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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Ms. Anuradha, W/o Shri Shamsher Singh

Village Roni, Post Office Ranbirpura

Nabha Road, Patiala 

                                                                                                                                          --------Appellant 


            Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o ADGP Crimes Punjab Police

Sector 9A, Chandigarh

First Appellate Authority 

O/o DGP Punjab Police, Sector 9A,

Chandigarh 

Public Information Officer

O/o SSP, Patiala 

                                                                                                                              -------Respondent

Appeal  Case No. 1026 of 2016

Present :
 (i) None is present on behalf of the appellant


(ii) Sh. Prem Masih, ASI on behalf of the Respondent 
ORDER
Ms Anuradha  vide an RTI application dated 21.11.2013 addressed to PIO, O/o ADGP Crime, Punjab Police  sought information.

2.

Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, she had filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide application dated 13.12.2014 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal under Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 10.03.2016 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.

3.

Appellant is absent. She has sent an email stating that she is unable to attend today’s hearing. She further submitted that no information has been given by the respondent so far. The sorry state of affairs is that there has been no response after the transfer of both the applications under Section 6(3 ) by the office of AIG Crime, Punjab to the office of SSP Patiala, which shows that the PIO, O/o SSP, Patiala has no regard for the regime of the RTI Act.
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4.

 Since, the information is to be provided by the PIO, O/o SSP, Patiala .  I, therefore, order that PIO, O/o SSP Patiala is impleaded as a necessary party and is directed to furnish the requisite information as required by the appellant. 
5.

Since, there has been no response at all for the last almost three years, therefore, Sh. Gurmeet Singh Chauhan , SSP, Patiala is issued a show cause as to:-
(i)
Why supply of information as per RTI request sent to him has been delayed.

(ii)
Why penalty be not imposed upon him for not supplying the information within time as prescribed under RTI Act 2005.

(iii)
Why appellant should not be compensated for the harassment and financial loss suffered by her in getting the information. 

6.
Respondent-PIO is directed to provide complete information to the appellant before the next date of hearing. He should appear personally alongwith an affidavit in this regard before the next date of hearing. In case the Commission is not satisfied with the response of the respondent the above-said provisions will be invoked on the next date of hearing.

7.
To come up on 01.06.2016 (at 11.30 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.





Sd/-
Dated : 03.05.2016





         ( S.S. Channy)












Chief Information Commissioner
                        




   
          


   Punjab

Through registered post

CC: Sh. Gurmeet Singh Chauhan, SSP, Patiala 

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Raghunandan Bansal

Om Street Niowas, Deonghat,

Solan - 173211

                                                                                                                                          --------Appellant


            Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o SDM Jagraon

First Appellate Authority

O/o Deputy Director, Urban Local Bodies,

Ludhiana 

                                                                                                                              -------Respondent

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director Local Govt.,

Punjab

Appeal Case No. 1002 of 2016

Present :
 (i) Sh. Raghunandan Bansal, the appellant
(ii) Sh. Jawahar Sagar, AME and Sh. Sukhdev Singh SO on behalf of the respondent
ORDER
Sh. Raghunandan Bansal vide an RTI application dated 05.06.2015 addressed to PIO, O/o SDM Jagraon  sought information.

2.

Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he had filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide application dated 21.08.2015 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  under Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 09.03.2016 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.
3.

On deliberations it has been found that the information demanded by the information seeker pertains to the year 1995. The respondent who is appearing on behalf of Deputy Director with whom the application has been filed is an employee of the 
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Municipal Committee Jagraon. He submits that they have sent his case for approval to the Director Local Government as it is a case of payment and they need approval in this behalf. A copy of the correspondence made in this behalf in the year 1999 vide letter no. 10147 dated 20.12.1999 has been furnished during the hearing.  It is very strange to see that thereafter there has been no correspondence by way of reminder by the office of Deputy Director to find out as to what has happened to the case of the appellant. There has been no intimation in this regard even from the office of the Local Government so far as being stated by the  representative of the Municipal Committee. 
4.
Both the Deputy Director Ludhiana and Director Local Govt. , Punjab are impleaded as a necessary party and are directed to furnish action taken report on this letter. A copy of the same is being forwarded to their office alongwith this notice to file a proper response before the next date of hearing for the perusal of the Commission as well as the appellant. 
5.
To come up for 15.06.2016 (at 11.30 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties. Additional time is given to the respondent as it is an old case to enable the authorities to look into it and give a proper reply on the action taken on this letter. Both the parties are directed to cooperate with each other.




