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Sh. Sarvan Kumar, S/o ShriJamanDass, 

R/o Street No. 2, Near Sri Ram Mandir,  

Patiala Gate, Patiala        ……….….Appellant 

..Vs 

REGISTERED POST 
Public Information Officer, 
O/o SDM, Sangrur  
 
First Appellate Authority 
o/o DC, Sangrur 
 
2) Public Information Officer, 
O/o DC Sangrur        …….…Respondent 

AC No. 862 of 2020 

 

Present : (i) Sh. Sarvan Kumar the appellant  
(ii) For the respondent : Sh. Amnider Singh, Jr. Assistant (9855983377), Sh. 
Sinderpal , PIO ( 9877586324) 

 
ORDER 
 
 

 This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated 19.01.2022. 

2.  The appellant Sh. Sarvan Kumar has given in writing that he does not want to 

pursue the matter any further. Therefore, he has requested for the withdrawal of the 

complaint.   Accordingly, case is disposed of and closed. Copies of the order be sent to the 

parties. 

         Sd/- 

Dated: 28.03.2022       (Amrit Partap Singh Sekhon) 
       State Information Commissioner  
                                                                                                                             Punjab 



 
  PUNJAB STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION 

Red Cross Building, Near Rose Garden, 
Sector 16, Chandigarh. 

Ph: 0172-2864115, Email: - psic25@punjabmail.gov.in 
Visit us: - www.infocommpunjab.com 

Helpline No. 0172-2864100  
 

 
 
 
 

Sh. Ujjagar Singh 

S/o Late Sh. Bant Singh, R/o Street No. 1 

Maan Colony, Daba, Ludhiana – 141014 (9878961815) 

         …………………….Appellant 

..Vs 

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Joint Police Commissioner (Rural) 
Ludhiana  
First Appellate Authority-cum- Police Commissioner 

Ludhiana  
 
         …………..……………Respondent 

AC No. 3316 of 2021 

Present : (i) None is present on behalf of the appellant  
  (ii) For the respondent : Sh. Tarun Singh, APIO ( 9463202689) 
ORDER 
 

 This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated 19.01.2022 vide which the 

respondent was directed to file an affidavit. 

2. The appellant is absent today. 

3. The respondent states that he has brought an affidavit as per directed by the Commission in the last 

hearing.  

4. An affidavit submitted by the respondent is as under:   
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5. Copy of the same is taken on record. Respondent is directed to send original 

affidavit to the appellant.  

6. With these directions, the appeal case filed by the appellant is disposed of and 

closed. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 

 

          Sd/- 

Dated: 28.03.2022       (Amrit Partap Singh Sekhon) 
       State Information Commissioner  
                                                                                                                             Punjab 
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Sh. Tejinder Singh Bhattal, (Er.) 

S/o Sh. Bikram Singh, House No. 98, 

Sunil Park, PO Rajguru Nagar, Opposite MBD Mail, 

Distt. Ludhiana – 141012 (9646011622) 

    ………………………….. …Appellant 

Vs 

Public Information Officer, 
O/o Principal Secretary,  
Department of Finance, Punjab  
Chandigarh 
First Appellate Authority, 
O/o Principal Secretary, 
Department of Finance, Punjab 
Chandigarh 

    ……………..……………Respondent 
AC.No. 2077 of 2021 

 

Present : (i) None is present on behalf of the appellant  
  (ii) For the respondent : Sh. Sandeep Singh, Sr. Assistant ( 7696689741) 
ORDER 
 
 

 This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated 19.01.2022. 

2. The appellant is absent today. He has sent an email mentioning therein that he has 

received the information. He has prayed that the case may be disposed of accordingly.  

3. In view of the foregoing, no cause of action is left, hence the appeal case filed by the 

appellant is  disposed of accordingly. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.  

