STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

 Amrinder Singh

Village Badhouchi Khurd,

PO Badhouchi Kalan,

Tehsil & Distt. Fatehgarh Sahib. 




… Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o General Manager,

Pepsu Road Transport Corporation,

Patiala Depot,

Patiala.







 …Respondent

Complaint Case no. 3089/2013

ORDER
Present: 
None for the parties. 
                        The complainant was not expected to attend the today’ proceedings as he has already been provided the information as per the RTI application.

                     However, the respondent PIO had preferred to abstain for the third consecutive hearing though a response to the show cause notice was still awaited. The notice has been issued on 28.10.2013.
                       The respondent the PIO Mr. Pardeep Sachdeva, GM did not attend the Commission’s proceedings till date nor sent his representative to attend the proceedings.

                          If the respondent failed to turn up at the next date of hearing, the Commission would be constrained to decide the case ex-parte.                
                        The case is to come up for hearing on 11.02.2014 at 11.00 AM.      

 

     Announced  in the open court.



     Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.


      

   (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 20.01.2014    

   

  State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Balbir Aggarwal, 

H.No. 10904, Basant Road,

Near Gurudwara Bhagwanti,

Industrial  Area – B, Miller Ganj, 

Ludhiana – 14103. 


 



… Appellant

Versus
i) 
Public Information Officer, 

 
O/o Municipal Corporation, 


Ludhiana. 

ii) 
First Appellate Authority,


O/o  Commissioner, 

Municipal Corporation, 

 
Ludhiana.  


   
  


  …Respondents

Appeal Case no. 1080/2013

ORDER
Present: 
None for the parties. 

                     During the last hearing on 20.12.2013., the appellant was advised to visit the PIO’s office, deposit the requisite fee and collect the remaining information within seven working days. The appellant had already identified the information.

                        Also, both the appellant and respondent PIO were advised to inform the Commission after the information has been provided to the appellant but both preferred not to inform. Besides, both preferred to abstain. 
                     The respondent had informed the commission on the last hearing that the appellant had promised to return after identifying the information but he failed suggesting that he was not keen to collect the same.  

                     The appellant is advised to collect the identified information within seven working days after the receipt of the orders otherwise he would forfeit his right to abstain the information in the instant case. 

                    With these directions, the case is disposed off and closed. 
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Appeal Case no. 1080/2013

 

Announced  in the open court.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.


      

   (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 20.01.2014    

   

  State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Balbir Aggarwal, 

H.No. 10904, Basant Road,

Near Gurudwara Bhagwanti,

Industrial  Area – B, Miller Ganj, 

Ludhiana – 14103. 


 


   
… Appellant

Versus

i) 
Public Information Officer, 

 
O/o Municipal Corporation, 


Ludhiana. 


ii) 
First Appellate Authority,


O/o  Commissioner, 

Municipal Corporation, 

Ludhiana.  



     
           
 …Respondents

Appeal Case no. 1081/2013

ORDER

Present: 
None for the parties. 
                 
 The appellant is absent for the third consecutive hearing. The respondent PIO too is absent. 
              
 In the instant case, the appellant was advised during hearing on 10.12.2014 that he should pursues the information within seven working days and point out any deficiencies and the respondent PIO was duty bound to make up for the deficiencies. Subsequently, the appellant preferred to abstain during the proceeding and nothing regarding deficiencies was heard from his quarter. The representative of the PIO also stated that no deficiencies had been pointed out by the appellant.
            
  Since no deficiencies have been pointed out nor the appellant attended the today’s proceedings, it’s assumed that he is satisfied with the information provided. 

           
   In the light of above the case is closed and disposed of.
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Appeal Case no. 1081/2013

                  
Announced  in the open court.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.


      

   (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 20.01.2014    

   

  State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Jasbir Singh

s/o Sh. Mohinder Singh,

Village Bakarpur,

Tehsil & Distt. Mohali.



