      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

              SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Surinder Kumar s/o Sh. Pritam Dass,

Village: Kalyanpur, PO: Kiratpur Sahib,

Distt. Ropar.







      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o District Development & Panchayat Officer,

Ropar.








 Respondent
CC No. 3272  /2010

Present:
Shri Surinder Kumar, complainant, in person.



Shri Gagandeep Singh Virk, DDPO,  Shri Gurnetar Singh, 


BDPO, Shri Surinder Singh, Sarpanch and Shri Swarn Singh, 


Panchayat Secretary on behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

As per directions given on the last date of hearing, Shri Gagandeep Singh Virk, DDPO, Ropar along with Shri Gurnetar Singh, BDPO, Anandpur Sahib, Shri Surinder Singh, Sarpanch, Gram Panchayat, Kalyanpur and Shri Swarn Singh, Panchayat Secretary,  is present in the court.  The BDPO, Anandpur Sahib, places on record his written submission vide letter No. 109, dated 05-01-2011 in which he has stated that :-

1.

;qh ;[fozdo e[wko ns/ ;qh f;zrkok f;zx d/ xoK dk Be;k i' fe w"e/ s/ ik e/ pbke i/HJhH tb' fsnko ehsk frnk j?/.

2H

;qh ;[fozdo e[wko tb'A i' f;ekfJsK ;ogzu rokw gzukfJs efbnkDg[o d/ fybkc ehshnK rJhnK jB. T[BQK dh gVskb ub ojh j?. fi; B{z w[ezwb eoB ftu seohpB 2 jcs/ 
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dk ;wK br/rk s/ fJ; dh fog'oN ;ekfJs-eosk, vkfJo?eNo o{ob fvt?bgw?AN s/ efw;B B{z G/i fdZsh ikt/rh.

3H

gZukfJs tb'A BikfJi epfinK ;pzXh 4 e/; e[b?eNo dh ndkbs ftu gk fdZs/ rJ/ jB. s/ pkeh d/ gzukfJs dk e'ow g{ok Bk j'D ekoD e/; gkT[D ftu d/oh j'Jh j? i' fe j[D i/eo e'ow g{ok BjhA j[zdk sK fJ; dcso d/ n?;HJhHghHUH okjhA gtk fdZs/ ikDr..

4H

;qh ;[fozdo e[wko tb'A i' th ;{uBk wzrh rJh j?. T[j T[;B{z ;w/AF2 s/ w[jZJhnK eotk fdZsh rJh j?. fJ; ;pzXh efw;B tb'A ;hH;hHBzL 1028$2010 ns 1174$2010 okjhA e/; fv;g'i nkc ehs/ ik u[e/ jB. go ;[fozdo e[wko w[VF2 e/ T[jh w[ZfdnK B{z d[pkokF2 tZyo/ sohe/ Bkb T[mk fojk j?. fi; dk fe fBo'b wjZst gzukfJs tb'A ehs/ ik oj/ ftek; ekoBk ftu ftxB gkT[Dk j?. 

2.

The DDPO states that the case is being heard by him for the removal of encroachments under Section -7 of Punjab Village Common Land (Regulation) Act, 1961 and the next date of hearing in the case has been fixed for 14-01-2011. The BDPO, Anandpur Sahib brought to the notice that one more case has also been filed against the complainant for the removal of encroachment of shop done by him.

3.

From the perusal of the written submission made by Shri Gurnetar Singh, BDPO, it reveals that Shri Surinder Kumar has also filed two cases viz 
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 (i) CC No. 1028 of 2010 and (ii) CC No. 1174 of 2010 decided by Lt.Gen.  P.K.Grover and Mrs. Jaspal Kaur, the Hon’ble Information Commissioners respectively.  Photocopies of the written statement as well case being heard by the DDPO, Ropar under Section-7 and site plan issued by the J.E. is handed over to the complainant in the court during hearing.

4.

