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

Resurgence India, 

Ludhiana – 141 001.
 -----------------------------------------Complainant
 Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

Office of Principal Secretary,
Department of Local Government,

Government of Punjab,

Chandigarh.

------------------------------------------ Respondent
CC No. 4 of 2006

ORDER
Present Sh. Hitender Jain, for the Complainant and Sh. Harbhajan Lal, Superintendent Grade I on behalf of the respondent, Department of Local Government.
The complainant contends that his request for information was initially sent to the respondent by ‘Speed Post’. The respondent, however, refused to supply the information demanded by the complainant even though a period of more than two months has elapsed. The respondent states that the information in question is to be obtained from the office of the Chief Town Planner and also from Municipal Corporation of Ludhiana. He is prepared to obtain the information and deliver the same to the complainant.
The complainant further prays that suitable penalty be imposed on the Public Information Officer for denial of information.
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The respondent is directed to supply the information demanded by the complainant immediately through Speed Post. 
To come up for confirmation of compliance and consideration of the question of imposition of penalty under section 20 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 on 8th of August, 2006.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.










    (Rajan Kashyap)
Chandigarh



    
   

Chief Information Commissioner

Dated: 15.06.2006
















 (R.K.Gupta)










Information Commissioner











     (Surinder Singh)










Information Commissioner
PUNJAB STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Hitender Jain,

Resurgence India, B-34/903,

Chander Nagar, Civil Lines,

Ludhiana – 141 001.
 -----------------------------------------Complainant
 Vs. 

State Public Information Officer,

Office of Ludhiana Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana.

------------------------------------------ Respondent
CC No. 136 of 2006

ORDER
Present Sh. Hitender Jain, Complainant in person and Sh. Ashok Bajaj, Joint Commissioner (it is stated by the Joint Commissioner that the Commissioner of the Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana is under orders of transfer) on behalf of the respondent Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.

This case is linked with AC 7 of 2006 in which an order has been passed separately today.
To come up on 8th August, 2006 alongwith AC 7 of 2006.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.










    (Rajan Kashyap)
Chandigarh



    
   

Chief Information Commissioner

Dated: 15.06.2006
















 (R.K.Gupta)










Information Commissioner











     (Surinder Singh)










Information Commissioner
PUNJAB STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Hitender Jain,

Resurgence India, B-34/903,

Chander Nagar, Civil Lines,

Ludhiana – 141 001.
 -------------------------------------------Appellant
 Vs. 

State Public Information Officer,

Office of Ludhiana Municipal Corporation,
Ludhiana.

------------------------------------------ Respondent
AC No. 7 of 2006

ORDER
Present Sh. Hitender Jain, Complainant in person and Sh. Ashok Bajaj, Joint Commissioner (it is stated by the Joint Commissioner that the Commissioner of the Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana is under orders of transfer) on behalf of the respondent Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.
At the outset, Sh. Bajaj explains that the Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana has been transferred. He also states that the Public Information Officer, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana namely Sh. Jaswant Singh, PCS is abroad. Sh. Bajaj is, therefore, representating both these authorities.
The appellant inter-alia contends as follows:-

i) That the respondent is deliberately evading the supply of information.
ii) That the respondent should be suitably penalised under section 20 of the RTI Act, 2005.

iii) Compensation under section 19(8)(b) may be awarded to him for the detriment  suffered.
It  s  clear  that  appellant  is   not  satisfied  with  the  information  given to him  so  far.   Some  additional   information   regarding   the   policy  on  advertisement 
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hoardings is given by the respondent to the appellant today. The appellant is not satisfied with this additional information supplied to him today. 
We direct that information on all the specific points which have been demanded by the appellant should be delivered to him by Speed Post within 3 weeks that is by 7th of July, 2006.
To come up for confirmation of compliance and for consideration of the  contentions of the appellant at (i) to (iii) supra on 8th August, 2006.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.










    (Rajan Kashyap)
Chandigarh



    
   

Chief Information Commissioner

Dated: 15.06.2006
















 (R.K.Gupta)










Information Commissioner











     (Surinder Singh)










Information Commissioner
PUNJAB STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh Hitender Jain,

Resurgence India, B-34/903,

Chander Nagar, Civil Lines,

Ludhiana – 141 001.
 -------------------------------------------Appellant
 Vs. 

State Public Information Officer,

Office of the Principal Secretary,

Department of Home Affairs and Justice,

Government of Punjab, Mini Secretariat Punjab,

(3rd Floor), Sector 9,

Chandigarh.