   

 
… Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Mohali.








 …Respondent

Complaint Case 3820/2013

ORDER
Present: 
Mr. Jasbir Singh, complainant in person. 



None for the respondent. 



The respondent-PIO has supplied the information only related to the fire department. However, the reaming information is still awaited.

 

The respondent PIO is absent without intimation to the Commission. The PIO has neither bothered to response to the notice of the Commission and nor supplied the information. The Commission takes a serious note of this gross negligence of the respondent PIO and is constrained to issue a show cause notice to the respondent PIO. 



The   Mr. Sukhjit Pal Singh, PCS, SDM-cum-PIO is hereby issued show cause notice under Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005 as to why  penalty @ Rs. 250/- per day subject to a maximum of Rs. 25,000/- be not imposed on him till the information is actually  furnished.  



The  PIO-respondent   is directed to submit his reply in the form of affidavit giving reasons for delaying and denying the supply of requisite information to the applicant before the next date of hearing.
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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 him/her ex-parte. 



  The respondent-PIO is further directed to be personally present with the reply of show cause notice and a copy of information as per his RTI application.



The case is adjourned to 11.02.2014 at 11.00 AM.
 

Announced  in the open court.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


  Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.


      

   (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 20.01.2014    

   

  State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh.  H.S. Hundal, 

# 3402, Sector -71, 

Mohali - 160071




   
 
 
… Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Sub Divisional Magistrate, 

Kharar, Distt. – Mohali 

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Sub Divisional Magistrate, 

Kharar, Distt. – Mohali  




       …Respondents

Appeal Case No. 2447/13

ORDER
Present: 
Mr. H.S. Hundal, appellant in person.



Mr. Gurmeet Singh, Clerk, on behalf of the respondent.



The representative of the PIO failed to assist the Commission as he was totally oblivious with the facts of the case. The respondent PIO is warned not to sent junior clerks who are unable to assist the Commission and instead depute senior officer in case he is not available on the date of hearing.


The appellant stated that he received a letter from SDM, Kharar, stating that powers of allotting the VIP numbers had been transferred to the office of  DTO.   However, the DTO office further informed him that requisite record pertains to the SDM office and is still in the custody of the same.  
                     It appears that SDM is deliberately trying to conceal the information sought by the appellant and the case is fit for issuing show cause notice. 
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The   Mr. Sukhjit Pal Singh, PCS, SDM-cum-PIO is hereby issued show cause notice under Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005 as to why  penalty @ Rs. 250/- per 
day subject to a maximum of Rs. 25,000/- be not imposed on him till the information is actually  furnished.  



The  PIO-respondent   is directed to submit his reply in the form of affidavit giving reasons for delaying and denying the supply of requisite information to the applicant before the next date of hearing.



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 him/her ex-parte. 



  The respondent-PIO is further directed to be personally present with the reply of show cause notice and a copy of information as per his RTI application.

 

The case is adjourned to 11.02.2014 at 11.00 AM.
 

Announced  in the open court.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.


      

   (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 20.01.2014    

   

  State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh.  H.S. Hundal, 

# 3402, Sector -71, 

Mohali - 160071






      
 
… Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o District Transport Officer, 

Ferozepur - 152001

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o State Transport Commissioner, Pb., 

Chandigarh.   






       …Respondents

Appeal Case No. 2449/13

ORDER
Present: 
Mr. H.S. Hundal, appellant in person.

None is behalf of the respondent-PIO and Mrs. Kawaljit, Steno, on behalf of the FAA.  

 

The respondent-PIO has sent an e-mail message dated 17.01.2014 and sought an adjournment. Granted. 


The case is adjourned 11.02.2014 at 11.00 AM.


Announced  in the open court.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh 


      

   (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 20.01.2014    

   

  State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Ashok Chaudhary,

Ashok Vihar,

Ward No. 6,

Dina Nagar,

Distt. Gurdaspur-143531


   

 
… Complainant

Versus

1) 
Public Information Officer, 

O/o  Deputy Commissioner,

Gurdaspur.
 

