PUNJAB STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION

RED CROSS BUILDING, SECTOR-16, MADHYA MARG, CHANDIGARH
Tele No. 0172-2864101, 2864110, Helpline No.0172-2864100
Email: pcic20@punjabmail.gov.in, Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com

Whatsapp No.62848-20189, Cisco Webex: 158 708 3455

Sh. Bikramijit Singh Chhachhi,

# 120 B 1, Nagra House,

T.B. Hospital Road,

Patiala 147001-9463940586 Appellant
Versus

Public Information Officer

Secretary to Govt. of Punjab,

Deptt of Personnel

(P.P. 1 Branch)

Pb. Civil

Sectt.-1, Chandigarh.

Shri Sanjay Goswami, Superintendent
Public Information Officer,

General Administration Department,
Admn-1 Branch,6" Floor,

Punjab Civil Sectt-1, Chandigarh.

Public Information Officer,

o/o Additional Chief Secretary, Govt. of Punjab,
Department of Home Affairs & Justice,

(Civil Defence Branch),

Pb. Civil Secretariat-1,Chandigarh.

First Appellate Authority

o/o Secretary,

Personnel Deptt., Pb.

Punjab Civil Sectt.-1, Chandigarh.

Public Information Officer

o/o the Principal Secretary to Govt. of Punjab,

Deptt. of Finance,

(Finance Personnel 1 Branch),

Punjab Civil Secretariat-1,

Chandigarh. Respondents

Appeal Case No. 2478 of 2020 & Appeal Case No. 2479 of 2020

Present: Appellant: Shri Bikramjit Singh Chhacchi, appellant, on telephone.
Respondents: Sh. Vinit Goyal, Sr. Assistant, Department of Personnel,
Sh. Sandeep Jindal, Sr. Assistant, Finance Personnel-1, Punjab
Civil Sectt.-1, Chandigarh on behalf of the respondents.
ORDER
This order may be read in continuation of the order passed by the Commission on

09.07.2021 vide which the Public Information Officer, O/o the Secretary Personnel, P.P. 1 Branch,
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Appeal Case No. 2478 of 2020 & Appeal Case No. 2479 of 2020

Punjab Civil Sectt. 1, Chandigarh, and Public Information Officer, O/o the Principal Secretary,
Finance, (Finance Personnel 1 Branch), Punjab Civil Sectt. 1, Chandigarh, were directed to file an
affidavit in case the file regarding the sought information is not traceable in their office.

The matter has come up today. Both the parties are present. As directed on previous
hearing i.e. 09.07.2021, the respondents have filed an affidavit in which they have stated that the
record related to the RTI application of the appellant is not traceable. The copy of the same has been
provided to the appellant during the course of hearing and a copy of the same has also been taken on
record. In reference to this, the appellant has filed a written statement in which he has pleaded that
misplacement of official record is a serious offense and enquiry should be conducted by the Public
Authority to fix responsibility. The Commission also holds the same point of view. Therefore, a copy of
the case file is being sent to the Principal Secretary, Department of Personnel, Punjab and the
Principal Secretary, Department of Finance, Punjab, to look into the matter and take
appropriate action as per the Law. Since the public authorities concerned have filed a specific
affidavit that the case file(s) related to the sought information are not traceable in their office,
therefore, no further directions are being given to them as per the provisions of the RTI Act, 2005.

With above directions, the cases are disposed and closed.

SD

10.08.2021 (Suresh Arora)
Chief Information Commissioner, Punjab

CC: The Principal Secretary, Department of Personnel, Punjab, Pb. Civil Sectt. 1,
Chandigarh, for necessary.

Principal Secretary, Department of Finance, Punjab, Pb. Civil Sectt. 1,
Chandigarh, for necessary action.
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Sh. Kharaiti Lal Narang 9878058314,

R/o H. No. B XXI 12066 Street No. 26,

Ram Nagar, Main Market,

Near Sangeet Cinema,

Distt. Ludhiana. Complainant
Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Dept. of General Administration,

Establishment 3 Branch,

Punjab Civil Secretariat-1, Chandigarh. Respondent

Complaint Case No. 363 of 2021

Present:- Complainant- Sh. Kharaiti Lal Narang.
Respondent- Sh. Pawan Kumar, Public Information Officer.

ORDER
This may be read with reference to the previous order dated 09.07.2021 vide which

the case was adjourned to be heard today i.e. 10.08.2021.

