INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

ShKant Sood,

# 10/267, chopper Wali Gali,

Tarn Taran.







......Complainant






Vs.
PIO/, Deputy Commissioner, Tarn Taran.



.....Respondent.

AC No-225-of 2007: 

Present:
None for the complainant.



Sh. Baldev Singh, APIO-cum- Supdt, O/O D.C.Tarn Taran

Order:


He states that with reference to the application dated 25.4.07 under RTI act received vide Dy. No. 1800 of D.C.office, addressed to the PIO, O/O d.C.Tarn Taran, information has been given to the complainant vide letter dated 5.9.07 and the State Information Commissioner was informed in the matter vide letter dated 8.10.07 alongwith copy to the Dy. Registrar. A copy of the annexures dated 15.9.07 had not been received with that letter, which has been provided by the Superintendent today.  The complainant had been given an opportunity to appear today in case he had any problem, but he has not appeared despite due notice. Therefore, it is presumed that he has nothing to say. 


The application is thus disposed of.

Sd/-


  






    (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)






State Information Commissioner 


23.10.2007.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Jaspal Singh,

# 13, Rana Mill, Oppo. Sandhu Avenue,

Chhcharta, Amritsar.





......Complainant






Vs.
PIO/, The Principal, 
Govt. Sr. Sec. School, Sohal, Taran Taran.


.....Respondent.

AC No-231-of 2007: 

Present:
Dr. Jaspal Singh, complainant in person.



Sh. Harbhajan Singh, PIO-cum- Principal, Govt. Sr. Sec. School, 


Sohal, Taran Taran. 

Order:


Dr. Jaspal Singh, vide his complainant dated 21.7.07 made to the State Information Commission stated that his application dated 29.5.07 made to the address of PIO, Principal, Govt. Sr. Sec. School, Sohal, Distt. Tarn Taran under RTI Act, 2005 with due payment of fee had not been attended to. However, he had attached a copy of letter from the Principal, dated nil which he has stated to have been received by him on 27.6.2007, which he stated was deficient and incomplete on 2 points.
2.

The points listed by him have been considered. With respect to point No. 1, the reply of the PIO has been seen and the answer has been found to be complete, as he has given the full reasoning adopted by him for not permitting the complainant to join after long absence at the stated time.  With regard to para 2.4, The Principal stated that a photocopy of the dispatch register had already been supplied to him upon the insisting of the applicant to know in whose hand the entry is the dispatch register had been made, the PIO has confirmed on phone from him that Sh. Jaswant Singh, the then Principal had made the entry in the dispatch register.
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3.

It is seen that the reply of Question No. 3 has also been given. It has further  been clarified by the Principal today that the Principal is not the authority for granting leave  of more than 6 months which is required to be sanctioned by the DEO.  He stated that the application of Dr. Jaspal Singh was never forwarded at the relevant time to the DEO and therefore neither rejected nor sanctioned by that authority.
4.

He states that it is not possible to see from the photostat copy of the service book provided to him regarding entries of his leave or shifting of his lien  He has been permitted to inspect the original service book and to take photocopy of specific document today in the Commission itself. Dr. Jaspal Singh is agitating about not being permitted to join his duties due to his alleged unauthorized absence from duty whereas he claims that he had put in his application for leave but he was never informed that his leave had not been sanctioned or rejected, in time. 
5.

He is advised that armed with the information he has got under the RTI Act, he should approach the Competent Authority in the Executive for redressal of his grievance.


With this, the matter is disposed of.

Sd/-


  





  
  (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


23.10.2007.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Krishan Lal, S/O Sh. Chuni Lal,

# 4676/17, Dam Ganj, Daphi Road,

P.O. Dam Ganj, Amritsar.





......Complainant






Vs.
PIO/. Director, Medical Superintendent, Mental Hospital,


Amritsar.






.....Respondent.
CC No-671-of 2007:
Present:
Sh. Krishan Lal, Retd. Warden, complainant.



