STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER, PUNJAB

SCO 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

Ms. Baljinder Kaur,

V&PO Siviyan,

Tehsil & District Bathinda.






…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

o/o District Education Officer(E),

Bathinda.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


o/o District Education Officer(E),


Bathinda.







…Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 2687 of 2013    

Order

Present: 
None for the parties.


The case was last heard on 04.03.2014, when the respondent had brought the information for handing over the same to the appellant in the court itself but the appellant was  not present. Therefore, the respondent was  directed to supply the information to the appellant by registered post and the appellant was  advised to send her observations, if any, on the provided information to the PIO with a copy to the Commission.
2.

A letter No. F-1/2013-14/RTI/2101/3045, dated 14.3.2014 has been received from District Education Officer(SE), Bathinda  vide which it has been informed that the requisite information running into 317 pages has been provided to the appellant vide letter No. F-1/RTI/226, dated 28.02.2014 by hand on 09.03.2014 which has duly been received by her.

3.

Since the requisite information stands supplied to the appellant to her satisfaction, the case is disposed of and closed. 









Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 13-05-2014


             State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER, PUNJAB

SCO 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

Smt. Inderjit Malhotra,

H.No. Bxv/282-B, Dhangu Peer,

Tehsil & District Pathankot.





…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

o/o District Education Officer(SE),

Lamini (Pathankot).

2.
First Appellate Authority,


o/o District Education Officer (SE),


Lamini ( Pathankot).






…Respondents

Appeal Case  No.  2689 of 2013   

Order

Present: 
None for the Appellant

Shri Amit Kumar, Junior Assistant of the office of D.E.O.(SE) Pathankot, on behalf of the respondents. 



The case was last heard on 04.03.2014, when the respondent stated that the requisite information had been sent to the appellant vide letter No. 7170-71, dated 20.02.2014. The appellant was  not present. While affording one more opportunity to   pursue her case, she was  advised to send her observations, if any, to the PIO on the provided information under intimation to the Commission.

2.

Shri Amit Kumar, Junior Assistant, appearing on behalf of the respondents, reiterates that the requisite complete information has already been supplied to the appellant by registered post. 
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3.

The appellant is again not present today. She has not attended any of the two hearings held in this case  nor any observations on the provided information have been received from her,  which shows that she has received the requisite information and is satisfied. 

4.

In these circumstances, the case is disposed of and closed. 








 Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 13-05-2014


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER, PUNJAB

SCO 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

Shri Ranvir Singh,.

City Heart Nagar,Hoshiarpur Road,

Phagwara, Distt: Kapurthala.





…Appellant
Versus
1.
Public Information Officer

o/o Principal, Govt. Inservice Training Centre,

Hoshiarpur.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


o/o Director, SCERT, Punjab,


Sector-62, Mohali.






…Respondents

Appeal Case  No.  2702 of 2013   

Order

Present: 
Shri Kultaranjit Singh, on behalf of the  Appellant
Shri Surjit Singh, Lecturer English, on behalf of the respondents. 

Shri Ranvir Singh, Appellant vide an RTI application dated 22.06.2013,  addressed to PIO, office of Principal, Govt. Inservice Training Centre, Hoshiarpur. sought certain information on 14  points regarding Attendance Registers, G.P.F., leaves, orders etc. 

2.

Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide application  dated  12.08.2013  under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated 09.12.2013  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005 which was received in the Commission on 12.12.2013 and 
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accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 04.03.2014. 
3.

On 04.03.2014, Shri Surjit Singh, appearing on behalf of the respondents, stated that  voluminous information belonging  to third party had been demanded by the appellant. After perusing the sought information and finding that the demanded information does not relate to third party,  PIO was  directed to supply the requisite information to the appellant  as available on their record within 30 days with a copy to the Commission. 
4.

Today, Shri Surjit Singh, Lecturer English, appearing  on behalf of the respondents states that the information running into 570 pages has been supplied to the appellant. Shri Kultaranjit Singh, appearing on behalf of the appellant states that the provided information is incomplete and he has pointed out the deficiencies in the provided information. 
5.

