   STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Mohan Lal s/o Shri Hans Raj,

Villae: Sialba, Tehsil Kharar,

Distt. SAS Nagar (Mohali)










     Appellant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o GMADA, Mohali.






 Respondent

AC No.  382/2009

Present:
Shri Mohan Lal, appellant, in person.



Shri Balwinder Singh, Advocate, on behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

The appellant states that no information has been supplied by the PIO as well by the first appellate authority.  Action be taken against the PIO as per the RTI Act, 2005 for not supplying the information.

2.

It is directed that before the next date of hearing, complete information be supplied to the appellant as available on record.

3.

It is also directed that PIO will submit his written submission as to why the information has been delayed and why a penalty may not be imposed upon him and compensation awarded to the appellant for the detriment suffered by him.
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4.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 22-09-2009 at 10.00 A.M. in Court No.1 on the second floor of SCO No. 84-85, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.
5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-










Surinder Singh







State Information Commissioner









Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




Darbara Singh Kahlon

Dated:07-08-2009



State Information Commissioner



 


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri H.C.Arora, Advocate,

s/o Shri Sunder Dass,

H.No.2299, Sector 44C, Chandigarh.



    Appellant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Director General of Police,

Punjab, Police Headquarter,Sector-9, Chandigarh.


 Respondent

AC No. 343 /2009
Present:
Shri J.S.Rana, Advocate on behalf of appellant.



Shri Paramdeep Singh Sandhu, SP(IV)-cum-APIO, Shri 



V.K.Sharda, Superintendent and Shri Parshotam Kumar, 



Constable, on behalf of respondent.
ORDER



1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

Shri Paramdeep Singh Sandhu, S.P(Internal Vigilance)-cum-APIO states that the information cannot be supplied as per Section 8(1)(J) of the RTI Act, 2005 :-

“ Section:8(1)(j) – Information which relates to personal information the disclosure of which has not relationship to any public  activity or interest, or which would cause unwarranted invasion of the privacy of the individual unless the Central Public Information Officer or the State Public Information Officer or the appellate authority, as the case may be, is satisfied that the larger public interest justifies the disclosure of such information:



Provided that the information, which cannot be denied to the 



          Parliament or a State Legislature shall not be denied to any person.”
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3.

Ld. Counsel on behalf of appellant places on record a letter issued by the Central Information Commission in Appeal  No. CIC/WB/A/2007/01593, dated 12.12.2007.

4.

It is directed that Shri Paramdeep Singh Sandhu, SP(IV)-cum-APIO will submit his written submission on the next date of hearing and the decision will be taken after getting the written submission. One copy of the submission be supplied to the appellant also.

5.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 22-09-2009 at 10.00 A.M. in Court No.1 on the second floor of SCO No. 84-85, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.

6.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-










Surinder Singh







State Information Commissioner









Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




Darbara Singh Kahlon

Dated:07-08-2009



State Information Commissioner



 


      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Mohd. Rafi s/o Shri Lakhmir Khan,

Village:Chahar Majra, Tehsil Kharar,

Distt. SAS Nagar (Mohali).





      Complainant




  


Vs

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

Block Majri, Distt. SAS Nagar(Mohali).




 Respondent

CC No. 1740  /2009

Present:
Shri Mohd. Rafi, complainant, in person



Shri Gurminder Singh, Superintendent and Shri Surinderpal 



Singh, Panchayat Secretary, on behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The requisite information is handed over to the complainant in the court today in our presence.  The complainant is satisfied with the information supplied to him. The respondent pleads that since the information has been supplied and the complainant is satisfied, the case may be closed.

3.

Since the information stands provided, the case is disposed of.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 
Sd/-










Surinder Singh







State Information Commissioner









Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




Darbara Singh Kahlon

Dated:07-08-2009



State Information Commissioner

   STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Dr. Rajinder K.Singla,

c/o Mr.Jatinder Moudgil,

E.1/12, Punjab University, Chandigarh-14.


      Complainant




  


Vs
Public Information Officer,
O/o Director, Local Government, Punjab,

Juneja Building, Sector 17C, Chandigarh.