 None for the PIO.


Order:


Sh. Krishan Lal, Retd. Warden vide his complaint dated nil which was received in the Commission on 24.4.07 stated that his application dated 19.2.07 made to the PIO O/O Director/Medical Supdt, Punjab Mental Hospital, Amritsar under the RTI Act with due payment of fee of Rs. 10 + 40 for taking attested copies of his service book, had not been attended to till date.  The complaint was sent to the PIO on 13.8.07 and the date of hearing fixed for today i.e.23.10.2007.Today Shri Krishan Lal reiterated that so far no document has been given to him. However, the letter of the Commission sent to the PIO has been received back as part of the address of the addressee PIO was not visible in the address window of the envelope.

2.

It is observed that the applicant had asked for the information on 19.2.07 and today is 23rd Oct., 2007. Unwarranted delay has been caused in this case.  The PIO is hereby directed to supply the information to the applicant without payment of fee now as per the stipulation u/s 7(6) of the RTI Act as the mandatory period is over. This information should be supplied to him within 10 days and under due  receipt of the applicant and he should be informed on telephone No. 6549173 local telephone(Amritsar) to come and get the information. Compliance report alongwith receipt from the applicant should be filed before the Commission on 4th December, 2007.
3.

In the meanwhile, the PIO is hereby issued notice u/s 20(1) to show cause why action should not be taken against him by imposing penalty of         
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Rs. 250/- per day subject to the maximum of Rs. 25,000/- as provided under the Act for not providing the information to the applicant as per the provisions of the Act.



Adjourned to 4.12.2007.

Sd/-


  






    (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)






  State Information Commissioner 


23.10.2007.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Amar Nath,

#33159, St. No. 1, Partap Nagar,

Bathinda.






......Complainant






Vs.
PIO/. O/O Tehsildar, Bathinda.




.....Respondent.

CC No-672-of 2007: 

Present:
None for the complainant.



Sh. Satwant Singh, APIO-cum-Naib Tehsildar and 



Sh. Shashi Kant, Jr. Asstt, in behalf of the PIO.


Order:


Shri Amar Nath complainant vide his letter dated 16.4.07 made to the Commission stated that his application dated 28.2.07 made to the address of PIO, O/O Tehsildar Bathinda under the RTI Act with due payment of fee had not been attended to. A copy of the complaint sent to the PIO on 30.8.07. The hearing of the complaint fixed for 23.10.07 and both the parties informed. Where upon Sh. Amar Nath vide his letter dated 20.9.07 followed up this complaint with another letter stating that although the PIO had informed him that the concerned field and shajra (Latha) of Bathinda was not available as per the letter dated 29.4.07, yet a copy of the map with respect to the same Khasra numbers had been supplied to the Railway Department and he enclosed a copy thereof. The copy has been seen. It pertains to the same Khasra number as is being asked for by him. The copy has been issued by the Tehsildar’s copying agency, Bathinda and is attested to be true copy. As such, there remain no reasons why the said record is not available for giving a copy thereof to the applicant. The reply given by the PIO is therefore, not satisfactory.

2.

The PIO is hereby directed to immediately give the required information to the complainant under due receipt and supply a copy thereof along with the copy of the information supplied to him for the record of the Commission.
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3.

In case for any reason the record is found to be not available, the Commission would like to know what action has been taken to locate it and in the alternative to fix the responsibility and or lodge FIR for the missing record. This is not an ordinary record. It is a part of the mandatory record required to be liable with the Patwari in the public interest of the whole village. The Commission is concerned not only with supply of information to citizens but also is very much concerned that the record should be properly maintained and more so mandatory or legal record affecting the property of  citizens should not be allowed to be “mislaid” with  impunity. The Commission would therefore, like to be apprized the action taken in the matter.



Adjourned to 13.11.2007.

