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Sh. Gurpreet Singh
S/o Sh. Mewa Singh
VPO Sheron Patti Amra
Tehsil Sunam, Distt. Sangrur-148106
(M:9501557415)
Vs
Public Information Officer,
O/o SSSB, Punjab,
Mohali

First Appellate Authority
O/o SSSB, Punjab,
Mohali
Appeal Case No. 1168 of 2024

ORDER

Appellant

Respondents

This order may be read with the reference with the previous order dated 22.01.2025;

vide which an order was reserved to be pronounced.

2. The brief of the case is that the appellant appeared in the examination conducted by the

Subordinate Services Selection Board, Mohali for the post of Steno Typist and has sought the

following information related to the test given by him:-
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3. The Public Information Officer after receipt of the RTI application denied the information
vide letter dated 21.6.2024 as follows:-
Regarding Point No. 1 the respondent submitted the specific reply that no such

information is available.
Regarding Point No. 2 of the RTI application the respondent Public Information Officer
denied the information and the reply sent to the appellant which is as follows:-
“the information sought at para No. (ii) and (iii) is denied under Section 8 (1)(g) and
8(1)(h) of the RTI Act, 2005
The appellant filed the first appeal before the First Appellant Authority,and thereafter,
filed the 2" appeal in the Commission. Accordingly, the notice of hearing was issued to the
parties
4. The appellant also filed the CWP in the Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court bearing
No. 9509 of 2024 wherein the order was passed, operative part of which is as follows:-
“2. Learned counsel for the petitioners has submitted that the petitioner No. 1 had filed a
RTI appeal dated 8.9.2023 (Annexure P-3) since the information was not supplied to him
and the same is pending till date and no decision has been taken on the same. It is
further submitted that the petitioner No. 2 had filed a second statutory appeal on
25.1.2024 and has referred to Annexure P-1 in the said regard.
3. Learned State Counsel has submitted that in case both the said appeals have been
filed before the State Information Commissioner, then, the same would be decided, as
expeditiously as possible, preferably within a period of six months from the date of
receipt of certified copy of the present order.
4. Keeping in view the above said facts and circumstances and limited prayer made in
the present writ petition, the present Civil Writ Petition is disposed of with direction to

respondent No. 1 to decide the above said two appeals, in case duly constituted, as
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expeditiously as possible, preferably within a period of six months from the date of
receipt of certified copy of the present order”
5. In the interest of natural justice, the respondent PIO was also given a liberty vide order
dated 31.7.2024 to reconsider the matter/file the additional written submissions/submit any other
supporting documents, if so available on record.
6. The respondent also relied upon the judgement passed by the Hon'ble Punjab and
Haryana High Court in various similar cases related to the test conducted by the SSSB, Mohali
for the post of Steno between the said dates, information of which has been sought by the

appellant in this case. Details submitted by the appellant in this regard are as follows:-

MemoNo. Psss3-FsT|28]2023-£6] 1329
Dated; Mohali - el u1

Subject:- Regarding RTI Appeal Case No. 1168 of 2024, Gurpreet Singh Versus Public
Information Officer, Subordinate Services Sclection Board, Punjab and First Appellate
Authority fixed for hearing on 24.06.2024 at 11 A.M.

PRTPTN
In reference to the subject cited above under RTI Act, 2005, the information vide
application dated 03.11.2023 is as under:-

Information Sought Remarks L

(i) Video Recording dated 05.05.2023 of | No such information is available.
the instructor during the dictation of the
committee of experts (constituted 10
correct the mistake of instructor during
the dictation) sitting with instructor. . )
(ii) CCTV Footage of 05.052023 during | The information sought is dcnied
the conduct of skill test. under section 8(1)(g) and 8(1) (§) of

| RTI Act, 2005.

That, the above sought information has already been denied to the appellant vide this
office letter dated 15.02.2024 on the basis of the instructions issued by the department
of Governance Reforms and Public Gricvance, Government of Punjab vide its letter
dated 09.08.2021 had issued instructions as per the decision dated 13.11.2019 of the
Hon'ble Supreme Court in Civil Appeal No. 10044 of 2010 Titled as CPIO of Supreme
Court of India Versus Subhash Chander Aggarwal, whercin, in para No. 59 of the

referred casc has defined personal information under RTI Act, 2005.

