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National Federation of Information Commissions in India

1. 	 Introduction:

The National Federation of Information Commissions in India has been set up to strengthen 
the Right to Information Act, 2005. The Right to Information Act, 2005, came into effect on 12th 
October, 2005. It is one of the most significant pieces of legislations enacted by the Parliament of 
India. The Act enables the establishment of an unprecedented regime of the Right to Information 
for the citizens of the country.  The Act seeks to establish that “transparency is the norm and secrecy 
is an exception” in the working of every public authority. It aims to ensure maximum openness and 
transparency in the machinery and functioning of Government at all levels.

A key strength of the Act pertains to administrative and adjective autonomy of Information 
Commissions. The Central and State Commissions have identical powers and responsibilities, and 
exercise exactly the same authority, in respect of institutions within their respective jurisdictions. 
The Act clearly defines the roles, responsibility and jurisdiction of the (national and sub-national 
bodies), Central Information Commission and the State Information Commissions. Each is 
independent of the other.

2. 	 Formation:

The Central Chief Information Commissioner through Notification /F.No.10 /12 /2009 /Admn 
/CIC, dated 12-01-2009 constituted a Sub-Committee to undertake an in-depth study and analysis 
of the problems and issues raised during the Annual Convention 2008 and to explore ways and 
measures for strengthening the information regime and to suggest an action plan for effective 
implementation of the RTI Act, 2005.

Following Terms of Reference (ToR) were assigned to the Committee:

i.	 To assess the extent to which the recommendations made by the Commissions, under 
section 25 of the RTI Act, have been implemented; and, to identify the major reasons, if 
any, for non-implementation of Commissions’ recommendations.

ii.	 To prepare a comprehensive status report in respect of the major themes of Annual 
Convention of 2008, namely RTI and good governance, RTI and democracy, RTI and 
poverty alleviation, RTI and protection of individual privacy and RTI revolution in 
SAARC;
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iii.	 To assess the adequacy of facilitation process for accessing public held information, 
mainly in terms of compliance of various provisions of the Act for promotion of maximum 
disclosure of information;

iv.	 To identify the best practices in implementation of RTI Act to promote open government 
and to outline an action plan for adoption/ adaptation by public authorities;

v.	 To evolve an approach and suggest a methodology for assessing and grading public 
authorities in terms of greater transparency and accountability and least corruption; and

vi.	 To suggest modalities for creation of a permanent broad-based body for the purpose of 
co-ordination of various activities of CIC and SICs.

3. 	 Aims and objects of the Federation:

i.	 To facilitate coordination and mutual consultation among the Central Information 
Commission and the State Information Commissions constituted under the Right to 
Information Act 2005.

ii.	 To strengthen the administration of the Act, through education, research and dissemination 
of knowledge;

iii.	 To facilitate the exchange of information on laws and their interpretation, landmark 
judgments, case law and best practices related to the Act in India.

iv.	 To collect, compile and analyze relevant information relating to the implementation of 
the Act and to take up appropriate issues of importance with the Government of India 
and State Governments;

v.	 To promote knowledge and encourage initiatives in matters related to transparency and 
accountability in governance and to engage the stakeholders such as the Central and 
State Governments and the citizens and civil society in these matters;

vi.	 To promote use of information technology, modern management techniques and tools for 
effective implementation of the Act;

vii.	 To establish collaboration with research institutions, universities and similar organizations 
for helping the cause of administration of the Act and furtherance of the objectives of the 
society;

viii.	 To undertake, organize and facilitate tours, studies, research, lectures, seminars and 
conferences on the administration and practice of the transparency laws including the 
Right to Information Act and to provide for the publication of journals, research papers 
and books in the furtherance of the aforesaid objects and to disseminate information for 
wider use;
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ix.	 To create a secretariat cum resource center with adequate facilities for research and 
technical support to the society for its day-to-day administration and functions;

x.	 To establish procedures for smooth functioning of the Society and carry out activities in 
matters relating to personnel, finances, administration, purchases etc.;

xi.	 To purchase, accept as a gift or otherwise acquire and own or take on lease or hire, 
temporarily or permanently any movable or immovable property necessary for the 
furtherance of the objectives and activities of the Society;

xii.	 To sell, assign, mortgage, lease, exchange and otherwise transfer or dispose of or 
otherwise deal with all or any property, movable or immovable, of the Society;

xiii.	 To build, construct, maintain, repair, adapt, alter, improve or develop or furnish any 
buildings or works necessary or convenient for the purposes of the Society;

xiv.	 To appoint or employ, temporarily or permanently, any person or persons that may 
be required for purposes of the Society and to pay them or other persons in return for 
services rendered to the Society salaries, wages, gratuities, provident fund and pensions;

xv.	 To institute, offer and grant prizes, awards, scholarships and stipends in furtherance of 
the objects of the Society;

xvi.	 To make and enforce Rules and Bye-Laws, and from time to time to repeal, amend or 
alter the same;

xvii.	 To pay all costs, charges and expenses incurred in the promotion, formation, establishment 
and registration of the Society.

In order to achieve the goal of Aims & Objectives of the society, all the Information Commissions 
in India are encouraged to become members of the Federation by paying requisite fee.

4. 	 NFICI Membership:

27 State Information Commissions have been enrolled as members of the Federation which 
includes the Central Information Commission. As the Federation gained in resources with the 
support of member Commissions, NFICI strove to its goals.

5. 	 Terms of Membership:

All the members have to pay an Admission fee; Annual membership fee and any other fees as 
follows:

i.	 Admission fee				    Rs. 5 Lakhs

ii.	 Annual membership fee:			   Rs. 1.5 Lakh
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iii.	 Any other fees or subscription for any special services that may be prescribed by the 
Executive Committee (Board of Governors).

6.	 Grants/Funds:

	 The Federation releases funds (Grants) from time to time to its members to further its 
objectives. All the members have to comply with the bye-laws and rules and regulations of the 
Federation for expenditure out of the funds released by the society and the guidelines issued for the 
utilization of funds as aims and objectives of the society.