2. The appellant has sought the following information:-
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After the last hearing, the complainant was sent a copy of the letter dated 10.03.2021 and
was asked to file the rejoinder, if any, before the next date of hearing. The complainant has filed the
same (copy taken on record). In this he has stated that Public Information Officer would have to
collect information from the Senior Assistant of his own Branch. In addition to this, he has also given
reference of an office memorandum issued by the Government of India vide no. 10/2/2008-IR dated
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Complaint Case No. 363 of 2021
-2-
01.06.2009 according to which "Collection of Information cannot amount to creation of Information"
However, the respondent submits that collection of such a huge information and then creating a list
would be next to impossible. He further added that the complainant can seek information regarding
specific person, if he desires so.

During the course of hearing, the case was discussed for inspection of record related
to the RTI application of the complainant, but, the respondent says that the information/inspection
sought relates to a voluminous record. Further, he also submitted that such information can only be
provided at the cost of adversely affecting the normal functioning of the Public Authority, which is not

the purpose of enactment of this Act.

The Commission agrees to the submission of the respondent. With reference to such

applications only, it is felt essential to reproduce judgment made by the Hon’ble Supreme Court in

CBSE vs. Aditya Bandopadhyay, (2011) 8 SCC 497, observed :--

“67. Indiscriminate and impractical demands or directions under the RTI Act for disclosure of
all and sundry information (unrelated to transparency and accountability in the functioning of public
authorities and eradication of corruption) would be counterproductive as it will adversely affect the
efficiency of the administration and result in the executive getting bogged down with the non-

productive work of collecting and furnishing information. The Act should not be allowed to be misused

or abused, to become a tool to obstruct the national development and integration, or to destroy the

peace, tranquility and harmony among its citizens. Nor should it be converted into a tool of

oppression or intimidation of honest officials striving to do their duty. The nation does not want a

scenario where 75% of the staff of public authorities spends 75% of their time in collecting and
furnishing information to applicants instead of discharging their regular duties. The threat of
penalties under the RTI Act and the pressure of the authorities under the RTI Act should not lead to
employees of a public authorities prioritizing “information furnishing”, at the cost of their normal and

regular duties.”
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Complaint Case No. 363 of 2021

The Commission invokes Section 7(9) of the RTI Act that the information if arranged to be
provided shall divert the resources of the Public Authority disproportionately. However, the
complainant pleaded that he may be provided with the information regarding pay fixation of any two
employees instead of a whole list. His plea is accepted and the respondent-Public Information Officer
is directed to supply the same within two weeks from the issue of this order to the complainant with a
copy to the Commission. However the liberty is granted to the complainant to approach the
Commission within four weeks, if he does not receive the copies of pay fixation related to two

employees as mentioned herein.
With above directions, the matter is disposed of and closed.

SD

10.08.2021 (Suresh Arora)
Chief Information Commissioner, Punjab
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Sh. Kharaiti Lal Narang 9878058314,

R/o H. No. B XXI 12066 Street No. 26,

Ram Nagar, Main Market,

Near Sangeet Cinema,

Distt. Ludhiana. Complainant
Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Dept. of General Administration,

Establishment 3 Branch,

Punjab Civil Secretariat-1, Chandigarh. Respondent

Complaint Case No. 479 of 2021

Present:- Complainant- Sh. Kharaiti Lal Narang.
Respondent- Sh. Pawan Kumar, Public Information Officer.

ORDER
This may be read with reference to the previous order dated 09.07.2021 vide which

the case was adjourned to be heard today i.e. 10.08.2021.

2. The appellant has sought the following information:-
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3. The case has come up today. Both the parties are present. The respondent has
brought the original record along with him. The inspection of the same has been arranged during the
course of hearing itself. The certified copies of the information sought by the complainant were
provided to him on spot. He seems to be satisfied with inspection of original record/supplied
information.

4, Since, the complainant has received the sought information and is satisfied with the same; no
further action seems to be called for in the case in hand. The case is disposed.

SD

10.08.2021 (Suresh Arora)
Chief Information Commissioner, Punjab
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Sh. Kharaiti Lal Narang 9878058314,
R/o H. No. B XXI 12066 Street No. 26,
Ram Nagar, Main Market,

Near Sangeet Cinema,

Distt. Ludhiana. Complainant

Versus
Public Information Officer,

O/o Dept. of General Administration,
Establishment 3 Branch,
Punjab Civil Secretariat-1, Chandigarh. Respondent

Complaint Case No. 478 of 2021

Present:- Complainant- Sh. Kharaiti Lal Narang.
Respondent- Sh. Daljit Singh, Sr. Assistant.

ORDER
This may be read in continuation to the previous order dated 09.07.2021 vide which

the case was adjourned to be heard today i.e. 10.08.2021.