Sd/-

  






    (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)






State Information Commissioner 


23.10.2007.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Smt.Anguri Devi,

#20639, Gali No. 26/2,

Ajit Road, Bathinda.





......Complainant






Vs.
PIO/.O/o Distt. Education Officer (Sec.) Bathinda.

.....Respondent.

CC No-678-of 2007: 
Present:
None for the complainant.



Sh. Suresh Kumar Bansal, APIO-cum-Supdt. O/O 




DEO(S)Bathinda.


Order:


Smt. Anguri Devi  vide her complainant dated nil received in the Commission on 25.4.07 stated that her complaint dated 30.3.07 in the prescribed form A made to the address of PIO, O/O DEO)S) Bathinda with due payment of fee had not been attended to. Rather her two IPOs of Rs. 5/- each of 26.3.07 had been returned to her. Whereas IPOs had been declared as a valid mode of payment w.e.f July, 2006. She attached the original postal orders.

2.

A copy of the complaint was sent to the PIO on 30.8.07 and date of hearing fixed for 23rd October, 2007. Today, Smt. Anguri Devi has not appeared. A copy of her query made to the Commission through the internet dated 25.9.07 has been received in which she has asked for the present status  of her application u/s 18 read with Section 19 & 20 of the Act The APIO-cum-Supdt. O/O DEO(S) Bathinda states that the IPOs had been returned to her not due to wrong mode of payment as alleged by her but because she had addressed it to the wrong authority i.e. the Accounts Officer. This had been duly conveyed to her within time and she had been asked to deposit fee vide challan and that the information is ready and will be supplied the moment she makes the payment. But she never deposited the fee or approached the office again.

4.

Although it is correct that the IPOs have been wrongly addressed to the Accounts Officer, but the APIO has not told her which is the correct authority to Whom she should have addressed the IPOs nor to which head of account
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she should now deposit the money in the treasury.  His communication in this regard is quite vague, considering that there is already a complaint made by her there is no display in the office regarding any of the authorities under the RTI Act. It is observed that the primary purpose of the RTI Act is not to collect the Revenues in the state but to give out information and she had shown her keenness for the information by sending the IPOs. The correct course would have been to tell her that she should substitute the IPos, by clearly giving the name of the authority to whom it should be addressed, which has not been done. 

5.

The APIO is now directed to immediately supply her the information sought by her under due receipt from her free of charge and to produce a copy of the receipt of the same from the applicant alongwith a copy of the information supplied for the record of the commission on the next date of hearing. In case Smt. Anguri Devi got this information, she need not appear on the next date of hearing.



Adjourned to 19.12.2007.






   Sd/-

  





   
 (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 23.10. 2007.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Ms Manjeet Kaur,

#379, New old Power House,

G.T.Road,Jagraon.






......Complainant






Vs.
PIO/.Sub Divisional Magistrate, Jagraon.



.....Respondent.

CC No-685-of 2007: 
Present:
Sh. Santokh Singh, Husband of Ms. Manjeet Kaur complainant.



Sh. Mukhtiar Singh, Advocate on behalf of the complainant.



Sh. Rajinder Oberoi, APIO-cum-Tehsildar on behalf of PIO.


Order:


Smt. Manjeet Kaur, W/O Sh. Santokh Singh vide her complaint dated 18.4.07 submitted to the Commission stated that her application dated 15.1.07 under the RTI act with due payment of fee made to the address of the PIO SDM Jagraon had not been attended to till date.  A copy of the complaint was sent to the PIO on 30.8.07 and the date of hearing was fixed for 23.10.2007.

2.

Today, APIO-cum-Tehsildar Jagraon Sh, Rajinder Oberoi stated that vide letter dated 4.10.07, the information had been sent to the complainant.  The follow up action is proposed to be taken by reconstruction of the file for which orders have been sought from the D. C. Ludhiana, since the original file containing ‘Parat Patwar’ has not been found despite search.