7.	 Executive Committee (Board of Governors):

The administration, management and control of the Society shall be vested in the Executive 
Committee (Board of Governors) who are elected by General Body for a tenure of one year. Out 
of the Members of Board of Governors, one member is elected as Vice President. The Standard 
Operating Procedure (SOP) for its functioning is as under:

a.	 Each Member of the Executive Committee will represent a zone, which would comprise 
of a Group of State Information Commissions as decided by the Board of Governors 
with approval from the General Body. Information Commissions have been divided into 
8 zones, state wise.

b.	 The Executive Committee (Board of Governors) will meet at such intervals, at least once 
in every six months, as may be required for smooth functioning of the Society.

c.	 The President may convene a meeting of the General Body after due notice and/or on the 
written notice by not less than one-third of the members of the General Body to consider 
matters of special nature.

d.	 The President shall preside over all meetings of the General Body as well as the Executive 
Committee (Board of Governors), but where the President is absent at any meeting, the 
Vice President shall preside. In the absence of both of them, the senior most members 
shall preside over the meeting.

e.	 The Annual General Body Meeting of the Society shall be held on such date, time and 
place as may be determined by the President.

f.	 The Executive Secretary of the Society shall be the Principal Executive Officer of the 
Society.

g.	 The funds of the Federation are maintained in a Public Sector bank. The Executive 
Secretary and Honorary Secretary elected by the Board of Governors are authorized as 
joint signatories with the power to sign cheques on behalf of NFICI for any transaction 
approved by the President, NFICI.
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ix

	 The Right to Information Act, 2005, stands as a cornerstone of our democratic governance. It 
enshrines the citizen's right to seek information and mandates transparency and accountability across 
all levels of public administration. As the Chief Information Commissioner, Govt. of India, I regard this 
legislation not merely as a legal instrument, but as a powerful tool for participatory democracy, informed 
citizenry and good governance. 
	 This compilation titled "Significant & Landmark Decisions by Information Commissions in India" 
reflects that spirit. Carefully curated by the Editorial Board of the National Federation of Information 
Commissions in India (NFICI), it draws upon a wide spectrum of significant decisions delivered by 
Information Commissions across the country, both at the Central and State levels. These decisions 
collectively illuminate the evolving jurisprudence and practical application of the RTI Act. 
	 This volume is intended to serve as a practical and insightful reference for Public Information 
Officers, First Appellate Authorities, Information Commissioners, legal practitioners, researchers, and 
all others engaged in the implementation of the Right to Information Act. I am confident that this journal 
will help to promote a consistent and transparent approach to its enforcement. 
	 I express my sincere appreciation and thanks to the Chairman of the Editorial Board, Shri Virendra, 
Hon'ble Chief Information Commissioner, West Bengal, and all the esteemed members of the Editorial 
Board for their dedication to this initiative. This meticulous work, undertaken on behalf of the Central 
Information Commission and the NFICI, is truly commendable.
	 Special thanks are also due to Brigadier Vipin Chakrawarti, Honorary Secretary, and  
Shri Sarvottam Rana, Executive Secretary of NFICI, whose unwavering commitment has been 
instrumental in bringing this journal to fruition. I also acknowledge the invaluable contribution of Mrs. 
Somya Batra, Legal Consultant, for her precise and accessible summaries of the judgments, which 
significantly enhance the utility of this publication. 
	 Initiatives like this not only deepen public understanding of the RTI framework but also reaffirm 
our collective resolve to uphold transparency and accountability in governance. I look forward to similar 
initiatives being undertaken in the future as well. 

Foreward

(Heeralal Samariya)
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Sadan, Surendranagar"

Gujarat SIC Section 2 (f), 2 (j), 3, 4 (1) (b), 
6 (1), 7 (9), 20 (1) and 20 (2) of 
RTI Act 2005. 

159-169

52 "Shri Khushal R Verma 
Vs. 
Municipal Corporation, 
Estate and Town Planning 
Development Office, 
Dr. Harubhai Mehta Bhavan, 
Zonal Office, East Zone "

Gujarat SIC Section 2 (f), 2 (j), 4 (1) (b), 4 
(1) (c), 6 (1), 7 (9), 20 (1) and 
20 (2) of RTI Act 2005.

170-180
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53 Mr. UK Nair, Mr. Brijesh 
Chavada, Mr. Chintan 
Mekwan 
Vs. 
U N Mehta Institute of 
Cardiology and Research 
Centre, Ahmedabad

Gujarat SIC Section 19 and Section 18(3)
(b) of the RTI Act, 2005

181-182

54 A Sattar A Majid Khalifa 
Vs. 
O/o District Education 
Officer Modasa, Dist. 
Aravalli, Principal 
Makhadoom Higher 
Secondary Modasa, 
Dist. Aravalli School, 
O/o District Education 
Officer Himmatnagar Dist. 
Sabarkantha

Gujarat SIC Article 19 (2) of the 
Constitution of India, Section 
8(1)(j) of the RTI Act 2005

183-184

55 Sanjeev @ Sanjay Bhargav 
Ezhava 
Versus 
Sate of Gujarat

Gujarat HC Section 11 of the Right to 
Information Act, 2005 – 
dealing with third-party 
information

185-186

56 Nimish Mahendra Kapadia 
Versus 
The Dy. Secretary, Gujarat 
Information Commission

Gujarat HC Section 8(1)(e) of the RTI Act, 
2005, Section 126 of the Indian 
Evidence Act, 1872 and Article 
226 of the Constitution of India 
– Writ jurisdiction of the High 
Courts

187-188

57 "Shri Mahendrasingh 
Amrutlal Brahmbhatt  
Vs. 
Deputy Executive Engineer, 
Police Campus (R & B) Sub 
– Section & Ors."

Gujarat SIC Section 6 (1), 7 (9) of the RTI 
Act 2005

189-190
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58 "Ms. Pankti D. Jog 
Vs. 
District Planning Office, 
O/O The District Collector, 
District Seva Saddan & Ors."

Gujarat SIC Section 4 (1) (b), 19 (8) (4) of 
the RTI Act 2005

191-194

59 "Shri Manoj Jivabhai Parmar 
Vs. 
Amroli Police Station, 
Amroli, Surat City, Tal. & 
Dist. Surat"

Gujarat SIC None 195

60 "Shri Nazarul Hayat 
Muzaffar Hayat Sheikh 
Vs. 
Town Development 
Inspector, Ahmedabad 
Municipal Corporation,  
Scheme Implementation 
Department, Mahnagar Seva 
Sadan,  
Estate And Town 
Development Department"

Gujarat SIC Section 3, 7 (9), 18, 19, 20 of 
RTI Act 2005 & Rule 3 (1) of 
Gujarat RTI Rules 2010.

