STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Arvind Sharma,

114-E, SBS Nagar,

Pakhowal Road,

Ludhiana.

 …………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Executive Officer,

Improvement Trust,

Feroze Gandhi Market,

Ludhiana.

First Appellate Authority,

O/o Executive Officer,

Improvement Trust,

Feroze Gandhi Market,

Ludhiana.

………………………………..Respondent

AC No. 450 of 2011

Present:
(i) Sh. Arvind Sharma, the Appellant.


(ii) Sh. Karanjit Singh, Accountant-cum-APIO on behalf of the Respondent. 
ORDER

Heard
2.
Appellant states that information has not been provided to him within the stipulated time as prescribed under the RTI Act 2005, so he has to approach the Commission to get the information. The First Appellate Authority has also not taken any action against his first appeal.
3.
In view of the foregoing, Respondent is directed to show 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 him in getting the information. 

4.
PIO, O/o Executive Officer, Improvement Trust, Ludhiana is directed to file an affidavit in this regard before the next date of hearing. PIO is also directed to supply complete information to the Appellant before the next date of hearing.

5.
Adjourned to 04.08.2011 (10.00 AM)) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 12th July, 2011

                    State Information Commissioner
 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Rohit Sabharwal,

Kundan Bhawan, 

126, Model Town,

Ludhiana.


 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation,

Zone-D, Ludhiana.

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1381 of 2011

Present:
(i) Sh. Rohit Sabharwal, the Complainant

(ii) Sh. Harish Bhagat, APIO on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER

Heard
2.
Respondent states that the sought for information has already been provided to the Complainant. Complainant states that he has received the same and is satisfied.

3.
In view of the above, no further cause of action is left and the case is disposed of and closed. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 12th July, 2011

                    State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Rohit Sabharwal, President,

Kundan Bhawan, 126,

Model Gram, Ludhiana.

 …………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o District Education Officer (EE),
Ludhiana.

………………………………..Respondent

AC No. 452 of 2011

Present:
(i) Sh. Rohit Sabarwal, the Appellant

(ii) Sh. Rajesh Thakral, Clerk O/o DGSE, Punjab on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER

Heard
2.
Sh. Rajesh Thakral, Clerk appearing on behalf of the Respondent, states that information is to be provided by the District Education Officer (EE), Ludhiana. Since, the information is to be provided by the PIO, O/o District Education Officer (EE), Ludhiana.  3.
I, therefore, order that PIO, O/o District Education Officer (EE), Ludhiana may be impleaded as Respondent. I further direct that PIO, O/o District Education Officer (EE), Ludhiana should supply the information to the Appellant before the next date of hearing.

4.
Adjourned to 04.08.2011 (10.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

 
Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 12th July, 2011

                    State Information Commissioner
CC:-
PIO O/o Secretary, School Education, Govt., of Punjab, Mini Secretariat, R.No.523, 5th Floor,    Sector-9, Chandigarh.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Rohit Sabharwal,

Kundan Bhawan,

126, Model Gram,

Ludhiana-Punjab.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana.

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1174 of 2011

Present:
(i) Sh. Rohit Sabharwal, the Complainant

(ii) Sh. Harish Bhagat, APIO on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER

Heard
2.
Complainant states that he has received the sought for information and is satisfied but the information has not been provided to him within stipulated time as prescribed under the RTI Act 2005.  On the last hearing dated 24.05.2011, Sh. Hemant Batra, MTP O/o Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana was directed to show cause. In today’s hearing, Sh. Hemant Batra, MTP O/o Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana has filed his written reply in response to the order showing case. I have carefully considered, the submission contained in the written reply and I have also looked into all the facts and circumstances of the case. I do not find any substance in request for the imposition of penalty. However there are glaring systemic deficiencies in the office of Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana. Appropriate mechanism has not been provided to keep the record properly by the public authority due to which the information / request under RTI Act, 2005 are not being served properly. I am of the considered view that instead of penalizing the PIO, it would be in the fitness of thing that public authority be ordered to compensate the Complainant on account of expenditure incurred by him in attending hearings in the Commission.

3.
In the facts and circumstances of the case, I award a sum of Rs. 2500/- (Rs. Two Thousand and Five Hundred only)  to the Complainant. The compensation shall be paid by the Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana i.e. the Public Authority within 15 days from the 
Contd…P-2

-2-

receipt of this order under intimation to the Commission. It is clarified that the amount of compensation is to be paid by the public authority i.e Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana and not by the PIO.