 Respondent
CC No. 1362 /2009
Present:
Dr. Rajinder K.Singla, complainant, in person.



Shri Jagbir Singh, Superintendent-cum-APIO, office of 



Improvement Trust, Ludhiana, on behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

Shri Jagbir Singh, Superintendent-cum-APIO office of Improvement Trust, Ludhiana, states that the letter written by the office of Director Local Government has not been received by the office at Ludhiana.  However, one photostat copy of the letter is handed over to the APIO in the court today in our presence. He further states that the information available on record will be supplied to the complainant. 

3.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 22-09-2009 at 10.00 A.M. in Court No.1 on the second floor of SCO No. 84-85, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-










Surinder Singh







State Information Commissioner









Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




Darbara Singh Kahlon

Dated:07-08-2009



State Information Commissioner



 



   STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shrimati Ritu Malhotra w/o

Dr. P.P.Malhotra, 26-A, Aggar Nagar, Ludhiana.

      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Improvement Trust, Ludhiana.




 Respondent

CC No. 1739 /2009

Present:
None is present on behalf of complainant.



Shri Jagbir Singh, Superintendent-cum-APIO,  on behalf of 



Respondent.


ORDER

1.

None is present on behalf of respondent. The respondent states that it will take at least one month to collect the requisite information from all quarters. He therefore pleads that the case may be adjourned for one month.

2.

Accordingly, the case is adjourned and fixed for further hearing on 22-09-2009 at 10.00 A.M. in Court No.1 on the second floor of SCO No. 84-85, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.

3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 





Sd/-










Surinder Singh







State Information Commissioner









Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




Darbara Singh Kahlon

Dated:07-08-2009



State Information Commissioner



 


 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Mahant Jitendar Dass,

c/o Mandir Doombhwala, Near Mohindra College,

Sanour Road, Patiala.         




                Appellant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Principal Secretary to Govt. Punjab,

Department  of Local Govt. Mini Secretariat Sector-9,

Chandigarh.








 Respondent

AC No. 413 /2009

Present:
None is present on behalf of appellant.



Shri Chanchal Singh Bal, Superintendent on behalf of 



respondent.

ORDER

1.

The respondent states that a similar case has been decided by the court of Shri P.K.Verma in CC No. 2052/2007 in which it was decided that insofar as the points for information concerning the whole of State are concerned, we find that  these are too vast and vague and the PIO of office of Local Government Department cannot be expected to depute whole of its manpower and resources for several months which it would take for collecting the information required from each and every Improvement Trust in the State. 

2.

The complainant is directed to apply to the concerned PIO of the Improvement Trust of which he requires information.  The respondent states that 
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The appellant has also been informed about this on 07.07.2009. It is directed that if the appellant wants any specific information he can file a new application with  each Improvement Trust in the State.

3.

The case is accordingly closed and disposed of.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-










Surinder Singh







State Information Commissioner









Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




Darbara Singh Kahlon

Dated:07-08-2009



State Information Commissioner



 


 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Kuldip Kumar Kaura,

5-C, Urban Estate, Phase-1,

Focal Point, Ludhiana.





      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Principal Secretary to Govt. Punjab,

Department  of Local Govt. Mini Secretariat, Sector-9,

Chandigarh.








 Respondent

CC No. 979 /2009

Present:
Shri Kuldip Kumar Kaura, Complainant in person.


None is present on behalf of the Respondent. 
1.

The complainant states that the information supplied to him is incomplete.  He further states that the department should supply the information as a whole and not in pieces. He also demands that the copies of degrees of remaining six junior engineers be supplied to him. He also brings to the notice of commission that he has not demanded information from the year 1990 but he has demanded the information from the year 1998 to 2008.

2.

It is directed that Shri Bhajan Singh, Under Secretary, Local Government-cum-PIO will file an affidavit as to why the information has not been supplied to the complainant. 

3.

We, therefore, call upon the Respondent-PIO (Shri Bhajan Singh, Under Secretary-cum-PIO ) to show cause why penalty be not imposed upon him 
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under Section 20(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 for delay in supplying the information. 

