STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Dr. S.S. Rajpurohit,

621, Rishi Nagar,

Jalandhar(Punjab).





                   ……Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Principal,

DAV College, Jalandhar.




                    ……Respondent

CC No. 1213 of 2010
   



               ORDER

Present:
Complainant, Dr. S.S. Rajpurohit, in person.

Advocate, Mr. Kapil Sharma, for the Respondent.

-----



Today is the 4th hearing in this case.  The Respondent is represented by Advocate, Mr. Kapil Sharma, who has not submitted his authority letter and Vakalatnama to appear on the behalf of the Respondent.  However, he is only submitting a memo for appearance.
2.

The only information to be given to the Complainant is Comprehensive Seniority List of the Teaching Staff which is not being done by the Respondent despite order dated 30.04.2010.  
3.

In response to order dated 02.06.2010, Dr. V. K. Tewari, erstwhile Principal, in his letter dated 11.06.2010, has stated that he has handed over the charge of college to Dr. Satish Kumar Sharma on 04.06.2010 in the office of the DAV College Managing Committee, Chitra Gupta Road, New Delhi. 
4.

Mr. Tewari’s contention of having left the charge is not tenable because he was the Principal of DAV College at the time of filing the request for information on 24.12.2009.  Therefore, he cannot absolve himself of the responsibility.  
5.

I direct the present Principal, Dr. Satish Kumar Sharma, to furnish attested copy of the “Comprehensive Seniority List of the Teaching Staff” to the Complainant within     15 days from today with a compliance report to the Commission. The representative of the Respondent, Advocate, Mr. Kapil Sharma assures that the needful will be done. 
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6.

Meanwhile, a copy of this order be also sent to Dr. V. K. Tewari (on leave) who will show cause under Section 20 (1) as to why penalty be not imposed upon him for delaying/denying information and why compensation be not awarded to the Complainant for the delay in providing information.



In addition to the written reply, the PIO, Dr. V.K. Tewari is also, hereby, given an opportunity under Section 20(1) proviso thereto for a personal hearing before the imposition of such penalty on the next date of hearing.  He may take note that in case he does not file his written reply and does not avail himself of the opportunity of personal hearing on the next date fixed (23.07.2010), it 
will be presumed that he has nothing to say and the Commission shall proceed to take further proceedings against him ex-parte. 
7.

He is directed to file his reply, in writing, to the Commission, before the next date of hearing.
8.

Dr. Satish Kumar Sharma will make available a copy of this order to Dr. Tewari.


The case is adjourned to 23.07.2010 (Friday), Court No. 1, SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh at 2.00 PM for further proceedings.



Announced in the hearing. 



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.       

Chandigarh,




                                     (P. P. S. Gill)

Dated, July 02, 2010


                       
          State Information Commissioner
cc:
Dr. Satish Sharma, Principal, 


DAV College, Jalandhar


Dr. V. K. Tewari, (on Leave),

Principal,

DAV College, Jalandhar.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Ashutosh,

House No. 3179,

Sector 38-D, Chandigarh.



                     

  ……Appellant 

Vs

1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Director Public Instructions (Colleges),  

Punjab, Chandigarh.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Principal Secretary,

Higher Education, Punjab,         
                 

Chandigarh.                                                   


        ….…Respondents
AC No. 416 of 2010

   



               ORDER

Present:
Appellant, Mr. Narottam Sharma, for the Repsondent.

Mr. R. T. Saini, Superintendent and Mr. Ashok Kumar, Sr. Asstt., for the Respondent.

-----



The Appellant is represented by Mr. Narottam Sharma and has made a written submission, dated 02.07.2010, stating that he has received the requisite information and he is satisfied.  The same is taken on record.  The Respondent also submits a copy of the information sent to the Appellant on 24.06.2010, which is also taken on record.


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



Announced in the hearing. 



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.       

Chandigarh,




                                     (P. P. S. Gill)

Dated, July 02, 2010


                       
          State Information Commissioner
