STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Sh.Gurdip Singh,

Vill Chamon,

P.O. Adampur – A/D

Distt. Jalandhar.

…..Complainant

Vs.

1.
Public Information Office,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Jallandhar

2.
Public Information Officer,


BDPO, Adampur Block,


Distt. Jallandhar 

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 1740 of 2007

ORDER 

Present: -
None on behalf of the Complainant.


Mr. Satish Kumar, Panchayat Officer on behalf of the BDPO, Adampur Block, Distt. Jallandhar. 



Sh. Gurdip Singh filed an application dated 24.09.2007 received in the Commission on 09.10.07.It was contented that in his application dated 21.08.2007 to BDPO, Adampur Block, Distt.  Jallandhar, Punjab has not been attended to and the required information had not been supplied to him.  In the said application  he had sought information relating  to  inquiry duly conducted by BDPO, Adampur Block, Distt. Jallandhar on 26.06.07 at village Chamon consequential to an earlier application submitted to Deputy Commissioner, Jallandhar in Sangat Darshan on 14.06.07.  He has further asked for a copy of notice by DDPO Jullunder on 9-7-07 for removal of encroachment from the road at village Chamon.  Today on the appointed date none has appeared on behalf of the complainant.  Mr. Satish Kumar, Panchayat Officer, appeared on behalf of respondent.  He however does not have any authority letter from the PIO and during the course of hearing, it has been observed that he is not really familiar with the case.  He has in his possession a letter dated 1.09.07 in which he states that 166 pages have been Xeroxed of the following items:- 


1.
Cash book-May 2003 to November 2006 
=
90 pages



2.
Expenditure vouchers-Dec. 2003 to July 2006
=
46 pages

3.
Copy of receipts of receipt books of form No. 4
=
21 pages

4.
Muster roll Register Sept. 2003 to Sept. 2005
=
09 pages

5.
Two sanction letter regarding drain with the sanction of 5 lacs 

 
According to him Gurdip Singh had come to the office and collected the information and acknowledged the receipt of the copies therefore according to him the information has been furnished to the complainant but it has been observed that the letter which he was reading out in the court is dated 1.9.07 but Gurdip Singh had subsequently written to the commission on 24.9.07 (received in the commission on 9.10.07) and again on 15.11.07 (received on 2.11.07) that is original complaint dated 21.08.07 had not been attended to. Mr. Satish Kumar is not familiar with the original complaint and was directed to read it in the court but his reply was that he does not have the information sought. He further states that BDPO who is in charge at that time had been transferred. This is considered a serious offence that neither the person has an authority letter nor is familiar with the case, therefore, the PIO is hereby directed to supply the information as per the application dated 21.08.07 without any further delay with in 15 days and to file compliance report in the Commission on the next date of hearing along with a copy of the receipt of the information by the application as well as a copy of the information supplied for record of the court.   



In case the directions of the Commission are not complied with then a show cause notice will be issued as to why action should not be taken against him by imposing a under section 20(1) of the RTI Act-2005.  It is also directed that at the next date of hearing a person not less than the rank of PIO or APIO and familiar with the case should appear before the court.  The next date of hearing is 14.01.2008 at 2:00 p.m.








           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 05.12.2007

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Smt. Sarabjit Kaur,

# 32, Sewa  Nagar, (W) 

P.O. Khalsa College,

Putlighar, Amritsar.

…..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Office,

O/o District Transport Officer,
Amritsar.
….Respondent

C.C. NO. 1700 of 2007

ORDER 

Present: -
Amarjit Singh Lauhka on behalf of Complainant.


None on behalf of Respondent. 



Smt. Sarabjit Kaur  filed her application dated 25.9.07 to the State Information Commission received in the Commission on 03.10.07  that her application dated 24.08.07  made to the PIO, Office of District Transport Officer, Amritsar for information under RTI Act 2005 with due payment has not been attended to despite elapsing of stipulated  period of 30 days.  He has requested for suitable action to be taken against PIO under the RTI Act-2005 for denial of information.  The complainant in the original application dated 24.08.07 has sought information regarding service matter from 06.09.02 to till date.  The specific details of information relates to the following:-

1. Attested copies of letter by which delegation of powers of DDO were given to certain officers by Sh. Bhupinder Singh, PCS during his tenure as DTO Amritsar from 23.08.2004 to 9.10.2006.

2. Attested photocopies of letter by which delegation of powers of DDO were given to certain officers by Sh. Paramjit Singh, PCS during his tenure as DTO Amritsar from 9.10.2006 to till date. 

