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Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Principal Secretary to Govt. of Punjab,

Deptt. of Local Govt., Plot No. 3, Sector 35 A,

Local Govt. Bhawan,

Chandigarh

First Appellate Authority

O/o Principal Secretary to Govt. of Punjab,

Deptt. of Local Govt., Plot No. 3, Sector 35 A,

Local Govt. Bhawan,

Chandigarh


                                                              
           Respondents

APPEAL CASE NO.190/2016

Present:
None on behalf of the Appellant.



1. Sh. Aman Kumar, Clerk, O/o DLG, and



2. Sh. Amarpal Singh, Inspector, Khanna Nagar Council – for Respondents.

ORDER



The appellant is absent.



Sh. Aman Kumar, Clerk, appearing on behalf of the respondents says that suitable reply along with information was already sent to the appellant vide their letter dated 02.11.2016.  The appellant was required to comment on the same.  However, nothing has been heard from him.  Seemingly he has nothing to say on the matter.  It is observed that the modus operandi of the appellant is that he files a complaint with the Municipal Committee and thereafter tends to monitor it by asking the copies of the statements recorded and all the documents involved without being specific.  In a way he assumes the mantle of a supervisory authority to oversee its day to day progress.  Such complaints have been filed by him in legions. This tantamounts to abuse of the RTI Act.
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APPEAL CASE NO.190/2016
Hon’ble Supreme Court in CBSE vs. Aditya Bandopadhyay, (2011) 8 SCC 497, explained :--
  “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.”


The Public Authority is not obliged to generate the informations according to the whims of the appellant/complainant.  Such a practice distracts the government/public office functionaries from the original task they are obliged to do.  The case in hand strictly falls into the ambit of the observations made by the Hon’ble Supreme Court of India as cited above.  This case is disposed and closed according. 










Sd/-
 29.12.2016





 
  (Yashvir Mahajan)
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