STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Tele No. 0172-4630071, FAX No. 0172-4630888,  Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Vicky Bajaj (96531-00631),

S/o Sh. K.L.Bajaj, 

51, Vikas Vihar, Phase -1, Ferozepur.



                                                                                                      

Appellant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Transport Officer,

Ferozepur.

First Appellate Authority,

O/o State Transport Commissioner,

SCO.177-178, Sector-17-C,

Chandigarh







                 
Respondents

APPEAL  CASE NO.1195/2016

Present:
Sh. Vicky Bajaj (96531-00631), Appellant in person.



Sh. Sukhjinder Singh, Clerk, O/o DTO, Ferozepur for Respondents.

ORDER



On 27.07.2016 this bench had observed as under :-



“The case has been heard through Video Conferencing. 



The perusal of the file suggests that an omnibus information relating to the entire operations in the office of District Transport Office has been sought.  Such kind of exercise shall significantly divert the resources of the Public Authority.



It is directed that the appellant should prioritize the information file a fresh application which shall be attended to promptly by the PIO, O/o D.T.O., Ferozepure.”


The appellant thereafter has confined his requisition to the Point No. 3, 4, 5, 6, 11 and 12 of his original application.  Vide his reply dated 26.10.2016, the respondents had submitted that the information sought for has been asked to be supplied in a format in which it is not being held by the respondents.  The fancy number form a part of the information contained in the general numbers.  
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APPEAL  CASE NO.1195/2016
As such they are not obliged to collate the information and provide it.  Even so they say that this also shall be a voluminous information and attracts Section 7 (9) of the RTI Act.  They have already supplied him the information available with them as pointed out at Point No. 3 and 11.



Having gone through the facts of the case we find that the information which is available with the respondents has been provided to the appellant and in the rest of the cases he has been suitably informed.  No action is called for.  The appeal is closed.









Sd/-
08.02.2017






        (Yashvir Mahajan)








State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Tele No. 0172-4630071, FAX No. 0172-4630888,  Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh.Ravi Kumar (98557-91905),

Secretary, Jan Chetna AMandal (Regd.),

Bablu Studio, Near Main Post Office, 

Nakodar (Jal.)                                              




Appellant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Sri Krishana Gaushala Trust (Regd.),

Dushehra Ground, 

Nakodar (Jalandhar).

Public Information Officer,

O/o Executive Officer,

Nagar Council,

Nakodar, Distt. Jalandhar.

First Appellate Authority,

O/o Sri Krishana Gaushala Trust (Regd.),

Dushehra Ground, 

Nakodar (Jalandhar)



                 


Respondents

APPEAL CASE NO.315/2016

Present:
Sh.Ravi Kumar (98557-91905), Appellant in person.



Sh. Randip Singh, E.O., Nagar Council, Nakodar along with Sh. Ramesh Sharma, 

Counsel for the Respondents.

ORDER



The following order was passed on 07.09.2016 by this forum:-


“The case has been heard through video conferencing.



On 01.06.2016 this forum had observed as under :-



“The appellant is seeking information about the fate of male calves from the office bearers of the Krishna Gaushala  Trust (Regd.), Dushehra Ground, Nakodar, District Jalandhar from the year 2013.



Smt. Sushma Sharma representing the respondents states that the Krishna Gaushala is a private trust and is not covered within the definition of a Public Authority and as such they are not obliged to give the information thus sought for by the appellant. 
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The appellant, on the other hand, insists that the Krishna Gaushala Trust is getting a                   

regular grant from the Local Government Department, Punjab and as such is being  directly financed out of the funds of the government.  It needs to be declared as a Public Authority with the directions to part with the information thus asked by him.



Before the matter is adjudicated about the status of the Krishna Gaushala as a Public Authority it is directed to file a written statement about the  amount of financial assistance having been received by the Krishna Gaushala Trust from the Municipal Corporation, Jalandhar.  As the Municipal Corporation is the necessary party in the issue, PIO, O/o the Municipal Corporation Jalandhar is also directed to file a written reply entailing therein the arrangement with the Krishna Gaushala Trust besides the funds thus provided by it for the maintenance of cattle for the last five years.”



