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Complaint  Case No.  08 of 2014
On the hearing of this complaint case, held on 22.04.2014, Sh. Vikrant Sharma, 
Advocate, who appeared on behalf of the respondent PIO concerned stated that the requisite information has already been supplied to the complainant, Sh. Rajendra Prasad Mehta, vide letter no. 696-97 dated 19.02.2014 through speed post and again vide letter no. 1039 dated 28.03.2014.
Sh. Sharma also stated that the complainant, Sh. Mehta, in his RTI request,  had 
sought for information along with inspection of records and accordingly  the complainant was offered  two opportunities to inspect the record by the respondent PIO concerned, but the complainant did not do the same. 
He added that this was the main reason for the fact that the information could not 
be supplied to information seeker within stipulated period.
Sh.  A. S. Chawla, Registrar-cum-PIO, Punjabi University, Patiala, was issued a 
show cause under Section 20 (1) of the RTI Act, by the Division Bench of undersigned, for explaining delay made  in supplying the requisite information as per official record.
                        During the hearing, held on 21.05.2014, Sh. Sharma submitted a reply, signed by Sh. Chawla, explaining that as to why delay has occurred in supplying the requisite information to the complainant, Sh. Mehta, against the queries raised by him.
                        Sh. Mehta during the hearing, held on 21.05.2014, while demanding that he should be given suitable compensation for monetary loss, suffered by him on account of spending money for attending hearings in the Commission in this case as the respondent PIO was making delay in supplying  the requisite information to him.
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He  also insisted  that this Bench must use its influence to ensure his admission in 
Bachelor of Law degree course (as regular student) in Punjabi University, Patiala by giving direction to the Punjab University, Patiala, authorities in that regard. 
 

On the hearing, held on 18.06.2014, Sh. Sharma submitted a reply vide letter no. 
1433 dated 02.06.2014 along with an affidavit dated 27.05.2014, signed by Sh.   Chawla, PIO stating that  whatever information is available in the official-record, has already been given to the complainant and no other information, apart from the supplied information, exists on record.
In that reply, it is also stated that in some of the cases, the personal files of some 
retired officials (being very old ones) are not available and despite making best efforts these files could not be traced.
During the hearing, Sh. Mehta was explained that as per provisions of RTI Act, the 
Commission does not carry any power to direct the Punjabi University, Patiala, authorities  to admit him in Bachelor of Law degree (regular course).  He was also explained that RTI Act is only meant for ensuring the supply of only that information to any applicant, which exit on record or is held on record.  The Commission cannot go beyond it.
After examining the documents placed on record and hearing both the parties, the 
judgment was reserved on June 18, 2014.
After going through the contents of the case file and hearing the written and oral 
submission made by the parties concerned in this complaint case, the following facts came up for consideration for the Division Bench of undersigned.
The issue, which Sh. Mehta has taken up aggressively in this complaint case, is 
regarding his admission in Bachelor of Law degree (regular course) in Punjabi University, Patiala.
During the repeated hearings of this case, he kept on insisting that he will be 
satisfied only when this Bench will order the Punjabi University Authorities to admit him in Bachelor of Law degree (regular course).
He remained in adamant mode almost during all the hearings in this case despite 
the fact that the  Bench tried to make him understand that he must confine himself to the fact that whether the response given by the PIO concerned against the queries raised by him in the RTI request is genuine and satisfactory or not ?
The issue, which is to be decided by the Bench, is related with the fact that 
whether the Commission could direct the Punjabi University Authorities to give admission to Sh. Mehta in Bachelor of law degree course.
                        The second issue, which is to be decided by the Bench, is related with the fact that whether the RTI Act can be used ‘as tool’ by anyone for getting his personal grievances redressed.
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   What the Right to Information Act, 2005, confers on the Indian citizen is a right to obtain information from a public authority. The Act has been enacted solely for the purpose of providing information. All other provisions of the RTI Act, 2005 revolve around this right.

The preamble of the RTI Act-2005 says “An Act to provide for setting out the practical regime of right to information for citizens to secure access to information under the control of public authorities, in order to promote transparency and accountability in the working of every public authority……”
The Preamble also acknowledges the fact that “democracy requires an informed 
citizenry and transparency of information which are vital to its functioning and also to contain corruption and to hold Governments and their instrumentalities accountable to the governed;”

After the RTI Act, 2005, was enacted, a large section of society has been quite 
often considering it as a panacea to the wrongs and set right the injustice perceived to have been caused to them. They have also been taking it as a ‘tool’ to get their personal grievances redressed.

The world information has been defined under Section 2 (f), which reads as :

"information" means any material in any form, including records,  documents, memos, e-mails, opinions, advices, press releases, circulars,  orders, logbooks, contracts, reports, papers, samples, models, data  material held in any electronic form and information relating to any privatebody which can be accessed by a public authority under any other law for the time being in force.
Moreover Section 6 (1) of the RTI Act reads as :
       

  “A person, who desires to obtain any information under this Act, shall make a request in writing or through electronic means in English or Hindi or in the official language of the area in which the application is being made, accompanying such fee as may be prescribed, to—
             
   (a)   the Central Public Information Officer or State Public Information Officer, as the case may be, of the concerned public authority;
                (b)   the Central Assistant Public Information Officer or State Assistant Public Information Officer, as the case may be, specifying the particulars of the information sought by him or her:
 

Provided that where such request cannot be made in writing, the Central Public Information Officer or State Public Information Officer, as the case may be, shall render all reasonable assistance to the person making the request orally to reduce the same in writing…..”
         

After examining the queries of the information seeker and response given against the same by the PIO concerned, we are of the view that Sh. Mehta did to dispute the response of PIO concerned.
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 What Sh. Mehta was constantly insisting upon and demanding during the hearings was  that the Commission must ‘acquire’ those powers, which are not given to it under the RTI Act, to facilitate him to get admission in Bachelor of Law (degree course), in Punjabi University, Patiala.  

        

 After going through the claims made by Sh. Mehta and replies made by the respondent PIO concerned, we are of the considered view that demand, raised by Sh. Mehta for getting admission in Bachelor of Law (degree course), In Punjabi University, Patiala, does not fall into the definition of the information and hence, the Bench could not order the respondent PIO concerned to take any action in that regard.

         

This Bench is also of the considered view that respondent PIO concerned has not made any delay with malafide intention in supplying the requisite information to the information seeker.  Rather, the respondent PIO concerned took pains and used all the sources, which were at his command, to find out the relevant official record so that information could be supplied to Sh. Mehta.

       

  We are also of considered view that Sh. Mehta has also taken RTI Act as a ‘tool’ to get his personal grievances redressed, without going through the preamble and provisions of the said Act.

         

In view of above, the complaint of Sh. Mehta is dismissed.
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.
(Parveen Kumar)


   
       (Chander Parkash)

State Information Commissioner    

         State Information Commissioner    
Dated:   10th March, 2015