3. Attested photocopies of receipt No. and date which shown as below:

269126/01 dated 30.01.06, 269126/02 dated 30.01.06, 269126/03 dated 30.01.06m 269126/04 dated 30.01.06, 269126/05 dated 30.01.06, 269126/06 dated 30.01.06, 269126/07 dated 30.01.06, 269126/08 dated 30.01.06, 269126/09 dated 30.01.06, 269126/10 dated 30.01.06, 267676/53 dated 12.01.06, 269306/35 dated 2.03.06.

4. Attested photocopies of powers of DDO letter no.  SIC/17259-305 dated 5.5.2004   


Today on the date of hearing none has appeared on behalf of the respondent inspite of   notice being sent from the Commission on 29.11.07. This is a  disrespect to the directions of the Commission, therefore, the PIO is hereby directed to supply the information as per application dated 24.08.07 of the applicant within 15 days without any further delay and to file compliance report in the Commission on the next date of hearing alongwith a copy of the receipt of the information by the application as well as a copy of the information supplied for record of the court.   In case the directions of the Commission are not followed at the next date of hearing, then action will be taken against him by issuing a show cause notice for imposing of penalty u/s 20(1) of the RTI Act-2005.  The next date of hearing is 07.01.2008 at 2.00 PM.

 

  




           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 05.12.2007

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Sh. Tejinder Singh,

# 133,  Kasturba Road,

Rajpura (Pb.)

…..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Office,

O/o Education Minister,

Punjab Civil Secretariat,

Chandigarh.

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 1770 of 2007

ORDER 

Present: -
Mr. Tejinder Singh Complainant in person.


None on behalf of Respondent. 



Mr. Tejinder Singh filed his complaint dated 2.10.07 to the State Information Commission received in the Commission on 9.10.07 has stated that his application dated 10.08.07 made to the PIO O/o Hon’ble Education Minister, Punjab Civil Secretariat, Chandigarh with due payment of Rs. 10/- has not been attended to. In his original application dated 10.08.07 he has asked for two points which are-
1. Action taken by the Education Minister on letter sent by the applicant to Hon’ble Education Minister, Punjab on 27.06.07 regarding corruption, cheating disobeying Govt. orders etc. by DPI (Secondary).

2. Detailed enquiry report regarding action taken on the complaint. 



In his complaint he has stated that no response has been received from the concerned office, therefore, he has prayed that appropriate action be taken in this regard.  Inspite of the Commissions notice of hearing sent on 29.11.07 none has appeared on behalf of respondent, which is not only against the spirit of the Act but  violation of the directions of the Court.   Keeping the circumstances in view, the PIO is hereby directed to supply the information as per application dated 10.08.07 and to file compliance report in the Commission on the next date of hearing along with a copy of the receipt of the information by the application as well as a copy of the information supplied for record of the court.   In case he does not supply this information then a show cause notice will be issued for imposition of penalty as per provision of Section 20(1) of the RTI Act-2005.  The next date of hearing is 24.12.2007 at 2.00 PM.
 

  




           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 05.12.2007

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Prof. Dr.  Pawan Kumar,

SCD Govt. College Ludhiana,

R/o B-I, 1446/3H, Shere Pb.  Naga,

Haibowal Khurd, Ludhiana

…..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Office,

O/o Director of Public Instructions (College),

Punjab, Chandigarh.

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 1756 of 2007

ORDER 

Present: -
Prof. Dr. Pawan Kumar, Complainant in person.


Mr. Arjun Singh, Supdt. on behalf of Respondent. 



Dr. Pawan Kumar filed  a complaint dated 3.10.2007 to State Information Commission received in the Commission on 9.10.2007 that his application along with requisite fee has not been attended to.   His application dated 21.08.07 had been forwarded through speed post to the DPI, College, Punjab, Chandigarh on 22.08.07. Information sought relates to the benefit of senior selection grade after counting ad hoc service as per policy decision taken by Govt. of Punjab, Dep’t. of Higher Education. In his original complaint dated 21.08.07 question no. 1 relates to the senior selection grade given to Smt. Indu Bala, Lecturer in English, Govt. College Mohali and why the selection grade has not been granted to him .In question no 2 he has asked for the exact date when he would be given his selection grade.  