196-197

61 "Shri Maheshbhai M. 
Budhwani 
Vs. 
Rajkot Municipal 
Corporation "

Gujarat SIC Section 19 of RTI Act 2005 198-199

62 "Maheshbhai M Budhrani 
Versus 
State of Gujarat & Ors."

Gujarat HC None 200-201

63 Sh.  Naresh Kumar 
Vs. 
PIO-cum-Superintendent, 
office of the SDM, Solan 
Distt. Solan (HP)

Himachal 
Pradesh SIC

Sections 2 (j), 8 (1) (j), 11, 20 
(1) & (2) of the RTI Act 2005

202-203
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64 Sh. Mohan Lal  
Vs. 
PIO-cum-XEN, Project 
Division, BBNDA, Baddi, 
Distt. Solan (HP)

Himachal 
Pradesh SIC

Sections 2(j), Section 4 and 
Section 7(9) of the RTI Act 
2005, Rule 3(2) of the HP RTI 
Rules, 2006

204-205

65 Sh.  Naresh Kumar 
Vs. 
PIO-cum-Superintendent, 
office of the SDM, Solan 
Distt. Solan (HP).

Himachal 
Pradesh SIC

Sections 74, 76 of Indian 
Evidence Act 1872

206-207

66 Sh. Shanti Parkash  
Vs. 
PIO-cum-Executive Officer, 
Nagar Parishad, Dehra, Distt. 
Kangra

Himachal 
Pradesh SIC

Sections 8(1)(d), 8(1)(j), 
Section 10 and 11 of the RTI 
Act 2005.

208-209

67 Smt. Poonam  
Vs. 
PIO-cum-Asstt. Engineer, 
Dharamshala Municipal 
Corporation, Dharamshala, 
Distt. Kangra 

Himachal 
Pradesh SIC

Sections 2(j), 5(4), 5(5), 7(1), 
8(1)(e) of the RTI Act 2005

210-211

68 Sh. Ravinder Shyam  
Vs. 
The PIO-cum-AGM (Admn.) 
The HPSCB Ltd. Head 
office, Shimla (HP)

Himachal 
Pradesh SIC

Sections 8(1)(j) and 11 of the 
RTI Act 2005

212-213

69 Sri Benson Issac 
Vs. 
Bangalore International 
Airport Limited, represented 
by Head- Legal 

Karnataka 
SIC

Section 18(1), Section 4(1)(b), 
Section 2(h)(d)(i) of the RTI 
Act, 2005

214-215

70 "Sri Davalsab M. Miyanavar  
Vs. 
Karnataka Information 
Commission & Ors. "

Karnataka 
HC

216-221
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71 Sri P.R. Ramachandran 
Vs. 
SPIO & DR (Admn.), 
Registrar of Co-operative 
Societies 

Kerala SIC (a) Section 6(1), 8(1)(d), 8(1)
(e), 19(1) & 19(3) of RTI Act 
2005                     (b) Section 
66(4), Rule 176, Section 
65(a) of Kerala Co-operative 
Societies Act.

222-223

72 Smt. Alfa Maryam V.P. 
    -Vs- 
The SPIO District Medical 
Office (Health), Malappuram

Kerala SIC Section 2(f), 5(4), 5(5), and 
20(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 
Regulations 1.3.1 & 1.3.2 
of Medical Council of India 
(Professional Conduct, 
Etiquette and Ethics) 
Regulations, 2002 (as 
amended) 
Section 40 & 44 of the Kerala 
Clinical Establishments 
(Registration and Regulation) 
Act, 2018 
Article 21 and Article 19(1)(a) 
of the Constitution of India 
Section 3 of the Consumer 
Protection Act, 1986

224-225

73 Sh. Ouseph Antony & Others 
Vs. 
State Public Information 
Officer & Appeal Authority, 
CIAL

Kerala SIC Section 2(h) and Section 8 (1) 
of the Right to Information Act, 
2005

226

74 Adv. DB Binu 
Vs. 
State Public Information 
Officer Revenue Divisional 
Office, Kottayam

Kerala SIC Section 2(j) of the Right to 
Information Act, 2005

227-228
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75 Shri. Janak Ramrao Gaikwad 
Vs 
Total 81 Gram Panchayat 
Officer Dist. Nanded

Maharashtra 
SIC  
(Chhtrapati 
Sambhajinagar 
Bench)

Section 7(9) of the Right to 
Information Act 2005

229-230

76 Shri. Lallan Kishor Singh 
Vs 
Commissioner of Police, 
Nagpur City

Maharashtra 
SIC  
(Nagpur 
Bench)  

Section 8 (1) (g) and (j) and 
Section 24(4)  of the RTI Act, 
2005 in context of exemption 
from revealing the information 
under  RTI Act.

231-232

77 Shri Keshavraje Nimbalkar 
Vs 
Total 2788 Public Authority 
of State 

Maharashtra 
SIC  
(Chhtrapati 
Sambhajinagar 
Bench) 

Section 19 (3) of the Right to 
Information Act, 2005.

233-234

78 Ngangbam Roben Singh 
Vs 
The SPIO/ Joint Secretary/ 
Deputy Secretary (DP) Govt. 
of Manipur & Anr.

Manipur SIC Section 6(1), Section 7(8)(i), 
Section 8(1)(a), Section 8(1)
(j), Section 5(2) & 5(3) of RTI 
Act 2005

235-236

79 S. Dhanabir Mangang 
Vs 
The SPIO/ Director (YAS), 
Manipur & Anr.

Manipur SIC Section 6(1), Section 19(3), 
Section 19(8)(b), Section 20(1) 
& (2) of RTI Act 2005

237-238

80 Th. Hemjit Meetei  
Vs. 
The SPIO/Additional 
Director (Grievance Cell), 
Govt. of Manipur & Anr.

Manipur SIC Section 2 (f), of the Right to 
Information Act, 2005.

239-240

81 Mayengbam Tomcha Singh 
Vs. 
The SPIO/ Director (Vety. & 
AH), Manipur & Anr.

Manipur SIC Section 6 (1), and Section 19 of 
the Right to Information Act, 
2005.

241-242
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82 Shri Th. Dhanachandra Singh  
Vs. 
The SPIO/Secretary 
(COHSEM), Govt. of 
Manipur & Anr.