------------------------------------------ Respondent
AC No. 10 of 2006

ORDER
Present Sh. Hitender Jain, appellant in person. None is present on behalf of the respondent Principal Secretary, Department of Home Affairs and Justice, Punjab. 
Sh. G.S.Bhatti, Additional Secretary, Department of Home Affairs is present on behalf of the Principal Secretary, Department of Home Affairs in another matter before this Commission. In the absence of a specific representative of the department of Home Affairs, he is advised to carry the directions of the Commission for compliance.
The contentions of the appellant are:
i) That no response was given to him on his earlier application and appeal by the Principal Secretary, Home Affairs & Justice and by the Lokpal.
ii) Some information has in the last month been supplied to him by the office of the Lokpal. This information is, however, not to the satisfaction of the appellant.
iii) It is not clear to the appellant as to whether the information supplied by the Lokpal is being given on his own behalf or on behalf of the Principal Secretary, Department of Home Affairs.
iv) That a penalty be imposed on the Public Information Officer of the concerned department for delaying the supply of information.
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It was clarified by Sh. Bhatti that the Administrative Department for the office of the Lokpal is the Department of Vigilance and not the Department of Home Affairs. The Principal Secretary, Home Affairs is directed to ensure that the Public Information Officer or his representative should be present before the Commission on the next date of hearing. He should also ensure that representatives of the Department of Vigilance as well as the office of Lokpal are also present before the Commission on the next date of hearing.
To come up for confirmation of compliance on 8th August, 2006. Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.










    (Rajan Kashyap)
Chandigarh



    
   

Chief Information Commissioner

Dated: 15.06.2006
















 (R.K.Gupta)










Information Commissioner











     (Surinder Singh)










Information Commissioner
PUNJAB STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh Hitender Jain,

Resurgence India, B-34/903,

Chander Nagar, Civil Lines,

Ludhiana – 141 001.
 ------------------------------------------Complainant
 Vs. 

State Public Information Officer,

Office of the Principal Secretary,

Department of Home Affairs and Justice,

Government of Punjab, Mini Secretariat Punjab,

(3rd Floor), Sector 9,

Chandigarh.

------------------------------------------ Respondent
CC No. 138 of 2006

ORDER
Present Sh. Hitender Jain, Complainant and Sh. Jagjit Singh, Assistant Inspector General (Prisons) on behalf of the respondent Principal Secretary, Department of Home Affairs and Justice, Punjab.

This matter is linked to Appeal No. 11 of 2006 in which an order has been passed separately today.
To come up on 13th July, 2006 alongwith AC No. 11 of 2006.  Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.










    (Rajan Kashyap)
Chandigarh



    
   

Chief Information Commissioner

Dated: 15.06.2006
















 (R.K.Gupta)










Information Commissioner











     (Surinder Singh)










Information Commissioner
PUNJAB STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh Hitender Jain,

Resurgence India, B-34/903,

Chander Nagar, Civil Lines,
Ludhiana – 141 001.
 --------------------------------------------Appellant
 Vs. 

State Public Information Officer,

Office of the Principal Secretary,
Department of Home Affairs and Justice,

Government of Punjab, Mini Secretariat Punjab,

(3rd Floor), Sector 9,

Chandigarh.

------------------------------------------ Respondent
AC No. 11 of 2006
ORDER
Present Sh. Hitender Jain, Appellant and Sh. Jagjit Singh, Assistant Inspector General (Prisons) on behalf of the respondent Principal Secretary, Department of Home Affairs and Justice, Punjab.
The respondent states that certain information in respect of individual Jails has been supplied to the appellant. He is prepared to give consolidated information in respect of all the Jails as demanded. This information has been delivered to the appellant in our presence. The respondent states that the reason for the delay is that information was to be collected from a number of Jails. In good faith, the Principal Secretary, Home Affairs & Justice had initially advised the appellant to approach the respective Jails. The appellant wishes to study the papers, before he can confirm that he is satisfied with the information. In case the appellant is not satisfied, he would give his response in writing to Sh. Jagjit Singh, present in person today on behalf of the respondent, for any additional information.
The appellant makes the following contentions:

i) that the respondent has delayed the supply of information by many months, and for this a suitable penalty should be imposed under section 20(1) of the RTI Act, 2005.
ii) that the letter dated 22.2.2006 (actually dated 22.3.2006) is signed by the Superintendent of the Department, a  person  not authorised to do so. The 
                                                     -2-

appellant avers that this should have been signed by the Public Information Officer himself.
To come up for confirmation of compliance and consideration of the contentions raised by the appellant at (i) to (ii) supra on 13th July, 2006. Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana to appear in person on that date.  
Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.