4.
To come up for confirmation and compliance on 04.08.2011 (10.00AM). Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 12th July, 2011

                    State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Jasbir Singh,

Vill:Bholapur,

Jhabewal, P.O:Ramgarh,

Chandigarh Road,

Ludhiana.

 …………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Sub Divisional Magistrate,

Phillaur, Distt-Jalandhar,

First Appellate Authority,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Jalandhar.

………………………………..Respondent

AC No. 252 of 2011

Present:
Nemo for the parties
ORDER

During the hearing dated 12.05.2011, Respondent- PIO, O/o SDM, Phillaur was directed to provide the information within 15 days. Appellant has informed vide his letter dated 08.07.2011 that he has not received the information inspite the order of the Commission.

2.
In view of the foregoing, PIO, Sub Divisional Magistrate, Phillaur, Distt-Jalandhar is directed to 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 Complainant should not be compensated for the harassment and financial loss suffered by him in getting the information. 

3.
PIO, O/o Sub Divisional Magistrate, Phillaur, Distt-Jalandhar is directed to file an affidavit in this regard before the next date of hearing. PIO O/o Sub Divisional Magistrate, Phillaur, Distt-Jalandhar is also directed to supply complete information to the Appellant before the next date of hearing.
Contd…P-2

-2-
4.
Adjourned to 04.08.2011 (10.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties through registered post.

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 12th July, 2011

                    State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Usha Rani,

# 825, SSST Nagar,

Rajpura Road, Patiala-147003.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation,

Patiala.

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 848 of 2011

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

(ii) Sh. Jasdeep Singh, Jr. Assistant on behalf of the Respondent. 
ORDER

Heard
2.
On the last date of hearing i.e. 12.05.2011, Respondent was directed to allow the Complainant to inspect the record. Today, Respondent states that Complainant has visited their office and all the old record has been shown to her.

3.
In view of the above, statement given by the Respondent the case is disposed of and closed. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 12th July, 2011

                    State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Rajeev Salvaan,

H.No.3041/1,

Sector-71, Mohali.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Executive Officer

Municipal Committee,

Kharar, Distt. SAS Nagar.

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 822 of 2011

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

(ii) Sh. Baldev Raj Verma, Assistant Municipal Engineer on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER

Heard
2.
Sh. Baldev Raj Verma, Assistant Municipal Engineer appearing on behalf of the Respondent has filed his written reply in response to the order showing cause. The reply submitted by the Respondent is found satisfactory, the show cause notice is, hereby, dropped.  Complainant is absent. He does not want to pursue his case, as information has been supplied to him and he is satisfied with the information supplied to him.

3.
In view of the request of the Complainant, the case is, therefore, disposed of and closed.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 12th July, 2011

                    State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Dr. Tarlochan Singh Bhatia,

850, Urban Estate, Phase-II,

Focal Point, PO Ludhiana – 141 010

 …………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana

First Appellate Authority

O/o Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana  

………………………………..Respondent

AC No. 241 of 2011

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

(ii) Sh. Harish Bhagat, APIO on behalf of the Respondent 
ORDER

Heard
2.
Appellant has sent a letter that he has received the information and is satisfied. 

3.
In view of the above, no further cause of action is left and the complaint is closed and disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 12th July, 2011

                    State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Harminder Singh Ghambir,

# 41, Joshi Colony,

Lawarence Road, Amritsar.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

1. Public Information Officer 

O/o Principal Secy.,

Personnel, Punjab, (PCS-wing),

Chandigarh.

2. Public Information Officer

Punjab Public Service Commission

Bardari Garden, P.B. No. 39, 

Patiala – 147 001

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 739 of 2011

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

(ii) Smt. Santosh Sharma, Sr. Assistant on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER

Heard
2.
Respondent states that information has already been supplied to the Complainant. Complainant is absent. He has informed the Commission telephonically that due to some urgent work he is unable to attend today’s hearing and wants another date. Complainant is advised to go through the information and point out deficiency, if any, in the information provided to him to the Respondent within one week.

3.
Adjourned to 04.08.2011 (10.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 12th July, 2011

                    State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Tilak Raj,

S/o Sh. Rattan Chand,

R/o Vill-Khurdwar (Ram Colony),

P.O.Sujanpur, Tehsil-Pathankot,

Distt-Gurdaspur.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o C.D.P.O,

Sujanpur, Pathankot.