Manipur SIC None 243-244

83 Mr. Z. Khawzawl 
-Vs- 
SPIO, Departmental 
Appellate Authority, GAD, 
Govt of Mizoram 

Mizoram 
SIC 

Section 8(1)(g), Section 8(1)(j), 
Section 11(1) of the RTI Act 
2005

245-246

84 T. Lalbiakdika 
-Vs- 
FAA & DIG (Range) and 
SPIO & S.P. Aizawl 

Mizoram 
SIC 

Section 6(1), Section 7(1), 
Section 7(3), Section 7(8), 
Section 8(1)(h) of RTI Act 
2005.

247-248

85 Dibya Singh Das 
Vs 
PIO O/o Tehasildar. Derabish 
Tahasil, District Kendrapara

Odisha SIC Section 6(3), Section 18(1)
(b), Section 19(8)(b), Section 
20(2), Rule 7(1)(c)  of Odisha 
Information Commission 
(Appeal Procedure) Rules, 
2006

249-250

86 Sk. Mohammed Ali Zinna  
Vs. 
Public Information Officer, 
Rural Development 
Department, Government of 
Odisha

Odisha SIC Section 6(3), Section 8(1)(j)  of 
the RTI Act

251-252

87 Basanta Manjari Rout 
Vs 
PIO & FAA,  O/o District 
Education Officer, Cuttack

Odisha SIC Section 6(3), Section 20(1) & 
20(2), Rule 7(1)(C) of Odisha 
Information Commission 
(Appeal Procedure) Rules, 
2006

253-254

88 Sh. Prem Kumar Rattan  
Vs. 
PAO and FAA O/o The 
Medical Superintendent, 
Rajindra Hospital, Patiala

Punjab SIC Section 11, Code of Civil 
Procedure, 1908 – Res judicata 
doctrine, preventing re-
litigation of the same issue

255-256
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89 Sh.  Lajpat Rai Garg 
Vs. 
PIOs representative’s 
of various departments 
(Government of Punjab)

Punjab SIC Section 7(9) of RTI Act 2005 257-258

90 Sh. Manjinder Singh 
Vs. 
PIO’s & FAA’s various 
Regional Transport Authority 
(Government of Punjab)

Punjab SIC Section 7(9), 2(i), 4(1)(a) and 
2(f) of RTI Act 2005

259-260

91 Jh nkeksnj flag 
cuke 
vfrfjDr iqfyl v/kh{kd] ftyk 
uhedkFkkuk ¼jkt-½

Rajasthan 
SIC

Section 8 (1) (d), 8 (h), 22 of 
RTI Act 2005 & 172 (3) of the 
Cr. P.C.

261-264

92 latho ;kno  
cuke 
ek/;fed f'k{kk chdkusj ¼jkt-½

Rajasthan 
SIC

Section 2 (h), 8 (1) (j) of the 
RTI Act 2005

265-268

93 Mr. Chetan Sapkota. 
Vs. 
SPIO, Directorate of State 
Lottery, Finance Department, 
Gangtok, East Sikkim.

Sikkim SIC Section 2(j), Section 8(1)(d), 
Section 8(1)(j), Section 11(1) 
of RTI Act 2005

269-270

94 Shri. Navin Kiran Pradhan  
Vs. 
State Public Information 
Officer, Department of 
Personnel, Gangtok, East

Sikkim SIC Section 18, Section 19(3), of 
the Right to Information Act, 
2005.

271-272

95 SPIO, Tamil Nadu Medical 
Council. Arumbakkam, 
Chennai

Tamil Nadu 
SIC

Section 2(h) of the RTI Act, 
2005, Section 6 of the RTI Act, 
2005, Article 372 of the Indian 
Constitution, Madras Medical 
Registration Act, 1914

273-274
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96 Dr. A. Rajakumari  
Vs. 
PIO, Deputy Inspector 
General of Registration, 
Nandanam, Chennai 

Tamil Nadu 
SIC

Section 6(1), Section 19(1) and 
19(3), Section 20(1) and 20(2) 
of the RTI Act, 2005

275-276

97 Jh jksfgrk'k “kekZ] ,MoksdsV] 
cuke 
mPp f'k{kk funs'kky; mRrjk[k.M] 
gY}kuh ¼uSuhrky½  
& jktdh; egkfo|ky;] tliqj] 
ftyk m/keflaguxj

Uttarakhand 
SIC

/kkjk 19 ¼3½ lw- dk vf/k-vf/kfu;e- 
2005

277-291

98 Jh jes'kpUnz “kekZ] 
cuke 
ou {ks=kf/kdkjh] ftyk gfj}kj 

Uttarakhand 
SIC

/kkjk 19 ¼3½ lw- dk vf/k-vf/kfu;e- 
2005

292-299

99 ekS0 “ks,c vkye       
cuke 
yksd lwpuk vf/kdkjh@la;qDr 
funs'kd Ik;ZVu] Ik;ZVu eq[;ky;] 
mRrjk[k.M Ik;ZVu fodkl 
ifj’kn~ x<+h dSaV] nsgjknwu] 
ftyk&nsgjknwu ,oa vU; 

Uttarakhand 
SIC

/kkjk 19 ¼3½ lw- dk vf/k-vf/kfu;e- 
2005

300-320

100 Shri Sanjit Nandi 
Vs. 
Commissioner, Howrah 
Municipal Corporation 
(HMC)

West Bengal 
SIC

Section 19(8)(b) of the RTI 
Act, 2005, Section 20(1) of the 
RTI Act, 2005, Section 19(9) of 
the RTI Act, 2005

321-332

101 Parash Nath Shaw 
Vs. 
BL & LRO, Barrackpore-II

West Bengal 
SIC

Section 8(1), Section 18(1)(b) 
& (c), Section 19(3), Section 
20(1), Section 22 of the Right 
to Information Act, 2005, 
Section 123 of the Indian 
Evidence Act

333-334
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Central Information Commission
Second Appeal No. CIC/TMCTR/A/2024/601188

Shri Abhay Pandey
Vs.

Tata Memorial Centre

Date of Decision: 14.02.2025

Decided by Shri Heeralal Samariya, Chief Information Commissioner

Provisions Involved in This Case: 
Section 8(1)(d), Section 4(2) of RTI Act 2005

The appellant, Shri Abhay Pandey, filed an RTI application seeking detailed information 
regarding a specific Government e-Marketplace (GeM) bid (GEM/2022/8/2672119 dated 
25.10.2022) floated by Tata Memorial Centre (TMC). The information sought included the 
certified copy of the allotment letter, the agreement with the selected bidder, a list of technically 
successful bidders, all participants, and details of the pre-bid meeting. The CPIO denied information 
under points 1 to 4 by invoking Section 8(1)(d) of the RTI Act, claiming the information to be 
of commercial confidence. For point 5, the CPIO stated that no pre-bid meeting was held. The 
appellant approached the Central Information Commission (CIC) through a Second Appeal. 
During the hearing, the appellant argued that the requested information had not been provided. The 
respondent contended that the bid-related details were exempted under Section 8(1)(d), and the rest 
was publicly available on the GeM portal.