While sending a copy of the deficiencies pointed out by the representative of the appellant to Shri Hukam Singh, Principal, Government Inservice Training Centre, Hoshiarpur, he is directed to bring complete information after removing the said deficiencies for handing over the same to the appellant in the court on the next date of hearing,   failing which punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 will be initiated.
6.

Adjourned to 02.07.2014 at 2.00 P.M.






 


Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 13-05-2014


             State Information Commissioner

CC:

Shri Hukam Singh, 




REGISTERED

Principal, 
Government Inservice Training Centre, 
Hoshiarpur,

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER, PUNJAB

SCO 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

Shri Ranjit Singh,

H.No.466, Main Shanker Marg,

Mandawal, Delhi-1100092.






…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

o/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Hoshiarpur.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


o/o Director General of Police,


Punjab,Sector-9,Chandigarh.




…Respondents

Appeal Case  No.  29 of 2014   

Order

Present: 
Shri Ranjit Singh, Appellant, in person.

Shri Tarlochan Singh, ASI,  Incharge,  RTI Cell; Shri Major Singh, Head Constable,   office of SSP, Hoshiarpur  and Shri Munish Kumar, Assistant Office Kanungo, office of Tehsildar, Dasuya, on behalf of the respondents. 



Shri Ranjit Singh, Appellant, vide an RTI application dated 21.08.2013,        addressed to PIO, office of S.S.P. Hoshiarpur   sought Action Taken Report on his application dated 18.05.2013 to file an FIR against those who had axed an mango tree from his land, which was received in the office of S.S.P. Hoshiarpur on 25.05.2013.

2.

Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide application  dated   29.10.2013 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated nil  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which 
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was received in the Commission on 16.12.2013 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 05.03.2014.
3.

On 05.03.2014, the respondent stated that the RTI application of the appellant was received in their office on 04.09.2013 and reply was sent to the appellant vide letter dated 13.09.2013 stating that the matter was  under investigation and after the completion of the inquiry requisite information could be supplied to him. He also stated that after the completion of the investigations,  information contained in  11 pages was sent to the appellant on 20.11.2013 thrice but the same was received back undelivered. He further stated that the information contained in 11 pages was again sent  to the appellant vide letter No. 6021, dated 31.01.2014 by registered post and it was confirmed  from the appellant on telephone that the same had been duly received by him. 

4.

The appellant submitted  copies of Jamanbandi of their land obtained from Patwari showing that the said Mango Tree was in their land.  After the  completion of the investigation, the report submitted by the Police shows that the said Mango Tree was in the land of other party i.e. Shri Roshan Lal and others and therefore F.I.R. could not be  filed against them. 

5.

In those circumstances, both the sets of documents were  sent to the Tehsildar, Dasuya to investigate the matter at his own level to ascertain whether the said Mango Tree belonged to Shri Ranjit Singh, appellant or  to Shri Roshan Lal against whom Shri Ranjit Singh wanted  to file an FIR for axing the mango tree. He was  directed to submit a report to the Commission on the next date of hearing i.e. today  and bring the relevant record forming basis of the inquiry report. 

6.

A copy of the order was  forwarded to   the S.D.M. Dasuya to ensure that a fact  finding impartial  inquiry is conducted  by Tehsildar Dasuya before the next date of hearing and a report be submitted to the Commission by the Tehsildar himself on the next date of hearing i.e. today.
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7.

Today, Shri Munish Kumar, Assistant Office Kanungo states that the demarcation has been done by Shri Gurdip Singh, Patwari and Shri Laxman Singh, Gurdaur and information has been supplied to the appellant. Shri Ranjit Singh, Appellant states that he is not satisfied with the demarcation as this has not been done in his presence. He requests that the demarcation may be got done by some other impartial officials in his presence. 
8.

Accordingly, Shri Gurjit Singh, Tehsildar, Dasuya is directed to get the demarcation done by some other Patwari and Girdaur in the presence of Shri Ranjit Singh, appellant(Mobile  No. 09868540404) and Shri Kulwant Singh(Mobile No. 09999225929). Demarcation should be  got done under the supervision of Tehsildar himself. He is directed to be present in person alongwith report on the next date of hearing  so that correct and true information could be supplied to the appellant. 