Sd/-
Dated : 03.05.2016





         ( S.S. Channy)











Chief Information Commissioner
                        




   
          


   Punjab
CC: 
1.
Deputy Director, Lical Bodies, Ludhaina 

2.           Director, Local Govt, Punjab Chandigarh for compliance and filling their  

response 

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Iqbal Singh Rasulpur, General Secretary, 

Universal Human Rights Org., 

VPO Rassulpur, Tehsil Jagraon, 

District Ludhiana

                                                                                                                                          --------Appellant



            Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o DGP, Home Sector 9,

Chandigarh 

First Appellate Authority 

O/o DGP, Home Sector 9,

Chandigarh 


                                                                                                                              -------Respondent

Appeal Case No. 1050 of 2016

Present :
 (i) None is present on behalf of the appellant


(ii) Sh. Hari Singh , Supdt on behalf of the respondent
ORDER
Sh. Iqbal Singh Rasulpur vide an RTI application dated 20.08.2015 addressed to PIO, O/o DGP Home  sought information.

2.

Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he had filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide application dated 23.10.2015  under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  under Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 11.03.2016 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.
3.

Appellant is absent. He has sent a letter that he is unable to appear in person due to some unavoidable circumstances. In this case appellant wants action against Sh. Gurinder Singh Bal, SHO Fatehgarh Sahib who is an employee of the Punjab Police. Necessary action which might have been taken against the said SHO be intimated before 
Contd…P-2

-2-

AC:1050 of 2016

the next date of hearing by the Crime Wing. The application has been transferred under Section 6(3) by the Law and Order Wing of the Punjab police. Respondent is directed to file formal reply before the next date of hearing with a copy to the appellant. 
4.

To come up on 01.06.2016 (at 11.30 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.



Sd/-

Dated : 03.05.2016





         ( S.S. Channy)











Chief Information Commissioner
                        




   
          


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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Iqbal Singh Rasulpur, General Secretary, 

Universal Human Rights Org., 

VPO Rassulpur, Tehsil Jagraon, 

District Ludhiana

                                                                                                                                          --------Appellant


                                                     Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o DGP Punjab Police 

Head Quarters, Sector 9,

Chandigarh 

First Appellate Authority 

O/o DGP Punjab Police

Head Quarters, Sector 9,

Chandigarh 

                                                                                                                              -------Respondent

Appeal  Case No. 1051 of 2016

Present :
 (i) None is present on behalf of the appellant
(ii) Sh. Sukhdev Singh, Sh. Harpreet Singh, HC and Sh. Prem Masih, ASI on behalf of the respondent

ORDER
Sh. Iqbal Singh Rasulpur vide an RTI application dated 29.08.2015 addressed to PIO, O/o DGP Punjab  sought information.

2.

Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he had filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide application dated 26.10.2015 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  under Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 11.03.2016 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.
3.

The perusal of the file shows that the appellant filed his RTI with the PIO, O/o DGP, Punjab on 29.08.2015. The same was transferred to PIO, O/o DIG (Crime) under section 6(3) of the RTI Act as the alleged incident took place in Chandigarh. 
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But Sh. Prem Masih, ASI states that they are forwarding the application to the office of SSP, Rural (Ludhiana) where the appellant resides. 
4.

The representative of the SSP Rural, Ludhiana has submitted vide letter dated 21.04.2016 stating that they have looked into the complaint deeply and found that the place of incident does not fall in their District. They have revert back to the Head quarter stating that the application alongwith the enclosures be sent to the concerned quarters.

5.