3.

The complainant has also stated that he has not been supplied the information which he had asked for. The information is regarding action upon applications dated 6.7.01 and 19.8.02 vide which he had requested for a copy of the order dated 3.11.92 by virtue of which mutation No. 19803, entered in favour of Sarabjit Singh and Surjan Singh was rejected. He has been provided copy of the said application, but not the copy of the order It is seen that in both the letters it has specifically been mentioned that the copy of the order dated 30.11.92 of Sh. Jagtar Singh Mahi, PCS, Collector was attached. Therefore, for the APIO-
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cum-Tehsildar to now ask for a copy of the said order, is not warranted and it is already available on his file. The complainant has further stated that since the Intqal has not been deposited in the office of Kanungo, therefore, the proposed reconstruction cannot be made under rules. The Tehsildar present in the Court confirmed that this is factually correct according to rules.

4.

Therefore, the APIO is hereby directed to give the information on action taken strictly as per the original application of the applicant. Since the APIO stated that the original file is not available, it appears necessary that the file in which these applications have been dealt with in the office of SDM Jagraon as well as of any other authority like Kanungo or Patwari, should be produced on the next hearing for inspection by the applicant and he should be provided photocopies of the documents available. It is observed that quasi judicial file  containing the original ‘Parat Sarkar’ of Mutation  with decision of the SDM dated 30.11.92 is stated to be lost without a word of explanation of the same. The non implementation of the orders of the SDM rejecting the earlier Mutation have obviously worked to the detriment of one party and to the advantage of the other party to the dispute. Therefore, malafides collusion in the loss of the file cannot be ruled out. The loss of quasi judicial file is a serious matter. The Commission is not only concerned with making available information to the citizen but  the purpose is also very much concerned with the proper security of the record in public interest particularly such record affecting the property rights of  citizens. Therefore, the Commission would like to know what action has been taken for fixing the responsibility for the loss of the same and/or filing of FIR against known/unknown persons.



Adjourned to 2.1.2008.

-Sd-


  






    (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)






State Information Commissioner 


23.10.2007.


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. GurpalSingh Grewal

# 13, Gole Market, Model Town,Ludhiana.


......Complainant






Vs.
PIO/. Director Youth Services Deptt., Punjab,

Rajive Gandhi Yuva Bhawan,

SCO 42/A, Chandigarh.





.....Respondent.
CC No-686-of 2007: 
Present:
None for the complainant



Brig. G.J.Singh, PIO-cum- Dir. Gen. C-PYTE



Sh. Charanjit Singh, APIO-cum-Asstt. Director Youth Services.
Order

  

Shri Gurpal Singh, vide his complaint dated 9.4.07 made to the Commission stated that  his application dated 5.3.07 under the RTI act with due payment of fee made to the address of Director Youth Services Punjab has given him a confusing reply by giving information which had had never asked for. He requested the intervention of the commission to help him to get the correct reply. Copy of the complaint was sent to the concerned PIO and the date of hearing fixed of 23.10.2007.

2.
Today, none is present on behalf of the complainant. The APIO stated that letter dated 1.10.2007 has been addressed in this connection to the present bench of the Commission giving full further details with copy to Sh. Gurpal  Singh Grewal in which letter he has further given copies of reply to other applications  dated 3.4.07, 27.4.07 and 3.5.07made by the same complainant. The information already given to the present application dated 5.3.07 appears to be delayed but meet the requirements of the applicant.  In other application he appears to have asked similar questions. Since the complainant has not appeared, it is obvious that he is satisfied with the information supplied and thus the matter is disposed of.
                                                                         Sd/-






    (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)








State Information Commissioner 


23.10.2007.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Gurdev Singh,

# 2530, Phase 7, Mohali.





......Complainant






Vs.
PIO/. Deputy Commissioner, Ropar.



.....Respondent.

CC No-695-of 2007:
Present:
None for the complainant.



