Pakistan Information Commission
Government of Pakistan 
(Camp Office, Lahore)
Order 
Appeal No. 5240-12/25
Ateeq Ahmed Khan
Vs
LESCO

May 04, 2026	Huma Cheema, Director General (Admin), Ch. Imtiaz, CLO, LESCO, Adeel Razzaq, Assistant Director, LECO and Mohsin Raza Advocate appeared on behalf of the public body and furnished fresh power of attorney. 
	1.	Arguments heard. The appeal is disposed of as under;
2.	The applicant, vide his information request dated 03-12-2025, required from the public body to provide a certified copy of the minutes of 144th BOD meeting held on 27-02-2023 and minutes of 261st BOD Meeting held on 04-05-2025 regarding promotion of Mr. Muhammad Ramzan Butt and others. Allegedly, the said information/documents were not provided by the public body within the stipulated time period provided under the law.
3.	After filing of the appeal, notice was issued to the public body and it entered into appearance through Adeel Razzaq, Assistant Director, and Mohsin Raza, Advocate. 
4.	Written reply was also filed whereby the public body, besides raising preliminary objections, contested this appeal. It was submitted that the requested information pertains to promotion and service matters of the CEO, LECO, and other identifiable employees; hence, this appeal is a classic example of abuse of law. It is further added that the information comprises file record and intermediary documents that form an integral part of the Board’s decision-making process; hence, it enjoys protection under Section 7(a), (b), and (c) of the Right of Access to Information Act, 2017. 
5.	Moreover, it is submitted that if the information required by the applicant is disclosed, it would amount to invasion of the personal privacy of an individual. The plea of confidentiality and lack of public interest has also been taken in the written reply. Copy of the written reply was also shared with the applicant, who filed a rejoinder received in this Commission on 02-07-2026. 
6.	The Commission has heard the arguments of the learned counsel for the public body and perused the record and relevant law on the subject.

7.	The learned counsel for the public body reiterated the contents of the written reply furnished by the public body, provisions of the Right of Access to Information Act, 2017 under Sections 6 and 7, and placed reliance on the case law reported as 2024 YLR 929 Islamabad.
The Commission has given due consideration to the arguments addressed by the learned counsel for the public body, contents of the written reply furnished by the LESCO/public body, and the case law referred above.
8.	In Section 6 of the Right of Access to Information Act, 2017, public record has been defined subject to Section 7 of the Right of Access to Information Act, 2017.
9.	Under Section 6(b) of the Right of Access to Information Act, final orders and decisions, including decisions relating to members of the public, have been declared public record. 
Section 7 of the Right of Access to Information Act, 2017 excludes certain records from the record mentioned under Section 6 of the Right of Access to Information Act, 2017 and provides that nothing contained in Section 6 shall apply to the following records of all public bodies, namely:—
a) Notings on the files, subject to a final decision by the public body;
b) Minutes of meetings, subject to a final decision by the public body;
c) Any intermediary opinion or recommendation, subject to a final decision by the public body; 
10.	In the case in hand, the applicant has required copies of the minutes of the 144th BOD meeting held on 27-02-2023 and minutes 261st BOD Meeting held on 04-05-2025 regarding promotion of Mr. Muhammad Ramzan Butt, Manager (SE) BPS-19, working as Chief Engineer at that time. The matter of promotion of the above officer in the agenda of the above said meetings has been finalized vide office order dated 02-05-2023, and the above-named officer was promoted to the rank of Chief Engineer BS-20 till further orders.
The issuance of office order dated 02-05-2023 referred above clearly shows that the minutes of the 144th BOD meeting held on 27-02-2023 and 261st BOD Meeting held on 04-05-2025 have been finalized and acted upon.
11.	Under Section 7(b) of the Right of Access to Information Act, 2017, minutes of meetings enjoy exemption from disclosure as long as no final decision is made by the public body in respect of said minutes.
Similarly, under Section 7(c) of the Right of Access to Information Act, 2017, any intermediary opinion or recommendation is excluded, subject to a final decision by the public body.
12.	The case law referred by the learned counsel for the public body, reported as 2024 YLR 929 Islamabad, has been gone through minutely, and it is noted that under Section 7(c), protection is afforded to the record, including minutes of meetings, subject to the final decision in the matter. The contention of the learned counsel for the public body is that it can only provide the final order which is the outcome of the minutes of the meeting, which is turned down.
13.	In view of the above, the Commission concludes that after a final decision on the minutes of the meetings, the said minutes do not enjoy exemption from disclosure and should be disclosed in deference to the provisions of the law enacted under Article 19-A of the Constitution of Pakistan.
14.	As far as the plea of the public body regarding invasion of the personal privacy of an individual is concerned, no such element has been found; hence, it is turned down.

