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Sh. George Subh,(9814100191)                            ………….Appellant/Complainant 
S/o Sh. Rustam Masih, R/o Begowal, Ward No 12,  
Tehsil Bholath, Distt Kapurthala-144621 

Versus 
Public Information Officer                                       ……………………………Respondent 
O/o Baba Farid University of Health  
Sciences, Faridkot 
  
First Appellate Authority cum         
Registrar,Baba Farid University of Health  
Sciences, Faridkot. 
 

Appeal Case No. 3829 of 2020 
Cisco Webex Proceedings 

Present:   Appellant: Absent 

                Respondent: Sh. Rajneesh Garg (PIO) 9815553933 

ORDER 

1. The Appellant/Complainant filed appeal/complaint case in the Commission dated 

04.12.2020. Accordingly, the case is fixed for today. 

 

FACTS: 

Appellant has sought Information pertaining to the name of all the employees along with 

their father names belonging to SC category.   

The PIO vide his letter dated 03.08.2020 conveyed the reply to the Appellant wherein the 

deemed PIO had stated that the Appellant may be asked to specify the documents required 

by him. However, no response of applicant was made on this. Dissatisfied by the 

response of the PIO, the appellant approached the FAA. The Appellate Authority also 

disposed of the Appellant’s appeal vide his order dated 29.09.2020 stating that sought 

information is not specific as status of employees has not mentioned by appellant i.e. 

Regular, Contractual, outsources, teaching, non- teaching employees.  

2. Observation and Decision:  

Appellant, is absent today without any prior intimation to the Commission regarding his 

exemption. Respondent PIO is present for the hearing.      On 

perusal of the RTI application it is noted that the appellant had himself submitted a vague 

and ambiguous query with regard to the above points which were replied by the 

respondent to the best of their abilities.      In fact, 

section 6(1) of the RTI Act very clearly states that the information seeker has to specify 

the particulars of the information sought by him or her. In view of these observations, I 

find that the respondent is not obliged to provide a response where 

the information sought is vague and not specific. 
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 On perusal of the available records, the Commission also observed that in several queries 

raised in the RTI application, the Appellant did not seek any specific information but desired all 

information which was vague and ambiguous. 

The appellant is advised that for specific information sought by him, he should file 

another RTI application. 

The appeal is disposed off accordingly, with the above directions/advice.  

3. Copies of this decision be sent to the parties through post. 

 

                   Sd/-     
Chandigarh                                                                    (Maninder Singh Patti) 

Dated: 01.02.2021                                                  State Information Commissioner 
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Sh. George Subh,(9814100191) 
S/o Sh. RustamMasih, R/o Begowal, Ward No 12,  
Tehsil Bholath, Distt Kapurthala-144621                        ………….Appellant/Complainant                                  
                                                  Versus 
Public Information Officer                                       ……………………………Respondent 
O/o Govt Medical College, 
Amritsar.    Complaint Case 911of 2020 

Cisco Webex Proceedings 
Present:   Appellant: Absent 

                Respondent: Dr. Navyug Raj Singh (Prof.) 9878634358 

ORDER 

1. The Appellant/Complainant filed appeal/complaint case in the Commission dated 

04.12.2020. Accordingly, the case is fixed for today. 

 

2. Written Submission by Respondent Authority and Sought Information: 

A letter dated 25.01.2021 vide diary no. 1870 is received in the Commission and the 

relevant portion of which is reproduced below: 
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3. After hearing the respondent PIO and on perusal of the relevant documents on file, the 

Commission found no reason to disagree with the replies of the respondents. The replies of 

respondents upheld.  

The disclosure of such information is not in the public interest as the appellant has 

asked for the information for promotion of his personal interest. Therefore, the PIO is 

justified in denying the information sought, u/s 8(1)(j) of the Act. 

 

4. The matter was disposed of accordingly at Commission’s end. 

                
 Sd/-    
  

Chandigarh                                                                    (Maninder Singh Patti) 

Dated: 01.02.2021                                                     State Information Commissioner 
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Sh. GurmeetSingh, (9501421959) 
S/o Sh.SurmukhSingh 
Distt. PardhanAnti Corruption Front 2072, 
BhaiMastan Singh Nagar,  
Sri Muktsar Sahib-152026   .………….Appellant/Complainant                          
                                                    Versus 

Public Information Officer                                        
O/o XEN, Construction Division (B& R),               …….. ……Respondent   
Mohali 
  

First Appellate Authority cum     
SE, Construction Division, (B&R), PB,  
Chandigarh.   Appeal Case No. 3830 of 2020 

Cisco Webex Proceedings 

Present:       Appellant : Absent 

                     Respondent: Sh. Rajendra Singh (XEN) 9779111960   (In Person)                

ORDER 

1. The Appellant/Complainant filed appeal/complaint case in the Commission dated 

04.12.2020. Accordingly, the case is fixed for today. 

Information Sought: Appellant has sought following information:- 

 

2. Written Submissions by Respondent: An acknowledgment letter of the appellant has been 

submitted by the respondent Sh. Rajendra Singh , wherein the appellant has shown his 

satisfaction and has asked to close the case.  

 

3. As the information stands supplied therefore, no cause of action is required in this case. 

Hence, the instant complaint case is disposed & closed. 

                                                                                                Sd/-     

Chandigarh                                                                    (Maninder Singh Patti) 

Dated: 01.02.2021                                                  State Information Commissioner                                                                           

 