Held: 

The Commission directed the PIO to revisit the RTI application and provide revised replies 
specifically for point no. 3 and point no. 4, if available, within 30 days via speed post. For other 
points, the Commission held that an appropriate response had been provided. The appeal was 
disposed of accordingly, and the Commission issued an advisory under Section 25(5) recommending 
the regular publication of tender-related information on the official website to comply with the 
spirit of transparency mandated by the RTI Act.
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Orbiter Dicta

While disposing of the appeal, the Commission emphasized the proactive disclosure obligations 
of public authorities under Section 4 of the RTI Act. It observed that tender-related information such 
as Request for Proposals (RFPs), Scope of Work (SoW), budget, project duration, names of bidders 
(both participants and successful ones), etc., should be routinely uploaded on the public authority’s 
official website. The Commission underlined that such proactive publication would strengthen 
transparency and accountability. It also stressed the need to digitize and maintain procurement-
related records to promote openness in administrative processes, subject to exemptions under 
Sections 8(1) and 9.

Court Cases Referred in This Case:

1.	 No specific court cases were cited or referred to in this order.
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Central Information Commission
Second Appeal No. CIC/AIMRS/A/2023/656635

Shri Rachhpal Singh Saini
Vs.

AIIMS, Rishikesh

Date of Decision: 02.12.2024

Decided by Shri Heeralal Samariya, Chief Information Commissioner

Provisions Involved in This Case:

Section 2(f), Section 2(j), Section 2(3), Section 4(1)(b) & 4(1)(c), Section 7(9), Section 8(1)(j)

In this case, the appellant Shri Rachhpal Singh Saini filed an RTI application with AIIMS, 
Rishikesh seeking voluminous and detailed information regarding surgeries conducted at the 
institution from 01.01.2011 to the present. The queries included statistical data (number of 
surgeries), classification into major/minor surgeries, names of surgeons and staff involved, UHID 
and names of patients, reasons for surgeries, expenditure incurred, success/failure rates, and 
Ayushman Bharat coverage. The CPIO responded with total counts of surgeries from 2013 to 2023, 
classifying them into major and minor. However, other information concerning individual patients, 
names and medical details etc. was denied on the grounds of doctor-patient confidentiality. The 
appellant, dissatisfied with the response, filed a first appeal and subsequently, he filed a second 
appeal before the Central Information Commission. During the hearing, the respondent highlighted 
that the appellant had filed over 200 RTI applications and 144 first appeals, many of which were 
repetitive and frivolous, thereby burdening the public authority’s functioning. 

Held:

The Commission held that the information sought under the RTI Act was partially provided and 
the remaining could not be disclosed due to privacy concerns protected under the Act. The CPIO’s 
reply was deemed appropriate and in accordance with Section 2(f) of the RTI Act. In view of the 
repetitive and burdensome RTI filings by the appellant, the Commission advised the appellant to 
refrain from such practices in the future. The appeal was accordingly disposed of.
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Obiter Dicta:

The Commission underscored that while the RTI Act empowers citizens to seek information 
to ensure transparency, it must not be misused to inundate public authorities with frivolous, 
voluminous, and repetitive queries. Referring to the Supreme Court’s judgment in CBSE vs. 
Aditya Bandopadhyay, the Commission emphasized that the Act aims to strike a balance between 
transparency and ensuring revelation of information without conflict with public interest. Unchecked 
misuse of the RTI Act, particularly to harass or intimidate public officials, disrupts governance, 
drains resources, and deviates the focus from core public duties. 

Court Cases Referred in this Case:

1.	 Central Board of Secondary Education & Anr. vs Aditya Bandopadhyay & Ors, (Supreme 
Court, 2011)

2.	 Shail Sahni vs Sanjeev Kumar and Ors
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Central Information Commission
Second Appeal Nos. CIC/MHOME/C/2021/606547, CIC/MHOME/A/2021/609248, CIC/

MHOME/C/2021/612823, CIC/MHOME/A/2021/625152

Shri Neeraj Sharma
Vs.

PIO, Ministry of Home Affairs, JKL Div/  
Ayodhya Section

Shri Ram Janmbhoomi Teerath Kshetra Trust, R-20 Grater Kailash Part-I, New 
Delhi

Date of Decision 08.07.2022

Decided by Shri Y.K. Sinha, Chief Information Commissioner

Second Appeal No. CIC/MHOME/A/2021/609248

Date of Decision 04.06.2025

Decided by Shri Heeralal Samariya, Chief Information Commissioner

Provisions Involved in This Case:

Section 2(h), Section 6(3), Section 25(5) of the Right to Information Act, 2005.

In this case, the appellant Shri Neeraj Sharma sought information under the RTI Act regarding 
the constitution and status of the Shri Ram Janmbhoomi Teerth Kshetra Trust, which was created 
following the Supreme Court’s 2019 Ayodhya verdict. The queries revolved around whether the 
Trust qualifies as a “public authority” under Section 2(h) of the RTI Act, 2005. The CPIO of 
Ministry of Home Affairs (MHA) responded that the Trust is an autonomous body and not under 
the direct control of the Government, hence not within the purview of the RTI Act. Dissatisfied, 
the appellant escalated the matter to the CIC to determine whether the Trust qualifies as a “public 
authority” under Section 2(h) of the RTI Act, 2005.

The appellant contended that the Trust meets the definition of a public authority under clauses 
of Section 2(h), particularly due to the Central Government’s role in constituting it, nominating 
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trustees, and transferring over 70 acres of land, thereby amounting to substantial financing and 
control. The Appellant relied on the Delhi High Court’s ruling in National Stock Exchange of India 
Ltd. vs. CIC to argue that an organization constituted or given authority by government order or 
enactment qualifies as a public authority. The appellant contended that since the Trust was created 
following the Supreme Court’s Ayodhya verdict and has significant public interest implications, it 
falls within the scope of RTI. The MHA and the Trust, however, argued that the Trust is a private, 
independent body created via a Trust Deed and not by or under the Constitution or any law. They 
emphasized that the Government has no administrative or financial control over it and that its 
creation was solely to comply with the Supreme Court’s judgment.

