STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-37, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.
Miss Ravneet Kaur,

1446-E, Dashmesh Nagar,

Village Karoran, Naya Gaon,

Tehsil-Kharar, 

District SAS Nagar, Mohali.  




......Complainant






Vs.

Public Information Officer-cum-

Deputy Commissioner,

SAS Nagar,

Mohali







.....Respondent.

CC No-96-A of 2008 & CC-2048 of 2008  
Present:
Miss Ravneet Kaur, IAS (Retd.) in person.



None for PIO.

Order:


Sh. Harminder Singh Cheema, Head Registration Clerk, Mohali (without letter of authority) appeared and presented letter dated 26.02.2009 which is request for an adjournment which states on behalf of the District Revenue Officer-cum-APIO, Sh. Ramesh Chand Garg as under :-

“It is requested that as I am holding the additional charge of land Acquisition Office of GAMADA and in GAMADA case I have to personally appear in the Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court in RSA No. 794/2007 so it will not be possible to attend the office of Commission at 26.02.2009.  

It is requested the above case may be adjourned on some 
other 
date”

2.

It is observed that the DRO had attended the hearing along with PIO-cum-Deputy Commissioner, and on other occasions represented him as no official below the rank of APIO should represent the PIO in the proceedings, (of which the PIO and the APIO are fully aware as it is mentioned in the first notice of the Commission itself).  Sh. Cheema is not aware of any facet of the case and has been deputed only to deliver this letter.  However, he has not brought any 
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written communication from the PIO with reference to the order dated 15.01.2009 which was dictated in the presence of the APIO-cum-DRO in the last date of hearing and later a copy was also sent to the PIO with covering letter dated 10th February, 2009 for compliance.  Certain record was required to be produced today as detailed in the four-page order.  Further, deficiencies in the supply of information on the part of the Deputy Commissioner had been brought to his notice for making up the deficiencies.   
3.
Finally, in para 3 of the order dated 15.01.2009, it had been stated:-


Miss Ravneet Kaur has requested that for the reasons stated in her letter dated 26.12.2008 an inquiry be instituted by the Commission in terms of Section 18(c) and (e) of the Right to Information Act, 2005, for not providing complete information and for providing misleading information.  This request will also be considered alongwith the affidavit dated nil filed by the PIO today on the next date of hearing. 



Adjourned to 26.02.2009. 

4.

The Commission is aware that during the pendency of this complaint, Sh. H.I.S.Grewal, IAS the then Deputy Commissioner was transferred, who had given an undertaking in the Commission as detailed in para 2 of order dated 30.04.2008.  Thereafter, Sh. Rahul Bhandari was posted as Deputy Commissioner who filed a letter dated 16.09.2008 for the hearing dated 24.09.2008. It was stated to be objectionable by the Complainant, and thereafter he filed an amended communication dated nil in affidavit form as required by the Commission in the next hearing on 15.01.2009.  The Commission is also aware that Sh. Rahul Bhandari has been transferred and now Sh. Prabhjot Singh Mand, IAS has been posted as Deputy Commissioner after the last hearing.  There is no reason for him not to be present himself.  Since it was the affidavit of the Deputy Commissioner which was to be considered today, even the presence of the APIO to represent him in these proceedings does not appear to be appropriate.
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5.

Also PIO must have known well in advance about the date of hearing in RSA/794/2007 as it must have been fixed with due notice and so was the date of hearing today i.e. 26.02.2009 fixed more than month ago on 15.01.2009.  Therefore it was incumbent upon the PIO to request for an adjournment of the hearing at least one week in advance, as the PIO was aware that this hearing had not been fixed alongwith all other cases, but separately, on a special court day only in order to give adequate time to the PIO to present his case.  

6.

Any how, due to his request for an adjournment, the case is now fixed for hearing on Monday 2nd March, 2009 at 11.30 AM.  No further adjournment will be given.  
7.

Adjourned for supply of information to the Complainant with reference to her RTI application, as read with directions of the Commission given from time to time as well as for consideration of the affidavit of the then PIO-cum-Deputy Commissioner, SAS Nagar, Mohali dated nil filed by him in the hearing on 15.01.2009.



Adjourned to 02.03.2009. 
  







Sd-  
  



 

     (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


26.02.2009

(LS)

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

Sh Jagar Ram S/O Sh. Chain Ram,

Vill Chuhar Pur, PO Kulam,

The. & Distt. Nawan Shahar.



--------Complainant







Vs. 

PIO, O/O, General Manager,

Punjab Roadways, 
Nawanshahar.





____   Respondent.




`

CC No-1952 -2008

Present:
None for Complainant.



Sh. Atma Nand, Superintendent Establishment.

Sh. Randhir Singh, Establishment Assistant and 


Sh. Parminder Singh, Clerk for PIO/DC, Shahid Bhagat Singh 


Nagar (Earlier Nawanshahr).

Order:


On the last date of hearing on 04.02.2009, Sh. Randhir Singh, Establishment Assistant and Sh. Parminder Singh, Clerk were present.  They had given an assurance that although they had already made all out efforts to locate the required record it had not become possible so far.  During the hearing, Sh. Jagar Ram had given certain information regarding the source from which he had received part information earlier on the basis of which he was seeking full seniority list of which he was carrying a part (page 9 onwards).  Today, the representatives of the PIO have presented letter dated 25.02.2009 addressed by the General Manager to the Commission (covering letter) copy of which has been endorsed to Sh. Jagar Ram, alongwith a set of papers supplied to Sh. Jagar Ram and due receipt from him dated 25.02.2009, for the record of the Commission.  They have also clarified that this is a category wise list of employees working in the workshop at Nawanshahar in 1999-2000 prepared by the office for its own use and was not a seniority list. 
2.

The Commission places on record its appreciation of the extra efforts put in by Sh. Randhir Singh, Establishment Assistant and Sh. Parminder 
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Singh, Establishment Clerk under the guidance of Sh. Atma Nand, Superintendent Establishment who is due to retire on 31st March, 2009 to locate this list well in time.  The applicant, who has filed a civil suit required this document well before the next date of hearing on 10th March, 2009.  A copy of this order should be placed on the record of each of these officials.   


With this, the case is hereby disposed of. 







 -Sd- 
  





     (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


26.02.2009

(LS)

