupta, Deputy Secretary, PSEB



Ms Kusum Sharma, SAS Supdt for  the respondent

ORDER


 Shri Baldev Raj, in his RTI application dated 8.5.2009 had asked for  information on two points.  He wanted a list of persons/officials,  retired or serving in the Board to whom circular  No. 109840 dated 12.11.1997 was applied  and fifteen times of the normal rent  recovered from their G.P.F. of the concerned employees with ‘A to F’ as detailed by him. 
2.
 In addition, he wanted list of those persons working  or retired from whom fifteen times of the normal rent  recovered from G.P.F. since formation  of the Punjab State Electricity Board till now with the copy of nothing sheet/sheets confirming approval  of the competent authority  in concerned file ordering the action of the above confirming to be correct etc. with details as described in A to F.   

3.
Vide reply dated 17.11.2009, it was clarified by the PIO in writing that such action had never been taken by the Board earlier and admitted that  no such letter  of authority had ever been issued to recover such penal rent.  In the order of the Commission dated 16.12.2009, it has observed that “The PIO states that there is no record of any other case  at H.Q.’s where penal rent  was ordered to be recovered  from retiral benefits and no such case was  received from the field, whether for prior or for post facto approval  for any such action”.  
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4.
On the last date of hearing, the PIO was directed to produce the full file  where action  was considered for approval of deduction of penal rent of Rs. 1,36,861 from the retiral dues (G.P.Fund of Shri Baldev Raj). The Superintendent is carrying  the original file with her and   official seal.  In case, Shri Baldev Raj  requires any paper from the said file, attested photocopy of the same may  be supplied to him  today for which he was directed to give a list to the Commission.  Shri Baldev Raj did not give any list of documents of which he required attested copies to the Commission or to the PIO. 
5.
The PIO vide his covering letter dated 11.1.2010 gave further documents to the complainant  with a copy to the Commission which contained a letter dated 27.10.2005 giving  the direction that after 31.12.2004, fifteen times  of rent  is to be recovered from the official.  Another is copy of the noting dated 18.10.2005 vide which amount  was cut from the pensionary dues (it is not mentioned as G.P.F.).  The Superintendent (Accounts) Ms. Kusum Sharma  representing the PIO/SE Headquarters GGSST, Ropar and who is dealing with the subject matter states on oath that other than  the noting dated 18.10.2005 being provided today  there is no other letter of authority or order  from any other officer for effecting recovery  of the amount recoverable  due to over stay  in a Govt. accommodation out of the retiral benefits of the official, specifically from the G.P.F.  dues.  Full information  asked for by Shri Baldev Raj as well as the information to be provided to him  on the direction of the Commission from time to time  has been given to him.  

6. 
Shri Baldev Raj has presented a letter dated 3.3.2010 today stating that the documents supplied  to him are incomplete and misleading.  He further stated that the reply dated 17.11.2009 is also incomplete and vague and misleading  and does not  show  the answer that recovery  has been ordered to be made from the GPF  by  the competent authority.  However, the Commission is satisfied that the full information has been supplied which is in the control of the 
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PIO.  It is now for the complainant to approach the Competent Authority in a representation, if he so desires for righting any perceived wrong.  
7.
He has also stated that penalty should be imposed  upon the PSEB for the delay in supply of the reply to his application dated 18.5.2005 where the information has been provided  on 17.11.2009 and 16.12.2009 and the Treasury Voucher has been provided to him only today.  
8.
As such, notice is issued  to the  PIOs concerned  under section 20(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 to show cause  why penalty as prescribed  therein be not imposed  upon them for the delay .  The PIOs are required to give their replies in writing atleast 10 days before the next date of hearing.  In case they were  not the PIOs  for the full period and there were other PIOs before them , their explanations are required to be got added by them for the delay which pertains to the periods of their posting.  In case  any of the PIOs sought the help  of any other officials, explanation of those  persons  should also be called for  and submitted  with the  comments of the PIO concerned.   All these explanations will be considered at the time of  dealing with the blame  of the respondents  for the delay, if any.   It may be notied that in case the PIOs  and other officials  do not submit their written explanation  and also do not avail the facility  of personal hearing, further action will be taken against them on merits exparte in terms of the proviso to the Act.


Adjourned to 28.4.2010.    


Sd-
 (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 









 Sd- 
(Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)

 







State Information Commissioner


03.03. 2010   

(JD)

 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Sh.Narinder Singh,

S/o Sh. Mukhtiar Singh,

Village Dhangheri,

Tehsil Amloh, Distt. Fatehgarh Sahib.


--------Complainant  







Vs. 

PIO, O/o SDO, PSEB, Amloh,

(District Fatehgarh Sahib).




