STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054







Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
COMPLAINT CASE NO. 599 of 2013
Date of decision 13.08.2013
Smt. Harinder Kaur (Sectional Officer)

Punjab Mandi Board, SCO No. 149-52,

Sector-17-C, Chandigarh. 



………………………….Complainant 

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner, 

Sangrur. 





……………..……………Respondent
Present: 
Smt. Harinder Kaur complainant in person. 

For the respondent: Smt. Saroj Rani,  ARO, office of Deputy Commissioner, Sangrur and Sh. Sukhwinder Verma, Naib Teshildar Longwal. 
ORDER

1.
Vide her application dated 18.06.2012 the information seeker has sought information on following 2 points:-

i.) The certified copies of the registered will dated 24.05.2001 on the basis of which mutation no. 9583/D dated 29.01.2003.

ii.) The certified copies of the registered will no. 4/3 dated 04.04.2001 on the basis of which mutation no. 10176/D have been sanctioned. 
On not getting the information, she filed a complaint in the Commission on 25.01.2013 under Section 18 of the RTI Act, 2005.

2.
Notice was issued to the parties for hearing on 12.03.2013  in the Commission. 
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3.
The complainant is present in the Commission and states that the complete information has been received from the PIO. The complainant tenders in writing that she is satisfied with the information and requests that the case may be disposed of. 
4.
The respondents are present in the Commission and state that the requisite information has been provided to the complainant and request that the case may be disposed of. 
5.
After hearing both the parties and going through the record available on file it is observed that the requisite information has been provided to the complainant. The complainant has given statement that she has received the complete information to her satisfaction. Now no further action is required in this case.  Therefore, the instant complaint case is closed and disposed of.

6.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 





  
Sd/- 
Chandigarh





   

(Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 13.08.2013.


                    
      State Information Commissioner 
       STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054
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COMPLAINT CASE No. 747 of 2013
Sh. Gurmeet Singh S/o Sh. Gurdyal Singh,

Village-Labal Khurd, Tehsil & Distt. Tarn-Taran,

P.O Labal Kalan , 84371-76561
 
    
  ………………………….Complainant 

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Food & Supply Controller,

Tarn-Taran.





…………..……………Respondent
Present: 
None for the complainant. 

For the respondent: Sh. Rakesh Kumar Singla, (89680-80998) DFSC ,  Sh. Navdeep Singh, Assistant Food and Supply officer, (98157-84884) and Sh. Gurpreet Singh, Inspector office of DFSC, Tarn Taran.

ORDER
1.
The complainant was neither present during last hearing nor he is present today. No intimation has been received from him about the reason of absence. 

2.
The answering respondent files reply to the show cause notice which is taken on record. He personally explains that the information was huge and was to be collected from respective centers of the district. He further states that an adjournment may be given to file additional submissions giving details of the case. 
3.
Accepting the plea of the respondent, the matter is adjourned for further hearing on 06.09.2013 at 2:00 P.M. 

4.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
Chandigarh





   

(Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 13.08.2013.


                    
      State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.
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Appeal Case No. 1074 of 2013
Date of decision 13.08.2013 

Sh. Bal Krishan 

(Retd. J.T. Pump Operator) 

Nagar Council, Sangrur. 

Mobile No. 98158-15937
   


    ……………………….Appellant 
Vs

1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Executive Officer, 

Nagar Council, Sangrur. 
2.
First Appellant Authority, 

O/o Regional Deputy Director, 

Local Government, Patiala.


 …..……………Respondents
Present: 
None for the appellant. 


For the respondent: Sh. Vijay Kumar Gupta, E.O-cum-PIO office of Nagar Council, Sangrur.

ORDER
1.
On his RTI application dated 28.12.2012 the appellant has sought information on following 2 points:-


i.) 
How many Pump Operators have been given pay scale of 140-300 ?

ii.)
How many Pump Operators have not been given pay scale of 140-300 ?

On not getting the information, first appeal was filed with First Appellate Authority on 27.02.2013 and then second appeal in the Commission on 07.05.2013 under Section 19 (1) of the RTI Act. 

2.
Notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 21.06.2013 in the Commission.
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3.
The appellant has not attended any of the three hearings conducted in the Commission. No intimation has been received from him about the reason of his absence.
4.
The respondent files reply to the show cause notice which is taken on record. Availing the opportunity of personal hearing the PIO states that after his joining at the present place of posting, the information has been provided vide letter dated 31.05.2013 to the appellant. He further submits that there is no malafide or intentional delay on his part for supplying the information to the appellant. In the end, he tenders unconditional apology to the Commission and requests that the show cause notice issued to him may please be withdrawn. 

