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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Teja Singh s/o Shri Lal Singh,

Aamloo Street,Kishanpura Kalan Tehsil Dharamkit, District Moga.
 -------------Complainant.






Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Executive Engineer,

Mandi Board, Ludhiana.





-------------Respondent.

CC No.3603 of 2011

Present:-
Shri Teja Singh complainant in person.



Shri Kulwant Singh Brar, SDO for the respondent-Board.

ORDER



The respondent submits that the road in question was built before the year 1986-87 and at that time PWD ( B& R) used to build the roads.  Therefore, relevant record would be available with the concerned P.W.D. (B & R) office.  The information as available with the Mandi Board has been furnished.  It is further submitted that details of Khasra numbers etc. over which the road passes would be available with the concerned revenue authority.

2.

The respondent is directed to transfer the request of the complainant under section 6(3) of the Right to Information Act, 2005 to the PIO of Executive Officer, PWD ( B & R), Ferozepur and the Tehsildar, Dharamkot, District Moga.  Both these PIOs shall sent a suitable reply to the complainant. With this direction, the present complaint case is closed.
               (Narinderjit Singh)





             (R.I. Singh)

    State Information Commissioner,



       Chief Information Commissioner
                        Punjab.






   Punjab
February 21, 2012.

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri N.S. Sidhu, Village Khernian,

PO Muskabad, Via Samrala, District Ludhiana-14114.

 

-------------Appellant.






Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Director, Guru Nanak Dev Engineering College,

Gill Road, Ludhiana-141006.

FAA- Director, Guru Nanak Dev Engineering College,

Gill Road, Ludhiana-141006.




      
 -------------Respondents.

AC No.1354 of 2011

Present:-
Shri N.S. Sidhu appellant in person.


Shri K.S. Miglani, Advocate for the respondent.

ORDER



The counsel for the respondent submits that the information has been furnished to the appellant who seeks an adjournment to peruse the documents furnished to him.

2.

This case will be heard further on 13.3.2012 at 10.30 A.M. through Video Conference Facility of NIC available in the office of Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana.


               (Narinderjit Singh)





             (R.I. Singh)

    State Information Commissioner,



       Chief Information Commissioner
                        Punjab.






   Punjab
February 21, 2012.

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Lt. Col. D.S. Dhillon (Retd)., #192-C,

Rajguru Nagar, Ludhiana.





 -------------Complainant.






Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Principal, Guru Nanak Dev Engineering College,

Gill Park, Ludhiana.




      

-------------Respondent.

CC No.3633 of 2011

Present:-
Lt. Col. D.S. Dhillon complainant in person.



Shri K.S. Miglani, Advocate for the respondent.

ORDER



The parties request for one adjournment, which is allowed.

2.

This case will be heard further on 13.3.2012 at 10.30 A.M. through Video Conference Facility of NIC available in the office of Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana.



               (Narinderjit Singh)



             (R.I. Singh)

    State Information Commissioner,

       Chief Information Commissioner
                        Punjab.





   Punjab
February 21, 2012.

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri RameshKumar, Clerk, 

c/o Sutlej Cooperative House Building Society Ltd.,

Friends Colony, Chandigarh Road, Vill. Ramgarh, Ludhiana.
      -------------Appellant

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the President, Sutlej Cooperative House Building Society Ltd.,

Friends Colony, Chandigarh Road, Vill. Ramgarh, Ludhiana.

FAA-  the President, Sutlej Cooperative House Building Society Ltd.,

Friends Colony, Chandigarh Road, Vill. Ramgarh, Ludhiana. 
     -------------Respondents.

AC No. 1407 of 2011

Present:-
None on behalf of the appellant



None on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



Issue fresh notice to the parties for 13.3.2012.

2.

This case will be heard further on 13.3.2012 at 10.30 A.M. through Video Conference Facility of NIC available in the office of Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana .



               (Narinderjit Singh)




             (R.I. Singh)

    State Information Commissioner,


  Chief Information Commissioner
                        Punjab.






   Punjab
February 21, 2012.

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Rajinder Kumar Singla #62-A,

Sector 30-B, Chandigarh.





      -------------Complainant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Guru Nanak Dev University, Amritsar.



    -------------Respondent.

CC No.  16   of 2012
Present:-
Shri Rajinder Kumar Singla complainant in person at Chandigarh23


None on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



None is present on behalf of the PIO/Guru Nanak Dev University, Amritsar.  However, Shri Sunil Nayyar, who is present in CC-22/2012 and CC-47/2012 was requested to convey the proceedings of the case to the concerned APIO of the University.