It has been pointed out to the complainant that question No. 1 relates to part third party information and question No. 2 does not pinpoint to any specific information.  Today Mr. Arjun Singh, Supdt. has appeared on behalf of the respondent without any authority letter or having the designation of APIO.His explanation regarding selection grade of Smt Indu Bala Singh is that she was given the selection grade earlier because of her selection through the PPSC.  He also states that within two days they will be writing to Secretary, Higher Education, Punjab, Chandigarh for granting expenditure for Sr. Scale/Selection Grade and then only the case of Dr. Pawan Kumar will be decided.  The complainant states that he is in dire need of the said grade and requests the Commission to intervene for deciding the period for which the selection grade will be made.  It is explained to Dr. Pawan Kumar that this is not part of the Act and the respondent has explained his 2 queries asked by him (The respondent is also willing to give the verbal points in writing within 2 days) therefore the case is thereby disposed of.   
 

  




           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 05.12.2007

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Sh. Devinder Singh,

S/o Sh. Harbans Singh,

R/o Village Daowala, P.O. Old Shala

Tehsil & Distt. Gurdaspur.

…..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Office,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Distt. Gurdaspur, Punjab, 

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 1324 of 2007

ORDER 

Present: -
Gurbachan Singh on hehalf of the Complainant.


Sh. Mela Singh on behalf of Respondent. 



In the last order dated 5.11.2007, a detailed order had been written and the PIO was directed that mutation order regarding the change of ownership of the land in the name of Gram Panchayat be provided to the complainant on the next date of hearing.  Today Mr. Gurbachan Singh has appeared on behalf of the complainant and Mela Singh, BDPO, APIO has appeared in the court.  The complainant and respondent have stated that they have not received the order dated 5.11.07 and have appeared in the Commission today on the basis of inquiry made by them personally from the office.  A fresh copy of orders be given to both the parties.  The respondent has also informed that the same case as the original application dated 15.03.07 stating 8 queries from D.C.’s office has similar reference to the case in front of the Hon’ble State Information Commissioner S. Kulbir Singh (Case No. CC-1323/2007).  Both the parties have agreed that since the case is similar therefore it should be clubbed together in the same court. With mutual consent, the above mentioned case No. CC-1324/2007 has been clubbed alongwith the Case no. CC-1323/2007 and transferred to the Court of the Hon’ble S. Kulbir Singh, State Information Commissioner.  

 

  




           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 05.12.2007

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Sh. Jagat Singh,

R/o Near Bahadurpur Chowk,

Post Office, Opp. Snatan Dharam,

Sanskrit College, Hoshiarpur.

…..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Office,

O/o Chief Engineer Planning, 

Punjab State Electricity Board. 

Patiala.

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 1377 of 2007

ORDER 

Present: -
Sh. Jagat Singh, Complainant in person.


Mr. Rajinder Singh, APIO in person. 



The complainant Sh. Jagat Singh, filed his complaint  dated 30.08.07 to the State information Commission received in the Commission on 30.07.07 made to the PIO P.S.E.B. the Mall Patiala with due payment of fee of Rs. 10/- has not been attended to.  He also states that his envelope dated March, 07 sent to Director Planning-III c/o Chief Engineer, Planning Patiala through Dolphin Courier Hoshiarpur, Punjab was returned without any signatures.   The complainant in the original letter sent to the commission dated 30.07.07 relates to the following information:-

1. Copy of ruling regarding payment of interest on the security amount of the meters since 1977 (Rs. 4000/-) as per Act dated 25.06.2006.

2. Copy of appointed PIOs and 1st appellate authority.

3. Copy of ruling showing preservation period of record in P.S.E.B. offices.


Today Mr. Rajinder Singh APIO, RTI Cell states that as regard the letter dated March, 07  is concerned the charge of Director Planning was with the Chief Engineer Planning that is why the letter was sent back. Regarding  information sought by the complainant, his submission is that he only received the letter yesterday, therefore he had no time to prepare the answer.  It is observed here that Mr. Rajinder Singh had made a similar submission regarding the delay of post from the commission in earlier cases also. This it seems is due to the ill planning of   transfer of letter in the PSEB, the orders do not reach in time and neither are the replies given in the specified period of time written in the RTI Act-2005.  Therefore the PIO is hereby directed to supply the information as per application dated 30.07.07 without any further delay within 7 days and to file compliance report in the Commission on the next date of hearing alongwith a copy of the receipt of the information by the application as well as a copy of the information supplied for record of the court and should personally appear in the court.   In case the PIO does not supply this information then a show cause notice will be issued to him for imposing penalty as per provision of Section 20(1) of the RTI Act-2005.  It is also mentioned here that original application had been submitted on 30.07.07 and considerable time is elapsed but the lenient view is only being taken because of the submission of the respondent stating that postal service has delayed the matters in giving the information.  The next date of hearing is 24.12.2007 at 2.00 PM.