15.	In view of the above, the appeal is allowed. Company Secretary, LESCO, is directed to furnish the required information to the applicant as well as to this Commission within 10 days of the receipt of this order. The appeal stands disposed of. Copy of the order be sent to both the parties.
16.	Adjourned to 08-06-2026 at Camp Office, Lahore for implementation proceedings. 

 

Ijaz Hassan Awan						Shoaib Ahmad Siddiqui 
Information Commissioner 					Chief Information Commissioner



Pakistan Information Commission
Government of Pakistan 
(Camp Office, Lahore)
Order
Appeal No. 5324-01/2026
Muhammad Ayaz
Vs
Pakistan Railway

May 04, 2026	None appeared on behalf of the public body. However, the applicant vide email dated 17-04-2026 has made request to dispose of this appeal as withdrawn. In view of the request of the applicant, no further proceedings are required. The appeal stands disposed of. Copy of the order be sent to both the parties.  
 


Ijaz Hassan Awan						Shoaib Ahmad Siddiqui 
Information Commissioner 					Chief Information Commissioner


Pakistan Information Commission
Government of Pakistan 
(Camp Office, Lahore)
Order
Appeal No. 5177-12/25
Nadir Khan
Vs
Pakistan Railway

May 04, 2026	None appeared on behalf of the public body. Assistant Director, PIC has furnished reply to the show cause notice stating that response submitted by the public body was never received to the office of this Commission as the public body has sent it at the postal address of Punjab Information Commission. Explanation furnished by the Assistant Director, PIC is found satisfactory, hence show cause notice is withdrawn. 
	2.	Information furnished by the public body was shared with the applicant vide letter dated 10-03-2026 under RGL No. 170312467. A period of more than 20 days as required under the Access to Information Regulations 2023 has passed. No objection has been received from the applicant. It appears that the applicant is satisfied with the response of the public body. No further proceedings are required. The appeal stands disposed of. Copy of the order be sent to both the parties.
	
 


Ijaz Hassan Awan						Shoaib Ahmad Siddiqui 
Information Commissioner 					Chief Information Commissioner


Pakistan Information Commission
Government of Pakistan 
Order
Appeal No. 5568-03/26
Samra Parveen
Vs
Islamabad High Court
May 05, 2026	None appeared from both side.  This is a fresh appeal and office issued notice to the Registrar, IHC on 15-04-2026 for filing comments but no reply has been received within the given time. 
1.	It is noted that Registrar, Islamabad High Court has filed a Writ Petition No. 2818 of 2022 against the Pakistan Information Commission and others assailing order passed by the Commission dated 28-06-2022. In the said Writ Petition after issuing notice, the IHC vide order dated 09-02-2026 stayed the proceedings of the Commission in the said appeal as well as in Appeal No.1556-12/21, 1240-08/21, 2033-06/22, 4574-03/25, 5028-10/25 and 5065-10/25 pending before the Commission as point has been raised that the administrative as well as judicial functions of superior courts cannot be placed at par with those of executive or statutory public bodies, and that subjecting such constitutional institutions to regulatory or oversight mechanisms applicable to ordinary public authorities, in the absence of an express constitutional or statutory mandate, would amount to an encroachment upon the principle of separation of powers and infringement of judicial independence. 
2.	In addition to that, the Islamabad High Court vide judgment dated 16-10-2025 declared in W.P No. 784 of 2020, W.P No. 785 of 2020, W.P No. 963 of 2020, W.P No. 964 of 2020 W.P No. of 965 of 2020, W.P No. 3564 of 2020, W.P No. 3706 of 2022 and W.P No. 3707 of 2022 titled Election Commission of Pakistan Vs Pakistan Information, W.P No. 1485 of 2020 titled Federation of Pakistan Vs Pakistan Information Commission held that 
(a) The Right of Access to Information Act, 2017 does not apply to constitutional bodies, including the Election Commission of Pakistan and the Office of the President of Pakistan, as they are not "public bodies" within the meaning of Section 2(ix) of the Act.
(b) The Pakistan Information Commission, being a statutory authority, has no jurisdiction to issue binding directions or orders against such constitutional entities.
3.	Since, similar question of law is involved in this appeal and the IHC has already declared that the Pakistan Information Commission being a statutory authority has no jurisdiction to issue binding directions or orders against the constitutional bodies and RTI Act, 2017 does not apply to constitutional bodies, therefore, it would be appropriate as abundant caution that no further proceedings be conducted in this appeal till the final decision of the IHC in pending WP of 2818 of 2022. Therefore, office is directed to sine-die consign this appeal and further proceedings shall be initiated if a final order is passed in favor of the Pakistan Information Commission by the Islamabad High Court. 