Since the case is being heard by the DDPO, Ropar for the removal of encroachments and the information, as per the demand of complainant, has been supplied, the case is closed and disposed of with the direction that as and when the inquiry is completed, a copy of the inquiry report be sent to the Commission and one copy to the Director, Rural Development and Panchayats, Punjab, Mohali.
5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated: 06-01-2011


         State Information Commissioner



 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

              SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Prem Kumar Rattan,

House No. 78/8, Park Road, New Mandi,

Dhuri, Distt. Sangrur.





      Appellant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o (i) Chief Auditor, Cooperative Societies,

Punjab. SCO No. 175-187, Sector-34, Chandigarh.

(ii) FAA: Chief Auditor, Cooperative Societies,

Punjab. SCO No. 175-187, Sector-34, Chandigarh.


 Respondent

AC No. 1066 /2010

Present:
Shri Prem Kumar Rattan, appellant, in person.



Shri Jagdeep Singh, Auditor Officer, Sangrur and Ms. 



Paramjeet Kaur from office of Chief Auditor, on behalf of 


respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

Shri Jagdeep Singh, Audit officer from Sangrur states that he will supply the photocopies of the noting portion of the file in which the application of the applicant has been rejected by the competent authority. The appellant states that he wants only action taken report on his application. The Audit Officer assures that the requisite information will be supplied on Monday and pleads that the case may be closed. Accordingly,  the case is closed and disposed of. 
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3..

It is further directed that if the requisite photocopies of the noting portion are not supplied by Monday, the appellant can approach the commission and the case will be re-opened.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to all the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:06-01-2011


         State Information Commissioner





CC:
First Appellate Authority,




Chief Auditor, Cooperative Societies,




Punjab. SCO No. 175-187, Sector-34, Chandigarh.

 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

              SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Ms.  Kawaljit Kaur Sandhu,

Ex-officer, Agricare, Organic Farms,

8th Floor, Madhok Trade Centre,

Ludhiana-141001.






      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o District Development & Panchayat Officer,

Gurdaspur.








 Respondent

CC No. 3517 /2010

Present:
None is present on behalf of complainant.



Shri Amarjit Singh on behalf of sarpanch, for respondent.
ORDER

1.

None is present on behalf of complainant. However, an e-mail is received from Ms. Kawaljit Kaur Sandhu in which she has stated that kindly exempt me from self appearance as per attachment.  However, no attachment has been received with the e-mail.

2.

Shri Amarjit Singh, husband of Mrs. Poonam Saini, Sarpanch, Gram Panchayat, Majra states that the information is ready with him to be supplied to the complainant during the hearing.  As the complainant is not present, the same could not be supplied. He further states that the Sarpanch has sent the registered letter on 17-04-2010 in which it is written that :-


“ T[go'es ft;/ ;pzXh i' gqkoEh tb'A w"i{dk ;ogzu gzukfJs wkiok pbke Bo'N i?wb 
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f;zx gk;'A foekov dhnK BebK dh wzr ehsh rJh ;h. T[; foekov w[skfpe BebK dh ch; 870 o[gJ/ pDdh j?.  gqkoEh tb'A fJj ch; ch; rokw gZzukfJs wkiok B{z w[jZJhnk eotkJh ikt/ skfe wzrh rJh ;{uBk dk foekov gqkoEh B{Z fdZsk ik ;e/. ”

A reminder was also sent on 03-05-2010 in which the details of fees to be deposited against col. No. 1-8 amounting to Rs. 870/- were given. Respondent on behalf of sarpanch states that he has been directed by the DDPO, Gurdaspur, to be present in his office along with the complainant and he attended the office of DDPO but the complainant was not present. He further states that the information could not be supplied to complainant despite  best efforts made by the sarpanch and the DDPO office. 

3.

The perusal of information to be supplied reveals that the information is as per the demand made by the complainant  which has duly been authenticated by the Sarpanch, Gram Panchayat, Majra.  It is directed that the information be sent through registered parcel at the address given in the application of complainant and the same be supplied free of cost. Since the information is as per the demand of complainant and she is not present in the court, the case is closed and  disposed of.  
4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:06-01-2011


         State Information Commissioner



      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

              SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Kehar Singh s/o Sh. Gori Ram,

Village: Pakhochak, PO: Taragarh,

Distt. Gurdaspur.






