BEFORE THE ORISSA INFORMATION COMMISSION
BHUBANESWAR

Present:- Hon’ble D. N. Padhi, SCIC
And
Prof. Radhamohan, SIC

Dated: -10th May 2007

Complaint Case No 513/2006

Shri Ramakanta Mahapatra,

Assistant Manager, Finance,

Southco., JE Division,
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Public Information Officer

Orissa Power Transmission Corporation Limited,
Janpath,

Bhubaneswar-751002

2 First Appellate Authority
cum-Senior General Manager (Finance),
Orissa Power Transmission Corporation Limited,
Janpath,
Bhubaneswar-751002... b iad il Opposite Parties

Decision

1.  Complainant, Shri Ramakanta Mahapatra is present. PIO Shri Ajaya
Kumar Das with APIO, Shri Manas Ranjan Lenka and

Ms. Madhumita Swain and the First Appellate Authority-cum-Senior



General Manager (Finance), Shri Debasish Saha of Orissa POWB;‘
Transmission Corporation Limited, Janpath, Bhubaneswar are present.
At the request of the Complainant this Complaint Case which stood
posted to 21/08/07 was advanced to today with the consent of the
OPs. The request was accepted as there were two other cases of the
Complainant listed for today wherein both sides were common,

Heard both sides. Perused all the relevant records.

The Complainant in his form A application dated 19/05/06 had sought
for information on issues like payment of salary, allowances and
service conditions. He had also sought for a copy of the decision of
the Board' if any regarding the following subject:-  “whether any
proposal (was made) to the committee of the Board under Regulation
7 (seven) of GRIDCO Officers Service regulations submitted and if so

a copy of the decisions taken may kindly be supplied.”

The OPs submitted to have provided the information to the
Complainant within the stipulated time. Their submission s
corroborated from the official letter n0.8207 dated 03/06/07 sent by

the PIO to the Complainant. He has very clearly mentioned in the
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said letter that “no such proposal has been placed before the

committee of the Board under regulation 7 (Seven) of GRI

officers service regulations and hence no decision”,

DCO

4. In view of the above discussed facts and circumstances it is noticed

that this case of the Complainant is not founded on any meri

t and

hence dismissed. Both parties took note of this decision pronounced

in the open forum.

Pronounced

Given under the hand and seal of the State Commission, this the 10th d

May 2007.
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