5.
After hearing the respondent and going through the record available on file it is revealed that on filing the second appeal, show cause notice under Section 20(1) of the RTI Act was issued to the PIO-cum-Executive Officer Nagar Council, Sangrur on 21.06.2013. The PIO submitted his reply on 13.08.2013 and availed the opportunity of personal hearing to explain the facts of the case. After considering the written reply of the PIO and the explanation tendered by him the reasons of delay are found satisfactory. There appears to be no malafide or intentional delay in providing 
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information to the appellant. In this event, the SCN issued to the PIO Sh. Vijay Kumar Gupta is hereby discharged. The appellant has not attended the hearing of the Commission consecutively thrice. Nothing contrary to the response of the PIO has been heard from the appellant. In view of aforementioned, the appeal case is closed and disposed of. 

6.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 
 



Sd/-
Chandigarh




      
 
(Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 13.08.2013

         

      
State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054
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Appeal Case No. 1119 of 2013

Date of decision 13.08.2013 
Sh. Karandeep Singh Kairon,

President National RTI Activists Forum

7, Indira Market, Gill Road,

Ludhiana. Mob-09464100001.



……………………….Appellant 
Vs

1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Principal Secretary, Govt. of Punjab, 

Department of Personnel Chandigarh.

2.
First Appellant Authority, 

O/o Principal Secretary, Govt. of Punjab, 

Department of Personnel Chandigarh.

…..……………Respondents
Present: 
None on behalf of the appellant. 

For the respondent: Sh. Sham Lal, Senior Assistant IAS Branch, 

(94173-69787)

ORDER
1.
On his RTI application dated 10.01.2013 the appellant has sought information from the PIO office of the Principal Secretary, Govt. Of Punjab on following 2 points:-


i.) 
Please provide information on the total number of IAS and IPS officers posted in Punjab cadre who have not yet submitted annual property return till date.

ii.)
Please provide information on the names and designation of the officers who have not submitted annual property return.
On not getting the information, first appeal was filed with First Appellate Authority on 04.03.2013 and then second appeal in the Commission on 15.05.2013 under Section 19 (1) of the RTI Act. 
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2.
Notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 11.07.2013 in the Commission.
3.
The appellant neither attended the hearing on 11.07.2013 nor he is present today. No intimation has been received from him about the reason of his absence.
4.
The respondent states that the reply to the Notice of the Commission has already been submitted vide memo no. 19/08/13-IAS(2)/82762/1, dated 07.08.2013. Explaining the facts of the case, he further states that the RTI application dated 10.01.2013 was addressed to Principal Secretary Govt. of Punjab Chandigarh and since the department was not mentioned on the RTI application, the same inadvertently was received in the department of Local Govt. Branch-I on 13.02.2013. This RTI application was received from Local Govt. Branch-I by the I.A.S. Branch of Department of Personnel on 19.02.2013 and the information was provided to the appellant vide memo no. 19/08/13-IAS(2)/27795/1, dated 06.03.2013. In the end, he states that there is no malafide or intentional delay on the part of the PIO in providing the information to the appellant and requests that the case may be disposed of.
5.
After hearing the respondent and going through the record available on file it is ascertained that the information on the RTI application dated 10.01.2013 was provided to the information seeker by the PIO vide letter dated 06.03.2013. The PIO has received this application on 19.02.2013. The information to the appellant has been provided with in stipulated period. The delay in getting the information is attributed to the information 
Cont…..p3
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seeker who did not mention the department from whom he was seeking the information. The appellant has not attended the hearing of the Commission consecutively twice and nothing contrary has been heard from him. No further action is required in this case. Therefore, the instant appeal is hereby closed and disposed of.
6.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
Chandigarh





   

(Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 13.08.2013.


                    
      State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054
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COMPLAINT CASE NO. 1860 of 2013
Date of decision 13.08.2013 

Sh. Bipan Singla  

R/o # 1562, Sector-7,

Karnal (Haryana)-132001

Mob.-09416950062




……………………….Complainant 
Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Improvement Trust,

Ludhiana.





   ………..……………Respondent
Present: 
None on behalf of the complainant.  

For the respondent: Sh. Harmeet Singh, Clerk, office of Improvement Trust, Ludhiana. (95017-02263)

ORDER

1.
On his RTI application dated 05.09.2012 the information seeker has sought the information from the PIO office of Improvement Trust, Ludhiana about interest accrued on 11 demand drafts listed in the application for the period from 2006 to 2012. On not getting the complete information, he filed the complaint in the Commission on 10.05.2013 under Section 18 of the RTI Act, 2005. 
2.
Notice was issued to the parties for hearing on 11.07.2013 in the Commission. 

