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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Appeal Case No. 1819 of 2013
Date of decision 11.10.2013 

Sh. Surinder Gupta, 
R/o 24/12, Janta Colony,
Rampura Phul,

Dist-Bathinda, Mob-8146343700.



       …………………….Appellant. 
Vs

1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Punjabi University, 

Patiala.

2.
First Appellate Authority, 

O/o Punjabi University, 

Patiala.






           ………Respondents

Present:   
None present.
ORDER

1.
The RTI application of the information seeker is dated 25.03.2013 whereby he has sought information from the PIO office of Punjabi University, Patiala on  following three points regarding the flying duty performed by the faculty of Punjabi University, Patiala Campus during University Examinations at S.S.D. College, Btahinda in December 2011:-


(i)
Which vehicle was used for the visit.


(ii)
How much TA/DA was claimed by each teacher.


(iii)
Details regarding date and time of visit to the examination centers by University teachers.
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On not getting the information he filed appeal with the First Appellate Authority (FAA) on 07.05.2013 and then second appeal in the Commission on 22.08.2013 under Section 19 of the RTI Act, 2005.
2.
Notice was issued to the parties for hearing on27.09.2013 in the Commission.

3.
During the hearing on 27.09.2013 the ld. counsel on behalf of the appellant argued that the respondent University has wrongly denied the information on point no.1 and 2 of his RTI application. He further requested that the respondent should be directed to provide the information on point no.1 and 2.

4.
    The ld. counsel on behalf of the respondent University filed reply dated 24.09.2013  to the Notice of the Commission stating therein that the requisite information on point no. 1 and 2 cannot be provided in the light of order dated 29.06.2012 of the Punjab, State Information Commission in CC No. 1528 of 2012. He further pointed out that the information on point no.3 has already been provided to the appellant vide letter no. 1914/S-4/212-13/RTI Cell dated 03.05.2013.
5.
After hearing both the parties and going through the record available on file it is ascertained that the information on point no.3 has been provided by the respondent. I agree with the contention of the respondent University  that the information on point no.1 and 2 cannot be provided in the light of ruling in CC no. 1528 of 2012 of the Commission. The instant appeal is devoid of merit and  hence it is closed and disposed of.
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 6.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 

Sd/- 
 
Chandigarh
(Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 11.10.2013


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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Appeal Case No. 1820 of 2013
Date of decision 11.10.2013 

Sh. Surinder Gupta, 
R/o 24/12, Janta Colony,

Rampura Phul,

Dist-Bathinda, Mob-8146343700.



       …………………….Appellant. 
Vs

1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Punjabi University, 

Patiala.

2.
First Appellate Authority, 

O/o Punjabi University, 

Patiala.






           ………Respondents
Present:   
None for the appellant.
Sh. Vikrant Sharma, Advocate on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER
1.
The RTI application of the information seeker is dated 25.03.2013 whereby he has sought information from the PIO office of Punjabi University, Patiala on  following three points regarding the re-evaluation of answer sheets during the period 2008 to 2013:-


(i)
To which teacher/college the answer sheets were sent for revaluation.

(ii)
Number of answer sheets revaluated by each teacher.

(iii)
The panel which has approved that college for evaluation of answer sheets.
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On not getting the information he filed appeal with the First Appellate Authority (FAA) on 27.05.2013 and then second appeal in the Commission on 22.08.2013 under Section 19 of the RTI Act, 2005.

