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Background

1. This A appeal A relates A to A the A Applicant's A RTIA—application A dated A 10.08.2010, A filed
A b e f o r e A t h e A P I O , A
RegionalA PassportA Office,A Chandigarh,A throughA whichA heA enquiredA aboutA theA issuanceA of A theA passportA
toA ShriA RajinderA GhaiA S/0A ShriA LalA ChandA andA demandedA toA haveA completeA detailsA ofA theA sameA and A ifA
itA hasA notA yetA beenA issued,A theA sameA toA beA A withheldA A since,A A
A accordingA toA him,A aA criminalA caseA isA pendingA againstA Mr.A Ghai.

2 .
TheA PIO,A onA 15.09.2010,A informedA theA ApplicantA thatA theA passportA hasA beenA issuedA toA ShriA RajinderA
GhaiA afterA receivingA clearA policeA verificationA report. A However,A heA declinedA toA discloseA theA detailsA of A theA
passportA wsA 8(1)G)A A onA theA groundA thatA theseA areA personalA toA theA 3rdA—party,A disclosureA of A whichA wouldA
causeA unwarrantedA invasionA ofA privacyA ofA thatA 3rdA—party..

3 .
TheA Applicant,A thereafter, A filedA hisA 1stA—appealA withA theA AppellateA AuthorityA (AA)A onA 18.09.2010A claimingA
thatA publicA interestA isA involvedA inA disclosureA of A theA requestedA informationA as,A accordingA toA him,A aA

E iminal A caseAagainsu&ShﬁAGhaiAisA pendingA beforeA theA courtA of A law.A TheAAA,Ahowever,A acoordmgA toA theA
A ppellant,A didA notA giveA anyA decisionA onA thisA appeal ATheA Appellant,A therefore,A filedA theA presentA appeal A
in A the A Commission A on A 10.11.2010 A charging A that A the A 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 .
DuringA theA hearing, A theA CounselA forA theA RespondentsA maintainedA thatA theA presentA informationA belongsA
toA theA 3rdA—partyA andA thusA attractsA exemptionA underA SectionA 8(1)(j)A ofA theA RTIA—Act.

5 .
TheA CommissionA isA inA agreementA withA theA Respondents'A decisionA thatA theA informationA soughtA hereinA isA
personal A to A the A 3rdA—party A and, A therefore, A cannot A be A given A under A Section A

8 (1) (jH A o f A t he A RTIA - Act. A
Nevertheless, A inA viewA of A whatA theA AppellantA hasA a]legedA aboutA theA 31dA—pa1tyA inA theA presentA petition,A itA isA
r e ¢c o m m e n d e d A t h a t A t h e A

RegionalA PassportA officer,A ChandigarhA enquireA intoA theA matterA inA orderA toA

ascertainA whetherA allA requirementA asA perA lawA hasA beenA fulfilledA beforeA issuingA theA passportA toA theA 3
r d A

party. ATnA theA event,A heA findsA anythingA happenedA orA allowedA toA happenA whichA isA notA inA confomntyA withA
theA law/Act,A heA shouldA takeA necessaryA actionA inA theA matterA asA perA theA extantA Rule/Law.A AA detailedA
reportA alongA withA theA actionA taken,A ifA any,A inA thisA regardA mayA

A beA submittedA toA theA AppellantA atA theA earliest,A preferablyA withinA oneA month.

6. TheA appealA isA accordinglyA disposedA of A A (AnnapurnaA Dixit)
InformationA Commissioner
AuthenticatedA trueA copyA

(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. 
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DeputyA Registrar

Cc:

1. ShriA PritipalA SinghA Sawhney
130A SectorA 45A-A

Chandigarh

2. TheA AppellateA AuthorityA
M/oA ExternalA Affairs

OfficeA ofA theA JSA (PSP)
PatialaA HouseA Annexe,

TilakA Marg

NewA Delhi

3. PublicA InformationA Officer,
M/oA ExternalA Affairs

RegionalA PassportA Office

SCOA 28A-32,A SectorA-A 34A AA
Chandigarh

4. OfficerA InA—charge,A NIC
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