3.
The complainant neither attended the last hearing nor he is present in the Commission at today’s hearing. No intimation has been received from him about the reason of absence.
Cont…..p2
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4.
The respondent files written submissions detailing the facts of the case vide memo no. LIT/RTI/3400 dated 12.08.2013 in compliance with the order dated 11.07.2013 of the Commission, which is taken on record. The respondent explains that on the RTI application dated 05.09.2012 the information was provided timely vide memo no. LIT/RTI/7189 dated 15.10.2012 by registered post. The information seeker pointed out the deficiency on 30.10.2012 and the same were removed vide memo no. LIT/RTI /2781 dated 28.06.2013. He further states that now no more information is pending with the PIO office of Improvement Trust, Ludhiana. He also brings to the notice to the Commission that the unintentional delay has been caused because of the whole staff deputed for  Block Simiti and Zila Parsihad Election duty and also because there was no PIO posted during the period from February to March of 2013. In the end, he tenders an unconditional apology and requests that the case may be disposed of.

5.
 After hearing the respondent and going through the record available on file it is observed that the information was earlier provided by the PIO vide letter dated 15.10.2012. On pointing out the deficiency by the information seeker, the same was removed by the PIO vide letter dated 28.06.2013. The written submissions and facts narrated by the respondent indicate that though the delay has been caused in providing the information after removal of deficiency but it was neither malafide nor intentional. 
Cont…p3
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The complainant has not attended the hearing of the Commission consecutively twice nor he has submitted anything in writing contrary to the fact stated by the PIO. Notwithstanding the above, the PIO is hereby cautioned to be careful in future to ensure the RTI Act is implemented in letter and spirit. In view of aforementioned, the case is closed and disposed of.

6.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.










Sd/-
Chandigarh





   

(Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 13.08.2013.


                    
      State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.
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COMPLAINT CASE NO. 1866 of 2013 

Date of decision 13.08.2013

Sh. Sukhjeet Singh s/o Sh. Shankar Singh,  

R/o Gurdasnagal Colony,

Tehsil & District-Gurdaspur.



……………………….Complainant 
Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Assistant Executive Engineer,

Punjab State Power Corporation Ltd.,

Sub Division, Dhariwal,

District Gurdaspur.
 




   ………..……………Respondent
Present:
None for the complainant.

For the respondent: Sh. Dalbir Singh, Superintendent office of PIO.

ORDER 
1.
On his RTI application dated 02.05.2013 the information seeker has sought the information from the PIO office of Assistant Executive Engineer, Punjab State Power Corporation Ltd. Sub Division, Dhariwal, District Gurdaspur on 2 points pertaining to tubewell connection no. AP-19/455 of Khajan Singh S/o Harnam Singh of village Gurdas Nagal. On not getting the complete information, he filed the complaint in the Commission on 10.05.2013 under Section 18 of the RTI Act, 2005. 

2.
Notice was issued to the parties for hearing through video conference on 11.07.2013 and thereafter hearing was held in the Commission at Chandigarh. 

3.
The complainant was neither present during the last hearing nor he is present today. No intimation has been received from him about the reason of absence. 
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4.
The respondent files reply to the Notice of the Commission vide memo no. 1034 dated 12.08.2013 which is taken on record. The respondent states that the sought for information is third party information and the third party was written vide memo no. 428 dated 08.03.2013 to give his consent for providing the information. He further states that the concerned party Sh. Khajan Singh S/o Harnam Singh did not give the consent to part with  information on his tubewell connection on account of litigation in a Court case with the information seeker and accordingly, the information seeker was intimated vide memo no. 441 -42 dated 11.03.2013    that the information cannot be provided to him as it pertains to third party who has not given the consent.  

5.
After hearing the facts of the case as explained by the respondent and going through the record available on file it is observed that the RTI application was dated 08.02.2013 and the information pertained to the third party who was written by the PIO for seeking the consent. The third party in question declined to give the consent and the PIO intimated to the information seeker vide memo dated 11.03.2013 that the information cannot be given as the consent to part with the information was not accorded by the party concerned. The complainant has not attended the hearing of the Commission consecutively twice. Nothing contrary to the facts stated by the PIO has been received from the complainant. In view of aforementioned, the case is closed and disposed of.

6.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.











Sd/-

 

Chandigarh





   

 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 13.08.2013.


                    
         State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.
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COMPLAINT CASE NO. 1872 of 2013
Nav Kiran Kaur

R/o Village Gogoani, 

P.O. Khosa Dall Singh, Tehsil Zira,

District Ferozepur. 