2) 
Public Information Officer, 


O/o District Development & Panchayat Officer,


Gurdaspur






 …Respondent

Complaint Case No. 3726/2013

ORDER

Present: 
None for the complainant. 



Mr. Lal Chand, Supdt. on behalf of the respondent. 



The respondent-APIO stated through his affidavit dated 16.01.2014 that since the post of the PIO ADC (G) post is lying vacant, he was filing the affidavit which stated that the said RTI application was transferred on 10.04.2013 to ADC (D), Gurdaspur who returned the same on 28.05.2013 stating that the information was actually related to DDPO . Subsequently, the RTI application was transferred  to DDPO a day latter on 29.05.2013. In light of above office of DC is dropped as PIO in the instant case and the  PIO office in the o/o DDPO, Gurdaspur is impleaded as a respondent no. 2.
 The DDPO-PIO seeks an adjournment vide fax message dated 17.01.2014. Granted.
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Complaint Case No. 3726/2013

The case is adjourned to 11.02.2014 at 11.00 AM.
 


Announced  in the open court.



 
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh 


      

   (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 20.01.2014    

   

  State Information Commissioner.

Cc: 
Mr. Balraj Singh, 






(Regd.)

District Developmenat & Panchayat Officer, 


Gurdaspur. 
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Ashok Chaudhary,

Ashok Vihar,

Ward No. 6,

Dina Nagar,

Distt. Gurdaspur-143531


   

 
… Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o  Distt. Development and Panchayat Officer,

Gurdaspur.







 …Respondent

Complaint Case No. 3727/2013

ORDER

Present: 
None for the parties. 

 

The PIO seeks an adjournment vide fax message dated 17.01.2014. Granted.



The case is adjourned to 11.02.2014 at 11.00 AM.
Announced  in the open court. 



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh 


      

   (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 20.01.2014    

   

  State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Ashok Chaudhary,

Ashok Vihar,

Ward No. 6,

Dina Nagar,

Distt. Gurdaspur-143531


   

 
… Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Gurdaspur.







 …Respondent

Complaint Case No. 3728/2013

ORDER

Present: 
None for the complainant

                     Mr. Lal Chand, Supdt.on behalf of respondent. 



The respondent-APIO stated through his affidavit dated 16.01.2014 that since the post of the PIO ADC (G) post is lying vacant, he was filing the affidavit which stated that the said RTI application was transferred on 10.04.2013 to ADC (D), Gurdaspur who returned the same on 28.05.2013 stating that the information was actually related to DDPO . Subsequently, the RTI application was transferred  to DDPO a day latter on 29.05.2013. In light of above office of DC is dropped as PIO in the instant case and the  PIO office in the o/o DDPO, Gurdaspur is impleaded as a respondent no. 2.


The DDPO-PIO seeks an adjournment vide fax message dated 17.01.2014. Granted.



The case is adjourned to 11.02.2014 at 11.00 AM.
 

 
Announced  in the open court.



  
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Place: Chandigarh 


      

   (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 20.01.2014    

   

  State Information Commissioner.

Cc: 
Mr. Balraj Singh, 






(Regd.)

District Developmenat & Panchayat Officer, 


Gurdaspur. 
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

 Ashok Chaudhary,

Ashok Vihar,

Ward No. 6,

Dina Nagar,

Distt. Gurdaspur.




   
 
 
… Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Director,

Rural Development and Panchayat, Punjab,

Vikas Bhawan, Sector 62,

Mohali.







 
…Respondent

Complaint Case No. 3729/2013

ORDER
Present: 
None for the parties. 
 
The DDPO-PIO seeks an adjournment vide fax message dated 17.01.2014. Granted.



 

The case is adjourned to 11.02.2014 at 11.00 AM.
 