2. The appellant has sought the following information:-
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The case has come up today. The complainant has appeared in person. Sh. Daljit Singh, Sr.
Assistant, is present on behalf of the respondent. The complainant has demanded a copy of some
rules made by the Government of Punjab regarding fixation of seniority. In reply to this, the
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-3-
representative of the respondent has made a submission that all the rules, policies, or instructions
passed by the Government is already uploaded on the official website of the department under the
head of 'RTI Manual' and the information uploaded on the website i.e.

(www.punjab.gov.in/department-of-personnel/#tab-6 ) is in searchable form.

The respondent has also brought the original record along with him. After inspection of the
record, the appellant has not identified any document.

Keeping in view the above, the Commission observes that no further action is required to be
taken in this case. Hence, the case is disposed of and closed.

SD

10.08.2021 (Suresh Arora)
Chief Information Commissioner, Punjab
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Sh. Igbal Singh,

S/o Sh. Gurnam Singh,

R/o Village-Thaipai,

Distt. Ludhiana. Complainant
Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Ludhiana. Respondent

Complaint Case No. 106 of 2021
(Video Conference/Telephone Proceedings)

Present:- Complainant- None.
Respondent- Sh. Ranjit Singh, Naib Kanugo .
ORDER
This may be read in continuation to the previous order dated 12.07.2021 vide which

the case was adjourned to be heard today i.e. 10.08.2021.

2. The appellant has sought the following information:-
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The case has come up today. The complainant is absent without any intimation. Sh. Ranjit
Singh, Naib Kanugo, is present on behalf of the respondent. The respondent has sent a written reply
to the complainant vide which he has been informed that his request is under process and action is

yet to be taken. The copy of the same is endorsed to the Commission and is taken on record

Keeping in view the specific reply filed by the respondent authority that the matter is pending
for action and the information cannot be provided, the Commission accepted the plea taken by the
respondent. The reply received from the Public Authority is being sent along with this order. However
the respondent is directed to supply the information to the complainant after the completion of process

positively.

Accordingly, the Commission observes that no further action is required to be taken in this

case. Hence the case is disposed of and closed.

SD

10.08.2021 (Suresh Arora)

Chief Information Commissioner, Punjab
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Sh. Ashok Kapoor,
R/o House No. 8 C, Kitchlu Nagar

Ludhiana. Appellant

Versus
Public Information Officer,
Ol/o Sub Divisional Magistrate (West),
Mini Secretariat,
Ludhiana.

First Appellate Authority,
O/o Deputy Commissioner,
Mini Secretariat,

Ludhiana. Respondents

Appeal Case No. 3321 of 2021
(Video Conference/Telephone Proceedings)

Present:- Appellant- Sh. Ashok Kapoor.
Respondents- Sh. Paramijit Singh, Clerk .

ORDER
This may be read in continuation to the previous order dated 08.07.2021 vide which the case

was adjourned to be heard today i.e. 10.08.2021.

2. The appella)nt has sought the following information:-

i

Certified copies of Dairy Rggisteldéﬁf&i;é on which ‘*
dates the following letters were received in your office
from the office of the Additional Deputy Commissioner
(Dev), Ludhiana in respect of application request
ordering the enforcement of the order Warrant
DAKHAL TAKSEEM dated 15/01/2013 in partition suit
titled Ashok Kapoor & others vs Seema Rani of village
Ladowal and for taking legal and requisite action
against 1.) Mandeep Singh Dhillon, Tehsildar Ludhiana
(w), 2.) Shri Sukhminder Singh Virk, Kanugoo Halka
Bagga Khurd and other revenue officers for not doing
their official duty sincerely and honestly with respect of
Dakhal Warrant proceedings in response to Memo No.
$-1/C/2069/3377 dated 04/05/2018 of Di visional
Commissioner, Patiala:- N

1. Letter No. 807 dated 01/06/2020.
\/Letter No. 9148\date¢04/ i 2
\/Letter No. 7587 dated 18/11/2019..—, 2 A1)

Letter No. 6341 dated 13/08/2019) 23
- Letter No. 481 dafed 24/06/2019- <" | ¥ o
6. C.C.of letter no. 575 dated 13/06/2019 . .
( \/ addressed to Tehsildar (w), Ludhiana

- C.C. of letter no. 509 dated 30/05/2019
fddressed to Tehsildar (w), Ludhiana.
’ . C.C. of letter no. 217 dated 24/04/2019

addressed to Tehsildar (w); Tudhiana.
{:

32\\9. C.C. of letter no. 52 dafed 03/04/20
addressed to Tehsildar {w), Ludhi.
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e g
Ao. C.C. of letter no, 8529 dated 20/02/2019