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 719 of 2011

Present:
Nemo for the parties 
ORDER

During the hearing dated, 10.05.2011 Complainant was advised to point out deficiencies to the Respondent but he has failed to do so. Today, neither the Complainant nor the Respondent is present. Complainant has not informed the Commission about his absence for today’s hearing. However, Complainant is not present, it is not appropriate to prolong this matter any further. The case is, therefore, disposed of and closed. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 12th July, 2011

                    State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Dinesh Chadda,

VPO-Barwa, Distt-Ropar,

Pin-140117.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Director,

Industries and Commerce of Punjab. 

Chandigah.

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 717 of 2011

Present:
(i) Sh. Dinesh Chadda, the Complainant 

(ii) Smt. Pushpa Devi, APIO on behalf of the Respondent 
ORDER

Heard
2.
Today, Smt. Pushpa Devi, APIO has submitted an affidavit stating that information sought by the Complainant is not available in their record of the last three years. It is observed that Complainant has provided some of the information regarding trust to the Respondent but no efforts has been made by the Respondent to trace the record. Respondent is directed to collect the information from the concerned trust and provide it to the Complainant before the next date of hearing failing which action under Section 20 of RTI Act will be initiated.

3.
Adjourned to 05.08.2011 (10.00 AM)) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 12th July, 2011

                    State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. S.C. Ralhan,

E-184, Phase IV, Focal Point,

Ludhiana-141 010

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Commissioner 
 Municipal Corporation

Mata Rani Chowk,

Ludhiana

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 676 of 2011

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

(ii) Sh. Harish Bhagat, APIO on behalf of the Respondent 
ORDER

Heard
2.
In the hearing dated 10.05.2011, Respondent was directed to provide the copy of the estimate for the repair/construction of the road in front of shed E- 184 and also to supply copy of resolution passed by Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana for the repair of roads of focal point during the last five years. Sh. Harish Bhagat, APIO appearing on behalf of the Respondent states that this information is to be provided by Sh. Karamjit Singh, XEN (B&R), Zone-B, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana  who has already been directed to provide the information. It is observed that APIO (B&R), Zone B, M.C.,Ludhiana has furnished reply to the Complainant with a copy to the commission but no information has been provided regarding estimate for the repair of roads. Complainant is absent.  Sh. Karamjit Singh, XEN (B&R), Zone-B, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana is directed to furnish the complete reply and he should also be present personally on the next date of hearing.
3.
Adjourned to 04.08.2011 (10.00 AM)) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 12th July, 2011

                    State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Ashu Mittal, Advocate 

S/o Sh. Khazanchi Lal, Chamber No. 2

District Courts, Faridkot

 …………………………….Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o District Transport Officer,

Faridkot

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 212 of 2011

Present:
(i) Sh. Surinder Garg, Advocate on behalf of the Complainant


(ii) Sh. Neeraj Kumar, Clerk on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER

Heard
2.
Complainant has filed his application for information on 29.11.2010 to the Respondent. Inspite of the five hearings, in the Commission, Respondent has failed to provide the complete information to the Complainant.  Complainant has already pointed out deficiencies in the information provided.  PIO is directed to go through the application of the Complainant and should be personally present on the next date of hearing along with the complete information as sought by the Complainant.
3.
Adjourned to 05.08.2011 (10.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 12th July, 2011

                    State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Sanjeev Sood,

S/o Late Sh. Joginder Pal,

Soodan Mohalla,

Phagwara-144401.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o S.S.P to Police,

Kapurthala, Punjab.

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 206 of 2011

Present:
(i) Sh. Sanjeev Sood, the complainant 

(ii) None is present on behalf of the Respondent. 
ORDER

Heard
2.
Complainant states that no information has been provided to him. In the hearing dated 10.05.2011, Respondent was directed to produce any proof regarding efforts made by the Police department to collect the information.  Neither the PIO nor his representative is present for today’s hearing.  On the last hearing, Sh. Rajinder Singh, SI was directed to be personally present but he has not bothered about the orders of the Commission. PIO is directed to explain the reason for not attending the hearing by him or his representative.
3.
Adjourned to 05.08.2011 (10.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 12th July, 2011

                    State Information Commissioner
Note:-
After the hearing, Sh. Rajinder Singh, Inspector appeared and states that he was not aware about the location of the RTI office that is why he could not attend the hearing in time. He has submitted the documents as directed by the Commission. Since, Complainant has left. Commission will go through the documents and take the decision in the presence of the Complainant.