Ijaz Hassan Awan						Shoaib Ahmad Siddiqui 
Information Commissioner 					Chief Information Commissioner


Pakistan Information Commission
Government of Pakistan 
(Camp Office, Lahore)
Order
Appeal No. 5151-12/2025
Zeeshan Anwar
Vs
Faisalabad Electric Supply Company (FESCO)

May 04, 2026	Mehboob Talib, Deputy Director, FESCO appeared on behalf of the public body. 
1.	Reply to the show cause notice has been furnished by the Deputy Director, FESCO, explaining reasons for non-appearance on April 06, 2026, which has been found satisfactory; hence, the show cause notice is withdrawn.
2.	In fact, the public body, vide letter dated 11-12-2026, has categorically stated that in respect of Query No. 1 of the information request, the audit report for the financial year 2024–25 has not been received in the office from DG (Audit); hence, it was not possible to share the said report with the applicant until its finalization.
As far as the remaining information is concerned, the public body has stated that it is available on the website of the public body, as reflected in the order dated 12-02-2026.
3.	No further proceedings are required. The implementation proceedings stand finalized. Copy of the order be sent to both the parties.


Ijaz Hassan Awan						Shoaib Ahmad Siddiqui 
Information Commissioner 					Chief Information Commissioner


Pakistan Information Commission
Government of Pakistan 
(Camp Office, Lahore)
Order
Appeal No. 4972-08/2025
Muhammad Rizwan Tahir
Vs
Sheikh Zayed Hospital, Lahore Muhammad Rizwan Tahir
May 04, 2026		Ahsan Naveed Advocate appeared on behalf of the public body. 
1.	Information furnished by the public body was shared with the applicant vide letter dated 07-04-2026 under RGL No. 170313021. A period of more than 20 days as required under the Access to Information Regulations 2023 has passed. No objection has been received from the applicant. It appears that the applicant is satisfied with the response of the public body. No further proceedings are required. The appeal stands disposed of. Copy of the order be sent to both the parties.
 

Ijaz Hassan Awan						Shoaib Ahmad Siddiqui 
Information Commissioner 					Chief Information Commissioner


Pakistan Information Commission
Government of Pakistan 
(Camp Office, Lahore)
Order
Appeal No. 5243-12/2025
Asif Ali Raza
Vs
Sheikh Zayed Hospital, Lahore
May 04, 2026	 	Ahsan Naveed Advocate appeared on behalf of the public body. 
1.	Information furnished by the public body was shared with the applicant vide letter dated 07-04-2026 under RGL No. 170313022. A period of more than 20 days as required under the Access to Information Regulations 2023 has passed. No objection has been received from the applicant. It appears that the applicant is satisfied with the response of the public body. No further proceedings are required. The appeal stands disposed of. Copy of the order be sent to both the parties.