      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o District Development & Panchayat Officer,

Gurdaspur.








 Respondent
CC No. 3535 /2010

Present:
None is present on behalf of complainant.



Shri Chaman Lal, BDPO, Shri Ashok Kumar, Superintendent 


and Shri kans Raj, Panchayat Secretary, on behalf of 



respondent.

ORDER

1.

None is present on behalf of complainant.

2.

The BDPO states that the information relating to para Nos 2,3 and 4 has been supplied and information relating to para No. 1 is not available with the Panchayat Secretary and Sarpanch of Gram Panchayat, Pakho Chak. Shri Kans Raj, Panchayat Secretary sates that record relating to resolution dated 21.01.1996  has not been received by him from the previous Panchayat Secretary. The respondent states that when the record was taken over, the

Resolution register for the year 1996 in which the said resolution was passed, was not transferred to the present Panchayat secretary. Therefore the information could not be supplied.
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3.

The BDPO, Narot Jaimal Singh is directed to conduct an inquiry about the missing of resolution register. After the enquiry is completed, he should file an FIR against the then officer/ sarpanch with the police and a copy of the enquiry report be sent to the commission for record. The BDPO further states that Shri Shamsher Singh son of Shri Kehar Singh of Pakochak has filed a civil suit in the lower court.  After the case was won by the Panchayat,  he approached the court of District and Sessions  Judge, Gurdaspur, who stayed the proceedings. However, the stay has now been vacated and he nishan-dehi has been done by the Revenue authorities and the case has been filed with the Collector to remove the encroachment on khasra No. 4/12/1 of 8 merla land which has unauthorisedly  been encroached by Shri Shamsher Singh son of Shri Kehar Singh .

4.

Since the requisite information has been supplied the BDPO pleads that the case may be closed. Accordingly, the case is closed and  disposed of.  
5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:06-01-2011


         State Information Commissioner



   STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

              SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Ms.  Kawaljit Kaur Sandhu,

Ex-officer, Agricare, Organic Farms,

8th Floor, Madhok Trade Centre,

Ludhiana-141001.






      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o District Development & Panchayat Officer,

Gurdaspur.








 Respondent

CC No. 3527 /2010

Present:
None is present on behalf of complainant.



Shri Chaman Lal, BDPO, Shri Ashok Kumar, Superintendent 


and Shri kans Raj, Panchayat Secretary, on behalf of 



respondent.
ORDER

1.

None is present on behalf of complainant. However, an e-mail is received from Ms. Kawaljit Kaur Sandhu in which she has stated that kindly exempt me from self appearance as per attachment.  However, no attachment has been received with the e-mail.

2.

The BDPO, Narot Jaimal Singh states that the information has already been sent to the complainant through UPC vide letter No. 1190, dated 14.09.2010 with a copy to the District Development & Panchayat Officer, Gurdaspur.  He states that all the information relating to para Nos. 1 to 5 has been supplied as per the demand of complainant and now the action is to be 
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taken by the competent authority.

3.

The BDPO pleads that since the information has been supplied, the case may be closed.  Accordingly, the case is closed and  disposed of. 
4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:06-01-2011


         State Information Commissioner



 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

              SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Harnek Singh s/o Sh. Kapoor Singh,

VPO: Rauni, Distt. Ludhiana.




      Appellant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Registrar, Cooperative Societies, Punjab,

17 Bays Building, Sector 17, Chandigarh.



 Respondent

AC No. 975 /2010
Present:

None is present on behalf of appellant.




Ms. Barjinder Kaur,  Assistant Registrar and Shri 



      Malkiat Singh, Junior  Assistant, on behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

None is present on behalf of appellant.

2.

The respondent states that as per the directions given on the last date of hearing, the requisite information has been sent to the appellant, through registered post, on 16.12.2010 vide letter No. RCS /RTI/ Harnek Singh/ 11883, dated 16.12.2010 with a copy to the commission. Respondent further states that nothing has been heard from the appellant and pleads that the case may be closed.

3.

Since the complainant is not present in the court for the second time and the requisite information, as per orders given on the last date of hearing,  has been supplied and he might have received the information and might be satisfied with the information.
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4.