Announced  in the open court.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh 


      

   (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 20.01.2014    

   

  State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Ashok Chaudhary,

Ashok Vihar,

Ward No. 6,

Dina Nagar,

Distt. Gurdaspur-143531


   

 
… Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Distt. Development and Panchayat Officer,

Gurdaspur.







 …Respondent

Complaint Case No. 3730/2013

ORDER

Present: 
None for the parties. 
 

The DDPO-PIO seeks an adjournment vide fax message dated 17.01.2014. Granted.



The case is adjourned to 11.02.2014 at 11.00 AM.
Announced  in the open court.




Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh 


      

   (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 20.01.2014    

   

  State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Ashok Chaudhary,

Ashok Vihar,

Ward No. 6,

Dina Nagar,

Distt. Gurdaspur.




   
 
… Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Director,

Rural Development and Panchayat, Punjab,

Vikas Bhawan, Sector 62,

Mohali.







 
…Respondent
Complaint Case No. 3731/2013

ORDER
Present: 
None for the parties. 

 

The DDPO-PIO seeks an adjournment vide fax message dated 17.01.2014. Granted.



The case is adjourned to 11.02.2014 at 11.00 AM.
Announced  in the open court.




Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh 


      

   (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 20.01.2014    

   

  State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH
Sh.  Santosh Kumar, 

# 2650, Ward No. 12, 

Opposite – Dussehra Ground, 

Kharar – 140301, Distt. Mohali 



   

 
… Appellant
Versus
1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o District Education Officer, (SE),

Mohali. 

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o District Education Officer, (SE),

Mohali.  
 






       …Respondents

Appeal Case No. 2438/13

ORDER 
Present: 
Mr. Charanjit Bansal, for the appellant. 


Mr. Lalit Kishore, Dy, DEO-cum-PIO, on behalf of the respondent. 



The respondent-PIO provided the requisite information and clarified the doubts raised by the appellant during the course of hearing to his satisfaction.  


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

Announced  in the open court.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh 


      

   (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 20.01.2014    

   

  State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No.32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Dr. Pardeep Dutta,

son of  Dr.P.K. Dutta,

# No. A-2, Kailash Colony,

New Delhi-110048








Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer,

 o/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Patiala.

2. 
First Appellate authority,

   
 o/o Inspector General of Police,

  
  Zonal-1, Patiala.    






…Respondents

Appeal Case no. 617 of 2013

ORDER 

 
This case was earlier heard on 16.12.2013, the order was reserved and to be pronounced on today i.e. 20.01.2014. 

 

During the hearing on 12.11.2013, in compliance to the commission’s directions, the representative of the respondent-PIO provided the remaining information i.e. a certified copy of the SHO PS City Rajpura No 76/5-A dated 15.12.2012 on the basis of which the reply to query No 1 was furnished by the respondent PIO to the satisfaction of the appellant. 



The respondent-PIO Mr. Jaskiranjit Singh, SP(Detective) had filed the reply to the show cause notice which was not satisfactory as it failed to explain the delay in furnishing information.

                   The appellant had filed his RTI application on 11.08.2012 and some information was supplied to the appellant only after the intervention of the Commission, after it received an appellant and issued notice of hearing for 17.12.2012.
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Appeal Case no. 617 of 2013

                   The Commission had disposed off the complaint with direction that the appellant can peruse the information provided and if not satisfied, he could approach the first appellant authority.

                  The appellant moved the first appellate authority (FAA) o/o IGP. Zonasl-1, Patiala on 16.01.2013 who failed to perform his mandated duty within stipulated period and the appellant had to again approach the state Information Commission and a notice 

of hearing was issued for 17.04.2013 by Ld. Commissioner Narindejit Singh. Again, the respondent PIO sought more time to provide information and the case was deferred to 05.06.2013. 










 

Subsequently, the case was transferred and came to the present bench and was fixed for hearing on 29.07.2013.

