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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Jasbir Singh, Village Bholapur,

Jhabewal, P.O. Ramgarh, District Ludhiana.



      -------------Complainant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Senior Superintendent of Police, 
Vigilance Bureau,

Ludhiana.







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

CC No. 3837  of 2012

ORDER



The complainant had moved the PIO/Senior Superintendent of Police, Vigilance Bureau, Ludhiana on 18.10.2012 seeking details in respect of FIR No.5 dated 18.7.2012 including copies of the statements of witnesses, copies of the statements of accused and copies of all record of investigation conducted by the respondent.  The information was denied on the plea that the matter is still under investigation.
2.

I have heard the parties and gone through the record.  It transpires that FIR No.5 dated 18.7.2012 relates to a corruption case registered by the Vigilance Bureau and is third party information.  The matter is still under investigation.

3.

Perusal of the record shows that at no stage, the information-seeker pleaded any public interest or public cause in the disclosures of the information. At the stage of arguments before the Commission, however, it was pleaded that disclosure of the information is in public interest since the matter pertains to corruption by public officials.

4.

Appropriately, the complainant should have pleaded public interest in the very first instance when he applied to the PIO and thereafter in the complaint petition filed in the Commission under Section 18 of the Right to Information Act, 2005. Be that as it may be, now that matter is still under investigation and police has specifically pleaded that disclosure of details like statements of witnesses and line of investigation adopted would impede, the process of investigation and prosecution, it may not be appropriate at this stage to allow access to the requested information.  The respondent has orally submitted that the investigation is at advanced stage and is likely to be completed shortly.

5.

In view of the sensitivity of the investigation process, I accept the plea of the respondent and close the present complaint case filed in the Commission on 6.12.2012.  However, the information-seeker will be free to apply afresh to the respondent to seek this information, once investigation has been concluded.

6.

With these observations, the case is closed.











( R.I. Singh)



March 6, 2013  






Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          


Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Ramesh Vig s/o Shri Subhash Chander,

r/o Block B-36, #426, Vikas Nagar, Pakhowal Road,
Ludhiana.







      -------------Complainant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Regional Seed Certification Officer, 316-B,

Bhai Randhir Singh Nagar, Ludhiana.

The Public Information Officer

Joint Director (HYVP), Agriculture Department, Punjab, 

Chandigarh







    -------------Respondents.

CC No. 3459 of 2012

Present:-
Shri K.S. Chawla, advocate for the complainant.

Shri Harpreet Singh and Shri Sukhjinder Kumar both Seed Certification Assistants on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The counsel for the complainant submits a rejoinder, a copy of which has been given to the respondent-Regional Seed Certification Officer, Ludhiana.

2.

The counsel further pleads that a part of the information related to the Department of Agriculture, Punjab, Chandigarh and the PIO/Regional Seed Certification Officer, Ludhiana had transferred that part to the PIO/Joint Director (HYVP), Agriculture Department, Punjab, Chandigarh.  The counsel pleads that even the information furnished by the PIO/Agriculture Department, Punjab, Chandigarh is deficient and not complete.  It is pleaded that notice may be issued to the PIO of the Agriculture Department, Punjab, Chandigarh impleading him as a party in the present proceedings so that his version comes on record.  Issue notice to the PIO/Joint Director (HYVP), Agriculture Department, Punjab, Chandigarh for 10.4.2013.

3.

To come up on 10.4.2013 at 11.00 A.M.










( R.I. Singh)



March 6, 2013  






Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          


Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Dr.  Krishan Thakur, #2352,

Gali Fire Brigade, Opp. SBI Mahan Singh Gate,

Amritsar (Pb.)-143006.





      -------------Complainant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer, 

O/o Deputy Commissioner of Police,

Amritsar.







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

Complaint Case No. 390 of 2013

Present:-
Dr. Krishan Thakur complainant in person.

Shri Gurnam Singh, Assistant Commissioner of Police (North) Amritsar for respondent.

ORDER



The complainant vide an application under RTI dated 26.11.2012 addressed to the PIO/Deputy Commissioner of Police, Amritsar had sought a copy of the inquiry report conducted by 
S. Harjit Singh, IPS, Assistant Commissioner of Police (Traffic), Amritsar vide No.3162/PC-COP dated 11.8.2012. The plea of the complainant was that he is the affected party, having filed the complaint.  Version of the complainant is that this matter had earlier been enquired into and even a FIR was registered and issue is being reinvestigated on the representations of the accused persons. His plea is that the matter is being unnecessarily dragged.
2.