2 In addition to the above, it is also humbly submitted that the information sought by the

appellant is being denied on the following grounds:-

) As per the agreement signed between the Board and the Examination Conducting
Agency for conducting skill test for the posts of Steno typist and Junior Scale
Stenographer, there was no condition to conduct the skill test under CCTV
surveillance. It is also submitted that there was no condition in the advertisement

regarding the conduct of skill test under CCTV Surveillance.
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Was ordered (o be

Annexure R-2,

InCWpP N

The Hon'ble Punjab and Haryana High Court dismissed the CWP No. 22330 of 2023,
titled as Vishal Kumar and others Versus State of Punjab, filed for direction to supply
of CCTV Footage of the ination centre, leveling the atlegation of mass copying
during the examination and demanded the CCTV footage as per the judgment passed
by the Hon'ble Supreme Court in the casc of State of Meghlaya and Another Versus
Phikirbha Khariah and others (2018) 6 SCC 618. Hon'ble High Court after
considering the law cited at bar, was a case where the court had already found serious
irregularities in the selection process but in the present case the petitioners have
participated in the selection p but did not lodge any plaint or FIR regarding
allcged mass cheating/copying i diately after the ination was over. Th
writ petition was dismissed being wholly misconceived. The copy of the judgment is

o

attached as Annexure R-1.

On 05.03.2024, CWP No. 5076 of 2024, titled as Manpreet Kaur Versus State of

Punjab which was filed with one of the prayer as under:-

[ssue a writ in the nature of Mandamus directing the respondent authorities to provide
{o the petitioners the video recording/CCTV Footage of the examination centre (Delbi
World Public School Zirakpur) from 05.05.2023 to 07.05.2023 i.c. when stenotypist

dictation test was held.

The Hon'ble High Court obscrved that the petitioner has concealed the judgement
wherein same prayer had been made as the present case, it being in CWP No. 22330 of
2024 titled as Vishal Kumar & Others vs. State of Punjab, which was dismissed on
05.10.2023. The CWP No. 5076 of 2024 titled as Manpreet Kaur vs. State of Punjab

v

dismissed ag withdrawn, The copy of the judgment is attached as

0. 6402 of 2024 titled as Meena Kaur and Other vs. State of Punjab was filed

with the same st g ;
Same prayer as in previous two writ petitions to supply CCTV Footage as

mentioned in Para No. 4. On 18.03.2024 the Hon'ble High Court passed the following
orders:

2. Evidemtly, vide the Judgment dated 05.10.2023 passed in Cwr-
22330-2023, Annexure P-1, involving the same issue was considered and
the writ petition having been Jound to be wholly misconceived, Wwas
dismissed, whereafter CWP-5076-2024, filed by another set of petitioners,
with the same prayer, which on being confronted with the aforesaid fact,
was ordered to be dismissed as withdrawn on 05.03.2024, Annexure P-2.

3. Faced with the above, learncd counsel appearing on behalf of the
petitioners prays for withdrawal of the present petition to pursue the

remedies, which may be available before the Department.

4. Ordered accordingly.”

The copy of the judgment is attached as Annexure R-3.




" PUNJAB STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION SR o
Red Cross Building, Near Rose Garden, 4 ) £
Sector 16, Chandigarh. s PSIC §
Ph: 0172-2864101, Helpline 0172-2864100 5%/ Qog
Email: pcic20@punjabmail.gov.in Visit us:www.infocommpunjab.com ormat®®

5) In the case of Ashok Kumar Yadav Versus CPIO, Staff Selection Commission, New
Delhi, Wherein, the Hon'ble Central Information Commission has upheld the denial of
CCTYV footage of examination Centre under section 8(1) () of the RTI Act, 2005.
The copy of the orders is attached as Annexure R-4,

©) That, the department of Governance Reforms and Public Gricvance, Government of
Punjab vide its letter dated 09.08.2021 had issued instructions as per the decision dated
13.11.2019 of the Hon'ble Supreme Court in Civil Appeal No. 10044 of 2010 Titled as
CPIO of Supreme Court of India Versus Subhash Chander Aggarwal, wherein, in para
No. 59 of the referred case has defined personal information under RTI Act, 2005. The
copy of the letter is attached as Annexure R-5.