Now it has been found that the incident took place in the Punjab Civil Secretariat. The Punjab Police does not have any record in this regard, as stated by the representative of the respondent. However they will file a formal written response in this regard.  Appellant is absent. He has not informed the Commission about his absence for today’s hearing. 
6.

As the jurisdiction falls in the Union Territory, appellant is advised to seek the information from the concerned authorities of U.T. Chandigarh, if he so desires not from Punjab Police
7.

In view of the foregoing, no cause of action is left. The appeal filed by the appellant is, therefore, disposed of  and closed. Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 

Sd/-
Dated : 03.05.2016





         ( S.S. Channy)











Chief Information Commissioner
                        




   
          


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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Dharampal singh, r/o Dashmesh Nagar, 

Gali No. 1, Near Post Office Guniyana Mandi

Bathinda

                                                                                                                                          --------Appellant



            Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o SSP Vigilance Department, Bathinda

First Appellate Authority

O/o SSP Vigilence Department, Bathinda 


                                                                                                                              -------Respondent

Appeal Case No. 1058 of 2016

Present :
 (i) Sh. Dharampal Singh the appellant


(ii) Sh. Harwinder , ASI on behalf of the respondent
ORDER
Sh. Dharampal Singh vide an RTI application dated 06.01.2016 addressed to PIO, O/o SSP, Vigilence Bathinda  sought information.

2.

Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he had filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide application dated 16.02.2016 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal under Section 19(3) of the RTI Act 2005, which was received in the Commission on 11.03.2016 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.
3.

The relevant facts of the case are that the appellant submitted an RTI application dated 06.01.2016 to the PIO, O/o Senior Superintendent of Police, Vigilance Bureau, Punjab, Bathinda Range, Bathinda. He further submitted that the information has been sent to the appellant vide letter dated 24.02.2016, yet he is demanding copies of educational qualification certificates of third party, which is barred in terms of the order dated 03.10.2012 passed by the Hon’ble Supreme Court of India in SLP (Civil) no. 27734 of 2012 in the case titled “Girish Ramchandra Deshpande vs. Central Information Commr. & others which relates to personnel information the disclosure of which has no relationship to any public activity or interest.
4.
In view of the above judgment, I hold that there is no public interest involved in disclosure of purely personal information of a third party. Hence the appeal is dismissed. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.



Sd/-
Dated : 03.05.2016





         ( S.S. Channy)











Chief Information Commissioner
                        




   
          


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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Er. Darshan Singh Dhaliwal, 1732/6,
Mohalla Sujauriya,

Jagraon - 142026
….. Appellant

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

O/o DGP Punjab Police Headquarters
Sector -9, Chandigarh 
First Appellate Authority

O/o DGP Punjab Police Headquarters,
Sector 9, Chandigarh 
…..Respondent 

Appeal Case No. 1052 of 2016
Present :
 (i) None is present on behalf of the appellant


(ii) Sh. Hari Singh, Superintendent-cum-APIO on behalf of the respondent
ORDER
Sh. Darshan Singh vide an RTI application dated 07.09.2016 addressed to PIO, O/o DGP Punjab sought inform ation.

2.

Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he had filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide application dated 27.10.2015 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal under Section 19(3) of the RTI Act 2005, which was received in the Commission on 11.03.2016 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.
3.

The respondents are submitting detailed response dated 02.05.2016 which they intended to serve the appellant during the hearing. Since, he is not present nor there is any intimation from his side as to why he could not attend the proceedings. The respondents are still directed to send this information by way of registered post for the perusal of the appellant. 
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4.                   The appellant is advised to go through the same and after perusal he may point out the deficiencies in case he finds any. The authorities will also accordingly revert back.   It is made clear that in case the appellant does not appear on the next date of hearing , appropriate order in his absence shall be passed.
5.                To come up on 01.06.2016 (at 11.30 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.




Sd/-
Dated : 03.05.2016





         ( S.S. Channy)











Chief Information Commissioner
                        




   
          


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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Karamjeet Singh Bhullar.(9814337947)

Assistant Superintendent, District Courts,

Mansa 




                                                                      -------------Complainant








Vs. 