“The matter has been taken up today.  In the concluding part inadvertently the PIO, O/o Municipal Corporation, Jalandhar instead of the PIO, O/o Executive Officer, Municipal Council, Nakodar was directed to file a written reply along with the details of the funds provided to the respondents during the period of last five years.  The error is being corrected and the above directions are now being passed on to the PIO, O/o Executive Officer, Municipal Council, Nakodar.  He shall ensure its compliance positively.”


Sh. Ravi Kumar reiterates that the respondents are a Public Authority as they are regularly receiving the grant from the Municipal Body of Nakodar.  He has enclosed a copy of memo. No.3395 dated 09.09.2015 of Nagar Council, Nakodar wherein the Local Bodies is admittedly releasing the grant regularly. 
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APPEAL CASE NO.315/2016


Smt. Sushma Sharma, Advocate who is present in the Court on behalf of the
                                                                                                                 

Respondents states that the information is incorrect as the grant was received only during the year 2014 and 2015.  Thereafter no financial assistance is being given by the Municipal Council, Nakodar.  She further asserts that the respondents are a private entity which is being run by the funds generated on their own.  In no way can it be considered to fall under the ambit of the Public Authority as defined under the RTI Act.  She has filed a written statement before the Commission which has been taken on record.  She is directed to send a copy to the appellant who may like to file counter submission on the same.



Before a decision on the issue is taken the factual position has to be clarified by the Municipal Council, Nakodar.  Accordingly, at the cost of repetition, Executive Officer, Municipal Council, Nakodar is directed to file a written statement with regard to the aforementioned facts within three weeks from today positively.  He is also directed to attend the hearing on the next date of hearing which is fixed for 26.10.2016 at 11.30 AM through video conferencing at Jalandhar.”


The matter has been taken up today.  The Executive Officer, Municipal Committee, Nakodar has communicated to us that the Municipal Committee has been providing the financial assistance to the gaushala from 30.08.2013 to 09.02.2016.  The appellant is seeking to know the number of the cattle heads being taken care of in the gaushala during the year 2014 and 2015.  It is a very innocuous information.  The activities being undertaken by the gaushala are in the nature of public activities.  As a significant financial assistance from the Municipal Committee has been 
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APPEAL CASE NO.315/2016
received by the respondents we direct them to provide the information to the appellant under intimation to the Commission.



Disposed.  










     Sd/-
08.02.2017






        (Yashvir Mahajan)








State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Tele No. 0172-4630071, FAX No. 0172-4630888,  Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Darshan Singh Kang,

Office, Anti Corruption Front (Regd.)

Samrala Distt. Ludhiana.                                                                  

Complainant 

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o  Principal,

Govt.Sr. Secondary School, Aalamgir

Ludhiana.

First Appellate Authority

O/o Distirct Education Officer (S),

Mini Sectt. Ferozepur Road, 
Ludhiana





                         

Respondent

COMPLAINT CASE NO.1352/2016

Present:
Sh. Darshan Singh Kang, Complainant in person.



Smt. Jasbir Kaur, Principal, Govt. Sr. Secondary School, Alamgir, Ludhiana – for 


Respondent.
ORDER



The complainant is present.



Smt. Jasbir Kaur, Principal, Government Senior Secondary School, Alamgir, Ludhiana, the respondent has submitted in writing that the complainant is a retired Science Master. He nurses an animosity against her.  She had filed a criminal complaint against his inappropriate demeanour  towards her.  Ever since he is filing vexatious complaints under RTI against her.  She has attached a list of about 20 complaints made by the complainant under the RTI Act in the recent past against her.  She further says that he is obsessed with hate to settle his personal score.