Keeping in view, the position explained above it is humbly prayed that the present
appeal may kindly be dismissed being devoid of merit,

7. After perusal of the said reply and going through the decision passed by the Hon'ble
Punjab and Haryana High Court, mentioned herein, the primary question before the
Commission is whether the request of the appellant under RTI Act, 2005, is maintainable or not
in view of the orders passed by the Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court.
8. It is appropriate to mention the decision of the Hon’ble Supreme Court of India in Civil
Appeal No. 5665/2014 — Institute of Companies Secretaries of India VsParas Jain, and the
relevant portion of the same is reproduced below:-
“...Rule 4, The Right to Information (Regulation of Fees and Cost) Rules, 2005 which
also entitles the candidates to seek inspection and certified copies of their answer
scripts. In our opinion, the existence of these two avenues is hot mutually exclusive and
it is up to the candidate to choose either of the routes. Thus, if a candidate seeks
information under the provisions of the Right to Information, then payment has to be
sought under the Rules therein, however, if the information is sought under the
Guidelines of the appellant, then the appellant is at liberty to charge the candidates as
per its guidelines....”
9. It is also appropriate to mention the decision of the Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High
Court in Civil Writ Petition No. 12016 of 2016 in Shakti Singh Vs State Information Commission,
Haryana and others, and the relevant portion of the same is reproduced below:-
“...12. The reply to this question is that there being no inconsistency under the RTI Act
and the provisions of the other statute/law, the option and prerogative is with the citizen

to select and choose to exercise his right under such Act/law or the RTI Act. In case the
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10.

citizen prefers to move an application under the RTI Act, Public Information Officer, on
receipt of such request, shall proceed to take a decision thereon and provide information
as a norm and any denial of the same must be in accordance with Sections 8, 9 and 11
only. The right to information, thus, cannot be denied under the RTI Act merely because
a statutory mechanism is evolved and prescribed under an Act, which is also applicable,
obliging a public authority to share the same by following a prescribed procedure subject
to fulfilment of prescribed conditions. If it is held otherwise, it would negate and lead to
derecognising the fundamental right to information as granted under the RTI Act, which
is unacceptable.
13. The answers to the two questions as posed in para 6 above are;

() In case of any inconsistency between the provisions of RTI Act and other

Act/law, the RTI Act shall prevail.

(i) In case of an application preferred under the RTI Act where alternative

procedure and conditions are prescribed under any other statute/law, the said

application cannot be rejected and/or information denied on this ground.

Such application shall be dealt with under the provisions of the RTI Act.
14. In the light of the above, the impugned order dated 04.04.2016 passed by the State
Information Commission, Haryana, cannot sustain as the Commission has rejected the
claim of the petitioner under the RTI Act proceeding upon the wrong assumption that the
6 of 7 Registration of Births and Deaths Act, 1969, being a legislation and statutory in
nature, is not overridden by the RTI Act. It may be added here that the information under
the RTI Act can only be denied if the same is exempted from disclosure of information
under the provisions of RTI Act itself such as Sections 8, 9 and 11 thereof.”

Keeping in view the judicial pronouncements, mentioned above, the response filed by

the respondent in this case is not tenable as the appellant has approached the Commission by

way of filing the second appeal in the Commission, as such, the request of the appellant under

RTI Act, 2005 is maintainable. But, it is also a fact that in case the appellant is seeking the

information under the provisions of the RTI Act, 2005 then the other provisions has to be

followed in toto.

11.

In the titled case, the respondent denied the information primarily on the grounds that

the information sought pertaining falls under Section 8(1)(g) and 8(1)(j) vide letter No. 164 dated

18.3.2025 and the relevant portion of the same is as follows:-
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“The information sought by the appellant it is submitted that the information asked by the
appellant has already been denied. Now this information is also denied under section
Section 8(1)(g) and 8(1)(j). Keeping in view the sanctity of the examination and the
security of the supervisory staff, this information cannot be provided.
2. The office of the Board is ready to provide the video recording of dictation etc. to
the Hon’ble Information Commission, Punjab however it is requested that same may not
be revealed to the appellants for the security of supervisory staff and public interest.”
From the reply filed by the respondent, now, it is evident that the information sought is
covered under Section 2(f) of the RTI Act, 2005 which is not a dispute in this case as the
respondent denied the information under Section 8(1)(g) and 8(1)(j) of the Act.
12. The Hon’ble Courts have consistently held that not all information needs to be disclosed
under the Act. But the authorities have to strike a balance between the need for transparency
and the obligation to protect individuals potentially at risk which requires a careful case-by-case
assessment to ensure that the protections afforded are not misused to unnecessarily withhold
the information.
13. Now the question before the Commission is whether the request of the respondent is
tenable in the eyes of law for that each provision of the RTI Act, 2005,referred to by the
respondent,has to be considered separately i.e. Section 8(1)(g) and Section 8(1)(j).
14. Section 8(1)(g) of the RTI Act, 2005 provides:-
“(g) information, the disclosure of which would endanger the life or physical safety of any
person or identify the source of information or assistance given in confidence for law
enforcement or security purposes;”

Whether a mere request made by the respondent that the information cannot be

supplied under Section 8(1)(g) can be accepted
OR
to invoke the exemption the respondent has to justify each and every point of the said
section, mentioned herein.