____   Respondent 






CC No-2837-2009    

Present: 
Shri Narinder Singh, complainant in person



Shri Santokh Singh, PIO/AEE, Amloh.
ORDER

With reference to the directions given by the Commission in its order dated 27.1.2010, the AEE states that despite his best efforts, the original file approving the connection has not become available.  However, he has given information  required by the applicant  by approaching  other departments i.e. Revenue Department and the Department of Panchayats. Photocopies of the report  of the Patwari and that of the  Panchayat  as well as Fard/Jamabandi of 2005-06 of village Darkheri, Tehsil Amloh have been provided to the applicant free of cost and  a copy of the same  has also been  placed on record of the Commission. In so far as  the  file  regarding OYT connection is concerned,  he has brought with him today the file which has been made available to Shri Narinder Singh for inspection.  Shri Narinder Singh will provide a list of papers of which  he requires  attested photocopies which will be provided to him today  on payment basis.  For these copies, Shri Narinder Singh shall pay @ Rs. 2/- per page against receipt. 
2.

Efforts of the SDO are greatly  appreciated in supplying of the information even from other sources as well as supplying the documents from the OYT file. 
CC No-2837-2009    
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With this, the case is disposed of.








Sd-
  (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 









Sd- 
(Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)

 







State Information Commissioner


03.03. 2010   

(JD) 
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Sh. Amarpreet Singh, S/O Sh. Harmohinder Singh,

# 2- Ladowali Road, Jalandhar-144001.


--------Complainant   







Vs. 

PIO, O/O PSIEC Ltd., Udyog Bhawan,

Sector 17, Chandigarh.




____   Respondent 






CC No-2848-2009:
Present:
None for the complainant.

Shri G.S.Sandhu, APIO-cum-Manager Legal, PSIEC for the PIO Sh. J.S.Randhawa.
 

ORDER:

In accordance with the directions given in the order of the Commission dated 1.12.09 and 21.1.10, the APIO has sent the full information.vide covering letter dated 21.1.2010 following by the posting thereof once again vide registered letter dated 9.2.2010. We have seen the information supplied and found to be satisfactory.

2.
Shri Amarpreet Singh had due and adequate notice  of hearing to be held today. He has never appeared on any of the 2 hearings of the Commission. It is clear that he has received the information and has no further submission to make. Thus, the case is hereby disposed of.








Sd-
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 









 Sd- 
(Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)

 







State Information Commissioner


03.03. 2010   

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Sh.Rajinder Bhatia, Advocate,

Chamber No. 158,

New Courts Complex, 

Jalandhar City-144001.



--------Complainant  







Vs. 

PIO, O/o Sub Divisional Officer, 

PSEB, Model Town, Jalandhar City-144001.

____   Respondent  





CC No-3324-2009 
Present:
None for the complainant.



None for the PIO.
 

ORDER:

A letter has been received from the APIO dated 19.1.2010, a copy of which has been endorsed to Sh. Rajinder Bhatia, Advocate, complainant. In this letter it is stated that information has already  been sent with reference to his RTI application dated 17.9.09 vide No. 1726 dated 26.10.09 vide registered post. Now a copy of the same letter, along with copy of letter No. 1726  dated 26.10.09  containing point wise  reply of all 8 points was being sent again on 10.1.2010.
2.
The complainant had due and adequate notice of the hearing to be held today. He has neither appeared on the last occasion on 27.1.2010 for which notice has been sent to him by registered post on 1.1.2010, not has he appeared today. It is clear that he has received the information which has been sent to him by speed post on 19.1.10 well in time, and has no further submissions to make.
With these observations, the case is hereby disposed of.








Sd- 
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 









 Sd- 
(Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)

 







State Information Commissioner


03.03. 2010

(Ptk)  

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Sh.Jagdish Singh,

S/o Sh. Mela Singh, AJS, BM-1,

GGSSTP, Ropar.  




--------Complainant  







Vs. 

PIO, O/O Deputy Chief Engineer,

Establishment Section, Power Colony,

Guru Gobind Singh Super Thermal Plant,

Ropar. 





____   Respondent 






CC No-3368-2009    

Present:
Shri Jagdish Singh, complainant in person.

Shri Pawan Kumar Chawla, Addl. S.E. Works, GGSSTP, Ropar( only after the hearing is over)

ORDER:


Shri Jagdish Singh states that he has received the full information required by him(attested photocopies of full service book) and that the PIO is going to give legible photocopies once again. The complainant states that he has received full information, free of cost. He has also presented letter dated 3.3.2010 stating that he is satisfied with the information supplied to him. Shri Pawan Kumar Chawla, Addl. S.E. Works, GGSSTP, Ropar came after the hearing of the case is over and presented letter No. 307 dated 25.2.2010, confirming  the supply of information.


With this, the case is hereby disposed of.
 
Sd-
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 









 Sd- 
(Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)

 







State Information Commissioner


03.03. 2010   

(Ptk) 