The complainant in the Court admits that he had to suffer at the hands of the police consequent upon a complaint made by the respondent.  He justifies his action by taking a menacing posture in the Court and says that he shall ensure that  she continues to suffer.



Superior Courts have observed on umpteen occasions that RTI is not a forum to settle personal scores.  The stance of the complainant in the Court testifies his personal agenda.  His  
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COMPLAINT CASE NO.1352/2016
complaints are entirely  devoid  of public interests.  It is a clear case of abuse of the RTI Act.
            

A disgruntled personnel cannot be allowed to run riot and use RTI as an instrument of harassment to a hapless government official by filing a spate of applications with a personal agenda.  Hon’ble High Court of Punjab and Haryana in case of K.K.Sharma Vs State of Punjab in relation to disgruntled employees had observed :


“Clearly, the provision of RTI Act would not be available to a disgruntled employee 

seeking information as regards public officials which is otherwise personal in nature 

on account of furtherance of a personal vendetta.”



The Commission thus directs that the PIOs need not answer any RTI question if filed by this appellant in the coming days for the information relating directly or indirectly to the respondent in this particular case.



Disposed.










        Sd/-
08.02.2017






        (Yashvir Mahajan)







              State Information Commissioner
CC: Deputy Registrar, PSIC for information and n/a.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Tele No. 0172-4630071, FAX No. 0172-4630888,  Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh.Darshan Singh Kang,(94643-63290)

Anti Corruption Front,

Samrala Distt. Ludhiana 




                                     



              
Appellant 

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director Public Instructions (S), Punjab

Vidya Bhawan, PSEB Complex,

Sector-62, S.A.S. Nagar.

First Appellate Authority

O/o Director Public Instructions (S), Punjab

Vidya Bhawan, PSEB Complex,

Sector-62, S.A.S. Nagar

                                                             

Respondents
APPEAL CASE NO.3306/2016

Present:
Sh.Darshan Singh Kang, (94643-63290), Appellant in person.


None on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


The Commission has observed on 08.02.2017 in the complaint case No.1352 of 2016, titled Darshan Singh Kang Vs PIO, O/o the Principal, Government Senior Secondary School, Alamgir,  Ludhiana, as under : 


“The complainant is present.



Smt. Jasbir Kaur, Principal, Government Senior Secondary School, Alamgir, Ludhiana, the respondent has submitted in writing that the complainant is a retired Science Master. He nurses an animosity against her.  She had filed a criminal complaint against his inappropriate demeanour  towards her.  Ever since he is filing vexatious complaints under RTI against her.  She has attached a list of about 20 complaints made by the complainant under the RTI Act in the recent past against her.  She further says that he is obsessed with hate to settle his personal score. 
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The complainant in the Court admits that he had to suffer at the hands of the police consequent upon a complaint made by the respondent.  He justifies his action by taking a menacing posture in the Court and says that he shall ensure that  she continues to suffer.



Superior Courts have observed on umpteen occasions that RTI is not a forum to settle personal scores.  The stance of the complainant in the Court testifies his personal agenda.  His               complaints are entirely  devoid  of public interests.  It is a clear case of abuse of the RTI Act.

            

A disgruntled personnel cannot be allowed to run riot and use RTI as an instrument of harassment to a hapless government official by filing a spate of applications with a personal agenda.  Hon’ble High Court of Punjab and Haryana in case of K.K.Sharma Vs State of Punjab in relation to disgruntled employees had observed :



“Clearly, the provision of RTI Act would not be available to a disgruntled employee 

seeking information as regards public officials which is otherwise personal in nature 

on account of furtherance of a personal vendetta.”



The Commission thus directs that the PIOs need not answer any RTI question if filed by this appellant in the coming days for the information relating directly or indirectly to the respondent in this particular case.




In view of the above, the appeal in hand is disposed.









Sd/-
08.02.2017






  (Yashvir Mahajan)








State Information Commissioner

CC: Deputy Registrar, PSIC for information and n/a.