The Public Information Officer

o/o Superintendendt Modern Jail, 

Kapurthala .


.






                       -------------Respondent.
Complaint Case No. 536 of  2016
Present:-
Shri Karamjit Singh Bhullar, complaiant in person.

Shri Iqbal Singh, Deputy Superintendent Jail, Kapurthala on behalf  of  the respondent       
ORDER 



The complainant, Shri Karamjit Singh Bhullar, vide an application dated 28.01.2016 addressed to PIO O/o `Superintendent,  Modern Jail, Kapurthala had sought  information under the RTI Act.  

2.

The respondent did not supply the satisfactory information within 30 days to the complainant as mandatory under Section 7(1)  of RTI Act,2005. Therefore, the complainant filed a complaint with the Commission which was received on 08-03-2016 and finding sufficient   reasons to inquire into it under Section 18(1)(b) of the  RTI Act,  notice was issued to both the parties for hearing fixed for today.

3.

The respondent submits that requisite  information has been furnished to the complainant vide letter dated 27.04.2016.  The   complainant has received the information and is satisfied. 

                        In view of above the case filed in the Commission on 08-03-2016 is closed.   

                                                                                                                    
Sd/-
( S.S. Channy)

May,03,2016.     

 

  

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Karamjeet Singh Bhullar.(9814337947)

Assistant Superintendent, District Courts,

Mansa 




                                                                      -------------Complainant








Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Director General of Police,(Jails) Punjab, 

Chandigarh.
.


.






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

Complaint Case No. 535 of  2016
Present:-
Shri Karamjit Singh Bhullar, complaiant in person.

Shri Hardeep Singh, Senior Assistant, on behalf  of  the respondent           

ORDER 



The complainant, Shri Karamjit Singh Bhullar, vide an application dated 28.01.2016 addressed to PIO O/o Additional Director General of Police (Jails) had sought  information under the RTI Act. 

2.

The respondents did not supply the satisfactory information within 30 days to the complainant as mandatory under Section 7(1)  of RTI Act,2005. Therefore, the complainant filed a complaint with the Commission which was received on 08.03.2016 and finding sufficient   reasons to inquire into it under Section 18(1)(b) of the  RTI Act,  notice was issued to both the parties for hearing fixed for today.

3.

On deliberations, it has been found that the complainant wants to know whether any   charge-sheet, with regard to his alleged unauthorised  visit to Central Jail at Patiala,  was issued to him or not. The respondents submit that the charge-sheet dated 08.05.2015 was got delivered through special messenger (by hand) Shri Harjinder Singh, Warder and thereafter a reminder dated 16.06.2015 was also issued and served upon him through Shri Kashmir Singh 
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Warder.  The complainant submits that he has not   received these two documents. The respondents are conducting an   enquiry in this regard and   responsibility is also being   fixed up of the  concerned erring officials. They   will submit Inquiry Report   on the  next date of hearing. 

4.                   They will also make it clear as per   deliberations during the hearing that for want of service of charge-sheet to the complainant as to whether any   departmental action has  been initiated  or punishment  given to the complainant  till 01-01-2016. They will make a specific reference in this regard. With regard to Point No.III, they are directed to file a proper reply   with a copy to the complainant regarding status of his case.  

To come up on  01-06-2016 at 11.30 A.M.  for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to parties,  

Sd/-
                                                                                                         ( S.S. Channy)


May,03,2016.     

 

  

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Nirmal Singh S/o

Shri Harbans Singh r/o Village Madoke,

Amritsar-143109

                                                                      -------------Complainant 







Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o DIG Crimes, Punjab,

Chandigarh.








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

Complaint  Case No. 552 of  2016
Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.
Shri Gian Chand, ASI, Public Information Officer on behalf  of  the respondent.

ORDER 



The complainant, Shri Nirmal Singh  had sought  information under the RTI Act. vide his application dated 22.01.2016 addressed to PIO O/o  Deputy Inspector General of Police (Crimes).

2.