……………………….Complainant 
Vs

(Regd. Post)

1. Public Information Officer,

O/o Principal Government BIS

Hardasa School, Tehsil Zira,

District Ferozepur. 

2.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Chairman, BIS Gagra(Koti-isse-Khan)


Moga.






   ………..……………Respondent

___________________________________________________

CC:
District Education officer, (SE)





(Regd. Post)

Ferozepur.

Present:
Nav Kiran Kaur complainant in person.(88722-98100)
None for the respondent.
ORDER 
1.
None for the respondent is present in the Commission at today’s hearing. No intimation has been received from him about the reason of absence. The DEO (SE), Ferozepur is hereby directed to ensure the presence of the PIO office of Principal Government BIS Hardasa School, Tehsil Zira, District Ferozepur and PIO office of  Chairman, BIS Gagra(Koti-isse-Khan) Moga at next date of hearing. The DEO(SE) is further directed to be present personally at the next hearing of the Commission.

2.
 The matter to come up for hearing now on 16.09.2013 at 2:00 PM.

 3.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties by registered post.











Sd/-
Chandigarh





   

 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 13.08.2013.


                    
         State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054
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COMPLAINT CASE NO. 1880 of 2013

Date of decision 13.08.2013
Sh. Harjit Singh S/o Sh. Joginder SIngh,  

R/o Near High School & Water Tank, 

Patti Bhamu, Village Sheron,

Tehsil Sunam, Distt-Sangrur.


……………………….Complainant 
Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Tehsildar Sunam,

Distt.Sangrur.




   ………..……………Respondent
Present: 
None for the complainant.

For the respondent: Narinder Kumar, APIO-cum-Naib Tehsildar Sub Tehisl Cheema District Sangrur. 
ORDER

1.
On his RTI application dated 25.03.2013 the information seeker has sought the information from the PIO office of Tehsildar, Sunam  regarding Zambandis of village Sheron for the period from 1959-60 till date. On not getting the information, he filed the complaint in the Commission on 14.05.2013 under Section 18 of the RTI Act, 2005. 

2.
Notice was issued to the parties for hearing on 11.07.2013 in the Commission. 

3.
The complainant has not attend any of the hearings conducted by the Commission. No intimation has been received from him about the reason of absence.

4.
The respondent is present in the Commission and files reply to the Notice of the Commission vide endorsement no. 263/Reader-2 dated 22.07.2013, which is taken on record, explaining the facts of the case. He brings to the notice of the Commission that 
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the information seeker has sought copy of zamabandis for the year 1960-61, 1970-71, 1980-81 and 2010-11 of village Sheron of Sunam Tehsil. He further points out that there is stipulated fee of Rs.20/- per page for copies of Zambandi and the information seeker has to pay requisite fee for getting the said information. The copy of letter detailing the facts has been addressed to the information seeker. In the end, the respondent  requests that since there is separate procedure for obtaining the information qua copies of Zambandi, the complainant may be asked to follow the procedure and that the instant case may be disposed of.

5.
After hearing the respondent and going through the record available on file it is observed that the information seeker has circumvented the procedure of obtaining the copies of Zamabandi by resorting to the shelter under RTI Act. The complainant has not attended any of the hearings conducted by the Commission. Even the notice sent to him by the Commission was received undelivered with the comments that no person by name of Harjit Singh S/o Joginder Singh resides in the village. The complainant is advised to seek the copy of Zamabndis by paying stipulated fee in the concerned office, if he so desires. The instant complaint is devoid of merit. In view of aforementioned, this complaint case is hereby closed and disposed of.
6.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
Chandigarh





   

(Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 13.08.2013.


                    
      State Information Commissioner 
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054
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COMPLAINT CASE NO. 1893 of 2013 

Date of decision 13.08.2013

Sh. Ravinder Kumar S/o Sh. Krishan Lal,  

Godiaya press #1990,

Sh. Mukatsar Sahib. 

Mob-09592213456.




      ……………………….Complainant 
Vs


Public Information Officer,

O/o Secretary, S.S.S.Board, Punjab,

Forest Complex, Secto-68, S.A.S. Nagar, Mohali.
 ………..……………Respondent
Present: 
None for the complainant.

For the respondent: Sh. Joginder Singh, Senior Assistant  office of S.S.S. Board, Punjab.  
 ORDER
1.
On his RTI application dated 05.07.2012 the information seeker has sought the information from the PIO office Secretary S.S.S. Board, Punjab on 6 points pertaining to advertisement no. 5 of 2011 whereby applications were invited from 27.09.2011 to 16.10.2011.  On not getting the information, he filed the complaint in the Commission on 08.05.2013 under Section 18 of the RTI Act, 2005. 