Ijaz Hassan Awan						Shoaib Ahmad Siddiqui 
Information Commissioner 					Chief Information Commissioner


Pakistan Information Commission
Pakistan Information Commission
Government of Pakistan 
(Camp Office, Lahore)
Order
Appeal No. 5539-04/2026
Muhammad Saeed
Vs
National Engineering Service of Pakistan (NESPAK)
May 04, 2026	 Saif Ur Rahman, Designated Officer, NESPAK appeared on behalf of the public body. 
1.	The public body vide letter dated 04-05-2026 has furnished written reply stating that the record relating to the Manager General Services for the post regarding the development project, Diamer Bhasha Dam, is not an employee of NESPAK; rather, he is an employee of Diamer Bhasha Consultant Group, which is a joint venture of six companies. Hence, no record of the said employee exists with NESPAK. Copy of the written reply be shared with the applicant. The appeal stands disposed of. No further proceedings are required as the public body does not hold the record of the officer concerned. However, the applicant may approach the quarter concerned for obtaining the said record if he so desires. Copy of the order be sent to both the parties.


Ijaz Hassan Awan						Shoaib Ahmad Siddiqui 
Information Commissioner 					Chief Information Commissioner


Pakistan Information Commission
Government of Pakistan 
(Camp Office, Lahore)
Order
Appeal No. 5271-12/2025
Shakeel Ahmed
Vs
National Engineering Service of Pakistan (NESPAK)
May 04, 2026	 Saif Ur Rahman, Designated Officer, NESPAK appeared on behalf of the public body.
	1.	The applicant, vide his information request dated 03-12-2025, required sharing of the following documents in respect of Mr. Ahsan Anwar, VP-HR, NESPAK.
	“a) Please share Mr. Ahsan Anwar VP-HR attested/ verified copy of MBA-Marketing Degree.
b) Why over the period of approximately 20 years, NESPAK did not bother to verify the degree of Mr. Ahsan Anwar (MBA-Marketing)?
c) Please your office is also requested to share details of the protocols and selection procedure through which an MBA-Marketing degree holder is given the responsibilities of Human Resource.
d) 46 illegal Dispensed employees inclusive of myself were given life time punishment by NESPAK through Vice President Coordination Ahsan Anwar, therefore his qualifications and his authority is required to ascertain that Corporate Governance as well as SOE Act-2023 are compromised to assign job to individuals who is not right man for the right job. Sir, justification of violation of Governance rules are requested.
e) Please share the attested / verified degrees of Mr. Nadeem Arshad (Chief Administration-Nespak) and Legal Team Head (Mr. Ashfaq Basharat).”
2.	On filing the appeal, the public body put in appearance through its designated officer and filed a written reply on 23-01-2026 and subsequently on 26-03-2026, which was shared with the applicant, who has raised objections with certain reservations. Written reply to the rejoinder has also been received from the public body vide letter dated 28-04-2026, stating that the public body has responded to all the queries.
3.	The Commission heard the arguments of the representative of the public body, perused the written request along with the shared information and rejoinder filed by the applicant, and the response thereto.
4.	The appeal is decided as under; 
In query No. (a) of the information request, the applicant required an attested copy of the MBA Marketing degree of Mr. Ahsan Anwar, VP-HR, NESPAK. The public body responded that the said officer was appointed on the basis of Civil Engineering, and his degree was verified by the concerned university. The verification letter is enclosed as Annex A with the written reply.
5.	In his rejoinder, the applicant has stated that mere attestation is not sufficient, as he has required the verification process of the degree. The objection of the applicant is not tenable, as per the response of the public body, Mr. Ahsan Anwar, VP-HR, NESPAK was not appointed on the basis of the MBA degree but on the basis of Civil Engineering; therefore, the objection is overruled.
6.	In the information request, Para-B, the applicant required reasons for non-verification of the MBA degree of Mr. Ahsan Anwar, VP-HR, NESPAK, and the response was clear that the said officer was not appointed on the basis of the said degree; hence, no attestation is required. Therefore, the objection is overruled.
7.	The response to query No. (C) also addresses the query of the information request, as at the time of the above-mentioned office, no weightage was given to the MBA degree. Regarding Para-D of the information request, the response of the public body is quite appropriate, as Mr. Ahsan Anwar, VP-HR, NESPAK, signed letters of dispensation of the employees after approval of the process in the Board of Directors meeting. Hence, the objection is overruled.
8.	In response to Para-E of the information request, the applicant has shown satisfaction; therefore, the appeal stands disposed of. Copy of the order be sent to both the parties, after sharing the required information, and no further proceedings are required.
9.	Before parting with this order, the Commission has seriously observed that the supervisory staff is not paying due attention, as the document/degree furnished by the public body should not have been shared with the applicant. It is a matter of concern that the supervisory officer does not exercise due diligence. The supervisory staff is directed to pay due attention to official duties and seek instructions from the Commission if required. Copy of the order be sent to both the parties.