Held:

The CIC held that the Shri Ram Janmbhoomi Teerth Kshetra Trust is not a public authority as 
it does not conform to the criteria laid down under the Section 2(h) of the RTI Act. The Trust is an 
independent organization, created as per the verdict of the Hon’ble Supreme Court of India, owes 
no financial support or administrative control from either the Central Government or the State 
Government, hence, the Trust will not come under the purview of the RTI Act, 2005.

Obiter Dicta:

The Commission emphasized that the mere act of setting up an institution by the Government, 
especially when done under judicial direction, does not automatically bring that institution under 
the purview of the RTI Act. For anybody to be considered a public authority under Section 2(h), 
there must be demonstrable evidence of it being owned, controlled, or substantially financed by the 
Government. The Commission also invoked the test of “deep and pervasive control” laid down in 
the Thalappalam Service Coop. Bank Ltd. case and observed that such control was not present in 
the case of the Shri Ram Janmbhoomi Teerth Kshetra Trust. 

Court Cases Referred: 

1.	 Supreme Court Judgment dated 09.11.2019 in Civil Appeal No. 10866–67 of 2010 (Ayodhya 
dispute case)

2.	 D.A.V. College Trust and Managing Committee vs. Director of Public Instructions (SC, 2019)

3.	 Thalappalam Services Coop. Bank Ltd. & Ors. vs. State Of Kerala & Ors., (2013) 16 SCC 82

4.	 Ajay Hasia vs. Khalid Mujib Sehravardi and Ors., AIR 1981 SC 487

5.	 National Stock Exchange vs. CIC, Hon’ble Delhi High Court
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Central Information Commission
Second Appeal Nos. CIC/NPCOI/A/2024/641260 & CIC/NPCOI/C/2024/641263

Shri Vijay Dhaker
Vs.

PIO Nuclear Power Corporation of India 

Date of Decision: 03.02.2025

Decided by Shri Heeralal Samariya, Chief Information Commissioner 

Provisions Involved in This Case:

Sections 7(9), 8(1)(h), 18, 20 of the RTI Act, 2005, Section 16 of the POSH Act.

The appellant, Shri Vijay Dhaker, filed an RTI application seeking detailed statistics regarding 
complaints received and addressed by the Internal Complaints Committee (ICC) at the Rawatbhata 
Rajasthan site of Nuclear Power Corporation of India Limited (NPCIL) since 2013. The information 
sought included the number of complaints received, rejected, upheld, found malicious, and those 
pending. The applicant argued that such data is not exempt from disclosure under any provisions 
and should be provided without citing the POSH Act or RTI exemptions. The CPIO of NPCIL 
refused to provide the information, citing Section 16 of the POSH Act, 2013, and Section 7(9) 
of the RTI Act, 2005, asserting that the data was voluminous and not available in compiled form. 
During the hearing, NPCIL also pointed out that the appellant is subject to a pending disciplinary 
inquiry, and he had filed 322 RTI applications between 2020 to 2024, many of which were similar. 

Held:

The Commission held that the response provided by the CPIO of NPCIL was appropriate and 
in accordance with the RTI Act. No malafide intent was found on part of the CPIO in withholding 
the information. Therefore, both the second appeal and the complaint were disposed of. The 
Commission concluded that no further action was needed.

Obiter Dicta:

The complainant has preferred complaint u/s 18 of the RTI Act and if the complainant is 



8

aggrieved with the reply provided by the respondent then the Complainant could have approached 
the Commission by filing an appeal. The Commission therefore is unable to adjudicate the adequacy 
of information to be disclosed under section 18 of the RTI Act. In view of the foregoing, the 
Commission refers to Section 18 of the RTI Act while examining the complaints and in this regard 
the Commission refers to the judgment of the Hon’ble Supreme Court of India in Chief Information 
Commissioner and Another v. State of Manipur and Anr. in Civil Appeal Nos. 10787-10788 of 
2011.

Court Cases Referred: 

1.	 Chief Information Commissioner and Another v. State of Manipur and Anr., Civil 
Appeal Nos. 10787-10788 of 2011.
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Central Information Commission
Second Appeal No. CIC/DOATE/A/2023/102977

Sonu Singh Singhroha 
Vs. 

Raja Ramanna Centre for Advanced Technology 

Date of Decision: 21.03.2024

Decided by Shri Heeralal Samariya, Chief Information Commissioner 

Provisions Involved in This Case:

Section 8(1)(j), Section 10 of RTI Act 2005.

The appellant, Shri Sonu Singh Singhroha, filed an RTI application seeking information 
regarding the final/main merit list marks, including interview marks, of certain candidates (roll 
numbers 5115, 5142, 5403, 5415, 5418) involved in a recruitment process under Advertisement No. 
RRCAT-05/2012 for ASO(A) at Raja Ramanna Centre for Advanced Technology (RRCAT), a unit 
of the Department of Atomic Energy. The appellant specifically requested individual marks of these 
candidates, claiming personal interest in the matter. The CPIO responded on 31.01.2022, denying 
disclosure of the marks of other candidates, invoking Section 8(1)(j) of the RTI Act, stating that 
such information constitutes third-party personal data and is not related to any public activity or 
interest. The appellant thereafter approached the First Appellate Authority (FAA) and subsequently 
the Central Information Commission (CIC) in a second appeal, reiterating his demand for the marks.

Held: 

The CIC held that the information sought by the appellant pertained to third-party personal 
details and thus was exempt from disclosure under Section 8(1)(j) of the RTI Act, 2005. As the 
appellant failed to demonstrate any larger public interest in accessing the marks of other candidates. 
Consequently, the appeal was disposed of.

Obiter Dicta: 

The Commission, in its decision, relied upon the Supreme Court judgment in CPIO, Supreme 
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Court vs. Subhash Chandra Agarwal, Civil Appeal No. 10044 of 2010, dated 13.11.2019, wherein 
it was clearly held that: 59. “…in our opinion, would indicate that personal records, including 
name, address, physical, mental and psychological status, marks obtained, grades and answer 
sheets, are all treated as personal information…Such personal information is entitled to protection 
from unwarranted invasion of privacy and conditional access is available when stipulation of larger 
public interest is satisfied…”

Court Cases Referred: 

1.	 CPIO, Supreme Court vs. Subhash Chandra Agarwal, Civil Appeal No. 10044 of 2010, 
Supreme Court of India (Date: 13.11.2019)
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Central Information Commission
Second Appeal No. CIC/ICOAR/A/2023/647780

Kuldeep Singh
 Vs. 