    (Rajan Kashyap)
Chandigarh



    
   

Chief Information Commissioner

Dated: 15.06.2006
















 (R.K.Gupta)










Information Commissioner











     (Surinder Singh)










Information Commissioner
PUNJAB STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Birchand Kanwal,
12, Khalsa College Avenue,

Near 24 no. Phatak,

Village Dhamomajra,

Patiala.
 ------------------------------------------Complainant
 Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

Office of the Commissioner,
Municipal Corporation,
Patiala.

------------------------------------------ Respondent
CC No. 7 of 2005
ORDER
None is present on behalf of the complainant. Present Sh. Atul Jain, Advocate on behalf of the respondent.
The respondent seeks some more time to respond to the contention of the complainant.
The case is accordingly adjourned to 13th July, 2006.  Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.










    (Rajan Kashyap)
Chandigarh



    
   

Chief Information Commissioner

Dated: 15.06.2006
















 (R.K.Gupta)










Information Commissioner











     (Surinder Singh)










Information Commissioner
PUNJAB STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Dr. Balwant Singh,

116, Industrial Area A,

Ludhiana.
 ------------------------------------------Complainant
 Vs. 

Public Information Officer,
Office of Secretary, Department of Vigilance,

Government of Punjab, 
Chandigarh and another.

------------------------------------------ Respondent
CC No. 30 of 2006

ORDER
None is present on behalf of the complainant. Present Sh. Gurinderjit Singh, Deputy Superintendent of Police on behalf of the Director, Vigilance Bureau, Punjab.
The respondent states before us that the copy of the enquiry report demanded as information by the complainant has since been supplied.
The matter is disposed of accordingly. No action is required. 
Copy of the order be sent to both the parties.










    (Rajan Kashyap)
Chandigarh



    
   

Chief Information Commissioner

Dated: 15.06.2006
















 (R.K.Gupta)










Information Commissioner











     (Surinder Singh)










Information Commissioner
PUNJAB STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

M/s Doaba Hotelier Limited,

Jalandhar.
 ------------------------------------------Complainant
 Vs. 

The Chairman,
Improvement Trust,

Jalandhar.

------------------------------------------ Respondent
CC No. 24 of 2006

ORDER
Present Sh. Joginder Singh Bhatia, Advocate on behalf of the complainant and Sh. Jagat Narayan, Advocate for the respondent.
The contention of the complainant is that details of the original ownership of a piece of land allotted to him should be supplied. His demand is that the Improvement Trust, Jalandhar should confirm that the entire area allotted to him actually belonged to the Trust. He also demands that the exact Khasra numbers should be indicated. There can be no objection to supply of this information. The respondent is prepared to deliver the information as demanded.
This information be supplied and the matter to come up for confirmation of compliance on 17th August, 2006.  Copy of the order be sent to both the parties.










    (Rajan Kashyap)
Chandigarh



    
   

Chief Information Commissioner

Dated: 15.06.2006
















 (R.K.Gupta)










Information Commissioner











     (Surinder Singh)










Information Commissioner
PUNJAB STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Smt. Seema Rani,
W/o Sh. Varinder Kumar,
2882/8, Cinema Road, Sirhind,

District Fatehgarh Sahib – 140406 (Pb.).

 ------------------------------------------Complainant
 Vs. 

The Public Information Officer,
Office of the District Education Officer (Secondary),
Fatehgarh Sahib.
------------------------------------------ Respondent
CC No. 65 of 2006

ORDER
None is present on behalf of the complainant.  Sh. Rajesh Kumar, District Audit Officer Office of District Education Officer (Secondary), Fatehgarh Sahib is present on behalf of the respondent.

The complainant has, however, sent a request in writing that her case may be decided on merits. She states that she is unable to bear the cost of physically visiting the Commission’s office.
The respondent submits that the complainant is seeking the information with regard to a dispute which she has with a private school that is Rana Munshi Ram Sarvhitkari Vidya Mandir, Fatehgarh Sahib. This school according to the respondent is not receiving any aid from the State. It is further submitted that the information sought could be in possession of the said school and not with the respondent. Mr. Mahesh Chand Sharma, Principal of Rana Munshi Ram Sarvhitkari Vidya Mandir, Fatehgarh Sahib states that the information demanded by the complainant has been supplied to her despite the fact that the Institution in question is not a public authority under the Right to Information Act, 2005. 
In the circumstances, no further action is required and the case is disposed of.  Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.