Sh. Yadav Rai Singh, Steno to DRO, Ropar for the PIO.


Order:


Shri Gurdev Singh, vide his complaint dated 11.4.07 made to the commission stated that his letter dated 11.10.06 sent to the PIO O/O D.C.Ropar under registered post followed by letter dated 6.2.07 with due payment of fee vide cheque for Rs. 50/- has not drawn any response despire a period of  62 days is over. A copy of the complaint was sent to the PIO on 30.8.07 and the date of hearing fixed for 23rd October, 2007.

2.
Today, none is present on behalf of the complainant. Sh. Yadav rai Singh, present on behalf of PIO, has produced a copy of letter dated 23.4.07, addressed to the applicant with three pages report of the Tehsildar. This reply does not appear to be satisfactory. Sh. Gurdev Singh has asked regarding land already transferred from the name of Sh. Lachhman Singh s/O Sh. Moti Singh to the name of Sh. Jodh Singh and information on that score, whereas the reply states that no person by the name of Sh. Lachhman Singh S/O Moti Singh lives in the village Bela and there is no land in his name. It does not state that any land standing in his name earlier has or has not been transferred to Sh. Jodh Singh. In case the PIO is not able to understand the exact query or requiring further details from the applicant, he should address him accordingly so that a clear & specific reply can be given. The PIO is directed to do so immediately.



Adjourned to 19.12.2007.               







        
Sd/-
  





 
   (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)






State Information Commissioner 23.10.2007.


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Sandeep Kumar, S/O Late Smt. Madhu Bala

A/Ct. GHS Raj Dham,Amritsar.




......Complainant






Vs.
PIO/. Distt. Education Officer (Sec.) Amritsar.


.....Respondent.

CC No-698-of 2007: 

Present:
None for the complainant.



Smt. Chander Prabha, Sr.Asstt.,O/O DEO(S) Amritsar on behalf 

of the PIO


Order:


Shri Sandeep Kumar vide his letter dated 24.4.07 complained to the Commission that his application dated nil accompanied by bank draft dated 16.4.07, made to the address of  DEO(S) Amritsar under the RTI Act has not been attended to and the required information has not been supplied to him, although stipulated period is over. A copy of the complaint was sent to the PIO on 30.8.07 and the date of hearing fixed for 23.10.2007 and both the parties were informed.

2.

Today none is present on behalf of complainant. Smt. Chander Prabha, representative of the PIO stated that full information has been supplied vide letter dated 9.4.07 duly pages and indexed (16 pages). 

3.

An adequate notice was sent to the complainant. The fact that he has not appeared today. It is presumed that he has nothing further to say. With this the case is hereby disposed of.
Sd/-


  






    (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)






State Information Commissioner 


23.10.2007.



STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Sh. Gurbaksh Singh,

80, Premier Complex,

Nichi Mangli, PO Ramgarh, Ludhiana.



......Complainant






Vs.
PIO/. District Transport Officer, Hoshiarpur.


.....Respondent.

CC No-699-of 2007: 

Present:
Sh. Gurbaksh Singh, complainant in person.



None for the PIO.


Order:


Shri Gurbaksh Singh, vide his letter dated  25.4.07, addressed to the Commission stated that his application dated 19.9.06 made to the address of the PIO, O/O District transport Officer,, Ludhiana with due payment of fee has not been attended to. A copy of the complaint was sent to the PIO and the date of hearing fixed for 23.10.07 and both the parties were informed.

2.

Today, none is present on behalf of PIO, O/O DTO Ludhiana.                Sh. Gurbaksh Singh states that he has not received any information so far. It is observed that the particulars of the information required are not very clear as the language used is not understandable. The applicant has asked for - 

 “Information of Center Moto. Veh. Act 1`989, 62 validity of certificate of fitness has been implemented during 2005-2006 62(3)”

He states that he required the information for the year 2005-06 as to how many vehicles have been given certificate of fitness under the instructions issued by the Central Motor Vehicle Act and Rules 62(3). 