         Sd/- 

Dated: 28.03.2022       (Amrit Partap Singh Sekhon) 
       State Information Commissioner  
                                                                                                                             Punjab 
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Sh. Lajpat Garg (9814230616) 

 S/o Sh Harbans Lal,   B-13/287,  

Roman Street, Jaito,  

Distt Faridkot          ……….….Appellant 

..Vs 

Public Information Officer, 
O/o Secretary, Vigilance Department, 
Mini Sectt. Sector-9,  Chandigarh  
First Appellate Authority 
O/oAddl. Chief Secretary,  Vigilance Department, Punjab 
Vigilance Bhawan, Sector 68, SAS Nagar      …….…Respondent 
 

AC No. 1701 of 2020 

Present : (i) None is present on behalf of the appellant  
(ii) For the respondent : Sh. Manoj Kumar , APIO (9878853807) Smt. Ranjit 
Kaur , PIO-cum-Suptd ( 9988309344) 

ORDER 
 

 This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated 19.01.2022. 

2. Today the appellant is absent. He has sent a letter that he is unable to attend the 

hearing , hence he has sought another date. 

3. The respondent –PIO has filed her reply on oath paper i.e.  “That in continuation of 

earlier affidavit dated 12.05.2021 , it is submitted that the information sought by the 

applicant/appellant Sh. Lajpat Rai Garg S/o Sh. Harbans Lal, Resident of B-13/287, Roman 

Street Jaito, Distt. Faridkot has already been provided to him and that no further information 

is remained to be supplied to him as per office record.” 

4. I have gone through the affidavit and found satisfactory. Copy of an affidavit as 

submitted by the respondent be sent to the appellant alongwith these orders.  

5. In view of the foregoing, no cause of action is left, hence the appeal case filed by the 

appellant is disposed of and closed. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 

         Sd/- 

Dated: 28.03.2022       (Amrit Partap Singh Sekhon) 
       State Information Commissioner  
                                                                                                                             Punjab 
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Sh. Jarnail Singh, S/o Sh. Hari Singh 
R/o Village Gobindgarh, PO Jugiana 

(946324577) 

     …………….Appellant 

..Vs 

Public Information Officer, 
O/o  Director General of Punjab, 
Punjab Police Headquarter 
Sector 9, Chandigarh   
      
First Appellate Authority , 
O/o  Director General of Punjab, 
Punjab Police Headquarter 
Sector 9, Chandigarh        

 …………..……………Respondent 

AC No. 4249 of 2021 
 

Present :  (i) Sh. Jarnail Singh the appellant  
(ii) For the respondent: Sh. Tarsem Singh, ASI-cum-APIO (9463202689), o/o 
CP. Ludhiana, Sh. Parshotam Kumar , ASI (9419131510), o/o DGP, Punjab, Sh. 
Maninder Singh, HC (9463952430) , o/o DGP Punjab, Sh. Sanjiv Abrol, ASI –
cum-APIO, o/o PAP Batalian and Sh. Ravinder, DSP-cum-APIO (9872550585), 
o/o  PAP Batalian  

ORDER 
 

 This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated 17.01.2022 vide 

which the appellant was absent. 

2. Today the appellant states that no information has been given to him so far. 

3. The respondent o/o PIO, Commandant, 13th Batalian states that they have brought 

complete reply today in the Commission. Copy of the same is handed over to the appellant.  

 The appellant has gone through the same and states that he is satisfied with the 

same. 

4. In view of the foregoing, no cause of action is left, hence the appeal case filed by the 

appellant is disposed of and closed. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 

         Sd/- 

Dated: 28.03.2022       (Amrit Partap Singh Sekhon) 
       State Information Commissioner  
                                                                                                                             Punjab 
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Smt Jasbir Kaur Arora, 

3439, MIG, Phase- II 

Urban Estate, Ludhiana - 141013 

     …………….Appellant 

..Vs 

Public Information Officer, 
O/o DEO(SE) Ludhiana 
First Appellate Authority,  
O/o  DEO(SE) Ludhiana        .……………Respondent 

 

AC No. 3383 of 2021 
Present:-         (i) Smt. Jasbir Kaur Arora (in the Commission)  
     (ii) For the respondent : Sh. Jiwan Singh, Sr. Assistant O/o DEO (SE) Ludhiana 

(9417897293 ) and Sh. Charanjit Singh (8872200166) 

ORDER 
 

 This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated 19.01.2022. 
2. The appellant states that no information has been given to him so far. 
3. The respondent states that they have brought complete information today 
alongwith reply which is as under:- 
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The respondent has also filed affidavit in response to the show cause notice issued. 

4. Copy of the information is handed over to the appellant alongwith copy of affidavit 

as submitted by the respondent. I have gone through the affidavit of the Respondent and 

agree with it resultantly, the proceedings under Section 20 of the RTI are dropped. 