    (Rajan Kashyap)
Chandigarh



    
   

Chief Information Commissioner

Dated: 15.06.2006
















 (R.K.Gupta)










Information Commissioner











     (Surinder Singh)










Information Commissioner
PUNJAB STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. S.S.Whig, SDO (Retd.),

H.No. HM-126, Phase 4,
S.A.S. Nagar – 160059.
 -------------------------------------------Appellant
 Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

Office of the Executive Engineer (D),
Ranjit Sagar Dam Design,

SCO 2941-42, Sector 22-C,

Chandigarh & another

------------------------------------------ Respondent
AC No. 9 of 2006

ORDER
Present Sh. S.S.Whig, Appellant in person & Sh. Gurmeet Singh Sodhi, Executive Engineer (Designs) on behalf of Ranjit Sagar Dam, Chandigarh.

The Appellant has sought information on 23 different points. He contends that the respondent is deliberately avoiding supply of information by linking his request to fake records.
Without going into the merits of the case of the appellant regarding his pensionary benefits, we hereby direct that the appellant be permitted by the respondent to inspect all the relevant record in the respondent’s office. In case any documents demanded by the appellant are missing from the record, the respondent shall file an affidavit before the Commission regarding the non-availability of such documents. Responsibility would also have to be fixed for any file/document which is missing.
The respondent assures that appellant will be permitted to inspect the record and that the respondent shall supply to the appellant, copies of all the documents available on the record.
 To come up for confirmation of compliance on 17th August, 2006. Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.










    (Rajan Kashyap)
Chandigarh



    
   

Chief Information Commissioner

Dated: 15.06.2006
















 (R.K.Gupta)










Information Commissioner











     (Surinder Singh)










Information Commissioner
PUNJAB STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Charan Singh Saini,
Warehouse Manager,

H.No.687, Phase 3 B-I, Mohali.
 ------------------------------------------Complainant
 Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

Office of Punjab State Warehousing Corporation,

SCO No.74-75, Sector 17,

Chandigarh.

------------------------------------------ Respondent
CC No. 49 of 2006

ORDER
Present Sh. Charan Singh Saini, complainant in person and 
Sh. M.M.Chadha, Assistant Public Information Officer on behalf of Punjab State Warehousing Corporation, Chandigarh.
The complainant states that he is not satisfied with the information given to him. The respondent states that he is prepared to supply the information and invites the complainant to visit the Office of Punjab State Warehousing Corporation on any working day during the next week. 
To come up for confirmation of compliance on 1st August, 2006. Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.










    (Rajan Kashyap)
Chandigarh



    
   

Chief Information Commissioner

Dated: 15.06.2006
















 (R.K.Gupta)










Information Commissioner











     (Surinder Singh)










Information Commissioner
PUNJAB STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Lawyers for Social Action through

Advocate Sh. Surinder Pal,
Joint Secretary-cum-District Coordinator,

539/112/3, Street 1-E, New Vishnu Puri,
New Shivpuri Road,

Ludhiana – 141007.
 --------------------------------------------Appellant
 Vs. 

The State Public Information Officer

Office of Ludhiana Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana.

------------------------------------------ Respondent
AC No. 8 of 2006

ORDER
Present Sh. Surinder Pal, Advocate on behalf of the Lawyers for Social Action and Sh. Ashok Bajaj, Joint Commissioner on behalf of the Public Information Officer, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.

The appellant states that the information supplied to him by the respondent is incomplete and misleading.  The appellant has given in writing the details of the exact information required. A copy of this has been delivered to the respondent also.  The appellant further submits that:-
i) the information should be supplied free of cost since it has been delayed.

ii) that compensation under section 19(8)(b) of the RTI Act should be paid by the respondent for the detriment suffered by the appellant.
iii) that a penalty under section 20 of the RTI Act be imposed.
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The respondent assures that the information demanded will be supplied to the appellant by the next date of hearing and that it would be sent through post.
To come up for confirmation of compliance and for consideration of the submissions of the appellant at (i) to (iii) supra on 8th August, 2006.
Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.










    (Rajan Kashyap)
Chandigarh



    
   

Chief Information Commissioner

Dated: 15.06.2006
















 (R.K.Gupta)










Information Commissioner











     (Surinder Singh)










Information Commissioner
PUNJAB STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Rajesh Jain,
B-IX 716, Gulchaman Street,

Ludhiana.
 ------------------------------------------Complainant
 Vs. 

The Public Information Officer-cum-
Joint Commissioner (J),

Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana.

------------------------------------------ Respondent
CC No. 57 of 2006
ORDER
None is present on behalf of the complainant. Sh. Ashok Bajaj, Joint Commissioner is present on behalf of the Public Information Officer, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.
The respondent states before us that the information demanded by the complainant has been supplied to him on 17th May, 2006. 
The respondent also states that since there was delay in supply of information, the Corporation has not charged any fee for supplying the information.
In the circumstances, the case is disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.










