STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. R.K. Aggarwal,

No. 1121, Sector 7,

Panchkula


   

    

 
       …Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Executive Officer,

Improvement Trust, 

Ludhiana 

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Deputy Director,

Urban Local Bodies,

Ludhiana




        
 
…Respondents

AC- 1013/12

Order

Present:
Appellant Sh. R.K. Aggarwal in person.



For the respondent: Sh. A.S. Azad, Executive Officer.

In this case, Sh. R.K. Aggarwal, vide RTI application dated 20.03.2012 addressed to respondent no. 1 had sought information on seven points on MIG Housing scheme floated by Ludhiana Improvement Trust during the last 20 years. 


Since no response had been received within a period of 30 days as envisaged in Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Sh. Aggarwal filed First Appeal before respondent no. 2, on 06.06.2012 and the Second Appeal had been preferred before the Commission, received in its office on 23.07.2012 and accordingly the notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for 22.08.2012 when this case was heard via video conferencing.   On the said date, the Executive Officer-PIO was directed to supply point-wise complete, correct and authenticated information to the appellant, free of cost, per registered post, with a week’s time. 


In a subsequent hearing dated 21.11.2012, a show cause notice was issued to the PIO since the requisite information had not been provided till then even despite the fact that the original application was filed as early as 20.03.2012.


In the earlier hearing dated 10.01.12013, it was observed that complete information had been provided to the applicant-appellant only on 09.01.2013 i.e. after a lapse of over nine months.    However, no reply to the show cause notice had been received from the respondent PIO who was afforded last opportunity to make the written submissions, if any, in the form of an affidavit and it was also made clear that any further delay in the matter would attract invocation of punitive and stringent provisions of the RTI Act, 2005.    Apart therefrom, compensation of Rs. 3,000/- (Rupees Three Thousand Only) had also been awarded in favour of the appellant Sh. RK Aggarwal.


Today, Sh. A.S. Azad, Executive Officer, Improvement Trust, Ludhiana submitted Memo. no. 762 dated 19.02.2013 addressed to Sh. R.K. Aggarwal annexing therewith demand draft no. 418632 dated 19.02.2013 for Rs. 3,000/- issued in favour of the appellant, drawn on IndusInd Bank Ltd. Ludhiana being amount of compensation awarded by the Commission vide order dated 10.01.2013.    Sh. Aggarwal also acknowledged receipt of the same. No penalty as to the delay is imposed in view of detailed submissions made by Shri A.S.Azad, PIO-cum-EO, Improvement Trust, Ludhiana in his affidavit dated 19.2.2013. 

As already noted in the order dated 10.01.2013, complete information to the satisfaction of the appellant already stands provided.


As such, the case is hereby ordered to be closed and disposed of. 









Sd/-
Chandigarh





     (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 20.02.2013



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Sanjeev Kumar

s/o Sh. Sant Ram,

Ward No. 15, Pacci Gali,

Dhuri

(Distt. Sangrur)

    

 
              …Complainant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Distt. Food, Civil Supplies &

Consumer Affairs Controller,

Sangrur.

2.
Public Information Officer,


O/o Director,


Department of Food, Civil Supplies & Consumer Affairs, Punjab,


Sector 17,


Chandigarh.


        
 

          …Respondents

CC- 2474/12

Order

Present:
None for the complainant.

For the respondents: S/Sh. Harjit Singh, Auditor; Arihant Jain, L.A. for respondent no. 1; and Ms. Argunjit Kaur,PCS, Jt. Director for respondent no. 2.


In this case, 
applicant, vide his RTI application dated 13.01.2012 addressed to the respondent, had sought copies of the documents submitted by BS Agro, Kanjlah district Sangrur, on the basis of which its capacity had been enhanced from one tone to 2.5 ton.  He had further sought copies of the action taken on the application of the firm. 



Since no information had been provided, the present complaint had been filed with the Commission, received in its office on 29.08.2012 and accordingly, notice was issued to both the parties for 18.10.2012 when Sh. Harjit Singh, Auditor had come present from the office of respondent no. 1 and submitted that no such document was available in their records.  Also, on the said date, respondent no. 2 was arrayed as a party and was directed to appear before the Commission on the next date fixed, along with the relevant records. 


Today, a phone call had been received in the office this morning from Sh. Sanjeev Kumar, the complainant, intimating that he was unable to attend the hearing today on account of ill-health.