Ijaz Hassan Awan						Shoaib Ahmad Siddiqui 
Information Commissioner 					Chief Information Commissioner


Pakistan Information Commission
Government of Pakistan 
(Camp Office, Lahore)
Order
Appeal No. 5302-01/2026
Bilal Javed
Vs
Accountant General Punjab
May 04, 2026	 Applicant present in person. Jawad Ashraf, Accounts officer, AGP appeared on behalf of the public body. 

1.	The public body vide letter dated 29-04-2026 has furnished the remaining information in respect of Tariq Ismail, Litigation Officer, along with details and copies of salary slips showing deduction of house rent allowance. Copy of the letter and annexed documents was handed over to the applicant, and more than 2 hours were provided to him to examine the said information and raise objections, if any, to the extent of the information request. The case was kept in wait, and after 2 hours, the parties were called.
2.	The applicant objected that he has not been provided certified copies of the documents as required under Section 13 of the Right of Access to Information Act, 2017.
3.	In this behalf, it is noted that the information has been provided with cover letter signed by the Accounts Officer. Moreover, the annexures of the documents have also been signed and stamped by the Accounts Officer of the public body, which is a certification of the authenticity of the documents.
4.	The next objection of the applicant was that he has not been provided details of the visiting cities of the above-said officers who had withdrawn TA/DA for the said visits. The Commission has noted that no specific information in respect of the cities visited by the officer has been asked by the applicant in the information request. Therefore, the Commission is satisfied that all the information required by the applicant in the information request has been provided and shared with the applicant in attested form. Hence, no further proceedings are required. The appeal stands disposed of. Copy of the order be sent to both the parties.


Ijaz Hassan Awan						Shoaib Ahmad Siddiqui 
Information Commissioner 					Chief Information Commissioner


Pakistan Information Commission
Government of Pakistan 
(Camp Office, Lahore)
Order
Appeal No. 5239-12/2025
Ateeq Ahmad Khan
Vs
Lahore Electric Supply Company (LESCO)
May 04, 2026	Huma Cheema, Director General (Admin), Adeel Razzaq, Assistant Director, LECO and Mohsin Raza Advocate appeared on behalf of the public body and furnished fresh power of attorney. 
1.	The applicant, vide his information request dated 27-01-2025, has sought complete details of the inquiry regarding tampering in the service record/date of birth of Muhammad Ramzan Butt, which was changed to 1966 instead of 1964.
2.	Allegedly, said information was not provided to him; hence, he filed this appeal. After institution of the appeal and issuance of notice, the public body furnished a written reply taking the plea of exemption from disclosure under Sections 7(a), 7(b), 7(c), and 7(g) of the Right of Access to Information Act, 2017.
3.	The Commission has examined the contents of the information request, memo of appeal, written reply iled by the public body, and the relevant provisions of the Right of Access to Information Act, 2017. It is noted that under Section 5(i) of the Right of Access to Information Act, 2017, reports including performance reports, audit reports, evaluation reports, inquiry or investigative reports, and other reports that have been finalized are declared as public records, and the principal officer of each public body shall, within six months of the commencement of this Act, ensure that the same are duly published, including uploading over the internet or in a manner which best ensures that these are accessible, subject to reasonable restrictions based on limited resources.
4.	The representative of the public body was asked to confirm whether the inquiry had been finalized, and they confirmed that it had been finalized.
5.	In view of the above, the appeal is allowed. The Director (Human Resource), Lahore Electric Supply Company is directed to furnish the required information to the applicant within 10 days. Copy of the order be sent to the CEO, Lahore Electric Supply Company and Director (Human Resource), Lahore Electric Supply Company for implementation and to the applicant for information.
6.	Adjourned to 08-06-2026 for implementation proceedings at Camp Office, Lahore. 

Ijaz Hassan Awan						Shoaib Ahmad Siddiqui 
[bookmark: _GoBack]Information Commissioner 					Chief Information Commissioner