5. In view of the foregoing , no cause of action is left, hence the appeal case filed by the 

appellant is disposed of and closed. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 

            Sd/- 

Dated: 28.03.2022       (Amrit Partap Singh Sekhon) 
       State Information Commissioner  
                                                                                                                             Punjab 
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Kiran Sharma, W/o Late Sh Jagdish Sharma, 

Street no 42, Preet Nagar, Shimlapuri, Ludhiana 

(7973081420)        …………………….Appellant 

 

 ..Vs  

Public Information Officer,  

O/o  Director General of Punjab, 
Punjab Police Headquaters, Sector 9, 
Chandigarh 
 
First Appellate Authority 

O/o Commissioner of Police, 
Ludhiana 
 
2.Public Information Officer, 

O/o  Commissioner of Police, 
Ludhiana        ……………..………Respondent 

 
AC No. 4238 of 2021 

 

Present:  (i) Sh. Sushil Kumar, on behalf of the Appellant. 
(ii) For the respondent : Sh Tarsem Singh, APIO O/o Commissioner of Police, 
Ldh, Sh Parshotam Kumar, ASI O/o DGP, Pb and Sh Maninder Singh, HC, O/o 
DGP, Pb 

ORDER 

 This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated 17.01.2022 vide 

which PIO O/o C.P Ludhiana was impleaded as Respondent no.2. 

2. The brief facts of the case is that the Appellant has sought certain information under the 

Right to Information Act of 2005(hereinafter referred to as the Act) dated 13.02.2021. Being 

aggrieved by the fact that the concerned Authority has not furnished her the complete 

information as sought by her under the present Application, the present Second Appeal had 

been filed before this Commission. Before stating anything further, it would be significant to 

reproduce the contents of the RTI applications itself, which are as follows:- 
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3. Since, the information being sought for by the Appellant in the aforesaid Application 

was not furnished to her, therefore she filed the First Appeal before the Office of Director 

General of Punjab.  

4. Being aggrieved by the non-receipt of the information the Appellant sought to file the 

present Second Appeal before this Commission, which was taken up for hearing on 17.01.2022. 

5. On the first hearing dated, 17.01.2022, the Respondent appeared on behalf of PIO O/o 

DGP, Punjab stated that the information is lying with PIO O/o Commissioner of Police, Ludhiana. 

Hence, PIO O/o Commissioner of Police, Ludhiana was impleaded as Respondent no.2.   
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6. Today, Sh Sushil Kumar is appearing on behalf of the Appellant. The Appellant has filed 

her authority letter by e-mail authorizing Sh Sushil Kumar to appear on her behalf. Further, the 

Appellant has also filed her submissions through the e-mail. Copy of the same is taken on 

record.  Sh Sushil Kumar-representative for the Appellant, states that they have not received 

any information so far.  

7. Sh Tarsem Singh, ASI is appearing on behalf of Respondent no.2 states that the 

information demanded by the Appellant has been provided to her. Further, he also states if the 

Appellant is not satisfied with the information provided, she may inspect the record in their 

office and obtain the information. 

8. They have also filed a copy of the reply/information sent to the Appellant as under:- 
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9. Sh Sushil Kumar, representative for the Appellant states that they have not received any 

information so far. Further, as he was not satisfied, during the course of hearing, he was 

directed to inspect the record in the O/o Respondent no.2 but he denied the same outrightly 

stating that the appellant had demanded information from PIO O/o DGP, Punjab and that they 

should only provide him the information. The undersigned tried to reason with him that the 

information is lying with PIO O/o Commissioner of Police, Ludhiana and hence, they have been 

impleaded as Respondent no.2 and they have to provide information but all the efforts went in 

vain and the representative for the Appellant, started arguing on the same. However, the 

Appellant may take note that Section 6(3) of   the RTI Act 2005 provides that: 

“6(3) Where an application is made to a public authority requesting for an information,- 

(i) which is held by another public authority; or 

       (ii) the subject matter of which  is more closely connected with the functions of another public 

authority ,the public authority, to which such application is made, shall transfer the application or such 

part of it as may be appropriate to that other public authority and inform the applicant immediately 

about such transfer.” 