As per Section 8(1(g),mentioned above,the information must pertain to
assistance given in confidence for law enforcement or security agencies, as such, this
part of the said clause is not applicable in the respondent’s case, as the respondent
department is neither a law enforcement agency nor security related department. Hence,

no weightage can be given to the respondent in this regard.
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15.

Secondly, information must have been given in confidence, but in this case the
respondent Board has taken the test for the appointment of Steno-Typist/Junior Scale
Stenographer and the appellant is seeking the information related to the CCTV footage
during the conduct of skill test and if it assumed that whosoever has worked as
Invigilator/overall in-charge then it can’t be said that the assistance has been given in
confidence rather the official/officer who so ever has performed the duties during exams
cannot be said to be endanger his life or physical safety.

Also the words have been used as endanger the life or physical safety for which
the respondent has to show the tangible threat where the likelihood of physical harm is
significant and mere mentioning that the information sought falls under Section 8(1)(g) is
not sufficient.

More important are the words mentioned at the last of Section 8(1)(g) i.efor law
enforcement or security purposes but SSSB is neither a law enforcement agency nor the
security purposes are involved. It is also appropriate to mention that under Section 4,
every public authority has to publish on the website, the details of staff along with their
salaries on their website so a mere submissions made by the respondent to deny the
information under Section 8(1)(g) of the RTI Act, 2005 are not sustainable as the
staff,whosever, has performed his official duties, the public authority is bound to publish
his/her details on the website under Section 4 of the RTI Act.

In addition to rely upon Section 8(1)(g), referred to above the respondent also merely

mentioned that the information under Section 8(1)(j) of the RTI Act, 2005 cannot be supplied.
The Section 8(1)(j) provides:-

“() information which relates to personal information the disclosure of which has no
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.”

Whether, the mere submissions by the respondent that the information cannot be

supplied to the appellant under Section 8(1)(j) can be accepted or not?
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In 1st part of the Section, it has mentioned that the information which relates to personal

information the disclosure of which has no relationship to any public activity or interest, in this

regard, the respondent denied that the information relates to third party. Third party means a

person other than the citizen making a request for information and includes a public authority. It

is pertinent to mention here that 3" party is not an exemption under Section 8(1)(j) rather it is a

mandatory procedure to deal with third party information which provides:-

16.

11. Third party information. (1) Where a Central Public Information Officer or a State
Public Information Officer, as the case may be, intends to disclose any information or
record, or part thereof on a request made under this Act, which relates to or has been
supplied by a third party and has been treated as confidential by that third party, the
Central Public Information Officer or State Public Information Officer, as the case may
be, shall, within five days from the receipt of the request, give a written notice to such
third party of the request and of the fact that the Central Public Information Officer or
State Public Information Officer, as the case may be, intends to disclose the information
or record, or part thereof, and invite the third party to make a submission in writing or
orally, regarding whether the information should be disclosed, and such submission of
the third party shall be kept in view while taking a decision about disclosure of
information:

Provided that except in the case of trade or commercial secrets protected by law,
disclosure may be allowed if the public interest in disclosure outweighs in importance
any possible harm or injury to the interests of such third party.

(2) Where a notice is served by the Central Public Information Officer or State Public
Information Officer, as the case may be, under sub-section (1) to a third party in respect
of any information or record or part thereof, the third party shall, within ten days from the
date of receipt of such notice, be given the opportunity to make representation against
the proposed disclosure.”

Whereas, the exemptions have been provided under Section 8 of the RTI Act.