PIO, Telecom Consultants India Ltd

Date of Decision: 16.07.2025

Decided by Shri Heeralal Samariya, Chief Information Commissioner

Provisions Involved in This Case:

Section 8(1)(e), Section 8(1)(j) of RTI Act 2005

Shri Kuldeep Singh filed an RTI application seeking a copy of his answer sheets for two 
exams conducted in 2019 (TCIL/WT/19/4010 and TCIL/WT/19/5027), the cut-off marks for each 
category, and the marks obtained. The CPIO responded on 05.09.2023, stating that the requested 
information had already been provided in 2019. Dissatisfied, the appellant filed a first appeal, 
which was dismissed by the FAA, reiterating that the required information had already been shared. 
Kuldeep Singh then approached the CIC with a second appeal. The CIC, in its earlier order dated 
08.11.2024, had directed the CPIO to provide a revised reply and allow inspection of the records. 
However, in a non-compliance application, the appellant stated that the information was not 
provided. The CPIO claimed partial compliance, citing Sections 8(1)(e) and 8(1)(j) of the RTI Act 
to justify withholding of answer sheets due to fiduciary and personal information concerns.

Held: 

The CIC held that the CPIO’s denial to provide a redacted copy of the answer sheets to 
the appellant was unjustified under Sections 8(1)(e) and (j). Since inspection had already been 
permitted and third-party information could be redacted, the Commission directed the CPIO to 
furnish the redacted copies within 15 days. Additionally, a show-cause notice for imposing a 
penalty of Rs.25,000/- was issued to the CPIO for non-compliance, and the matter was re-listed for 
hearing on 14.08.2025.
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Obiter Dicta: 

The Commission’s implies that once the sensitive or exempted information is redacted, the 
remaining information must be shared in compliance with the spirit of the RTI Act. 

Court Cases Referred: None
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Central Information Commissionn
Second Appeal No. CIC/BCOIN/A/2023/129797

Shri Santosh A. Lonkar 
Vs. 

PIO, Bar Council of India

Date of Decision: 18.10.2024

Decided by Shri Heeralal Samariya, Chief Information Commissioner 

Provisions Involved in This Case:

Section 4(1)(b), Section 8(1), of RTI Act 2005

The appellant, Shri Santosh A. Lonkar, filed an RTI application seeking detailed personal 
and professional information about four advocates, including their full names, Sanad numbers, 
addresses, contact details, and copies of their enrollment forms and identification cards issued by 
BCMG. He also requested guidance on how to access such information through the Bar Council’s 
website under Section 4(1)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005. However, he did not receive any response 
from the Public Information Officer (PIO), prompting him to file a first appeal on 08.12.2022. 
The first appellate authority also failed to adjudicate the matter. Consequently, dissatisfied, the 
appellant approached the Central Information Commission (CIC) through a second appeal. During 
the hearing on 18.10.2024, the appellant stated that only partial information was received via letters 
dated 27.03.2023 and 29.11.2022. Moreover, he highlighted the Bar Council’s failure to fulfill its 
statutory obligation of proactively disclosing information about enrolled advocates on its website, 
as mandated under Section 4(1)(b) of the RTI Act.

Held: 

The Commission held that the Respondent (Bar Council of India) had failed to provide complete 
information and neglected its obligation under Section 4 of the RTI Act to proactively disclose 
information. The CIC directed the present PIO to submit a written explanation for not appearing at 
the hearing and advised that the Bar Council must upload the list of enrolled advocates (name and 
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enrollment number) on its official website within 30 days. A copy of this uploaded data must also 
be provided to the appellant. The appeal was disposed of with these directions. 

Obiter Dicta: 

The Commission emphasized that the Bar Council, being a public authority under the RTI Act, 
is duty-bound to proactively disclose information permissible under the Act, particularly details 
regarding enrolled advocates. Such suo-motu disclosure under Section 4 is essential to promote 
transparency and minimize unnecessary RTI applications. 

Court Cases Referred: None
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Central Information Commission
Second Appeal No. CIC/NMCOM/A/2023/669929

R.B. Gautam 
Vs. 

CPIO, National Medical Commission (NMC)

Date of Decision: 09.04.2024

Decided by Shri Heeralal Samariya, Chief Information Commissioner

Provisions Involved in This Case:

Section 4 of the RTI Act, 2005

The appellant, Shri R.B. Gautam, filed an RTI application seeking certified copies of the standard 
assessment forms A & B submitted by the authorities of Kanti Devi Medical College Hospital and 
Research Centre, Mathura, for the recognition/renewal of MBBS seats for academic years 2021-
22, 2022-23, and 2023-24. These forms are vital for verifying whether a medical college meets the 
infrastructural and academic standards laid down under medical education norms. However, the 
Public Information Officer (PIO) of the National Medical Commission (NMC) failed to respond 
in time, prompting the appellant to file a First Appeal. The PIO stated that the Undergraduate 
Medical Education Board (UGMEB) was not the custodian of the requested information and had 
to seek it from the Medical Assessment and Rating Board (MARB), which declined to provide the 
assessment report citing limitations under the NMC Act, 2019. 

Held: 

The Commission held that the requested information the standard assessment forms for the 
academic years 2021-22 to 2023-24 should be disclosed to the appellant and made public. It 
directed the NMC to furnish the complete written submission dated 28.03.2024, along with all 
annexures, to the appellant within two weeks. Furthermore, the NMC must coordinate with the 
relevant authority to procure the required forms and provide them to the appellant within four 
weeks. The Commission also mandated that the assessment reports be uploaded on the official 
website and required a compliance report to be submitted within six weeks. 
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Obiter Dicta: 

The Commission strongly emphasized the public interest element embedded in the disclosure 
of medical college assessment reports. The Commission also observed that transparency in this 
domain boosts public trust in the country’s medical education and healthcare system.