S/Sh. Harjit Singh, Auditor; Arihant Jain, L.A. appearing on behalf of respondent no. 1 submitted that the DFSC had to attend a court case today and as such, he was unable to attend the hearing today.   Similarly, Ms. Hargunjit Kaur, appearing on behalf of respondent no. 2, stated that Sh. H.S. Grewal, Additional Director (Rice) is dealing with the matter and he too is busy in the court case along with the DFSC, Sangrur.  She however, stated that in all probability, the original documents for enhancement of capacity are submitted by the millers to the DFSC concerned who forwards the same to the controlling authority along with his comments and recommendations, if any, whereupon decision to enhance the capacity of a particular unit is taken.   


In the circumstances, one more opportunity is granted to the DFSC, Sangrur – Sh. A.S. Sarao; and Additional Director (Rice) – Sh. H.S. Grewal, Department of Food, Civil Supplies & Consumer Affairs, Punjab, Chandigarh to appear before the Commission on the next date fixed along with the relevant records pertaining to the information sought by the complainant, failing with penalty provisions of RTI Act,2005 shall have to be invoked. 

Complainant is also advised to intimate to the Commission the status of information provided by respondents.


Adjourned to 26.03.2013 at 11.00 AM.









Sd/-
Chandigarh





     (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 20.02.2013



State Information Commissioner

Copy to:

1.
Sh. H.S. Grewal,


Additional Director (Rice)


O/o Director,

Food, Civil Supplies & Consumer Affairs, Punjab, 

Chandigarh.

2.
Sh. A.S. Sarao,


District Food & Civil Supplies Controller,


Sangrur.


For compliance, as directed hereinabove. 









Sd/-
Chandigarh





     (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 20.02.2013



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Shri  Sajjan Singh s/o Sh. Sant Ram,

Vill. Rauwal, P.O. Dinanagar,

Tehsil  & Distt. Gurdaspur.                                   
          …Complainant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Punjab State Civil Supplies Corporation,

(PUNSUP), 

Gurdaspur.                                                   


 …Respondent

CC No. 2120/12

Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Sajjan Singh in person.



For the respondent: Sh. Kuldip Kumar, Sr. Asstt.


In the instant case, 
the complainant Shri Sajjan Singh had filed two RTI applications dated 18.12.2010 and 23.12.2010.  During the hearing dated 21.11.2012, it transpired that no information had been provided on his RTI application dated 23.12.2010, whereas he had received the information sought vide application dated 18.12.2010.  


Vide application dated 18.12.2010, he had sought copies of petty cash vouchers, attendance register, duration of posting at PUNSUP Centre, Pathankot pertaining to various officials who remained posted at Pathankot, for the period from April, 1974 to February, 1976.


Vide application dated 23.12.2010, Sh. Sajjan Singh had sought duration of posting at Pathankot Centre of PUNSUP, posts hold, pertaining to ten officials mentioned in his application including his personal one, for the period April 1974 to March, 1976.


Sh. Sajjan Singh had filed first appeal before the Managing Director, on 31.01.2011 whereupon vide Memo. no. 27525 dated 03.02.2011, respondent informed him that the first appeal lay only before the District Manager concerned.


Respondent, vide Memo. no. 10898-99 dated 24.02.2011 had expressed its inability to provide the information terming it to be very old and not traceable. 


In the last hearing dated 10.01.2013, it was recorded that delay of over two years had been caused in the matter and yet complete information on one of the applications was far from provided.    It was further observed that during most of the period of delay, Sh. Ajit Lal, Sr. Auditor had remained designated as the PIO.   Therefore, as per the provisions of Section 20(1) & Section 20(2) of the RTI Act, 2005, penalty to the tune of Rs. 10,000/- (Rupees Ten Thousand Only) was imposed on Sh. Ajit Lal, Sr. Auditor, PUNSUP, Gurdaspur which was directed to be deposited in the State Treasury within a month’s time. 


Sh. Kuldip Kumar, appearing on behalf of the respondent, tendered a copy of receipted challan whereby the amount of penalty being Rs. 10,000/- imposed by the Commission on the PIO vide order dated 10.01.2013 has been deposited in the State Treasury on 18.02.2013.  The same is taken on record.


Complete information available in the records, as per the application(s) of the complainant has already been provided to him.


Accordingly, the case is hereby ordered to be closed and disposed of. 









Sd/-
Chandigarh





     (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 20.02.2013



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Gurbax Singh,

40, Village Bholapur Jhabewal,

PO Ramgarh,

Distt. Ludhiana.
   

    

 
             …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o State Transport Commissioner, Punjab,

Jeevandeep Building,

Sector 17,

Chandigarh.




        
 
              …Respondent

CC- 421/13

Order

Present:
None for the complainant.