He was denied information on the plea that disclosure of the inquiry report of S. Harjit Singh at this stage will impede the process of investigation and therefore, it is exempted from disclosure under Section 8(i)(d) of the Right to Information Ac, 2005.

3.

I have heard the parties and gone through the record.  It is obvious that a FIR had already been registered vide No.361 dated 12.8.2012 on the basis of the earlier inquiry report/investigation.  The matter, however, is being reexamined. The respondent submits that it is likely to take one month or so.
4.

The respondent has not shown how disclosure of the report of S. Harjit Singh which has already been concluded would impede the process of investigation at this stage.  Let the respondent file a written reply as to how at this stage the disclosure of the inquiry repot of S. Harjit Singh which has since been concluded would impact the process of investigation.

5.

To come up on 3.5.2013 at 11.00 A.M.










( R.I. Singh)



March 6, 2013  






Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          


Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Jagat Singh, 

#235, Near Bahadurpur Chowk,

Opposite Snatan Dharam Sanskrit College 

Hoshiarpur-146001.





      -------------Complainant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer,

o/o Divisional Forest Officer,

Hoshiarpur






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

Complaint Case No. 679 of 2013

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.



Shri Gurmukh Singh, Superintendent on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The respondent submits a written reply vide his No.5122 dated 5.3.2013 stating that the information was furnished to the present complainant vide No.5075 dated 20.2.2013 and that the complainant is fully satisfied with the same and for this reason, he has not turned up today. A copy of the information furnished to the complainant has already been placed on record.

2.

Since the complainant is absent without intimation, to afford him one opportunity to file his objections/rejoinder, if any, the case is adjourned to 21.3.2013.  On the request of the respondent, his presence on that date is exempted.

3.

To come up on 21.3.2013 at 11.00 A.M.










( R.I. Singh)



March 6, 2013  






Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          


Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Dr. Ritu Mehta, c/o Ashok Bhandari & Co.

Chartered Accountants, B-XV-392,

First Floor, Gill Road, Miller Ganj, Ludhiana-141003  

      -------------Appellant.





Vs. 


The Public Information Officer

o/o Director, Rural Development and Panchayats,

Punjab, Sector-62, Mohali.

First Appellate Authority-

o/o Director, Rural Development and Punchayats,

Punjab, Sector-62, Mohali.





    -------------Respondents.

Appeal Case No. 113  of 2013

Present:-
Dr. Ritu Mehta appellant in person.



Shri Jasbir Singh, Junior Assistant on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The information-seeker had moved an application on 18.8.2012 to the PIO/Director, Rural Development and Panchayats, Punjab, Mohali raising six queries in the form of questions to the PIO.  Since the information was not given to her within the statutory limit, she moved the Commission under Section 18 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 by filing a complaint on 28.12.2012.
2.

I have heard the parties and gone through the record.  Under the Right to Information Act, 2005, a citizen is entitled to access the information within the meaning of Section 2(f) of the Right to Information Act, 2005 which defines the information as any material in any form including record, documents, papers etc.  Therefore, an information-seeker has to structure his queries for information seeking information which exists in material form i.e. in the form of physical record whether held on paper or in electronic form.  The queries of the information-seeker do not come within the ambit of Section 2(f) of the RTI Act and the matter has been explained to her at the time of hearing.  The present appeal is closed.  The information-seeker, however, has full freedom to readdress her queries to the PIO bringing these within the ambit of Section 2(f) of the RTI Act. 










( R.I. Singh)



March 6, 2013  






Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          


Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Dr. Sandeep Kumar, #1778

Sector-14, Hisar. 





     -------------Complainant.




Vs. 
The Public Information Officer,

o/o Dayanand Medical College & Hospital, Ludhiana.

   -------------Respondent.

CC No. 1191  of 2012
ORDER



To come up for pronouncement of order on 12.03.2013 at 11.00 A.M.
(Surinder Awasathi)


(Chander Parkash

    
(R.I. Singh)

 
     S.I.C.


 
        S.I.C



    C.I.C


   Punjab


  
     Punjab



  Punjab
Dated : 06.03.2013
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Rohit Sabharwal, President,

Kundan Bhawan, 126, Model Gram,

Ludhiana.






     -------------Complainant.




Vs. 
The Public Information Officer,

o/o Dayanand Medical College& hospital, Ludhiana.

   -------------Respondent.

CC No. 298  of 2012
ORDER



To come up for pronouncement of order on 12.03.2013 at 11.00 A.M.
(Surinder Awasathi)


(Chander Parkash

    
(R.I. Singh)

 
     S.I.C.


 
        S.I.C



    C.I.C


   Punjab


  
     Punjab



  Punjab
Dated : 06.03.2013