Since the requisite information stands supplied, the case is closed and disposed of. 
5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:06-01-2011


         State Information Commissioner



 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

              SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Harnek Singh s/o Sh. Kapoor Singh,

VPO: Rauni, Distt. Ludhiana.




               Appellant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Registrar, Cooperative Societies, Punjab,

17 Bays Building, Sector 17, Chandigarh.



 Respondent

AC No. 974 /2010
Present:

None is present on behalf of appellant.




Ms. Barjinder Kaur,  Assistant Registrar and Shri 



      Malkiat Singh, Junior  Assistant, on behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

None is present on behalf of appellant.

2.

The respondent states that as per the directions given on the last date of hearing, the requisite information has been sent to the appellant, through registered post, on 16.12.2010 vide letter No. RCS /RTI/ Harnek Singh/ 11885, dated 16.12.2010 with a copy to the commission. Respondent further states that nothing has been heard from the appellant and pleads that the case may be closed.

3.

Since the complainant is not present in the court for the second time and the requisite information, as per orders given on the last date of hearing,  has been supplied and he might have received the information and might be satisfied with the information.
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4.

Since the requisite information stands supplied, the case is closed and disposed of. 
5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 









Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:06-01-2011


         State Information Commissioner



STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

              SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Yogesh Mahajan s/o Sh. Kuldip Raj mahajan,

Anti Corruption Council,

Opp.Water Tank, Municipal Market Mission Road,

Pathankot, Distt. Gurdaspur.




      
Appellant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o (i) Executive Engineer, PWD(B&R),

Construction Division, Muktsar.

(ii) FAA: Superintending Engineer,

PWD (B&R), Faridkot.






 Respondent

AC No. 846 /2010

Present:
None is present on behalf of appellant.



Shri Sant Singh, SDE, Shri Kuldip Singh, ASDE and Shri Iqbal 


Singh, JE, on behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

A fax message is received from the appellant in which he has stated that due to sudden domestic work, he cannot attend the court on 06.01.2011. So kindly excuse his absence.

2.

 The case was earlier heard by the Bench of Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj, IAS (retd.) the Hon’ble Information Commissioner who relinquished the charge of her post on 22-12-2010 on her supperannuation.  The case has now been assigned to this bench and the fresh notice of hearing was issued  for today.

 3.

The respondent places on record written submission of 
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Shri Nirmal Singh, Executive Engineer in which he has stated that the information has already been supplied to the appellant vide letter No. 1480-82, dated 04-06-2010. He further states that the document sought by the appellant was a time consuming job but due to shortage of staff it took a long time to collect the 

relevant record. He further pleads that there was no intention to delay in supplying  the document/ information and pleads that the case may be closed as the information as per the demand of appellant has been supplied.

4.

On the perusal of the information supplied, it reveals that the requisite information stands supplied.  The respondent further states that the appellant has not given any thing in writing about the incomplete document/ information. Since the appellant has not demanded the adjournment of the case and I am satisfied with the submission made by the Executive Engineer, the case is closed and disposed of. 
5.

Copies of the order be sent to all the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:06-01-2011


         State Information Commissioner



STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

              SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Yogesh Mahajan s/o Sh. Kuldip Raj mahajan,

Anti Corruption Council,

Opp.Water Tank, Municipal Market Mission Road,

Pathankot, Distt. Gurdaspur.




      
Appellant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o (i) Executive Engineer, PWD(B&R),

Construction Division No. 2 , Amritsar..

(ii) FAA: Superintending Engineer,

PWD (B&R), Amritsar.






 Respondent

AC No. 845 /2010

Present:
None is present on behalf of appellant.



Shri Sucha Singh, JE, on behalf of respondent.
ORDER

1.

None is present on behalf of appellant .

2.

However, a fax message is received from the appellant in which he has stated that due to sudden domestic work, he cannot attend the court on 06.01.2011. So kindly excuse his absence.

3.

The case was earlier heard by the Bench of Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj, IAS (retd.) the Hon’ble Information Commissioner who relinquished the charge of her post on 22-12-2010 on her supperannuation.  The case has now been assigned to this bench and the fresh notice of hearing was issued  for today. 