 

10. Further, the Appellant started shouting and passed insinuating remarks. He also 

used insinuative language against the undersigned, inspite of several warnings. This 

attitude of the appellant is beyond tolerance and does not behave like a civilized person. 

The language he has used was couched in a very indecent manner. 
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11. In P. Jayasankar v Chief Secretary to Govt of Tamilnadu and Gunasellan, IPS decided 

by Madras High Court  on 18.02.2013, which was held that “no information seeker can be 

allowed to insinuate or defame the Commissioners in the guise of prosecuting their cases. 

Under such circumstances, when power is vested on the Commissioner and the 

Commission had proceeded against the information seeker, who had abused the 

Commissioner in the course of his proceedings, it will be open to the said authority to 

disqualify a particular information seeker by passing a speaking order. 

12. In a similar case, the State Information Commission Tamil Nadu was forced to 

blacklist a petitioner from seeking any further information from the Commission and with 

a direction that the petitions made by the petitioner should not be entertained. This 

extreme decision was taken as the information seeker had misbehaved during the hearing 

and had made defamatory and insinuating remarks. Consequently, High Court of Madras in 

WP 3778 of 2013 had upheld the decision of the State Information Commission and 

observed: 

“Henceforth no information seeker can be allowed to insinuate or defame the 
Commissioner in the guise of prosecuting their cases” 
 

13. It is observed that the appellant has repeatedly filed the RTI application on the same 

matter with slightly changes. An RTI applicant has no right to ask same question/s or 

substantially same question/s even with slightly altered sentences  
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Some applicants including this applicant are trying to use the words and letters literally,  

and advancing vexatious argument that because there is nothing specific against it, in law,  

they can ask for same copy of document any number  of   times.   They   are   slightly   

changing  the   sentences   while   seeking   

same information or additional or supplementary information.  

14. These persons do more harm to the RTI than blackmailers. Public authorities have 

to totally engage answers to the purposeless, repeated applications filed by armchair email  

applicants like the appellant in this case. Their ultimate purpose is to harass the public 

authorities which result in prevention of proper use of RTI by genuine persons. 

15. It is the bounden duty of this Commission to ensure that the provisions of the RTI 

Act are not used as a tool in the hands of a busy-body like the present appellant. This would 

defeat the very objective with which the RTI Act was brought into force. This Commission 

is of the considered opinion that there is a necessity to take penal action against those who 

misuse the provisions of the RTI Act merely for advancing their personal interest. In fact 

the Hon’ble Delhi High Court in ShailSahni v. Sanjeev Kumar [W.P. (C) 845/2014]  has 

observed that : 

“10. Consequently, this Court deems it appropriate to refuse to exercise its writ jurisdiction. 
Accordingly, present petition is dismissed. This Court is also of the view that misuse of the RTI 
Act has to be appropriately dealt with, otherwise the public would lose faith and confidence in 
this “suinshine Act’ . A beneficent Statue, when made a tool for mischief and abuse must be 
checked in accordance with law.” 
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16. The vulnerability of this benevolent statute to such misuse cannot be allowed to 

perpetuate once Commission has taken cognizance of the intent of the RTI Applicant. The 

menace caused by vexatious/frivolous litigants is well recognized and if similar obstruction 

is faced by quasi-judicial bodies particularly with respect to statutes like the RTI Act, which 

is premised on bringing transparency and accountability in government functioning for the 

larger good of the public, it is only axiomatic that such misuse ought to be curbed. 

17. Thus in view of the discussion contained in the forgoing paragraphs of this 

Judgment the commission is of the view that the present applicant deserves to be debarred 

from seeking any information under the RTI Act or file any First Appeal or Second Appeal 

under the same. By doing so the Commission seeks to strike a fine balance between the 

interests of genuine information seekers, while keeping the menace of frivolous RTI 

Applicants under check.  

18. The Commission advises the appellant, who is presumed to know the law, to be sane 

enough to see reason in not abusing the RTI and behave like a responsible citizen. 