 

  




           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 05.12.2007

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Er. J.R. Kansal,

# 186, St. No. 6,

Old Bishan Nagar, Patiala.

…..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Office,

O/o Chief Engineer (Operation), 

Punjab State Electricity Board. 

Muktsar

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 1382 of 2007

ORDER 

Present: -
Er. Kansal, Complainant in person.


Sh. Pyara Singh, Circle Asstt. on behalf of the respondent. 



Sh. J.R. Kansal had submitted vide his application dated 7.08.07 to the State Information Commission received in the Commission on 10.08.07 that his application dated 14.06.07 made to the PIO office of the Dy. Chief Engineer Operation Circle, PSEB , Muktsar has not been attended to.  In his original application he has asked for a detail of recovery of Rs 4051/- relating to Mukhstar Operation Division. 

Point No. 2 relates to Rs.2035/- and Rs.2385/- have been mentioned as shortage of Mukatsar in the service book Vol.II page 11 relating to Mukatsar Operation Division.  Information sought is regarding the detail of recovery of above said amount along with period of recovery and date of intimation to under signed along with detail of Show Cause Notice if issued for making recovery from me. 
Sh. Pyara Singh appearing on behalf of the respondent without any authority letter stated that the record asked by the complainant regarding the amount Rs. 4051/- has been destroyed in fire since it was 36 years old record.  He has in his possession a letter stating that most of the information sought by  the complainant has been recorded. A copy of the said letter is given to the complainant.   After detailed discussion amongst the respondent and complainant in the Court the complainant agrees that all the information has been supplied to him.  But in his complaint he had also demanded penalization of Dy. Chief Engineer (PIO) for delaying the information as per provision of the said act.  According to him his original application the original complaint was sent to the PIO, Dy. Chief Engineer, Operation Circle-cum-PIO PSEB, Muktsar on 14.06.07 and the first reply he received was on 27.08.07 from the S.E-cum-PIO, PSEB, Muktsar which stated that they had burnt the record which is 10 years old subsequently there was no correspondence received by him for six months.  His submission is that more than four months have passed in obtaining information sought by him.  After carefully considering the facts on record and also callous attitude of the PIO in responding to the information sought, I am of the view that the PIO has not furnished the information without any reasonable cause within the time specified in Sub section 1 of Section 7 and not supplied the information despite the directions by the Commission to do so and is taking the RTI Act-2005 lightly by not following the directions of the court , therefore, a show cause notice is issued to the PIO to submit a written reply as to why action should not be taken against him by imposing a penalty of Rs. 250/- each day till the information is furnished.  However, the total amount of such penalty shall not exceed to Rs. 25000/- as per the provisions of Section 20(1) of the RTI Act-2005.    The next date of hearing is  21.01.2008 at 2.00 PM.

 

  




           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 05.12.2007

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Consumer & Human Rights Forum,

Civil Lines, Fazilka.
…..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Office,

O/o Superintendent Engineer,
PSEB, Distribution Circle, Muktsar.

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 1388 of 2007

ORDER 

Present: -
None of behalf of the Complainant 


Sh. Surinder Pal Singh, AEE on behalf of the respondent. 



The complainant filed his request  dated 16.04.07 alongwith the requisite fee for providing  information and record, but failed to receive any response within the stipulated period of 30 days from the respondent.   Thereafter the complainant  submitted first appeal on dated 23.05.07 to Chief Engineer-cum-Appellate Authority, PSEB Bathinda, but again failed to receive any response. Therefore, the complainant filed an appeal dated 7.08.07 to the State Information Commission received in the Commission on 13.08.07 stating the circumstance of the case and asking the Commission to instruct the respondent to provide the required information.  Today at the date of hearing none has appeared on behalf of the complainant information in his original application dated 16.04.07 relates to the records of all connections given by P.S.E.B. for the period 1.1.1986 till 10.04.2007 and copy of rules and regulations of giving connections to the consumers.  Today Mr. Surinder Pal Singh, respondent has brought an authority letter and has appeared in the court without any knowledge either of the act or of the case.  In his possession he has letter dated 28.11.07 written to Mr. Ravi Juneja  dated 30-11-07  in which it is stated that the application dated 16.04.07  and ist appeal dated 23-5-07had been rejected by the PIO as neither the identity of the applicant was clear nor postal address was correct. A copy of second appeal dated 07.08.07 was directly sent by the complainant to the PIO where the identity of the complainant with complete correct address was established. The respondent now states that the PIO had written to the complainant with the copy to the Commission that they will give information to the complainant only after the cost for the information has been given.   Before passing any judgment on the time limit specified in the Act regarding fees to be submitted u/s 7 (6), the papers of the whole case have to be reexamined with the relevant documentations to be supplied by the PIO of the Sr. EE, Branch, PSEB, Fazilka.  Not only Mr. Surinder Pal Singh has no knowledge of the act but either has forgotten to bring all the relevant papers or shows absolute ignorance to the relevant case.  This is not only against the orders of the Commission for the hearing fixed today but also against the spirit of the Act, therefore, taking into view the circumstance I am of the view, despite the directions of the court the PIO has taken a callous view on the RTI Act-2005 and sent a representative who cannot explain himself properly and on through out the hearing he murmured and stated that he is new in the department and don’t know the facts of the case, therefore a show cause notice is issued to the PIO as to why action should not be taken against him by imposing a penalty u/s 20(1) of the RTI Act-2005.