                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 12th July, 2011

                    State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Harminder Singh,

# 2877, Phase- 7,

SAS Nagar, Mohali

 …………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Ropar

Public Information Officer,

O/o S.S.P,

Roopnagar,

Public Information Officer,

O/o S.S.P,

SAS Nagar, Mohali.

………………………………..Respondent

AC No. 26 of 2010

Present:
(i) Sh. Harminder Singh, the Appellant

(ii) Sh. Rajan Gupta, Clerk O/o, D.C.Ropar, Sh. Ranjit Singh, O/o SSP, Ropar and Sh. Darshan Singh, O/o SSP, Mohali on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER

Heard
2.
In the hearing dated 12.05.2011, Appellant stated that he had not been provided the copy of the comments of D.A.Legal, in response to the letter no. 1735 dated 18.11.2004, Respondent stated that the sought for information has already been provided to the Appellant. Appellant was not satisfied and insisted that there is another report of the D.A.Legal.  Accordingly, Respondent was directed to submit whether there is any other report of the D.A.Legal, if yes, then copy be provided, otherwise written submission should be submitted in the Commission in this regard.
3.
In today’s hearing, Respondent has again provided copy of the D.A.Legal report and submitted that file of the case no. 237 dated 04.09.05 was examined and it has only one DA legal report. Appellant submits that the documents supplied by the Respondent clearly shows that there is one more advice given by the D.A.Legal, copy of which is not being provided deliberately by the Respondent. Since, Respondent has given in writing that there is no other D.A.Legal, advice except for the one, copy of which has been given to the Appellant, the case is disposed of and closed.
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4.
In order to come to right conclusion regarding existence of another DA legal report as alleged by the Complainant, SSP Ropar is directed to get an enquiry conducted and if it is found that there is another DA legal report. Copy of the same be provided to the Complainant and disciplinary action as per service rules be taken against the person submitting false reply to the Complainant and to the Commission.
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 12th July, 2011

                    State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Vikas Arora, Advocate,

# 3458, Sector-27/D,

Chandigarh.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Director,

Of Industries and Commerce,

Punjab,

Public Information Officer,

O/o DDPO,

Roopnagar.

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 3532 of 2010

Present:
(i)Sh. Dinesh Chadha on behalf of the Complainant 

(ii)Sh. Nitname, Clerk on behalf of the Respondent 
ORDER

Heard
2.
Respondent states that payment of the compensation amounting Rs. 2500/- (Twenty five hundred Only) has been paid. Complainant states that he has received the compensation amount. Since, the order of the Commission has been compiled with, no further action is required. The case is, therefore, disposed of and closed. Copy of the order be sent to the both parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 12th July, 2011

                    State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Dr. Rajinder K. Singla

C/o Mr. Jaswant Singh

# 3016, Tribune Colony,

Sector 29-D, Chandigarh

 …………………………….Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Registrar 

Punjab State Board of Technical Education & Indl. Training

Sector 36A, Chandigarh
Public Information Officer 

O/o Directorate of Technical Education and I.T. Punjab

Plot No. 1A, Sector 36A,

Chandigarh

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 3425 of 2010
Present:
(i) Dr. Rajinder K.Singla, the Complainant.

(ii) None is present on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER

Heard
2.
In the hearing dated 10.05.2011, PIO O/o Directorate of Technical Education and IT Punjab was directed to provide the sought for information to the Complainant. In today’s hearing, neither the Respondent nor his representative is present. Complainant states that no information has been provided to him.
3.
In view of the foregoing, Respondent is directed to 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 Complainant should not be compensated for the harassment and financial loss suffered by him in getting the information. 

4.
PIO, O/o Directorate of Technical Education and IT Punjab is directed to file an affidavit in this regard before the next date of hearing. PIO is also directed to supply complete information to the Complainant before the next date of hearing.

5.
Adjourned to 04.08.2011 (10.00 AM)) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 12th July, 2011

                    State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Smt. Surinder Kaur,

H.No. 173, Krishna Nagar,

Gali Murabe Wali,

Tarn Taran Road,

Near DS Public School,

Amritsar

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Amritsar (Punjab)

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2768 of 2010

Present:
(i) Sh. Harpal Singh, Husband of the Complainant


  (ii) Sh. Harjinder Singh, Building Inspector on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER

Arguments heard. Judgment is reserved.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 12th July, 2011

                    State Information Commissioner