19. Accordingly the present Second Appeal being devoid of merits , are hereby 

dismissed.        Sd/- 

Dated : 28.03.2022         (Amrit Partap Singh Sekhon) 
       State Information Commissioner  
                                                                                                                             Punjab  
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Smt Kiran Sharma, W/o Late Sh Jagdish Sharma, 

Street no 42, Preet Nagar, Shimlapuri, Ludhiana 

(7973081420)      …………………….Appellant 

 

 ..Vs  

Public Information Officer,  

O/o  Director General of Punjab, 
Punjab Police Headquaters, Sector 9, 
Chandigarh 
 
First Appellate Authority 

O/o Commissioner of Police, 
Ludhiana 
 
2.Public Information Officer, 

O/o  Commissioner of Police, 
Ludhiana       ……..………Respondent 

AC No. 4218 of 2021 
 

Present:  (i) Sh. Sushil Kumar, on behalf of the Appellant. 
(ii) For the respondent : Sh Tarsem Singh, APIO O/o Commissioner of 
Police, Ldh, Sh Parshotam Kumar, ASI O/o DGP, Pb and Sh Maninder Singh, 
HC, O/o DGP, Pb 

ORDER 

 This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated 17.01.2022 vide 

which PIO O/o C.P Ludhiana was impleaded as Respondent no.2. 

2. The Appellant has sought certain information under the Right to Information Act of 

2005(hereinafter referred to as the Act) dated 28.06.2021. Being aggrieved by the fact that the 

concerned Authority has not furnished her the complete information as sought by her under 

the present Application, the present Second Appeal had been filed before this Commission. 

Before stating anything further, it would be significant to reproduce the contents of the RTI 

applications itself, which are as follows:- 
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3. Since, the information being sought for by the Appellant in the aforesaid Application 

was not furnished to her, therefore she filed the First Appeal before the Office of Director 

General of Punjab on 27.07.2021. Thereafter, the application of the Appellant has been 

transferred to the office of Deputy Commissioner of Police, Ludhiana on 09.07.2021 within 

stipulated time as prescribed under the RTI Act.  

4. Being aggrieved by the non-receipt of the information the Appellant sought to file the 

present Second Appeal before this Commission, which was taken up for hearing on 17.01.2022. 

5. On the first hearing dated, 17.01.2022, the Respondent appeared on behalf of PIO O/o 

DGP, Punjab stated that the information is lying with PIO O/o Commissioner of Police, Ludhiana. 

Hence, PIO O/o Commissioner of Police, Ludhiana was impleaded as Respondent no.2.   

6. Today, Sh Sushil kumar is appearing on behalf of the Appellant. The Appellant has filed 

her authority letter by e-mail authorizing Sh Sushil Kumar to appear on her behalf. Further, the 

Appellant has also filed her submissions through e-mail. Copy of the same is taken on record.  

Sh Sushil Kumar-representative for the Appellant, states that they have not received any 

information so far.  

7. The perusal of the file shows that Respondent no.1 has sent their reply as under:- 
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8. Sh Tarsem Singh, ASI appearing on behalf of Respondent no.2 states that the 

information demanded by the Appellant has been provided to her. Further, he also states that, 

if the Appellant is not satisfied with the information provided, she may inspect the record in 

their office and obtain the information. 

9.  They have also filed a copy of the reply/information sent to the Appellant as under:- 
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10. Sh Sushil Kumar, representative for the Appellant states that they have not received any 

information so far. Further, as he was not satisfied, during the course of hearing, he was 

directed to inspect the record in the O/o Respondent no.2 but he denied the same outrightly 

stating that he had demanded information from PIO O/o DGP, Punjab and that they should only 

provide him the information. The undersigned tried to reason with him that the information is 

lying with PIO O/o Commissioner of Police, Ludhiana and hence, they have been impleaded as 

Respondent no.2 and they have to provide information but all the efforts went in vain and the 

representative for the Appellant, started arguing on the same. However, the Appellant may 

take note that Section 6(3) of   the RTI Act 2005 provides that: 

“6(3) Where an application is made to a public authority requesting for an information,- 

(i) which is held by another public authority; or 

       (ii) the subject matter of which  is more closely connected with the functions of another public 

authority ,the public authority, to which such application is made, shall transfer the application or such 

part of it as may be appropriate to that other public authority and inform the applicant immediately 

about such transfer.” 

 

11. Further, the Appellant started shouting and passed insinuating remarks. He also 

used insinuative language against the undersigned, inspite of several warnings. This 

attitude of the appellant is beyond tolerance and does not behave like a civilized person. 

The language he has used was couched in a very indecent manner. 