It is also appropriate to mention the decision of the Supreme Court of India in Civil

Appeal No. 10044 of 2010 — Central Public Information Officer, Supreme Court of India

VsSubhash Chandra Agarwal in which the issue regarding the exemptions under Section 8,

procedure under Section 11 to be adopted by the Central Public Information Officer/State Public

Information Officer has been elaborated in detail which are in line with the case in question. The

relevant potion of the judgement is reproduced below:-
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“The definition of a “third party” includes a public authority. ‘Third party information’ is
information which ‘relates to or has been supplied by any other person (including a
public authority) other than the information applicant and has been treated as
confidential by such third party. Where disclosure of ‘third party information’ is sought,
and such information has been prima facie treated as confidential by the third party in
guestion, the procedure under Section 11 of the RTI Act is mandatory. The Information
Officer shall, within five days of receiving the request for ‘third party information’ notify
the relevant third party to whom the information relates or which had supplied it. The
notice shall invite the third party to submit reasons (in writing or orally) as to whether or
not the information sought should be disclosed. Section 11(2) provides the third party
with a right to make a representation against the proposed disclosure within ten days of
receiving the notice. The provision expressly mandates the Information Officer to take
into consideration the objections of the third party when making a decision with respect
to disclosure or non-disclosure of the information. It encapsulates the fundamental idea
that a party whose personal information is sought to be disclosed is afforded the
opportunity to contest disclosure. The proviso to sub section (1) of Section 11 permits
disclosure where the ‘“public interest” in disclosure “outweighs” any possible harms in
disclosure highlighted by the third party.
Sections 8 and 11 must be read together. Other than in a case where the information
applicant seeks the disclosure of information which relates to the information applicant
himself, information sought that falls under the category of “personal information” within
the meaning of clause (j) of Section 8(1) is also “third party information” within the ambit
of Section 11, Therefore, in every case Where the information requested is “personal
information” within the operation of clause (j) of sub section 1 of Section 8, the procedure
of notice and objections under Section 11 must be complied with. The two provisions
create a substantive system of checks and balances which seek to balance the right of
the information applicant to receive information with the right of the third party to prevent
the disclosure of personal information by permitting the latter to contest the proposed
disclosure.”
From the above, it is evident, that Section 11 is a mandatory procedure and not an
exemption. The exemptions have been provided under Section 8 but no procedure has been
adopted by the respondent, therefore, there is no justification to accept the submissions made

by the respondent especially when neither it relates to or has been supplied by any other person

10




" PUNJAB STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION
Red Cross Building, Near Rose Garden,
Sector 16, Chandigarh.
Ph: 0172-2864101, Helpline 0172-2864100
Email: pcic20@punjabmail.gov.in Visit us:www.infocommpunjab.com

and has been treated as confidential by such third party, therefore, the request of the
respondent is also not justifiable.

Furthermore, there is a proviso added under Section 8(1)(j), mentioned above, that the
information which cannot be denied to the Parliament or a State Legislature shall not be denied
to any person”. In such a situation, the request of the respondent is also not acceptable.

More so, in case, the complainant/appellant is seeking 3™ party information even then
the information can be supplied when the larger public interest justifies the disclosure of such
information.

17. Although, the request of the respondent to deny the information under Section 8(1)(qg)
and 8(1)(j) of the RTI Act is not sustainable in light of the above.

Even though, if it assumed that the appellant has to establish the larger public interest
involved then whether in this situation, information can be supplied or not.

it is also appropriate to mention over here that there are large numbers of RTI
applications have been filed by the appellants in which the information related to the paper of
Steno Typist/Junior Scale Stenographer held by the Subordinate Services Selection Board
between 5" to 8" May, 2023 had been sought and are pending adjudication.

The details of the said cases in which the appellants has sought the information related
to the Test conducted by the SSSB for the post of Steno Typist/Junior Scale Stenographer
between 5" to 8" May, 2023 are as follows:-

1. Appeal Case No. 1115 of 2024
Appeal Case No. 1168 of 2023

© ©® N o g w DN

T e o
A W N P O

Appeal Case No.
Appeal Case No.
Appeal Case No.
Appeal Case No.
Appeal Case No.
Appeal Case No.
Appeal Case No.
. Appeal Case No.
. Appeal Case No.
. Appeal Case No.
. Appeal Case No.
. Appeal Case No.