He is also directed to show cause why suitable compensation be not awarded to the complainant under Section 19(8) (b) of the RTI Act, for the detriment and loss suffered by him on account of delay in the supply of information.  The respondent is directed to file his affidavit showing cause as afore-mentioned within 15 days of the receipt of this order with a copy to the opposite party.

4.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 30-09-2009 at 10.00 A.M. in Room No. 4 on the second floor of SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.
5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-










Surinder Singh







State Information Commissioner









Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




Darbara Singh Kahlon

Dated:07-08-2009



State Information Commissioner



 


 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri R.C.Khurana,

449-M, New Generation Apartments,

Ambala-Kalka Road, Zirakpur-140603,

Distt. SAS Nagar (Mohali).





      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Municipal Council, Zirakpur,

Distt. SAS Nagar (Mohali).






 Respondent

CC No. 1328 /2009

Present:

Shri R.C.Khurana, complainant, in person.




Shri H.S.Sethi, Advocate,on behalf of respondent.


ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

Ld. Counsel on behalf of respondent places on record Vakalatnama signed by Shri Bhupal Singh, Superintendent-cum-PIO.

3.

Ld. Counsel on behalf of respondent supplies information along with one lay out plan (photocopy) attested by Assistant Municipal Engineer, Municipal Council, Zirakpur.  Photocopy is not legible.

4.

However,  the Commission takes a serious view that inspite of its orders dated 30.07.2009 in which it was directed that the Executive Officer, Municipal Council, Zirakpur and Chief Town Planner, Local Government
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 Department will attend the proceedings in person, both the officers have not 
attended the proceedings today.

5.

Ld. Counsel states that they have not received the orders dated 

30.07.2009 although copies have been endorsed to both the officers. He further states that the information as asked for by the complainant as available on record is ready with him.  One copy of the same is handed over to the complainant along with the copy of lay out plan.

6.

It is directed that on the next date of hearing Shri Sukhjinder Singh Sidhu, Executive Officer, Municipal Council, Zirakpur and Shri M.S.Aujla, Chief Town Planner, Local Government Department will attend the proceedings along with the original record relating to the instant case including lay out plan  and other correspondence made in this respect for the sanction of New Generation Apartments, Ambala Kalka Road, Zirakpur.

7.

However, the ld.counsel for the respondent pleads that there is no need to call for the officers in the instant case. However, the Commission desires that the presence of Shri M.S.Aujla, CTP and Shri Sukhjinder Singh Sidhu, EO is must under Section 18(3)(a) of the RTI Act, 2005. It is also made clear that if they did not attend the proceedings on the said date and time, action will be taken against them under Section 20(1)and (2).
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8.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 17-09-2009 at 10.00 A.M. in Court No. 1 on the second floor of SCO No. 84-85, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.
9.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties  and (i) to Shri Sukhjinder Singh Sidhu, Executive Officer, Municipal Council, Zirakpur and (ii) Shri M. S. Aujla, Chief Town Planner, Department of Local Government, Juneja Building, Sector 17C, Chandigarh, through registered post.
Sd/-










Surinder Singh







State Information Commissioner









Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




Darbara Singh Kahlon

Dated:07-08-2009



State Information Commissioner

   STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Surjit Singh,

House No. 26/334, Adarsh Colony, Patiala.


      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.




 Respondent

CC No.1738 /2009

Present:
None is present on behalf of complainant.



Shri Harish Bhagat, Legal Assistant-cum-Nodal APIO on behalf 


of Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Respondent states that the information has been supplied along with the noting portion of the instant case vide letter No. 144/MOED, dated 30.07.2009 sent through registered post on 03.08.2009.  He further states that the letter asked for by him has not been received in the Commissioner office, Ludhiana and no official/ officer has noted the said letter.

2.

Since the information stands provided, the case is disposed of.

3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-










Surinder Singh







State Information Commissioner









Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




Darbara Singh Kahlon

Dated:07-08-2009



State Information Commissioner 


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Chanchal Singh Bal,
H.No. 594, Sector: 11-B, 

Chandigarh.








Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Director, Local Government Punjab,

SCO No. 131-132, Juneja Building, 

Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.






 Respondent

CC - 1539/2009

Present:
Shri  Chanchal Singh Bal, Complainant, in person.

Shri Raghbir Singh, Superintendent and Shri Yashwant Singh, Senior Assistant, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The Complainant states that no information has been supplied to him so far. The Respondent states that the Complainant has been informed vide Memo.  No.2/16/2009-2 ;; 4/2122 dated 4.8.2009 and Memo. No. 2/17/2009-2 ;; 4$2123,  dated 4.8.2009 that information on certain points cannot be provided to him in the light of a letter dated 27.2.2008 of Government of India which has been circulated by Information Technology Department vide letter dated 17.06.2008. Regarding remaining points it has been informed that the concerned 
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file is under action and is with Local Government Minister and as and when the file is received back in the Branch, the information  will be supplied.
3.

Shri Yashwant Singh, Senior Assistant, states that the Complainant is in the possession  of some information relating to their file although no information has been officially supplied to him from them. He further states that the Complainant may be asked from where he has obtained this information and necessary action may be taken against him.  Accordingly, the Complainant is directed to explain on the next date of hearing  how this information has been obtained by him.
4.

The Respondent is directed to supply the remaining information to the Complainant before the next date of hearing.
5.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 22.09.2009 at 10.00 A.M. in Court No. 1 on the second floor of SCO No. 84-85, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.
6.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-



                                


       
          Surinder Singh


                       


  State Information Commissioner











Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




     Darbara Singh Kahlon

Dated: 07. 08. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Hitender Jain,

C/o Resurgence India,

903, Chander Nagar,

Civil Lines, Ludhiana – 141001.





Appellant






Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o PUDA, PUDA Bhawan,

Sector:62, Mohali.







 Respondent

AC - 372/2009

Present:
Shri  Hemant Goswami, on behalf of the Appellant.                 
Shri Chet Ram Ad.O and Smt. Jaswinder Nafra, Establishment Officer-cum-APIO , on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The Appellant makes  a written submission to the Commission indicating the deficiencies in the information supplied him, which is taken on record and one copy is handed over to the Respondent. It has been stated in the submission  that some information has been supplied to him vide letters dated 01.06.2009, 09.06.2009, 15.06.2009 and 26.06.2009 till the period upto 31.12.2008,  whereas his  demand is  for the information till the date of providing the information. 
3.

With mutual consent of both the parties, it is decided and directed
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 that the information be supplied to the Appellant till the period  upto 31.03.2009.
4.

The Respondent assures that the information will be supplied to the Appellant within a period of 10 days, with a copy to the Commission.  It is directed that the Appellant will go through the information, to be supplied to him by the Respondent, and will submit his observations/comments, if any, to the PIO with a copy to the Commission.  
4.

The case is fixed for confirmation of compliance of orders on 30.09.2009 at 10.00 A.M. in Room No. 4 on the first floor of SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh. 
5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-



                                


       
          Surinder Singh


                       


  State Information Commissioner











Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




     Darbara Singh Kahlon

Dated: 07. 08. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Parbhat Bansal,S/o Shri Bhagwan Dass,

Near Jindal Tent House, Gunami Gate,

Phirni Road, Sangrur – 148001.





Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Director, Local Government, Punjab,

SCO No. 131-132, Juneja Building, Sector:17-C, 

Chandigarh.








 Respondent

CC - 1381/2009

Present:
None is present on behalf of the  Complainant.
Shri Chanchal Singh Bal, Superintendent, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The Respondent states that the information, running into 6 pages,  has been supplied to the Complainant vide Memo. No. 4/21/09-2 ;; -2$1233,  dated 27.07.2009, with a copy to the Commission. He pleads that since the information has been supplied and nothing has been heard from the Complainant, the case may be closed. 
2.

Accordingly,    the case is disposed of. 

3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 






Sd/-



                                


       
          Surinder Singh


                       


  State Information Commissioner











Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




     Darbara Singh Kahlon

Dated: 07. 08. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Yogesh Dewan,

House No. 9-R, Model Town,

Ludhiana- 141002.