4.

Shri Sucha Singh, Junior Engineer, office of Executive Engineer, 
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 Construction Division No. 2, PWD (B&R) Amritsar states that the requisite information has already been supplied to the appellant vide letter No. 1743, dated 25.08.2010.  Nothing has been heard from the appellant side and pleads that the case may be closed.

4.

On the perusal of the information supplied, it reveals that the requisite information stands supplied.  The respondent further states that the appellant has not given any thing in writing about the incomplete document/ information. Since the appellant has not demanded the adjournment of the case and I am satisfied with the information supplied by  the Executive Engineer, the case is closed and disposed of. 
5.

Copies of the order be sent to all the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:06-01-2011


         State Information Commissioner



              STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

              SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Ms. Sarita Lochan, Advocate,

Chamber No. 32, District Courts Complex,

Shaheed Bhagat Singh Nagar.




      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o District Development & Panchayat Officer,

Shaheed Bhagat Singh Nagar.





 Respondent

CC No. 3524 /2010

Present:
Ms Sarita Lochan, the complainant in person.



Shri Sukhdev Singh, DDPO, Shri Devender Kumar, BDPO and 


Shri Pardeep Kumar, Superintendent, on behalf of respondent.
ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

Shri Sukhdev Singh, District Development and Panchayat Officer, Shaheed Bhagat Singh Nagar states that the information has been collected from the Block Development and Panchayat Officer, Balachaur and Executive Engineer ® Punjab Mandi Board, Shaheed Bhagat Singh Nagar and can be supplied to the complainant todaly in the court.  Accordingly, the requisite information is supplied to the complainant in the court today.

3.

The complainant, after going through the information supplied to 
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her today in the court,  states that the information is as per her demand and she

is satisfied with the information supplied to her and pleads that the case be closed.

4.

Accordingly, the case is closed and disposed of.  
5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:06-01-2011


         State Information Commissioner



 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

              SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Ram Saran Dass,

House No. 2849, Sector 40-C,

Chandigarh.







     Appellant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Director Public Instruction (Secondary),

Punjab, Sector 17, Chandigarh.





espondent

AC No. 178/07

Present:
Shri Ram Saran Dass, appellant, in person.



Shri Charanjeet Singh, Superintendent-cum-APIO and Shri 


Jaspal Singh, Senior Assistant, on behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

The case was earlier heard by the Bench of Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj, IAS (retd.) the Hon’ble Information Commissioner who relinquished the charge of her post on 22-12-2010 on her supperannuation.  The case has now been assigned to this bench and the fresh notice of hearing was issued  for today. 

2.

The application of the appellant was  perused in the court point-wise for which the instructions have been given to respondent to supply the information as available in the record of  public authority of S.D.Arya Girls High School,  Nabha.  The respondent states that he has joined in the Grants-I Branch recently and pleads that the case may be adjourned at least for one month so that the necessary information is got from the school authorities. 
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3.

Accordingly, the case is adjourned and fixed for further hearing on 01-02-2011 in court No. 1, SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17C, Chandigarh at 10.00 AM. 
4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:06-01-2011


         State Information Commissioner



 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

              SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Parbodh Chander Bali,

16- Shiv Nagar, Batala Road,

Amritsar -143001.






      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Milkfed, Punjab,,

SCO No. 153-55, Sector 34A, Chandigarh.



 Respondent

CC No. 3521 /2010

Present:
None is present on behalf of complainant.



Shri Rajinder Jaiswal, APIO, on behalf of respondent.
ORDER

1.

None is present on behalf of complainant.

2.

The respondent states that the information has been supplied to the complainant vide letter No. PSF/ RTI/ 33949-50, dated 22.12.2010 on the four points asked by the complainant. He further states that nothing has been heard from the complainant.  Neither the complainant is present in the court today and pleads that the case may be closed as the requisite information stands supplied. 

3.

Since the requisite information stands supplied, the case is closed and  disposed of. 
4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 










Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:06-01-2011


         State Information Commissioner