2.

The plea of the complainant is that he had applied for information on 10 issues on 11.1.2011. He received a letter from the University bearing No.132 dated 5.1.2012 by registered post in which he was called upon to deposit the fee.  A reference was made to an earlier letter of the University said to have been dispatched to him vide No.2883/E dated 15.12.2011. It is averred by the complainant that he never received the alleged letter dated 15.12.2011.  In any case, even if the letter dated 15.12.2011 is accepted to be a genuine letter, it was dispatched after a lapse of more than 10 days of his application dated 11.11.2011.  Under the Punjab Right to Information Rules, 2007, the PIO was obliged to convey the amount of fee within 10 days of his application, which was not done by the University and therefore, his plea is that the information should be given to him free of cost.
3.

Since the PIO of the University is absent, one adjournment is allowed to enable him to file his reply before the next date of hearing, which is fixed for 13.3.2012.  A copy of the reply will be sent to the complainant in advance.

4.

This case will be heard further on 13.3.2012 at 10.30 A.M. through Video Conference Facility of NIC available in the office of Deputy Commissioner, Amritsar.



               (Narinderjit Singh)





             (R.I. Singh)

    State Information Commissioner,



       Chief Information Commissioner
                        Punjab.






   Punjab
February 21, 2012.

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Vishal Arora s/o Sh. Surinder Kumar Arora,

r/o Gali Jiwan Singh Wali, #7/211, Guru Bazar, Tarntaran.

      -------------Complainant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Guru Nanak Dev University, Amritsar.



    -------------Respondent.

CC No.  22   of 2012
Present:-
Shri Vishal Arora complainant in person.


Shri Sunil Nayyar, Legal Officer on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The complainant had addressed a RTI request dated 24.10.2011 to the PIO/Guru Nanak Dev University, Amritsar asking for photocopies of answer-sheets of paper of Statistics held in April, 2011.  He was denied information. Hence, he has filed the present complaint.

2.

The plea of the respondent is two fold.  It is argued that Statistics paper consists of two parts i.e. written exam and practical.  In the practical, the name of examiner and marks awarded by him is indicated and any disclosure of the paper-sheet of the practical exam will violate the confidentiality of the examiner’s name.  Secondly, it is pleaded that University regulations stipulate a time period within which the request to see the answer-sheets must be made alongwith fee prescribed under the Rules.



The second plea of the respondent is squarely covered by the decision of this Commission in AC-1038/2011 decided on 30.11.2011 in the case of Kamal Kishore Arora vs. PIO/Guru Nanak Dev University, Amritsar.  As regards the first plea, the respondent is directed to furnish a copy of the practical answer sheet.  However, a paper slip may be posted on the name of the examiner while photocopying the answer-sheet so that identity of the examiner is not disclosed as the same would be exempt under Section 8(1) of the Right to Information Act, 2005.
3.

This case will be heard further on 13.3.2012 at 10.30 A.M. through Video Conference Facility of NIC available in the office of Deputy Commissioner, Amritsar.


               (Narinderjit Singh)





             (R.I. Singh)

    State Information Commissioner,



       Chief Information Commissioner
                        Punjab.






   Punjab
February 21, 2012.

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Narinder Singh, Assistant Professor,

Department of Human & Family Relations,

Govt. Home Science College, Sector 10, Chandigarh.


    -------------Complainant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Guru Nanak Dev University, Amritsar.



    -------------Respondent.

CC No. 47  of 2012

Present:-
Shri Narinder Singh complainant in person.



Shri Sunil Nayyar, Legal Officer on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The University had responded to the RTI request dated 8.10.2011 on 21.11.2011 furnishing 15 pages of information. The only deficiency alleged by the complainant in the information furnished to him pertains to Sr. No.8 of his queries dated 8.10.2011 in which he had asked for break-up of marks awarded on the basis of selection criteria, where separate weight-age may have been given to PHD/M.Phil/publications/Gold Medal/percentage of marks in qualifying exam, teaching experience, performance in interview etc.  The plea of the respondent is that in interviews conducted by a Committee consisting of few members, different members award different marks on the basis of criteria.  Disclosure of individual marks/award-sheets of each member of the Committee will result in disclosure of the identity of the Committee members, which it is pleaded is exempt under Section 8(1)(e) of the Right to Information Act, 2005 because of the fiduciary relationship and also under Section 8(1)(g) as it may endanger the safety of the examiner

2.