2.
Notice was issued to the parties for hearing on 11.07.2013 in the Commission. 

3.
The complainant neither attended the last hearing on 11.07.2013 nor he is present at today’s hearing. No intimation has been received from him about the reason of absence.
Cont….p2
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4.
The respondent states that the reply to the Notice of the Commission has already been given vide memo no. 2/20/13-CA 4/1615 dated 17.06.2013. He further states that the requisite information has been provided to the information seeker vide letter dated 17.06.2013 and that the original RTI application of the complainant was not received in the office of PIO. After receiving Notice of the Commission, the requisite information has been provided to the information seeker and now no more information is pending with the PIO. In the end, he requests that the case may be disposed of. 

5.
After hearing the respondent and going through the record available on file it is ascertained that the original RTI application dated 05.07.2012 was not received by the PIO. After receiving the notice of the Commission the PIO provided the requisite information to the information seeker vide endorsement no.  2/20/13-CA 4/1616 dated 17.06.2013. The complainant has not attended any of the hearings conducted by the Commission. Nothing contrary to the facts stated by the respondent has been heard in writing from the complainant entailing thereby that the complainant does not want to peruse the case further after receiving the information. In view of aforementioned, the case is closed and disposed of. 
6.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
Chandigarh





   

(Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 13.08.2013.


                    
      State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.
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COMPLAINT CASE NO. 1900 of 2013 

Date of decision 13.08.2013

Dr. Krishan Thakur

R/o # 2352, Gali Fire Brigade, Opp SBI

Mahan Singh Gate, Amritsar-143006.


……………………….Complainant 
Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Commissioner of Police,

Amritsar.






   ………..……………Respondent
Present:
None for the complainant.
For the respondent: Sh. Bikram Singh, ASI, Police Station Civil Lines and Sh. Suriner Singh, Head Constable, office of Deputy Commissioner of Police, Amritsar.

ORDER 
1.
On his RTI application dated 08.04.2013 the information seeker has sought the information from the PIO office Commissioner of Police, Amritsar on 6 points pertaining to FIR no. 361 dated 12.08.2012.  On not satisfied with the response of the PIO, he filed the complaint in the Commission on 20.05.2013 under Section 18 of the RTI Act, 2005. 

2.
Notice was issued to the parties for hearing on 11.07.2013 through video conference and thereafter in the Commission. 

3.
The complainant did not attend the hearing through video conference and sent a an e-mail request received in the Commission at diary no. 15904 dated 09.07.2013 intimating that he is not interested to peruse his case through video conference and that 
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suitable date  at Chandigarh may be given. During the hearing on 13.08.2013 in the Commission at Chandigarh also the complainant did not attend the hearing. However, he sent another e-mail received in the Commission at diary no. 18656 dated 13.08.2013 indicating that information regarding point no. 6 has not been given to him till date.

4.
The respondents are present in the Commission and state that reply to the Notice of the Commission has already been given vide letter no. 3679/CPC dated 03.07.2013. Narrating the facts of the case they state that the complete information has been provided to Sh. Krishan Thakur/complainant. They further clarify that as far as information on point no. 6 is concerned, the Jimni/ cancellation report dated 27.03.2013 has been submitted in the Court of Chief Judicial Magistrate, Amritsar in case no.361 dated 12.08.2012 and the information seeker can seek the information from the said Court.  In the end, they requests that the case may be disposed of.

5.
After hearing the respondent and going through the record available on file it is observed that on the RTI application dated 09.04.2013, the information seeker was intimated vide letter no. 3048/CPC dated 06.05.2013 that the investigation in the case is in progress and that the information cannot be given at the stage. Subsequently, the requisite information was provided to the complainant vide letter no. 3679/CPC dated 03.07.2013. The complainant has mentioned in his e-mail submission that information on point no.6 has not been provided to him. The contention of the respondent that the 
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record qua jimni/cancellation of report has been submitted in the Court of Chief Judicial Magistrate, Amritsar and the complainant may seek information on point no.6 from the said Court is tenable. In the given circumstances the complainant may   seek the copies of jimni/cancellation report from the Court of Chief Judicial Magistrate, Amritsar, after following the procedure for obtaining the same, if he so desires. No further action is required in this case now. In view of aforementioned, the instant complaint case is closed and disposed of.
 6.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.





  
Sd/-
Chandigarh





   

 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 13.08.2013.


                    
         State Information Commissioner 