 

Later during the hearings on 20.08.2013,11.09.2013 and 04.10.2013, the respondent failed to provide information and address the deficiencies pointed out by the appellant.

 

Finally during the hearing on 12.11.2013, the remaining information was provided and the case was closed as for as the information is concerned.

 

However, the appellant agitated that the information had been delayed over nine months causing lot of harassment and detriment to him and pleaded that the Commission should invoke section 20(1) to penalize the respondent PIO and section 19(8)b for awarding him adequate compensation.

 

 The appellant went on to allege that the information has been malafidely delayed the information by the then respondent PIO SP(Detective)  Pritpal Singh  Thind 
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Appeal Case no. 617 of 2013

in December 2012 and to teach him a lesson as the appellant had taken cudgels to file a written complaint again him and SHO of Police Station City Rajpura. He submitted a copy of that complaint too which was taken on record.

 

Apparently, the information had been delayed and denied during the period when Mr. Pritpal Singh Thind was respondent PIO. In the given circumstances, the Commission was constrained to issue show cause notice to then PIO Mr. Pritpal Singh Thind too to explain the delay and on the show cause notice issued to present respondent-PIO Mr. Jaskiran Singh further proceedings were dropped. 
 

The PIO Mr. Pritpal Singh Thind, who was now Commandant office of 7th IRB, Kapurthala was issued show cause notice under Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005 as to why  penalty @ Rs. 250/- per day subject to a maximum of Rs. 25,000/- be not imposed upon him for delaying  and denying  the supply of  information to the  appellant.  



The PIO was directed to submit his reply in the form of affidavit giving reasons for delaying and denying the supply of requisite information to the applicant before the next date of hearing.

 

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 him ex-parte.

 

Both the PIOs, Mr. Pritpal Singh Thind, and Jaskiranjit Singh, SP (D) were directed to present at the next date of hearing to ensure speedy disposal of the case. 
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      In compliance to the Commission’s directions, Mr. Pritpal Singh Thind was present along with his response to the show-cause notice dated 23.12.2013, which was taken on record.


 

In his affidavit Mr. Pritpal Singh, stated that the information was supplied to appellant vide memo no. 1672/181 AC 2255-59/RTI dated 18.12.2012, through post and this fact is also mentioned in memo dated 11.11.2013 submitted to the Honb’le Commission. In view of the affidavit, the show cause notice against the former PIO Mr. Prit Pal Singh Thind is dropped. In fact, it becomes evident that the information as sought under the initial application has been provided to the appellant. 

              However, the appellant had pointed out certain deficiencies and also some additional information on the basis of the PIO’s response to his RTI application. The appellant too had conceded that he came to know of existence of a letter of SHO, PS City Rajpura No. 7/6/5-A dated 15.12.2012 only in response to his query no. 1 in the original RTI application. However, a copy of this letter too was finally supplied on 12.11.2013, thus the entire information related to the RTI application including the making up for the deficiencies and additional information sought by the appellant had been provided. The Commission is of considered opinion after going through the responses of the PIO’s ,details of deficiencies and subsequent clarification that the PIOs had not intentionally or malafidely delayed or denied information. Hence, the instant case does not attract the penal provisions of Section 20(1) of the RTI Act.ts and 

                      However, in the process of obtaining the information and subsequent clarifications and additional information though not explicitly demanded in the original RTI application but was closed linked, the appellant had to attend hearings at the Commission in connection for number of times and incurred expenditure and spent his 
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precious time. Keeping in view the hardship faced by the complainant the Commission 
awards a compensation of Rs. 4,000/- (Four thousand only) to the appellant. 
 

The respondent-PIO is directed to pay the requisite compensation through bank draft to the appellant before the next date to be paid by the public authority. 


For confirmation of compliance the case is adjourned to 12.02.2014 at 11.00 AM.
Announced  in the open court.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh 


      

   (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 20.01.2014    

   

  State Information Commissioner