For the respondent: Sh. J.S. Brar, PIO


Vide application dated 24.09.2012 addressed to the respondent, Sh. Gurbax Singh sought a list of buses which were presented for passing before the MVI and the DTO at Jalandhar, Ludhiana, Amritsar and Ferozepur for plying under Kilometer Scheme of Punjab Roadways and PRTC indicating the bus number, date as also the date of issuance of fitness certificate .    


The present complaint has been filed with the Commission, received in its office on 10.01.2013.


Sh. J.S. Brar, PIO appeared personally and stated that the information sought by the applicant-complainant does not pertain to their office and as a matter of fact, relates to four different District Transport Officers in the State of Punjab and that accordingly, they have, vide Memo. 1494/24076 dated 27.09.2012 have already informed Sh. Gurbax Singh to obtain the requisite information by filing separate applications with the respective DTOs.  He further drew the attention of the Commission to the order of the Full Bench in CC No. 2903/11 passed on 13.01.2012 whereby a similar view has been taken by the Commission. 


At this juncture, it is pertinent to extract below the relevant part of Office Memorandum No. 10/2/2008-IR dated 12th June, 2008 issued by the Government of India, Ministry of Personnel, Public Grievances & Pensions, Department of Personnel & Training in Para 3(iii) which reads: -

“If a person makes an application to a public authority for information and no part of the information sought is available with it but is scattered with more than one other public authorities, the PIO should inform the applicant that information is not available with the public authority and that the applicant should make separate applications to the concerned public authorities for obtaining information from them”.


In view of the facts and circumstances enumerate above, the plea of the respondent PIO is  accepted and the complainant is advised to file separate applications before each public authority concerned with whom the relevant information is available, as has been communicated by the respondent. 


The case is hereby ordered to be closed and disposed of, in the light of the observations made hereinabove. 









Sd/-
Chandigarh





     (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 20.02.2013



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Gurbax Singh,

40, Village Bholapur Jhabewal,

PO Ramgarh,

Distt. Ludhiana.
 
    

 
             …Complainant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer,


O/o District Transport Officer,


Kapurthala.

2.
Motor Vehicle Inspector,

Kapurthala.


 
                      …Respondents

CC- 422/13

Order

Present:
None for the parties.


Vide application dated 12.04.2012 addressed to the respondent, Sh. Gurbax Singh sought the number of school buses, buses belonging to roadways, PRTC and buses of private companies and commercial trucks were fitted with speed governors with their respective registration numbers, model and the name and designation of the officer who had affixed the seals.  He further sought copies of certificate of fitness issued by the respondent.


The present complaint has been filed with the Commission, received in its office on 10.01.2013.


Today, neither the complainant nor the respondent is present.   A perusal of the case file suggests that the application for information has been addressed to the Motor Vehicle Inspector while he neither happens to be an APIO nor a PIO.    As such, it is imperative that the District Transport Officer, Kapurthala is also arrayed as a respondent who is directed to provide the requisite information to the complainant as per his application dated 12.04.2012 submitted to the MVI, Kapurthala.


Mrs Daljit Kaur, PIO-cum-District Transport Officer, Kapurthala is directed to depute the Motor Vehicle Inspector, Kapurthala along with relevant records for perusal of the Commission and to ascertain the requirement of the complainant. 

The complainant is also advised to intimate the status of the sought information to the Commission. 


Adjourned to 03.04.2013 at 11.00 AM.

Chandigarh



      (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 20.02.2013

State Information Commissioner

Copy to: 



Mrs Daljit Kaur


District Transport Officer,



Kapurthala. 



-For compliance. 

Sh. J.S. Brar,

Additional State Transport Commissioner, Punjab,

Chandigarh.

-To advise the D.T.O.  Kapurthala to depute MVI, Kapurthala to appear before the Commission on the next date fixed. 

Chandigarh



       (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 20.02.2013

State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Gurbax Singh,

40, Village Bholapur Jhabewal,

PO Ramgarh,

Distt. Ludhiana.   

    

 
             …Complainant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer,


O/o District Transport Officer,


Mansa.

2.
Motor Vehicle Inspector,

Mansa.


 
                      …Respondents

CC- 423/13

Order

Present:
None for the parties.


Vide application dated 16.04.2012 addressed to the respondent, Sh. Gurbax Singh sought the number of school buses, buses belonging to roadways, PRTC and buses of private companies and commercial trucks plying in the district were fitted with speed governors with their respective registration numbers, model and the name and designation of the officer who had affixed the seals, from 2011 onwards.  He further sought copies of certificate of fitness issued by the respondent.


The present complaint has been filed with the Commission, received in its office on 10.01.2013.