In addition to the written reply the PIO is also hereby given an opportunity u/s 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 date fixed, it will be presumed that he has nothing to say and the Commission shall proceed to take further proceedings against his ex parte.  The next date of hearing is 9.01.2008 at 2.00 PM.

    (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 05.12.2007

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Sh. Kewal Krishan,

Dalit Saina Vill. Rampura Branch,

Nat Gwarh, Vill. Rampura,

Teh. Phull, Bathinda.

…..Complainant
Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Education Secretary,

Govt. of Punjab, 

Chandigarh.  
….Respondent

CC NO. 1769 of 2007

ORDER 

Present: -
None on behalf of the Complainant and the Respondent.



Kewal Krishan S/o Sh. Shiv Ram filed his complaint dated 2.10.07 to the State Information Commission received in the Commission on 11.10.07 that his application dated 19.07.07 has not been attended to even though two months had passed.   He has requested that the PIO should be penalized U/s 20 @ Rs. 250/- each day.  Information sought by the complainant relates to government rules for working of government employees as press reporter of newspapers.  Information covers the period 2005 to 2007.  13 questions in the complaint dated 19.07.07 are related to Harinder Sharma - math teacher’s association with a newspaper.  The points also cover the math teacher’s record of leave during school hours and the complaints which have been written against him.  Today on the date of hearing i.e. 5.12.07 the complainant and respondent are not present.  This being the first hearing one more date is given and the next date of hearing is 9.01.2008 at 2:00 pm.  PIO is also hereby directed to supply the information as per application dated 19.07.07 of the applicant within 7 days and to file compliance report in the Commission on the next date of hearing, along with a copy of the receipt of the information by the applicant as well as a copy of the information supplied for record of the Court.   


 





 








           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh

Dated 05.12.2007
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Sh. Kidar Nath,

# 22-B, Defence Enclave (Lohgarh),

Patiala Road, Zirakpur,

Teh. Derabassi,Distt. Mohali. 

…..Appellant
Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Principal,

Govt. Sr. Sec. School,

Rani Majra, Teh. Derabassi

Distt.  Mohali.
….Respondent

CC NO. AC-303 of 2007

ORDER 

Present: -
None has appeared on behalf of the Complainant and the Respondent. 


In the last order dated 14.11.07, it had been observed that the PIO, O/o Principal Govt. Sr. Sec. School, Rani Majra, Teh. Derabassi, Distt. Mohali had not taken serious note of the summon dated 2.11.2007 sent by the Commission and had neither sent any reply or a representative of the concerned office.  In the order, it was also mentioned that “the PIO is hereby directed to supply the complete information as per the application dated 23.05.2007 within seven days and to file compliance report alongwith receipt as well as a copy of the information supplied for the record of the Commission”.  Today on the date of hearing i.e. 5.12.2007, the respondent has not appeared and after taking into account the circumstances, I am of the view that the PIO has without nay reasonable cause not furnished information within the time specified in Sub Section 1 of Section 7 and not supplied the information despite the directions by the Commission to do so. 



The Commission issues notice to the PIO to show cause through a written reply as to why action should not be taken against him by imposing a penalty of two hundred and fifty rupees each day till the information is furnished.  However, the total amount of such penalty shall not exceed to twenty-five thousand rupees as per the provisions of Section 20(1) of the RTI Act, 2005.



In addition to the written reply, the PIO is also hereby given an opportunity u/s 20(1) proviso thereto for a personal hearing before the imposition of such penalty on the next date of hearing.  He may take note in case he does not file his written reply and does not avail himself of the opportunity of personal haring on the date fixed, it will be presumed that he has nothing to say and the Commission shall proceed to take further proceedings against him ex parte.  The next date of hearing is 9.01.2008 at 2:00 pm.







           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh

Dated 05.12.2007
`