1276 of 2024
1166 of 2024
1111 of 2024
1770 of 2024
1806 of 2024
1742 of 2024
1769 of 2024
1771 of 2024
1772 of 2024
1773 of 2024
1842 of 2024
1843 of 2024
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15. Appeal Case No. 1847 of 2024
16. Appeal Case No. 1805 of 2024
17. Appeal Case No. 2343 of 2024
18. Appeal Case No. 2677 of 2024
19. Appeal Case No. 1300 of 2024
20. Appeal Case No. 2771 of 2024
21. Appeal Case No. 344 of 2024

22. Appeal Case No. 2547 of 2024
23. Appeal Case No. 2112 of 2024

For the establishment of larger public interest, few instances of the cases mentioned
above againstthe respondent SSSB are being taken, the details of which are as follows:-
(1) Appeal Case No. 2112 of 2024

The appellant has sought the following information in this case:-

‘GES T AHEHBTIBETT 01 WE 2022 FSE SENRAS w3 g Ha® € 5937
HIGIIEI3os W3 [ESHSINCTEB IS oAl Acdleoals e Jud Bla w3 S5
YIS TICAE AT A TS BIETISSTENE (JISHATBABT) FFF & 18.12.2023 3 FHIBH
1§63 & saardl 31 Al lagaoa BH eaeafesme....”

The appellant sought the above information from the Vigilance Bureau, Punjab and

during the proceedings of the case the Vigilance Bureau informed that the said
complaint has already been forwarded to the Chairman, SSSB, Punjab with the
directions to hold the enquiry at their own level as no enquiry has been conducted at the
level of the Vigilance Bureau. Accordingly, the said office to whom the complaint was
forwarded i.e. SSSB was made party in the said case.

Thereafter, the SSSB out rightlyinformed that the said complaint has not received
in the SSSB and when the Vigilance Bureau was directed to produce a copy of the
receipt of the said complaint given by the SSSB officer/officials then the Vigilance
Bureau submitted a copy of the receipt given by the officials of the SSSB.

Afterwards, the SSSB taken a u-turn, and made the submission that the said
complaint hasalready been received. Although, at the belated stage, the respondent
SSSB replied in the said case that the complaints filed by the appellants have already
been filed vide letter No. 769 dated 6.8.2025 i.e. filed only after intervention by the
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Commission that too appears that the respondent SSSB did it in hurriedly. But such type
of response/attitude in dealing with the complaints, especially when the appellants
submitted the complaint in electronic form in a pen drive,by an esteemed institution
justifies itself the larger public interest.

(i) Appeal Case No. 1300 of 2024
In this case, the appellant sought the following information:-

“3‘77’76’2’7917’7“5’771??22005 T4
U A TN O CTH TP ISR 183 S IIHI A HIFTT IS T/ 2022

TIHER TS HER T TS H T T I5/2023
FBak/5/2023
S TIPHTH A TACT e BUTIBIETE G IHTTHTEPHI I S A T B T
CHE G HEBTH TR AT B AT IPH T IS N EB T TS TH I HIEE
WWWH@W@%@##@H@EWWW/MO
AT EBHCIACT S IHIIERS | TS P TR TP THINE TS
W@Murpreetmnqhqur|53@qmall com j/f-/’a"o{d’cllf-/éﬁt’dﬂéﬁt’d
PHTAIE S T H HH Y ST T T T T HI S TY ST | IS AT AT
TG CTHT A TSR oy IeTg s eI eI BIT I TR T
BTN THTABCSHBCITHS |

In this case, the SSSB denied the information primarily on the grounds that the Punjabi

University, Patiala has done the job on behalf of the SSSB and the SSSB denied the information
in accordance with Section 8(1)(g) and 8(1)(j) and as per the judgement passed by the Hon’ble
Supreme Court of India in CWP no. 10044 of 2010 in the matter CPIO, Supreme Court Versus
Subhash Chandra Agrawal and the relevant

portion of the same is reproduced below:-

“59. Reading of the aforesaid judicial precedents, in our opinion, would indicate that
personal records, including name, address, physical, mental and psychological status,
marks obtained, grades and answer sheets, are all treated as personal information.
Similarly, professional records, including qualification, performance, evaluation reports,
ACRs, disciplinary proceedings, etc. are all personal information. Medical records,
treatment, choice of medicine, list of hospitals and doctors visited, findings recorded,
including that of the family members, information relating to assets, liabilities, income tax
returns, details of investments, lending and borrowing, etc. are personal information.
Such personal information is entitled to protection from unwarranted invasion of privacy
and conditional access is available whenstipulation of larger public interest is satisfied.
This list is indicative and not exhaustive.”