We have heard the parties and gone through the record.  While accepting the plea of the University regarding disclosure of identity of individual members, it is held that mark-sheets of each examiner would be exempt under section 8(1) of the Act ibid.  However, there could be no violation of Section 8(1)(e) or (g) of the Act, if the consolidated marks-sheet is given without disclosing of the identity of individual members of the interview Committee who gave marks to each candidate.  Consolidated mark-sheet may be given, without disclosing names of examiners. 

3.

This case will be heard further on 13.3.2012 at 10.30 A.M. through Video Conference Facility of NIC available in the office of Deputy Commissioner, Amritsar.



               (Narinderjit Singh)





             (R.I. Singh)

    State Information Commissioner,



       Chief Information Commissioner
                        Punjab.







   Punjab
February 21, 2012.

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Kulbhushan Agnihotri, #B-1,

SBS College of Engineering & Technology Complex, Ferozepur.
      -------------Appellant






Vs. 

The Public Information Officer,

SBS College of Engineering & Technology, Ferozepur.  



FAA- SBS College of Engineering & Technology, Ferozepur.  
 -------------Respondents.

AC No. 23  of 2012

Present:-
Shri Kulbhushan Agnihotri appellant in person.

Shri Ravinder Pal Singh, PIO-cum-Head Of the Department on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The respondent had asked for fee towards the cost of documents on 13.4.2011 in response to the RTI request dated 16.3.2011.  As per the provisions of the Rule 4(4) of Punjab Right to Information Rules, 2007, the PIO has a right to ask for the fee within 10 days of receipt of the request for information.  As the PIO has demanded the fee after the lapse of 10 days period, he is now under an obligation to furnish the information free of cost, keeping in view the provisions of the Right to Information Act, 2005.  The PIO is therefore directed to proceed accordingly.
4.

This case will be heard further on 13.3.2012 at 10.30 A.M. through Video Conference Facility of NIC available in the office of Deputy Commissioner, Ferozepur.



               (Narinderjit Singh)





             (R.I. Singh)

    State Information Commissioner,



       Chief Information Commissioner
                        Punjab.






   Punjab
February 21, 2012.

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Kulbhushan Agnihotri, #B-1,

SBS College of Engineering & Technology Complex, Ferozepur.

      -------------Appellant

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

SBS College of Engineering & Technology, Ferozepur.  



FAA- SBS College of Engineering & Technology, Ferozepur.  
   
 -------------Respondents.

AC No. 25  of 2012
Present:-
Shri Kulbhushan Agnihotri appellant in person.

Shri Ravinder Pal Singh, PIO-cum-Head Of the Department on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



In this case, the respondent asked for fee towards the cost of documents on 13.4.2011 in respect to his RTI request dated 16.3.2011.  As per provisions of Rule 4(4) of Punjab Right to Information Rules, 2007

4.

This case will be heard further on 13.3.2012 at 10.30 A.M. through Video Conference Facility of NIC available in the office of Deputy Commissioner, Ferozepur.



               (Narinderjit Singh)





             (R.I. Singh)

    State Information Commissioner,



       Chief Information Commissioner
                        Punjab.






   Punjab
February 21, 2012.

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Raj Kumar s/o Shri Kishori Lal Verma,

r/o #8-C, Sarabha Nagar, Ludhiana.



      -------------Complainant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the General Secretary, Sutlej Club, Rakh Bagh, 
Ludhiana.       






     -------------Respondent.

CC No. 1752 of 2011
Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.







Shri K.S. Chawla, Advocate for the respondent-club.
ORDER



The counsel for the respondent submits that LPA filed by Satlej Club is now listed for hearing on 28.2.2012. In view of this, the case is adjourned to 13.3.2012.
2.

This case will be heard further on 13.3.2012 at 10.30 A.M. through Video Conference Facility of NIC available in the office of Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana.


               (Narinderjit Singh)





             (R.I. Singh)

    State Information Commissioner,



       Chief Information Commissioner
                        Punjab.






   Punjab
February 21, 2012.

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

1. 
Shri Rahul Verma s/o Shri Raj KumarVerma,

   
r/o H.No.86, Sarabha Nagar, Ludhiana.


    
-------------Complainant.

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o  the General Secretary, The Sutlej Club (Regd.),

Rakh Bagh, Ludhiana.