Today, neither the complainant nor the respondent is present.   A perusal of the case file suggests that the application for information has been addressed to the Motor Vehicle Inspector while he neither happens to be an APIO nor a PIO.    As such, it is imperative that the District Transport Officer, Mansa is also arrayed as a respondent who is directed to provide the requisite information to the complainant as per his application dated 12.04.2012 submitted to the MVI, Mansa.


On the next date fixed, the DTO, Mansa; and the Motor Vehicle Inspector, Mansa shall appear before the Commission on the next date fixed along with relevant records for perusal of the Commission and to ascertain the requirement of the complainant for information and desirability of invoking the penalty provisions of RTI Act,2005. 

Adjourned to 03.04.2013 at 11.00 AM.

Chandigarh




(B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 20.02.2013

State Information Commissioner

Copy to: 



Shri Karanbir Singh Chhina


District Transport Officer,



Mansa. 



-For compliance. 

Sh. J.S. Brar,

Additional State Transport Commissioner, Punjab,

Chandigarh.

To advise the D.T.O.  and MVI, Mansa to appear before the Commission on the next date fixed. 

Chandigarh




(B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 20.02.2013

State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Jasbir Singh,

39, Village Bholapur Jhabewal,

PO Ramgarh,

Distt. Ludhiana.

    

 
             …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o District Transport Officer,

Tarn Taran.



        
 
              …Respondent

CC- 424/13

Order

Present:
None for the parties.


Sh. Jasbir Singh, vide RTI application dated 01.10.2012 addressed to the respondent sought the following information: -

1.
A list of the unutilized / un-issued fancy numbers for registration of new vehicles for the last five years;

2.
Complete details of fancy registration numbers issued including details of auction(s) conducted and the bid amount, from 2011 onwards.


Vide Memo. no. 497 dated 01.11.2012, the respondent provided the information which was termed to be incomplete by Sh. Jasbir Singh vide his letter dated 16.11.2012 addressed to the respondent.


The present complaint has been filed with the Commission, received in its office on 10.01.2013.


Today neither the complainant nor the respondent is present.  However, Memo. no. 142 dated 18.02.2013 has been received from the respondent a copy whereof has been sent to Sh. Jasbir Singh, the applicant-complainant wherein information on point no. 1 is contained.   However, there is no mention regarding information on point no. 2.   As the communication is dated 18.02.2013, in all probability, the same must not have been received by the applicant-complainant ere now. 


Affording one more opportunity to the respondent to appear before the Commission on the next date fixed along with original relevant records so that the requirement of the complainant for information could be assessed.


Complainant is also advised to intimate the Commission the status of information provided by the respondent in view of the communication received from the respondent, as noted hereinabove. 


Adjourned to 03.04.2013 at 11.00 AM.

Chandigarh



        (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 20.02.2013

State Information Commissioner

Copy to:-
Shri Jaswant Singh 

District Transport Officer,

Tarn Taran.

-For compliance.

Chandigarh



        (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 20.02.2013

State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. J.S. Palial,

Village Palli, P.O. Bhater,

Tehsil Mukerian,

Distt. Hoshiarpur.

   

    

 
       …Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Director Rural Development & Panchayat, Punjab,

Vikas Bhawan,

Sector 62,

Mohali 

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Director Rural Development & Panchayat, Punjab,

Vikas Bhawan,

Sector 62,

Mohali.




        
 
…Respondents

AC- 160/13

Order

Present:
Appellant Sh. J.S. Palial in person.



For the respondent: Ms. Pushpa, Asstt. 

Vide RTI application dated 03.07.2012 addressed to the respondent, Sh. JS Palial sought information on six points pertaining to elections as Adhikrit Panch.


Respondent, vide communication no. 17447-48 dated 25.07.2012 declined the information being in the form questions.


First appeal before the First Appellate Authority was filed on 12.08.2012 which came to be disposed of by the First Appellate Authority vide order dated 05.10.2012 on the ground of the information having been provided by the PIO.  It is, however, noted that the applicant-appellant was not present when the said order was passed. 

 
Second Appeal has been preferred before the Commission, received in its office on 08.01.2013 stating that wrong information has been provided by the respondents. 


Perusal of the case file reveals that the respondent has pleaded that Section 87 of the Punjab Panchayati Raj Act, 1994 deals with the reservation pertaining to the post of Sarpanch, while a bare reading of Section 87(1) reveals that in fact, provides about safe custody of the records in the absence of a Sarpanch.   As such, it is but obvious that incorrect and wrong information has been passed on to the appellant on his application dated 03.07.2012.