But the most important part in this case is that the respondent SSSB submitted a copy of

an agreement between SSSB and Punjabi University, Patiala and claimed that the information
relates to third party as the Punjabi University, Patiala had taken the test. The relevant portion of

the agreement filed by the

13
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respondent in this case is as follows:-
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AGREEMENT
{Conduet of Steno Type Test)
Punjabl University, Patiala

And
Mohall

Subordinate Services Selection Board, Forest Bhawan, Sector 68, SAS Nagar

anpmpert
...... sammrs

This agreement is made on the ........... P L ——— Year. :
between the Subordinate Services Selection Board, Sector 68, SAS Nagar, Mobali (hereinafir

called as SSSB) as the First Party.
And

Punjabi University, Pstiala (hereinafier called the University) as the Second Party.

Whereas, the SSSB intends availing services by the University, and, , :
%mmuanpmpomhpmﬂewﬁmﬁrmMﬁnﬂmm’mmEnw
Steno Type test for Advertisement No. 01 of 2022 for the posts of Steno Typist and Juior Scale
Stenographer issued by the Subordinste Services Selection Board, Punjsb.

Now, therefore, it is bereby agreed between the parties as follows:

1. Definition and Interpretations
LI The following terms and expressions shall have the following mesnings for the purpose of

this agreement.
1.1.1 “Agreement” shall mesn this agreement made in sccordance with the terms of this

agreement.
1.1.2 “Party” shall mean either Punjabi University, Patiala or Subordinate Services Selection

Board, Punjab.
2.  General Conditions

2.1 The University shall charge at following rates for the conduct of Steno Type Test:
Computer Steno Type Test for single language(Punjabi or English)

Number of candidates Charges per candidate

Upto200 Rs.1.50 Lakh fixed /
'200-1000  Rs. 500/~ (Min.Rs. 1.5 Lakh)
1 1000-5,000  ~ 7 "Rs, 450 (Min. Rs. 5.0 Lakh)*

5000-10000 _  Rs.45]- (Min 225 Lakd)
(Above10,000 . |Rs.400/-(Min 425 Lakb)

Computer Steno Type Test for both Punjabi and English:

Number of eandidates Charges per candidate

g2 . Rs250Lakhfued

2000000 Rs.600-(Min.Rs.25Lakh)

| J000-5000 . Rs.550-(Min.Rs.6.0 Lakh) |
_tRs.525/ (Min. 22.5 Lak)

L SN P

oot G- »rci‘,,ﬁ»%}*/
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] b:\
E:m The above rates do not include cost of biometric attendance system for conducting
teat. These tasks will be cutsourced to oulside agencies. The tentative exira charges are:

Tusk Charges p_ﬂq
| candidate

Biometrie attendance system (for ail the 2 siages je |Rs. 65
| ype test and counselling) -

“""_‘Ym':‘ shall be made on actual numbers of Admit Canls issued. The scope of work wiil
include:
2) Soft copy of cut st in Excel format) of alieligible candidates for test will be provided
by SSSB Mohali to Punjabi University Patiala.
b)) Preparation of list of candidates to be called for the Steno Type Test.
¢) Preparation and uploading of online ademit cards. ;
9 ;:bmﬂutmuﬂmmgcmemdclimyptmwInmnetBuedSomoaﬂ
examination centre : .
©) To amange/provide adequate displays of seating plan and provide "r:w-fd
instructions/infonmation to the candidates appearing for test at mmuanol:n c;n e
f) Conduct of Steno Type Test including preparation and printing of Question Papers
recording of dictation .
g) To make arangement of videography/photography at each exam centre and submission
of DVD/CDs or Hard Disks to department. .
B) To maintsin complete log of all the activities of candidates during the course of
examination to enable complete audit of the assessment process
i) To print candidate's response/answer-sheets at the end of the test
j) Preparation of result of the test conducted as per the requirement of Board.

22 The University shall charge GST @ 18% extra (or as applicable) on all the payments due 1o
" theUniversity.
23 The Steno Type Test will be conducted in collaboration with officials from State Language
Departmeat, who will be assisting in recording of dictation and manually checkiog selected
answer sheets.

24 mmdtofthesww‘lypameiﬂbelundedommdnSSSBuooonuposxiblew
pot later than a month from the conduct of the type test.

Rapomibilityofmnnnhinswhlmecymdmmﬁqinwndua‘ofﬂnm
Type Test shall lie with the University. Assured support from designated ?fﬁcnh of_SSSB.
Punj-binmmsofeocﬁdmﬁaliryandmductomuSuno'l"ypemedlbepmwded to
the University.
26 Ammew.wmmmiaﬁwwiﬁmmmﬁllbcmﬁebymmMm

2.7 The University will not be party to any litigation(if any) at any stage in the conduct of the
test and thereafter. However, during the course of litigation, required technical

oype durinj
assistance shall be provided by the University.