    (Rajan Kashyap)
Chandigarh



    
   

Chief Information Commissioner

Dated: 15.06.2006
















 (R.K.Gupta)










Information Commissioner











     (Surinder Singh)










Information Commissioner
PUNJAB STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Vasu Dev,
H.No. 1450, Sector 21,

Panchkula.
 ------------------------------------------Complainant
 Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

Office of Director, Prosecution & Litigation,
Punjab.

 ------------------------------------------ Respondent
CC No. 20 of 2005
ORDER
Present Sh. Vasu Dev, complainant in person and Sh. Paramjeet  Singh, Assistant on behalf of the respondent Director, Prosecution & Litigation, Punjab. 

The complainant accepts that the information demanded by him has been supplied.

The complainant submits a fresh request for some additional information. This request is not to be considered by the Commission. The complainant is free to approach the Public Information Officer in this behalf.
The case is disposed of accordingly. Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.










    (Rajan Kashyap)
Chandigarh



    
   

Chief Information Commissioner

Dated: 15.06.2006
















 (R.K.Gupta)










Information Commissioner











     (Surinder Singh)










Information Commissioner
PUNJAB STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Vidya Sagar,
S/o Sh. Kasturi Lal,

Lomsh Bhawan, 101-D,

Kitchlu Nagar,
Ludhiana.
 --------------------------------------------Appellant
 Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

O/o The Punjab Agricultural University,
Ludhiana.

 ------------------------------------------ Respondent
AC No. 4 of 2006

ORDER
Present Sh. Vidya Sagar, Appellant in person and none is present on behalf of the respondent Punjab Agricultural University, Ludhiana. 

Vide the Commission’s order dated 24.4.2006, Punjab Agricultural University, Ludhiana was directed to give the information sought by the complainant. The complainant states before us today the he has still not been supplied the information in terms of the Commission’s order dated 24.4.2006. In order to settle this matter, it is necessary for the respondent to be present. Notice be issued to the respondent to be present on the next date of hearing.
To come up for confirmation of compliance on 24th August, 2006.  Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.










    (Rajan Kashyap)
Chandigarh



    
   

Chief Information Commissioner

Dated: 15.06.2006
















 (R.K.Gupta)










Information Commissioner











     (Surinder Singh)










Information Commissioner
PUNJAB STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Malkiat Singh,

VPO Gohlani, Tehsil Anandpur Sahib,

(Ropar).
 ------------------------------------------Complainant
 Vs. 

The Public Information Officer
O/o The Director General of Police-cum-

Commandant General,

Punjab Home Guards and

Director Civil Defence (Punjab), Sector 17,

Chandigarh.

 ------------------------------------------ Respondent
CC No. 79 of 2006

ORDER
Present Sh. Malkiat Singh, Complainant in person and Sh. Ashok Chadha, Union Staff Officer Office of the Director General of Police, Home Guards on behalf of the respondent. 

The complainant claims that the information relating to his service has been denied to him. The respondent states that he has no objection to supply the information, provided that the exact information required is indicated. After hearing both sides, it is directed that the respondent will allow the complainant to inspect all records relevant to his demand for information. The respondent agrees that the complainant can visit his office to obtain the record on Wednesday dated 21st May, 2006. He would also supply copes of the information as may be indicated by the complainant. The complainant will pay the normal charges and fees.
To come up for confirmation of compliance on 13th July, 2006. Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.











    (Rajan Kashyap)
Chandigarh



    
   

Chief Information Commissioner

Dated: 15.06.2006
















 (R.K.Gupta)










Information Commissioner











     (Surinder Singh)










Information Commissioner
PUNJAB STATE INFORM0ATION COMMISSION
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Er. Vijay Kumar Sharma,
B-IX/134, Malkana Mohalla,
Kapurthala (Pb.).
 ------------------------------------------Complainant
 Vs. 

Hindu Kanya College,
Kapurthala.

 ------------------------------------------ Respondent

CC No. 36 of 2006

ORDER
Present Sh. Vijay Kumar, Complainant in person & Sh. J.S.Ahluwalia, Advocate on behalf of the respondent. 

After hearing the parties the review application is dismissed vide my separate detailed order. 
The complainant states that the information supplied by the respondent is not complete and thus the order dated 24.4.2006 passed by the Commission has not been complied with.
To come up for confirmation of compliance on 3rd July, 2006. The Principal of the Respondent College shall appear in person on that date.
Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.

Chandigarh



    
   

 Chief Information Commissioner

Dated: 15.06.2006




   Punjab State Information Commission
