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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Adhyatam Parkash, #404, Sector 80,

P.O.  Sohana, SAS Nagar.





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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Principal Secretary to Government of Punjab,,

Department of School Education,

Punjab Civil Secretariat  Chandigarh.


The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Director Public Instruction (SE), Punjab,

Punjab School Education Board’s Building,

Phase-VIII, Mohali.






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

CC No.  1624 of 2012

Present:-
Shri Adhyatam Parkash complainant in person.

Shri Balbir Singh, Superintendent-Edn. 2- Branch-cum-PIO alongwith 
Shri Dinesh Bansal, Senior Assistant on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER


The complainant confirms that he has received the information to his satisfaction except that the District Education Officer, SAS Nagar has not furnished him a copy of the noting-sheet where charge-sheet against him has been approved.  This information pertains to Sr. No.9 of his RTI application dated 10.11.2011.  The District Education Officer, SAS Nagar is not a party to the present case. The District Education Office, SAS Nagar, having been established with the order/notification of the government, is a separate and independent public authority distinct from the public authority of Principal Secretary to Government of Punjab, Department of Education and also the Director Public Instruction (SE), Punjab, SAS Nagar.
2.

Since the information was sought from the Principal Secretary to Government of Punjab, Department of Education, the PIO of that office ought to have transferred the request pertaining to the District Education Office, SAS Nagar under Section 6(3) of the Right to Information Act, 2005.  This should be done now and a copy of this order shall be endorsed to the District Education Officer, SAS Nagar.

3.

As regards the delay in furnishing of the information, Shri Balbir Singh, PIO has appeared in person and I have given him a hearing.  He has also submitted a written explanation explaining the delay.

4.

I have heard the parties including the PIO.  Undoubtedly, there has been delay in furnishing of the information. The present PIO, however, took up additional charge of the concerned branch only in July, 2012.  The PIO has pleaded that the notice of the Commission was not received and that the delay in furnishing of the information was not intentional or willful.  The information-seeker had sought voluminous information covering 12 issues and some of this information did not relate to the respondent PIO or the public authority of Principal Secretary and had to be collected from the office of the Director Public Instruction (SE), Punjab, SAS Nagar.  The plea of the PIO is that it resulted in delay, which was entirely due to reasons of multiplicity of public authorities involving the Principal Secretary to the Government of Punjab, Department of Education and Director Public Instruction (SE), Punjab, Chandigarh.  It is further averred that the delay occurred due to procedural reason and was not unreasonable.
5.

Considering the facts and circumstances of the case particularly that the PIO/Principal Secretary Education took over the additional charge of the PIO of Education-II Branch only in July, 2012, I do not deem it fit case to impose penalty on him.  However, the fact remains that the procedural delay could have been avoided, if the concerned officials of the concerned public authority acted promptly and chased the case to collect the information.  Therefore, a word of caution would be appropriate to all concerned to strictly adhere to the time schedules provided in the RTI Act.  With these observations, I close the case.









           
( R.I. Singh)



December 27, 2012.       




Chief Information Commissioner
                        





  
          


Punjab

CC

The District Education Officer (SE), SAS Nagar.