28 SSSBwilheiuseslmofdntouladmledexpendiminodmceonreoeiploftbebiu
from the University. The balance payment will be made by the SSSB to the Universit
after handing over the result of the said type test but not later than two weeks of the
conduct of the Steao Type Test. The paymeat will be made in favour of Registrar, Punjabi
Uaiversity, Patiala.

29 The University shall handover all the records/documents regarding the conduct of the

Steno Type Test (including admit cards, answer sheets, attendance sheets, eic.) for a period
to the Board. The University shall also maintain soft copy of the record with it for backup.

3,10 The university reserve the right to conduct the Steno type 1251 on its campus or at any other
suitable place outside the campus and fix the dates sccordingly.

gulud SR et s
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3. Miscellaneous

ishi ing between the
3.1 Nothing under this agreement shall be construed a¢ :sullﬂu_h::{s or cresting the
partics, any relationship of Master and Servant of Principd o

University and the 5558,

. igned by both the
32 The agrecment can be modified or altered only on writen sgreement 5187
parties.

i Id in
33 Authorized representative of the University or SSSB shall atiend the meetings he

. ; tary,
concern with the conduct of type test by the University or by the Chairman/Secre
S55B.

4. Arbitration

hnunfwdimmwdimunwmw[#Mnnmmfu nntrdh'uhﬂmn
mmﬁmm}mmmmmmwmm:ssmmmwm
horhmﬂoﬂﬁmwmmwofﬂ:ﬁgmmuﬂ:eﬁsfshl_llbfmp e
arbitration by the Chairman, 358 and Vice Chancellor, Funjlln_ l:.lnwm:ty. .u:l o
reutually agreed person, who will siveurim:v.wdﬁfm:dftmunluﬂmw o
decision of the wmﬂhﬁmwbmmmmfmnfﬂm Asbitration o
Conciliastion Act, 1996 shall apply to the arbitration proceedings. The venue of
mmﬂmﬂlmuwmwﬁ-h

In witnesses whereof, the partics have caused this Agreement to be signed and exccuted on
the day, month and the year first above mentioned.

Signed by
\eere—
e oY
Registrar, \E'W W
Punjabi Unjyersi tiala,
In the presence of g ﬁ&&'ﬁéi}’a?" =
(Witnesses) @Qunjabl University

Patiala
1 Quodaest “@'\

2. 'Tf’j‘!.”"ﬁ‘”‘ %’

And : W
/
Member

Subordinate Services Selection Board, Punjab,

Sector-68, SAS Nagar, Mohali.
In the presence of

{Witnesses)

L
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After perusal of the agreement, mentioned herein, it is not ascertained whether the said
agreement between the SSSB and the Punjabi University, Patiala actually executed or not, as
the date mentioned in the said agreement is left blank.

Secondly, the Member, SSSB has signed the agreement but his name is not mentioned
there and it could not be ascertained that by whom the said agreement has been signed.

Thirdly, the agreement between the parties should have been signed between the
Secretary, SSSB and Registrar, Punjabi University but it has been signed by one of the Member
of SSSB whose details have not been mentioned in the said agreement, which raises eyebrows.

Fourth, the agreement is said to be signed between the parties, is being shown, but no
witness has signed the agreement on behalf of the SSSB which appears that the agreement is
not fully executed. An unsigned agreement can lead to uncertainty, misunderstandings and
difficulty proving intent. To ensure clarity and enforceability, all parties should have signed the
document complete in all respects.

In this situation also, it is justified that the larger public interest warrants to supply the

information.
18. Keeping in view the above, the plea of the respondent to withhold the information is not
tenable. As such, the respondent Public Information Officer is directed to supply the information
as has been sought by the appellant within one month from the issue of this order under
intimation to the Commission.

19. Accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed.

Dated: 14.11.2025 (Inderpal Singh)
Chief Information Commissioner,
Punjab.
Sh. KAP Sinha, IAS
Chief Secretary, Punjab
Punjab Civil Secretariat-1,
Chandigarh.

Chairman (By name)
Subordinate Services Selection Board, Pb.
Sector 68, Mohali

Secretary (By name)

Subordinate Services Selection Board, Pb.
Sector 68, Mohali

18




