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Background

1. This Â  appeal Â  relates Â  to Â  the Â  Applicant's Â  RTIÂ−application Â  dated Â  10.08.2010, Â  filed
Â   b e f o r e  Â   t h e  Â   P I O , Â  
RegionalÂ PassportÂ Office,Â Chandigarh,Â throughÂ whichÂ heÂ enquiredÂ aboutÂ theÂ issuanceÂ ofÂ theÂ passportÂ 
toÂ ShriÂ RajinderÂ GhaiÂ S/oÂ ShriÂ LalÂ ChandÂ andÂ demandedÂ toÂ haveÂ completeÂ detailsÂ ofÂ theÂ sameÂ and,Â ifÂ 
i tÂ  hasÂ no tÂ ye tÂ beenÂ i s sued ,Â theÂ sameÂ toÂ beÂ  Â wi thhe ldÂ  Â s ince ,Â  Â 
Â accordingÂ toÂ him,Â aÂ criminalÂ caseÂ isÂ  pendingÂ againstÂ Mr.Â Ghai.

2 .
TheÂ PIO,Â onÂ 15.09.2010,Â informedÂ theÂ ApplicantÂ thatÂ theÂ passportÂ hasÂ beenÂ issuedÂ toÂ ShriÂ RajinderÂ 
GhaiÂ afterÂ receivingÂ clearÂ policeÂ verificationÂ report.Â However,Â heÂ declinedÂ toÂ discloseÂ theÂ detailsÂ ofÂ theÂ 
passportÂ u/sÂ 8(1)(j)Â Â onÂ theÂ groundÂ thatÂ theseÂ areÂ personalÂ toÂ theÂ 3rdÂ−party,Â disclosureÂ ofÂ whichÂ wouldÂ 
causeÂ unwarrantedÂ invasionÂ ofÂ privacyÂ ofÂ thatÂ 3rdÂ−party..

3 .
TheÂ Applicant,Â thereafter,Â filedÂ hisÂ 1stÂ−appealÂ withÂ theÂ AppellateÂ AuthorityÂ (AA)Â onÂ 18.09.2010Â claimingÂ 
thatÂ publicÂ interestÂ isÂ involvedÂ inÂ disclosureÂ ofÂ theÂ requestedÂ informationÂ as,Â accordingÂ toÂ him,Â aÂ 
criminalÂ caseÂ againstÂ ShriÂ GhaiÂ isÂ pendingÂ beforeÂ theÂ courtÂ ofÂ law.Â TheÂ AA,Â however,Â accordingÂ toÂ theÂ 
Appellant,Â didÂ notÂ giveÂ anyÂ decisionÂ onÂ thisÂ appeal.Â TheÂ Appellant,Â therefore,Â filedÂ theÂ presentÂ appealÂ 
in Â  the Â  Commission Â  on Â  10.11.2010 Â  charging Â  that Â  the Â  CPIO has given incorrect and
false information to him and that this shows the "Misfeasance and malfeasance of the CPIO" He also alleged
that Shri Ghai (3rd-party) had filed forged documents in the Punjab and Haryana High Court in order to get an
HIG house to which he was not eligible and entitled. He mentioned that he tried to expose the 3rd-party's
misdeeds by approaching various fora, but could not succeed and thus as a last resort he has filed a criminal
case against the said 3rd-party which is pending in the District Court of Chandigarh. Decision

4 .
DuringÂ theÂ hearing,Â theÂ CounselÂ forÂ theÂ RespondentsÂ maintainedÂ thatÂ theÂ presentÂ informationÂ belongsÂ 
toÂ theÂ 3rdÂ−partyÂ andÂ thusÂ attractsÂ exemptionÂ underÂ SectionÂ 8(1)(j)Â ofÂ theÂ RTIÂ−Act.

5 .
TheÂ CommissionÂ isÂ inÂ agreementÂ withÂ theÂ Respondents'Â decisionÂ thatÂ theÂ informationÂ soughtÂ hereinÂ isÂ 
personal Â  to Â  the Â  3rdÂ−party Â  and, Â  therefore, Â  cannot Â  be Â  given Â  under Â  Section Â 
8 ( 1 ) ( j )  Â   o f  Â   t h e  Â   R T I Â − A c t . Â  
Nevertheless,Â inÂ viewÂ ofÂ whatÂ theÂ AppellantÂ hasÂ allegedÂ aboutÂ theÂ 3rdÂ−partyÂ inÂ theÂ presentÂ petition,Â itÂ isÂ 
r e c o m m e n d e d Â  t h a t Â   t h e Â  
RegionalÂ PassportÂ officer,Â ChandigarhÂ enquireÂ intoÂ theÂ matterÂ inÂ orderÂ toÂ 
ascertainÂ whetherÂ allÂ requirementÂ asÂ perÂ lawÂ hasÂ beenÂ fulfilledÂ beforeÂ issuingÂ theÂ passportÂ toÂ theÂ 3
r d Â −
party.Â InÂ theÂ event,Â heÂ findsÂ anythingÂ happenedÂ orÂ allowedÂ toÂ happenÂ whichÂ isÂ notÂ inÂ conformityÂ withÂ 
theÂ law/Act,Â heÂ shouldÂ takeÂ necessaryÂ actionÂ inÂ theÂ matterÂ asÂ perÂ theÂ extantÂ Rule/Law.Â AÂ detailedÂ 
r e p o r tÂ  a l o n gÂ  w i t hÂ  t h eÂ  a c t i o nÂ  t a k e n ,Â  i fÂ  a n y ,Â  i nÂ  t h i sÂ  r e g a r dÂ  ma yÂ  
Â beÂ submittedÂ toÂ theÂ AppellantÂ atÂ theÂ  earliest,Â preferablyÂ withinÂ oneÂ month.

6. TheÂ appealÂ isÂ accordinglyÂ disposedÂ of.Â  Â  (AnnapurnaÂ Dixit)

InformationÂ Commissioner

AuthenticatedÂ trueÂ copyÂ 

(G.Subramanian)
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Sticky Note
Alleges: 1. CPIO gave false information- malfeasance.
2. Ghai Filed forged documents in case. Required information to prove criminal case of forgery. 

HELD: Personal info. Cannot be disclosed. 



DeputyÂ Registrar

Cc:

1. ShriÂ PritipalÂ SinghÂ Sawhney

130Â SectorÂ 45Â−A

Chandigarh

2. TheÂ AppellateÂ AuthorityÂ 

M/oÂ ExternalÂ Affairs

OfficeÂ ofÂ theÂ JSÂ (PSP)

PatialaÂ HouseÂ Annexe,

TilakÂ Marg

NewÂ Delhi

3. PublicÂ InformationÂ Officer,

M/oÂ ExternalÂ Affairs

RegionalÂ PassportÂ Office

SCOÂ 28Â−32,Â SectorÂ−Â 34Â AÂ 

Chandigarh

4. OfficerÂ InÂ−charge,Â NIC
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