 

12. In P. Jayasankar v Chief Secretary to Govt of Tamilnadu and Gunasellan, IPS decided 

by Madras High Court  on 18.02.2013, which was held that “no information seeker can be 

allowed to insinuate or defame the Commissioners in the guise of prosecuting their cases. 

Under such circumstances, when power is vested on the Commissioner and the 

Commission had proceeded against the information seeker, who had abused the  



 
  PUNJAB STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION 

Red Cross Building, Near Rose Garden, 
Sector 16, Chandigarh. 

Ph: 0172-2864115, Email: - psic25@punjabmail.gov.in 
Visit us: - www.infocommpunjab.com 

Helpline No. 0172-2864100  
 

 
 
 
 

AC No. 4218 of 2021 
 

Commissioner in the course of his proceedings, it will be open to the said authority to 

disqualify a particular information seeker by passing a speaking order. 

 

13. In a similar case, the State Information Commission Tamil Nadu was forced to 

blacklist a petitioner from seeking any further information from the Commission and with 

a direction that the petitions made by the petitioner should not be entertained. This 

extreme decision was taken as the information seeker had misbehaved during the hearing 

and had made defamatory and insinuating remarks. Consequently, High Court of Madras in 

WP 3778 of 2013 had upheld the decision of the State Information Commission and 

observed: 

“Henceforth no information seeker can be allowed to insinuate or defame the 

Commissioner in the guise of prosecuting their cases” 

 

14. It is observed that the appellant has repeatedly filed the RTI application on the same 

matter with slightly changes. An RTI applicant has no right to ask same question/s or 

substantially same question/s even with slightly altered sentences 

Some applicants including this applicant are trying to use the words and letters literally,  

and advancing vexatious argument that because there is nothing specific against it, in law,  

they can ask for same copy of document any number  of   times.   They   are   slightly   

changing  the   sentences   while   seeking   

same information or additional or supplementary information.  

 

15. These persons do more harm to the RTI than blackmailers. Public authorities have 

to totally engage answers to the purposeless, repeated applications filed by armchair email  
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applicants like the appellant in this case. Their ultimate purpose is to harass the public 

authorities which result in prevention of proper use of RTI by genuine persons. 

16. It is the bounden duty of this Commission to ensure that the provisions of the RTI 

Act are not used as a tool in the hands of a busy-body like the present appellant. This would 

defeat the very objective with which the RTI Act was brought into force. This Commission  

 

is of the considered opinion that there is a necessity to take penal action against those who 

misuse the provisions of the RTI Act merely for advancing their personal interest. In fact 

the Hon’ble Delhi High Court in ShailSahni v. Sanjeev Kumar [W.P. (C) 845/2014]  has 

observed that : 

“10. Consequently, this Court deems it appropriate to refuse to exercise its writ jurisdiction. 
Accordingly, present petition is dismissed. This Court is also of the view that misuse of the RTI 
Act has to be appropriately dealt with, otherwise the pubic would lose faith and confidence in 
this “suinshine Act’ . A beneficent Statue, when made a tool for mischief and abuse must be 
checked in accordance with law.” 

17. The vulnerability of this benevolent statute to such misuse cannot be allowed to 

perpetuate once Commission has taken cognizance of the intent of the RTI Applicant. The 

menace caused by vexatious/frivolous litigants is well recognized and if similar obstruction 

is faced by quasi-judicial bodies particularly with respect to statutes like the RTI Act, which 

is premised on bringing transparency and accountability in government functioning for the 

larger good of the public, it is only axiomatic that such misuse ought to be curbed. 

18. Thus in view of the discussion contained in the forgoing paragraphs of this 

Judgment the commission is of the view that the present applicant deserves to be debarred 

from seeking any information under the RTI Act or file any First Appeal or Second Appeal 

under the same. By doing so the Commission seeks to strike a fine balance between the  
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interests of genuine information seekers, while keeping the menace of frivolous RTI 

Applicants under check.  

19. The Commission advises the appellant, who is presumed to know the law, to be sane 

enough to see reason in not abusing the RTI and behave like a responsible citizen. 

20. Accordingly the present Second Appeal being devoid of merits , are hereby 

dismissed. 

 
 
 
          Sd/- 
Dated : 28.03.2022         (Amrit Partap Singh Sekhon) 
       State Information Commissioner  
                                                                                                                             Punjab  

  