    
-------------Respondent.

CC No. 2136  of 2011

2. 
Shri Vikas Goyal s/o Shri Sudesh Goyal,

r/o H.No.39-K, Sarabha Nagar, 

Ludhiana.

     



     
-------------Complainant.

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o  the General Secretary, The Sutlej Club (Regd.),

Rakh Bagh, Ludhiana.




    
-------------Respondent.

CC No. 2137  of 2011

3.  
Shri Tajeshwar Singh Malhotra s/o Late Shri Avinder Singh,

r/o B-V-75, Old Civil Hospital Road,

Ludhiana.






      -------------Complainant.

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o  the General Secretary, The Sutlej Club (Regd.),

Rakh Bagh, Ludhiana.




    

-------------Respondent.

CC No. 2138  of 2011

4.  
Shri Raj Kumar Verma s/o Late Shri Kishori Lal,

R/O #8-C, Sarabha Nagar, Ludhiana.

               

 -------------Complainant.

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o  the General Secretary, The Sutlej Club (Regd.),

Rakh Bagh, Ludhiana.




    

-------------Respondent.

CC No. 2139  of 2011
Present:-
Shri Surinder Pal, Advocate on behalf of complainant No.1 and No.4 and none on behalf of complainant No.2 and 3.


Shri K.S. Chawla, Advocate on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



The counsel for the respondent in all the four above mentioned cases, shows a copy of order passed by the Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court in LPA No.1299/2011 in CWP No.16750/2010 in Satluj Club vs. State Information Commission and Shri S.S.Channa, IFS (Retd.).  The Hon’ble Double Bench of the High Court passed order on 22.11.2011 that “in the meantime State Information Commission is restrained from imposing any penalty”.  The counsel for the respondent-club submits that LPA is now listed for hearing before the Hon’ble Double Bench on 28.2.2012 and the present cases may be adjourned to a date subsequent to 28.2.2012.

2.

In view of the above, these cases shall be heard further on 13.3.2012 at 10.30 A.M. through Video Conference Facility of NIC available in the office of Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana.


               (Narinderjit Singh)





             (R.I. Singh)

    State Information Commissioner,



       Chief Information Commissioner
                        Punjab.






   Punjab
February 21, 2012.

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Dilbagh Chand s/o Shri Ramji Dass,

r/o Village Hiyatpur, P.O. Haiborwal, Tehsil Samrla, 

Distt. Ludhiana.
      





-------------Complainant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Block Development and Panchayat Officer, 

Machhiwara, District  Ludhiana.




    -------------Respondent.

CC No. 2186    of 2011
Present:-
Shri Dilbagh Chand complainant in person.

S. Rana Partap Singh Sidhu, BDPO alongwith Shri Amrik Singh, Panchayat Secretary on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



S. Rana Partap Singh Sidhu, BDPO and Shri Amrik Singh, Panchayat Secretary have appeared today and submitted that they could not attend the proceedings of the present case on earlier dates as the Video Conference fixed for 21.11.2011was cancelled. Thereafter they did not receive any notice.  It is pleaded that there was no intention to delay or deny the information.  It is further pleaded that similar information had earlier been asked for by the complainant and the case was heard by the then SIC-Lt. Gen. P.K. Grover and the entire information was furnished to him.  Even in the present case, a reply was sent on 6.4.2010 vide BDPO’s letter No.84-85 and thereafter vide No.124/RTI dated 5.7.2010.  The plea of BDPO is that he is not at fault and therefore, his explanation may be accepted and the case be closed qua him.
2.

The information has now been furnished to the complainant, who, however, seeks one adjournment to peruse the same.

3.

This case will be heard further on 13.3.2012 at 10.30 A.M. through Video Conference Facility of NIC available in the office of Deputy Commissioner, Amritsar.



               (Narinderjit Singh)





             (R.I. Singh)

    State Information Commissioner,



       Chief Information Commissioner
                        Punjab.






   Punjab
February 21, 2012.

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Surinder Pal Advocate,

r/o #539/112/3, St.IE, New Vishnu Puri,

New Shiv Puri Road, P.O. Basti Jodhewal,

Ludhiana.







      -------------Complainant.

Vs.
The Public Information Officer

o/o the Ludhiana Improvement Trust,

Feroze Gandhi Market,, Ludhiana.



    -------------Respondent.