9.

Adjourned to 10.06.2014 at 2.00 P.M.










Sd/-

Chandigarh




   

 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 13-05-2014



             State Information Commissioner

CC:

1.
Sub Divisional Magistrate,


(Registered)




Dasuya, District: Hoshiarpur.



2.
Shri Gurjit Singh,

Tehsildar, Dasuya,




(Registered)




District: Hoshiarpur.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER, PUNJAB

SCO 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

Shri Parveen Kumar Duggal,

658, Model Town,

Jalandhar City-144003.






…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

o/o Registrar of Firms & Societies, Pb.

17 Bays Building, Sector 17,

Chandigarh.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


o/o Registrar of Firms & Societies, Punjab,


17 Bays Building, Sector 17,


Chandigarh.







…Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 127 of 2014    

Order

Present: 
Shri Parveen Kumar Duggal,  Appellant, in person.

Smt. Pushpa Devi, Senior-Assistant-cum-APIO and Shri Dwarika Parshad, Senior Assistant,  on behalf of the respondents. 


Shri Parveen Kumar Duggal, Appellant,  vide an RTI application dated 19.10.2013, addressed to PIO, office of  Registrar of Firms & Societies, Punjab

17 Bays Building, Sector 17,  Chandigarh sought certain information/copies of documents  on 10  points. 

2.

Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide application  dated  03.12.2013   under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated 26.12.2013 under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, 
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which was received in the Commission on 30.12.2013 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 05.03.2014.
3.

On 05.03.2014, the respondent stated  that the requisite information had been supplied to the appellant vide letter No. 1100, dated 28.02.2014. The appellant stated  that the information was  incomplete. Consequently, the respondent offered  that the appellant could inspect the original file and identify the document required by him and the same would be provided to him. After the inspection, the appellant was  not able to  identify the  required documents. Therefore, it was   directed that a photo copy of the entire file be provided to the appellant free of cost. Besides, the respondent was  directed to file an affidavit duly attested by Executive Magistrate to the effect that no other document except the original file, relating to instant RTI application, is available on their record. 

4.

Today, Smt. Pushpa Devi, Senior-Assistant-cum-APIO appearing   on behalf of the respondents, hands over duly attested information to the appellant in the court today. As per the directions issued by the Commission on the last date of hearing, Smt. Pusha Devi submits an affidavit from Shri Daljit Singh Sidhu, PIO-cum-Registrar of Firms of Societies, Punjab, Sector:17, Chandigarh, to the effect that the information/documents available in the record have already been supplied to the appellant and no other document except the original file relating to the instant RTI application, is available in the office record.  Original affidavit is handed over to the appellant and a copy is retained in the file. 
5.

Since the information available on record stands provided to the appellant, the case is disposed of and closed. 










 Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 
(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 13-05-2014



             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER, PUNJAB

SCO 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

Shri Parbodh Chander Bali,

16, Shiv Nagar, Batala Road,

Amritsar – 143001.







…Appellant
Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

o/o Deputy Commissioner,

Amritsar.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


o/o Deputy Commissioner,

Amritsar.

3.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Food & Civil Supplies Controller,


Amritsar.







…Respondents

Appeal Case  No.  2394 of 2013   

Order
Present: 
None for  the Appellant. 

Shri Gurinder Singh, Legal Assistant, office of District Food & Supplies Controller, Amritsar,  on behalf of the respondents. 



In this case during hearing  on 09.01.2014,  none was present on behalf of the appellant, respondent No. 1 and respondent No.2.  Shri Gurinder Singh, appearing on behalf of the Food & Supplies Controller, Amritsar, submitted  a Memo. No. 13/48 dated 08.01.2014 addressed to the Additional Deputy Commissioner, Amrirtsar with a copy endorsed to the Commission which contained response to the RTI application submitted by the appellant. Since this communication had not been sent to the appellant, Shri Gurinder Singh was directed to send him the said communication by registered post. The appellant was asked to inform the Commission whether he is satisfied with the response sent to him by Food & Supplies Controller, Amritsar vide the said communication. The case was adjourned to 06.03.2014.
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2.