3.

Now that the matter has been clarified, the DTO is hereby directed to give the full information to Sh. Gurbaksh Singh. As was the case in CC-216 of 2007, Sh. Gurbaksh Singh may be permitted to inspect the records as per rules with respect to the certificates of fitness each day from 2.30 PM to 4.45 PM w.e.f 
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19.11.07 to 23.11.07 both days inclusive. He may be permitted to make notes or to request in writing for photocopies of any documents he requires upon due payment under the Rules of the RTI Act.  The D.T.O shall supply such copies requested by him, in writing, within a week thereafter.
The compliance report for the same should be made on the next date of hearing.



Adjourned to 5th Dec, 2006.
Sd/-


  





  
  (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


23.10.2007.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Natha Ram S/O Sh. Chanan singh,

Vill. Kheri Gujran, Patiala.




......Complainant






Vs.
PIO/ O/O Deputy Commissioner, Patiala.


.....Respondent.

CC No. 703-of 2007: 
Present:
None for the complainant.



Smt. Sunita Sharma,Clerk, O/O D.C.Patiala, for the PIO.

Order:


Shri Natha Singh S/O Sh. Chanan Singh vide his complaint dated 21.4.07 has stated that his application dated 5.3.07 made to the PIO, O/O Deputy Commissioner, Patiala regarding the constitution of Medical Board had not been attended to. A copy of the complaint was sent to the PIO on 30.8.07 and the date of hearing fixed for 23.10.07.

2. 
Today, none is present on behalf of the complainant. Sh, Sunita Sharma, representative of the PIO states that full information has since been supplied to the complainant vide registered letter dated 10.10.07(14 pages). She produced a proof of registry. Separately vide letter dated 16.10.07, the PIO addressed to the Commission and sent a copy of report bearing No. 5447 dated 9.4.07, given by the Medical Supdt. Rajindra Hospital, Patiala for the information of the Commission.

3. 
The complainant had due notice of hearing for today and in case he wanted to make any oral submission, he could have appeared. It is presumed that he has received the required information.  The case is hereby disposed of.

Sd/-









(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)






State Information Commissioner

23.10.2007.


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

Sh Sarabjit Singh Kahlon,

Kahlon Villa, Opp. Telephone exchange,

VPO bhattian-Bet, Ludhiana.




......Complainant






Vs.
PIO/.O/o Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana.


.....Respondent.

CC No-706-of 2007: 
Present:
Sarabjit Singh, Complainant in person.


Gianinder Singh, APIO-cum-Distt. Sports Officer, Ludhiana.


Order:


The APIO-cum-Distt. Sports Officer presented a letter dated 22.12.07, explaining the stand of ex-officio Chairman, Ludhiana District Cricket Association that the matter be taken before another bench of the Commission  where an identical application under the RTI act is pending and where after due consideration the orders have been reserved. He has referred CC-719/07 pending before the Bench comprising Er. Surinder Singh and Lt. Gen PK Grover, Hon’ble State Information Commissioner, where the case was heard on 11.10.07. He has requested that since application is identical, although by a different complaint, it should be transferred to said bench. The applicant has no objection but states that he would like to be heard by the said bench before the disposal of the case.
2.

Accordingly CC-707/07 titled Sh. Sarabjit Singh Kahlon Vs D,C,Ludhuiana is hereby transferred to the bench comprising Er. Surinder Singh & Lt. Gen. PK Grover, Hon’ble State Information Commissioners. This case should be transferred under intimation to the Dy.Registrar. Both the parties be informed of the date of hearing on the telephones since it is to be synchronized with that case. (Sarabjit Singh Tel No. 9888564455 and Gianinder Singh, APIO Tel. No.9814813609).
-Sd-


  






    (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)






State Information Commissioner 


23.10.2007.