2.
Notice was issued to the parties for hearing on 27.09.2013 in the Commission.

3.
During the hearing on 27.09.2013 the ld. counsel on behalf of the appellant argued that the respondent University has wrongly denied the information on his RTI application. He further argued that the information sought is not secret and that the information has not been sought roll number wise. He also pointed out that as far as information on point no. 1 is concerned he is willing to concede but information on point no.2 and 3 should be provided to him because that is not of secret nature and more over information has not been asked specifically. In the end of his argument he stated that the information has been sought about the examinations which have already been conducted.   
4.
    The ld. counsel on behalf of the respondent University stated that the reply dated 19.09.2013 to the Notice of the Commission has already been filed stating therein that the requisite information cannot be provided because it is not available in the form it has been sought and that such information  has to be compiled. He further pointed out that the appellant has already been intimated vide letter no. 1728/S-4/211-13/RTI Cell 
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dated 22.04.2013 that the information cannot be provided to him under Section 7 (9), Section 8(i)(g), 8(i)(j) of the RTI Act and Govt. of Punjab Personnel Department (IAS Branch) memo no. 13/303/2010-IAS(9)/3581 dated 24.09.2010. In the end of his arguments the ld. counsel stated that the information is of sensitive nature and the penal for re-evaluation can be approached and referred to order dated 16.11.2012 of Punjab State Information Commission in CC no.2113 of 2012 and instructions dated 16.09.2011 issued by the DOPT, Govt. of India.
5.
After hearing both the parties and going through the record available on file it is ascertained that the information has been denied on the grounds of under Section 7 (9), Section 8(i)(g), 8(i)(j) of the RTI Act and Govt. of Punjab Personnel Department (IAS Branch) memo no. 13/303/2010-IAS(9)/3581 dated 24.09.2010. I agree with the contention of the respondent University that the information cannot be provided in the light of ruling in CC no. 2113 of 2012 of the Commission and instructions dated 16.09.2011 issued by the DOPT, Govt. of India. The instant appeal is devoid of merit and  hence it is closed and disposed of.
 6.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 

Sd/-  

Chandigarh
(Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 11.10.2013


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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Appeal Case No. 1821 of 2013 

Date of decision 11.10.2013

Sh. Surinder Gupta, 
R/o 24/12, Janta Colony,

Rampura Phul,

Dist-Bathinda, Mob-8146343700.



       …………………….Appellant. 
Vs

1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Punjabi University, 

Patiala.

2.
First Appellate Authority, 

O/o Punjabi University, 

Patiala.






           ………Respondents
Present:   
None for the appellant. 
Sh. Vikrant Sharma, Advocate on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

1.
The RTI application of the information seeker is dated 20.05.2013 whereby he has sought information from the PIO office of Punjabi University, Patiala on  following two points pertaining to evaluated and re-evaluated answer sheets by Mrs. Ramana Singla (Assistant Professor Economics) during her job at A. S . College of Women, Khanna and Punjabi University, Patiala:-


(i)
Please give year wise details regarding number of answer sheets evaluated and re-evaluated by Mrs. Ramana Single during her job at A.S. College of Women, Khanna and Punjabi University, Patiala.

(ii)
Also provide year wise detail of payment given to Mrs. Ramana Singla.
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On not getting the information he filed appeal with the First Appellate Authority (FAA) on 11.06.2013 and then second appeal in the Commission on 22.08.2013 under Section 19 of the RTI Act, 2005.

2.
Notice was issued to the parties for hearing on 27.09.2013 in the Commission.

3.
During the hearing on 27.09.2013 the ld. counsel on behalf of the appellant argued that the respondent University has wrongly denied the information on his RTI application on the ground that it is confidential information. He further argued that the information sought is neither confidential nor secret as only the number of evaluated and re-evaluated answer books has been asked.  He further argued that information on point no.2 is only about payment of evaluated and re-evaluated answer books and this one is public money which has been paid to the examiner and therefore it is not a confidential information. In the end of his argument he stated that he concedes information on point no.1 and requests that the information on point no.2 should be provided to the appellant. 

4.
    The ld. counsel on behalf of the respondent University stated that the reply dated 19.09.2013  to the Notice of the Commission has already been filed stating therein that the requisite information cannot be provided on the grounds of being confidential/ secret  nature and provision of Section 8(i)(g) and 8(i)(j)  of the RTI Act have been referred. He continued his argument by pointing out that the information has been sought about evaluated and re-evaluated answer books by particular examiner 
Cont…p3

Appeal Case No. 1821 of 2013 

and this is of confidential nature and details of teacher cannot be provided. As regards information regarding payment to the examiner for evaluated and re-evaluated answer books, the information sought is personal information.   In the end of his arguments the ld. counsel stated that it is not understood as to what is the larger public interest involved in seeking the said information of sensitive nature.
5.
After hearing both the parties and going through the record available on file it is ascertained that the information has been denied on the grounds under Section 8(i)(g) and 8(i)(j) of the RTI Act. I agree with the contention of the respondent University that the information in the light of ibid provisions of the Act cannot be given. The instant appeal is devoid of merit and  hence it is closed and disposed of.
 6.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 

Sd/-  

Chandigarh
(Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 11.10.2013


                     
        State Information Commissioner