On 06.03.2014,  Shri Sanjeev Kumar, Assistant Food & Supplies Officer, Chheharta, Amritsar, appearing on behalf of the respondents, stated that the said communication  containing response to the RTI application, had been supplied to the appellant as per the directions of the Commission issued on 09.01.2014. Since the appellant was not present and  Shri K.N.S. Sodhi, appearing on behalf of the appellant was   unable to submit his observations on the communication sent to the appellant by Food & Supplies Controller, Amritsar, the case was adjourned to 13.05.2014 i.e. today.
3.

Today, Shri Gurinder Singh, Legal Assistant, office of District Food & Supplies Controller, Amritsar, appearing  on behalf of the respondents submits Memo. No. RTI-2014/1806, dated 09.05.2014 from PIO-cum-District Food & Supplies Controller, Amritsar, which is taken on record. Vide the said communication, it has been informed that the requisite information has been supplied to the appellant by registered post vide letter  No. RTI-2014/187, dated 13.01.2014.
4.

The appellant is not present  nor any observation on the provided information has been received from him, which shows  that he has received the information and is satisfied. In these circumstances, the case is disposed of and closed. 









Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 13-05-2014


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER, PUNJAB

SCO 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

Shri Rohit Sikka,

S/o Late Shri Vijay Sika,

R/o 14, Bawa Colony,

Baloke Road, Haibowal Kalan,

Ludhiana.








…Appellant

Versus
1.
Public Information Officer

o/o Principal Secretary, Local Government,

Mini Secretariat, Punjab, 

Sector:9, Chandigarh.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

o/o Principal Secretary, Local Government,

Mini Secretariat, Punjab, 

Sector:9, Chandigarh.





…Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 1216 of 2013    

Order
Present: 
Shri Rohit Sika, Appellant, in person.

None for the respondents.



In this case, vide RTI application dated 20.10.2012, Shri Rohit Sika sought attested copy of the noting portion alongwith approval granted by the Government pertaining to an inquiry undertaken by C.V.O., from  the PIO of the  office of Director Local Government, Punjab, in respect of Bawa Colony situated at Haibowal, Ludhiana. The RTI application was transferred under Section 6(3) of the RTI Act, 2005 to the PIO of the office of Principal Secretary Local Government, Punjab. The PIO of the office of Principal Secretary vide letter No. 5049, dated 04.12.2012 informed the applicant that 
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the record was  being searched and the information would be provided as and when the record becomes available. 
2.

On 06.03.2014,  the appellant stated  that no information had been supplied to him so far since 20.10.2012.  None was present on behalf of the 
respondents during  two hearings held so far and even no response had been received 
from them. Viewing  this callous and lackadaisical attitude on the part of the respondents causing  willful delay in the supply of requisite information to the Appellant,  despite the issuance of directions by the Commission, seriously, the PIO of the office of Principal Secretary Local Government was  issued a Show-Cause Notice under Section 20(1)  of the RTI Act, 2005, to explain in writing through an affidavit ,  on the next date of hearing as to why a penalty at the rate of Rs. 250/- per day subject to  a maximum of Rs. 25,000/- be not imposed upon him, failing which the case would  be decided  ex-parte. Besides, he   was  directed to provide the complete information to the Appellant before the next date of hearing i.e. today. A copy of the order was  forwarded to Principal Secretary, Local Government, Punjab to ensure that the PIO is present in person on the next date of hearing  i.e. today  alongwith the affidavit and supply the requisite information to the appellant.
3.

Despite the issuance of show-cause notice to the PIO and forwarding a copy of the order to the Principal Secretary, Local Government, none is present today on behalf of the respondents. Seriously viewing the absence of the PIO today, one last chance is afforded to him to submit reply to the show-cause notice in person on the next date of hearing and explain the reasons for non-supply of requisite information to the appellant, otherwise case would be decided ex-parte under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005. 

4.

A copy of the order is again forwarded to Principal Secretary, Local Government, Punjab, Chandigarh to ensure the presence of the PIO on the next date of 
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hearing.  
5.

Adjourned to  22.07.2014 at 2.00 P.M.