/addressed to Tehsildar (w), Ludhiana.
1. C.C. of letter no. 7227 dated 04/01/2019. s

addressed to Tehsil w), Ludhiana.
~12. Letter No. 6278 d4ted 22/11/20 ’
jﬂ/ketter No. 5277 dated.08/10 <~ 3% H 3
,12) etter No. 3991 dated 06/09/2018. v~ 2 S %9
Letter No. 3544 dated 21/08/2018. \— ). 2.0

r6. Letter No. 3246 dated O
17. Letter No. 2992 da

18. Letter No. 1502 date 2018

The case has come up today. Both the parties are present. Sh. Paramijit Singh, Clerk, is
present on behalf of the respondents. He submits that copy of the Diary Register along with the copy
of letter no. 52 dated 03.04.2019, which was addressed to Tehsildar (West), Ludhiana, has been
provided to the appellant. In addition to this, he also stated it has been informed by Sh. Rajesh
Kumar, Reader, that the rest of the information is not available with them because other letters, as
mentioned in the original RTI application, were further originally sent to the office of the Tehsildar,
Ludhiana (West) from time to time for further action as per the orders issued by the Additional Deputy
Commissioner (Development), Ludhiana.

The respondents were directed to file the statement of Sh. Rajesh Kumar, Reader, in writing

form. The same has been provided by them and is taken on record.
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Keeping in view the specific reply filed by the representative of the respondents that the copy
of the rest of letter(s) are not available with the respondents, no further action is required to be called
for. Accordingly, the matter is disposed of and closed.

SD

10.08.2021 (Suresh Arora)
Chief Information Commissioner, Punjab
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Sh. Ajay Nand/ Ajay Kumar Mehta,

#C 118, East Mohan Nagar,

Chamrang Road,

District-Amritsar. Appellant
Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Chief Secretary, Punjab,

Punjab Civil Secretariat-1, Chandigarh.

First Appellate Authority,
O/o Chief Secretary, Punjab,
Punjab Civil Secretariat-1, Chandigarh. Respondents
Appeal Case No. 1625 of 2021
(Video Conference/Telephone Proceedings)

Present:- Appellant- Sh. Ajay Nand, on telephone.
Respondents- Ms. Seema Singh, Superintendent.
ORDER
This may be read in continuation to the previous order dated 09.07.2021 vide which the case

was adjourned to be heard today i.e. 10.08.2021.

2. The case has come up today. Both the parties are present. Ms. Seema Singh,
Superintendent, present on behalf of the respondents, submits that the information asked by the
information seeker is not clear. The Commission has also gone through the RTI application, which is

reproduced hereunder:
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3. It is appropriate to mention that the “Information” means as per the provisions of
the RTI Act, 2005, any material in any form, including records, documents, memos, e-mails,
opinions, advices, press releases, circulars, orders, logbooks, contracts, report, papers,
samples, models data material held in any electronic form and information relating to any
private body which can be accessed by a public authority under any other law for the time
being in force.

4, Section 6 (1) of the RTI Act provides that a person, who desires to obtain any

information under this Act, shall make a request in writing or through electronic means in
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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.

5. Hon'ble High Court of Punjab and Haryana passed in its judgment of LPA No.1737 of 2015
titted Manijit Singh Vs State Information Commissioner, Punjab and others, observed that:

We find that the information sought is vague, indefinite and
is a fishing enquiry. The information in respect of violations committed
at the time of land acquisition and the judgments, whereby the violations
have been noticed, cannot be supplied or even compiled by the respondents.
The judgments of the Court are in public domain and can be accessed by
the appellant. Similarly, the information seeking documents relating to the
writing of the land-owners that they are not ready to accept the compensation
is again not specific. The Public Information Officer is not expected to dug the
files to find out that which of the land-owner has not accepted the
compensation. If the appellant has any information about any particular
land-owner, the information can be sought and given, but no information
can be supplied in respect of vague information sought.

We also find that the information has to be specific,
which can be sought and supplied. The fishing enquiry is not intended
to be subject matter of Right to Information Act, 2005. Thus, we find that
the process adopted by the appellant is gross misuse of the provisions
of the Act, firstly, when he filed the writ petition and then the present
letters patent appeal the information sought is vague, indefinite
and is fishing enquiry. The Commission also finds that the information
has to be specific, which can be sought and supplied.
The fishing enquiry is not intended to be subject matter of the
Right to Information Act, 2005.
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Keeping in view the above, the Commission agrees with the submission of the respondents,
as the case in hand is of similar nature. The appellant has not sought any specific information.
In view of the above, the case is disposed of and closed.

SD

10.08.2021 (Suresh Arora)
Chief Information Commissioner, Punjab