In the circumstances, the PIO - Sh. Jaspal Singh, Deputy Director, Rural Development & Panchayat, Punjab, Vikas Bhawan, Sector 62, Mohali is directed to provide the appellant point-wise correct, complete, duly attested information, free of cost, per registered post within a fortnight, under intimation to the Commission.   On the next date fixed, a copy of the relevant postal receipt shall be presented before the Commission for its records. 


Sh. Palial, the appellant lamented that despite lapse of a period of over six months, correct information has not been provided by the respondent.    The approach of the respondent PIO is clearly irresponsible as the information has been apparently passed on to the applicant-appellant without verification of the facts.    Therefore, PIO - Sh. Jaspal Singh, Deputy Director, Rural Development & Panchayat, Punjab, Vikas Bhawan, Sector 62, Mohali is hereby issued a show cause notice as to why a penalty under Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005 @ Rs. 250/- per day subject to maximum of Rs. 25,000/- be not imposed on him till the information is furnished.  


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. 


PIO is further directed to ensure his personal presence on the next date fixed and make written submissions, if any, in response to the show cause notice, failing which further steps including initiation of disciplinary proceedings shall be taken, as per relevant provisions of the RTI Act, 2005.


Adjourned to 21.03.2013 at 11.00 AM.

Chandigarh





     (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 20.02.2013



State Information Commissioner

Copy to:

Sh. Jaspal Singh, 

Deputy Director, Rural Development & Panchayat, Punjab, 

Vikas Bhawan, 

Sector 62, 

Mohali.


For compliance, as directed hereinabove. 

Chandigarh





     (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 20.02.2013



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Harvinder Singh

s/o Sh. Ujagar Singh,

VPO Kheri Salabatpur,

Tehsil Chamkaur Sahib,

Distt. Ropar


   

    

 
       …Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Additional Deputy Commissioner (General),

Ropar. 

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Ropar. 




        
 
  …Respondents

AC- 162/13

Order

Present:
Appellant Sh. Harvinder Singh in person.

For the respondents: S/Sh. Saurabh Srivastava, System Administrator; and Gurinder Singh, clerk. 


Vide RTI application dated 08.12.2011, Sh. Harvinder Singh sought the following information: -

1.
A certified copy of instructions under which forms are being sold in Sukhmani Suvidha Centre, Rupnagar for obtaining certified copies;

2.
Whether forms available in the market can be used for obtaining certified copies?


Similarly, vide RTI application dated 13.08.2012, Sh. Harvinder Singh, referring to his registered communications dated 01.02.2012 and 16.07.2012 and further referring to communications dated 13.12.2011 and 18.01.2012 of the respondent, requested for providing the information on time.


Vide another RTI application dated 18.10.2012, Sh. Harvinder Singh, with reference to letter no. 888/Suvidha dated 05.10.2012 from the Deputy Commission-cum-Chairman, Suvidha Society, Rupnagar sought the following information: -

1.
How has the sale price of the forms through Suvidha Centre has been arrived at?

2.
Who is the competent authority to approve the sale of forms through the Suvidha Centre?

3.
What is the average daily income and expenditure of the Suvidha Centre?

4.
Are the accounts of Suvidha Centre subjected to audit?

5.
Is the Suvidha Centre working under the Punjab Govt. or is an undertaking of the Punjab Govt.?

6.
How is the staff in Suvidha Centre recruited?   How is their salary fixed?

7.
What is the average daily income of Suvidha Centre by sale of forms?


First appeal was disposed of by the Deputy Commissioner, Rupnagar vide order dated 12.12.2012.


Second Appeal has been filed with the Commission, received in its office on 08.01.2013.


While the respondents submitted that the requisite information on the applications of Sh. Harvinder Singh has been provided, the appellant submitted that the core issue(s) on which the information had been sought remain unanswered.  

As such, respondent PIO is afforded another opportunity to provide the appellant point-wise correct, complete, duly attested information, free of cost, per registered post within a period of 10 days, under intimation to the Commission.   On the next date fixed, a copy of the relevant postal receipt shall be presented before the Commission for its records. 

Shri Saurabh Srivastava, System Administrator Suvidha Kendra O/O Deputy Commissioner, Roopnagar shall be present on next date, with one spare set of provided information. 
Adjourned to 03.04.2013 at 11.00 AM.

Chandigarh





     (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 20.02.2013



State Information Commissioner

Copy to:


Shri Saurabh Srivastava



System Administrator, 



Suvidha Kendra,



O/O Deputy Commissioner,



Roopnagar. 



-For compliance. 

Chandigarh





     (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 20.02.2013



State Information Commissioner