Sd/- 
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 13-05-2014


             State Information Commissioner
CC:

Principal Secretary, Local Government,



Mini Secretariat  Punjab,



Sector:9, Chandigarh.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER, PUNJAB

SCO 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

Shri Surinder Gupta,

26/12,Janta Nagar, Rampura Phul,

District Bathinda.







…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

o/o Principal, DAV College, Bibi Wala Road,

Bathinda.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


o/o Principal, DAV College, Bibi Wala Road,

Bathinda.







…Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 256 of 2014    

Order

Present: 
Shri Siddharth Gupta, Advocate, on behalf of the appellant. 

Shri Rajdeep Singh Cheema, Advocate, on behalf of the respondents.


Shri  Surinder Gupta, Appellant.  vide an RTI application dated 16.10.2013,          addressed to PIO, office of Principal, DAV College, Bibi Wala Road, Bathinda,  sought following  information on two points:-

“ 1.
Certified copies with all enclosures  and all other documents regarding the UGN Grant allocated/sanctioned to D.A.V. College, Bathinda from 2005 to 2013.

   2.
Certified copies with all enclosures and all other documents regarding Utilization Certificates submitted/sent by D.A.V. College, Bathinda, in lieu of grant allocated/sanctioned by UGN from 2005-2013.”

Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide application dated 
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22.11.2013  under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently 

approached the Commission in second appeal  vide application dated 30.12.2013         under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 03.01.2014  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 19.03.2014.
2.

On 19.03.2014 Ld. Counsel for the respondents stated that the requisite information running into  36 pages had been supplied to the appellant. Ld. Counsel for the appellant stated that the appellant had not received the same. Accordingly, one copy of the information was  handed over to him in the court and he was  directed to send his observations, if any,  on the provided information  to the PIO under intimation to the Commission. 

3.

Ld. Counsel for the respondents states that the relevant documents are not traceable in their record and  therefore they have requested the University Grants Commission to supply the photo-copies of the same so that the requisite information could be supplied to the appellant without any further delay. He seeks further time of 2 weeks to supply the requisite information to the appellant, which is granted. 



4.

Adjourned to 28.05.2014  at 2.00 P.M.










Sd/- 
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 13-05-2014


             State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER, PUNJAB

SCO 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

Shri Shri Surinder Gupta,

26/12,Janta Nagar, Rampura Phul,

District Bathinda.







…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

o/o Principal, DAV College,Bibi Wala Road,

Bathinda.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


o/o Principal, DAV College,Bibi Wala Road,

Bathinda.

Appeal Case  No. 257  of 2014    

Order

Present: 
Shri Siddharth Gupta, Advocate, on behalf of the appellant. 

Shri Rajdeep Singh Cheema, Advocate, on behalf of the respondents.


Shri  Surinder Gupta, Appellant.  vide an RTI application dated 17.10.2013,          addressed to PIO, office of Principal, DAV College, Bibi Wala Road, Bathinda,  sought following  information :-

“Please provide the Photostat of all documents despatched under the following reference No.

	S.No.
	Reference No.
	Month & Date
	Name & Address
	Subject

	1.
	510
	10.09.2012
	Under Sect., UGC, 35-Ferozeshah 

Road, New Delhi
	XI Plan grant account


Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide application dated 
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22.11.2013under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated  30.12.2013        under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on  03.01.2014 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 19.03.2014.
2.

Ld. Counsel for the respondents stated that the requisite information had not been supplied to the appellant as yet as the record  was  not available and the efforts were being made to trace the same. He further stated  that however a reply in this regard had been sent vide letter dated 21.12.2013. He made  a written submission dated 18.03.2014  to the Commission, which was  taken on record. Accordingly, , the PIO was  directed to supply the requisite complete information to the appellant before the next date of hearing i.e. today  under intimation to the Commission.
3.

Ld. Counsel for the respondents states that the relevant documents are not traceable in their record and  therefore they have requested the University Grants Commission to supply the photo-copies of the same so that the requisite information could be supplied to the appellant without any further delay. He seeks further time of 2 weeks to supply the requisite information to the appellant, which is granted. 



4.

Adjourned to 28.05.2014  at 2.00 P.M.










 Sd/-
Chandigarh




   

 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 13-05-2014



             State Information Commissioner