      
  Appellant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Director Local Government, Punjab,

Juneja Building, Sector-17, Chandigarh.




 Respondent

AC No. 96 /2009

Present:
None is present on behalf of Appellant.

Shri Chanchal Singh Bal, Superintendent,  on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER
1.

The case was last heard on 14.07.2009,  when a show-cause notice was issued to Shri  M. P. Arora, PCS, Deputy Director, Urban Local Bodies Amritsar(formerly Additional Secretary Local Governmentt-cum-PIO)  for imposing penalty upon him @ Rs. 250/- per day for the delay of 9 months in the supply of information and awarding compensation to the Appellant. 
2.

Shri M. P. Arora, PCS, has sent his written submission dated 5.8.2009 through fax alongwith  a copy of orders of his appointment as PIO. In the fax message he has stated that he has been deputed by Government of Punjab, Department of Local Government to visit Rajasthan, Karnataka and West 
Contd……p/2

AC No. 96 /2009



-2-
Bengal between 4th – 12th August, 2009 for studying the methodology to be adopted regarding implementation of Rent Control Reforms in the State of Punjab and he intends to leave Amritsar on 06.08.2009 and is thus unable to attend the proceedings in person on 07.08.2009.  As regards providing
information to the Appellant, he has submitted in his written submission as under:- 
“ That I am always for providing information to any applicant so much so that even if third party raises objections, I am generally in favour of providing information on the plea that all information has to be provided if  it is not against security/sovereignty of the Country. I am very clear that as per the Act all information which can be provided to the Parliament/Assembly, has to be given to the applicant and that no body can hide any information from the Parliament/Assembly, therefore, my mindset is always in favour of the applicant for providing him/her with expeditious information.”
3.

An affidavit was submitted by Shri Bhajan Singh, Under Secretary-cum-PIO on the last date of hearing i.e. 14.07.2009 in  which he has explained in detail the cause of delay in the supply of information and has pleaded that since the information, as available on record, has been supplied to the Appellant, the case may be closed. 
4.

In view of the fore-going, we arrive at the conclusion that the delay has not been caused intentionally, rather it is merely procedural. Therefore, no
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 penalty is ordered to be imposed upon Shri M. P. Arora, PCS, Deputy Director, Urban Local Bodies Amritsar(formerly Additional Secretary Local Government-cum-PIO)   and no compensation is awarded to the Appellant. 

5.

Since the information stands provided, the case is disposed of.

6.

Copies of the order be sent to all  the parties. 


Sd/-



                                


       
          Surinder Singh


                       


  State Information Commissioner










Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




     Darbara Singh Kahlon

Dated: 07. 08. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner 

CC:

1.
Shri M. P. Arora, PCS, Deputy Director, Urban Local Bodies  

                                 Amritsar


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Yogesh Dewan,

House No. 9-R, Model Town,

Ludhiana-141002.






                Appellant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Principal Secretary to Govt. Punjab,

Deptt. of Local Govt. Mini Sectt., Punjab,

Sector-9, Chandigarh.






 Respondent

AC No. 282 /2009

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Appellant. 
Shri Chanchal Singh  Bal, Superintendent, on behalf of the Respondent. 

ORDER
1.

The Respondent states that the requisite information is available with Improvement Trust Ludhiana and instructions have been issued to Executive Officer-cum-PIO, Improvement Trust,  Ludhiana vide Memo. No. 10/206/08-1LG-2/1242, dated 29.07.2009 with a copy to the Appellant. 
2.

The Respondent is directed to supply the requisite information to the Appellant with a period of 15 days after collecting the same from the Executive Officer-cum-PIO, Improvement Trust , Ludhiana. 
3.

The case is fixed for confirmation of compliance of orders on 

30.9.2009 at 10.00 A.M. in Room No. 4 on the first floor of SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector:17-C, Chandigarh.
4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 






Sd/-



                                


       
          Surinder Singh


                       


  State Information Commissioner










Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




     Darbara Singh Kahlon

Dated: 07. 08. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner 