Having not received the requisite information from the   respondent within 30 days  as mandatory under Section 7(1)  of RTI Act,2005, the complainant filed a complaint with the Commission which was received on 09.03.2016 and finding sufficient   reasons to inquire into it under Section 18(1)(b) of the  RTI Act,  notice was issued to both the parties for hearing fixed for today.

3.

The respondent states that the requisite information has already  been supplied to the complainant vide letter dated 10-03-2016. During hearing, he also produced a copy of  letter dated 10-03-2016  which bears the receipt obtained from the complainant.



In view of above, the case filed in the Commission on 09-03-2016 is closed.

                                           
Sd/-
                                                                                                         ( S.S. Channy)


May,03,2016.     

 

  

Chief Information Commissioner
                                                                            Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Karamjeet Singh Bhullar,(9814337947)

Assistant Superintendent,

District Courts, Mansa. 

                                                                                                             -------------Complainant 







Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

O/o Superintendent Modern Jail,

Kapurthala.

.








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

Complaint  Case No. 533 of  2016
Present:-
Shri Karamjeet Singh Bhullar, Complainant in person.
Shri Iqbal Singh,Deputy Supdt. Jail, Kapurthala, Public  Information  Officer and Shri Amrik Singh, Assistant Supdt.Special Jail, Kapurthala on behalf  of  the respondent.

ORDER 



The complainant, Shri Karamjeet Singh Bhullar, vide an application dated 29.07.2015 addressed to the Superintendent, Modern Jail, Kapurthala. (Jails) had sought  information under the RTI Act. 

2.

The respondents did not supply the satisfactory information with in 30 days to the complainant as mandatory under Section 7(1)  of RTI Act,2005. Therefore, the complainant filed a complaint with the Commission which was received on 08.03.2016 and finding sufficient   reasons to inquire into the matter under Section 18(1)(b) of the  RTI Act,  notice was issued to both the parties for hearing fixed for today.



The respondents state that requisite information has already  been supplied to the complainant vide letter dated 02-09--2015. The complainant states that he has received  the requisite information except Point No.III. He states that he had handed over the document (lists
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of carge) on 15-12-2014 to Shri Jeevan Thakur.  The respondents are  directed that  the concerned record be got inspected by the complainant.  They are further directed that in case,  

the alleged lists of charge are available in the record, they will provide  a copy of the same to the complainant.  In case no such lists are available, they will give in writing that no such record  exists  in the office.

To come up on 01-06-2016 at 11.30  A.M.  Copies of the order be sent

to the parties.                                         
Sd/-
                                                                                                         ( S.S. Channy)


May,03,2016.     

 

  

Chief Information Commissioner,
                        




                                                      Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Karamjeet Singh Bhullar,(9814337947)

Assistant Superintendent,

District Courts, Mansa. 

                                                                                                             -------------Complainant 







Vs. 





The Public Information Officer

O/o Director General of Police ;(Jails) Punjab,

Chandigarh.

.








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

Complaint  Case No. 537 of  2016
Present:-
Shri Karamjeet Singh Bhullar, Complainant in person.
Shri Ranbir Singh, Junior Assistant and Shri Jaswinder Singh, Warder (Record Keepar) O/o ADGP Prisons, Punjab Chandigarh on behalf  of  the respondent.

ORDER 



The complainant, Shri Karamjit Singh Bhullar, vide an application dated 28.01.2016 addressed to PIO O/o Additional Director General of Police (Jails) had sought  information under the RTI Act. 

2.

The respondents did not supply the satisfactory information with in 30 days to the complainant as mandatory under Section 7(1)  of RTI Act,2005. Therefore, the complainant filed a complaint with the Commission which was received on 08.03.2016 and finding sufficient   reasons to inquire into it under Section 18(1)(b) of the  RTI Act,  notice was issued to both the parties for hearing fixed for today.



The information has been supplied to the  complainant by the respondents.  However, with regard to charge-sheet, they should specifically mention that  as to whether charge-sheet has been issued or not. Case filed  in the Commission  on 08-03-2016 is closed.                             

.                                          
sd/-
                                                                                                          (S.S.  Channy)


May,03,2016.     

 

  
Chief Information Commissioner Punjab
                        






   
          
 Punjab