CC No. 2144 of 2011

Present :-
Shri Surinder Pal Advocate complainant in person.
Shri Z.R. Khan, former PIO alongwith Shri Raj Kumar, Superintendent on behalf of the respondent-trust.

ORDER



Shri Z.R. Khan, the former PIO-cum-Executive Officer has appeared in person today and pleaded that he retired from service on 30.11.2011 and that during his service time, a reply was sent to the information-seeker on 15.11.2011. His plea is that since he has retired from service, he may not to be held responsible.

2.

It is observed that the complainant had sent a letter dated 8.12.2011 pointing out certain deficiencies in the information furnished to him. In the order dated 20.12.2011, the present PIO-cum-Executive Officer-Shri Avtar Singh Azad was directed to remove the deficiencies within 15 days.  However, the complainant submits that no clarification has so far been provided by the PIO-cum-Executive Officer and the deficiencies still persist.  The representative of the PIO-Shri Raj Kumar, Superintendent of the Improvement Trust, Ludhiana is unable to assist the Commission. It is deemed fit to issue notice under Section 20 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 to Shri Avtar Singh Azad, PIO-cum-Executive Officer, Improvement Trust, Ludhiana to show cause why penalty should not be imposed on him for not furnishing complete information within the stipulated period and even after the Commission had directed him to do so on 20.12.2011.  Explanation of the PIO may be filed before the next date of hearing and he may also avail the opportunity of personal hearing on that date.  In the meantime, the PIO is once again directed to ensure that the deficiencies in the information as pointed out by the complainant in his letter dated 8.12.23011 are removed without further delay.

3.

Considering that Shri Z.R. Khan has retired from service on 30.11.2011, a lenient view if taken and he is exempted from further appearance in the case.
4.

This case will be heard further on 13.3.2012 at 10.30 A.M. through Video Conference Facility of NIC available in the office of Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana.


               (Narinderjit Singh)





             (R.I. Singh)

    State Information Commissioner,



       Chief Information Commissioner
                        Punjab.






   Punjab
February 21, 2012.

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Rohit Sabharwal, Kundan Bhawan,

126, Model Gram, Ludhiana.



      -------------Complainant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the General Secretary, Sutlej Club, Rakh Bagh, 
Ludhiana.       






     -------------Respondent.

CC No. 1175 of 2011
Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.







Shri K.S. Chawla, Advocate for the respondent-club.

ORDER



On the last date of hearing, the respondent had submitted that the information had been furnished to the complainant without conceding that the respondent is a public authority, at this stage.  The case was adjourned from 16.1.2012 to 21.2.2012 today. The counsel for the respondent also submits a copy of the information sent to the complainant by speed post, which is taken on record.

2.

The complainant was absent on 16.1.2012 and he is again absent without any intimation.  In view of the fact that the respondent has also furnished the information and the complainant has been silent on two consecutive dates, the present case is closed.
               (Narinderjit Singh)





             (R.I. Singh)

    State Information Commissioner,



       Chief Information Commissioner
                        Punjab.






   Punjab
February 21, 2012.

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Rajiv Lohatbaddi Advocate s/o Late Sh. Baru Ram,

r/o House No.-72-B Professor Colony, 

PO Punjabi University,

Opposite Punjabi University, Patiala.




      -------------Complainant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Block Development & Panchayat Officer, 

Pakhowal, Tehsil & District-Ludhiana.



    -------------Respondent.

CC No. 2121  of 2011

Present:-
Shri Rajiv Lohat Baddi complainant in person.

Shri Surinderjit Singh, Panchayat Secretary on behalf of the respondent-department 

ORDER


S. Gurvinder Singh, Sarpanch has sent a fax message requesting for adjournment of the case due to ill health. 
2,

Shri Surinderjit Singh, Panchyayat Secretary has given a copy of the audit reports from the years 8/2005 to 31.3.2011.  The complainant may peruse the same and file his objections, if any.

3.

The Panchayat Secretary again submits today that record pertaining to the queries of the complainant is in the custody of the Sarpanch.  As a last opportunity to the respondent-Sarpanch, the case is adjourned to 13.3.2012.  It is made clear that failure to furnish the information to the complainant may entail penal proceedings under Section 20 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 and also award of compensation to the complainant for the determent suffered by him due to delay in this case.

4.

To come up on 13.3.2012 at 11.00 A.M.

               (Narinderjit Singh)





             (R.I. Singh)

    State Information Commissioner,



       Chief Information Commissioner
                        Punjab.






   Punjab
February 21, 2012.