Court Cases Referred: None
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dsUæh; lwpuk vk;ksx

f}rh; vihy la[;k CIC/BCOIN/A/2024/114332

Jh jru dqekj flag
cuke

dsUnzh; tu lwpuk vf/kdkjh Hkkjrh; fof/kK ifj’kn] ubZ fnYyh

fu.kZ; fnukad % 14-07-2025

fu.k;Z fy;k x;k % &&&&&&&&&

bl ekeys esa 'kkfey çko/kku %

lwpuk dk vf/kdkj vf/kfu;e dh /kkjk 6¼1½ vkSj 6¼3½

vkjVhvkbZ vkosnu nkf[ky djus dh frfFk 15.01.2024
lhihvkbZvks ds tokc dh frfFk dksbZ tokc ugha

izFke vihy nkf[ky djus dh frfFk 21.02.2024
IkzFke vihyh; vf/kdkjh ds vkns”k dh frfFk dksbZ vkns”k ugha

vkns’k

rF; : 

izkFkhZ us fnukad 15-01-2024 ds izLrqr vkosnu ds ek/;e ls fcgkj jkT; fof/kK ifj’kn ds o’kZ 2023 

ds pquko esa eri=ksa dh NikbZ dk vkns'k nsus okys lfefr dk fooj.k] mlds inkf/kdkfj;ksa ds uke] irk] 

“kS{kf.kd ;ksX;rk] mDr dk;Z gsrq VsaMj tkjh fd, tkus ds laca/k esa Li’Vhdj.k] Nkis x, eri=ksa dh la[;k 

vkSj vU; lacaf/kr lwpuk dh ekax dh FkhA 

lafpdk esa miyC/k rF;ksa ds vuqlkj fu/kkZfjr vof/k esa dksbZ tokc izkIr ugha gksus ij izkFkhZ us izFke 

vihy lafLFkr dhA ysfdu izFke vihyh; vf/kdkjh dh rjQ ls Hkh izkFkhZ dks dksbZ vkns'k izkIr ugha gqvkA 

vk;ksx }kjk tkjh uksfvl ds lanHkZ esa lhihvkbZvks] vij lfpo] Hkkjrh; fof/kK ifj’kn us fnukad 

11-07-2025 ds vius fyf[kr izfrosnu esa vk;ksx dks ;g voxr djk;k gS fd izkFkhZ ds izLrqr vkosnu dk 

tokc fnukad 04-07-2025 ds i= ds ek/;e ls izsf’kr fd;k x;k gSA foyEc ls tokc izsf’kr fd, tkus dk 
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dkj.k ;g crk;k x;k gS fd izkFkhZ dk izLrqr vkjVhvkbZ vkosnu dk;kZy; esa ,d vU; foHkkx esa yafcr 

FkkA tSls gh ;g lhihvkbZvks ds laKku esa vk;k] izkFkhZ dks bldk tokc izsf’kr dj fn;k x;k gSA foyEc 

vutkus esa gqvk gSA foyEc ds fy, lhihvkbZvks us [ksn O;Dr fd;k gS vkSj Hkfo’; esa vf/kd lko/kku jgus 

dk vk”oklu Hkh vk;ksx dks fn;k gSA izsf’kr tokc esa izkFkhZ dks ;g voxr djkrs gq, fd jkT; fof/kK 

ifj’kn dk viuk lhihvkbZvks vkSj izFke vihyh; vf/kdkjh gS vkSj ekeyk o’kZ 2023 esa fcgkj jkT; fof/kK 

ifj’kn ds pquko ls lacaf/kr gS] izkFkhZ dk vkosnu lwpuk dk vf/kdkj vf/kfu;e dh /kkjk 6¼3½ ds varxZr 

mUgsa varfjr dj fn;k x;k gSA  

lquokbZ ds nkSjku izkdV~; lqlaxr rF;:
izLrqr okn dh lquokbZ fofM;ks dkWUQzsaflax ds ek/;e ls dh x;hA lquokbZ ds nkSjku izkFkhZ ,uvkbZlh 

ds x;k LVwfM;ks esa mifLFkr gq,A izfroknh i{k ls Jh v'kksd dqekj ik.Ms;] lfpo vk;ksx esa mifLFkr FksA   

izkFkhZ dk dguk Fkk fd lwpuk dk vf/kdkj vf/kfu;e dh /kkjk 6¼3½ ds varxZr vkosnu dk varj.k 

vkosnu dh izkfIr ls 5 fnuksa ds vanj fd;k tkuk vfuok;Z gSA bl rF; ds ckotwn muds fnukad 15-01-

2024 dk vkosnu fnukad 04-07-2025 dks fcgkj jkT; fof/kK ifj’kn dks fd;k x;k gS] tks ykijokgh dk 

izrhd gSA izkFkhZ us blds fy, lhihvkbZvks ds fo:) dk;Zokgh dh ekax dhA vk;ksx }kjk izkFkhZ ls ;g iwNs 

tkus ij fd D;k izkFkhZ bl rF; ls foK gSa fd izkFkhZ }kjk visf{kr lwpuk fcgkj jkT; fof/kK ifj’kn ls 

lacaf/kr gS] izkFkhZ dk dguk Fkk fd mUgsa bl rF; dh tkudkjh gS vkSj mUgksaus fcgkj jkT; fof/kd ifj’kn 

esa Hkh vkjVhvkbZ vkosnu nkf[ky dj j[kk gSA ysfdu ;g ekeyk vf[ky Hkkjrh; Lrj dk gS vkSj bl 

ekeys esa dkQh Hkz’Vkpkj iuik gqvk gSA blhfy, mUgksaus Hkkjrh; fof/kK ifj’kn dks Hkh vkjVhvkbZ vkosnu 

nkf[ky fd;k gSA 

izfroknh i{k dh nyhy Fkh fd izkFkhZ dk izLrqr vkjVhvkbZ vkosnu dk;kZy; esa ,d vU; foHkkx esa 

ekuoh; Hkwycl yafcr iM+k gqvk FkkA tSls gh ;g lhihvkbZvks ds laKku esa vk;k] izkFkhZ dks bldk tokc 

izsf’kr dj fn;k x;k gSA foyEc vutkus esa gqvk gSA foyEc ds fy, lhihvkbZvks us [ksn O;Dr fd;k vkSj 

Hkfo’; esa vf/kd lko/kku jgus dk vk”oklu Hkh vk;ksx dks fn;kA izfroknh i{k dh rnuUrj ;g nyhy 

Fkh fd izkFkhZ }kjk visf{kr lwpuk o’kZ 2023 esa fcgkj jkT; fof/kK ifj’kn ds pquko ls lacaf/kr gS] vkSj 

rnuqlkj izkFkhZ dk vkosnu mUgsa varfjr dj fn;k x;k gSA 

fu.kZ;

lafpdk esa miyC/k rF;ksa rFkk lquokbZ ds nkSjku mHk; i{kksa }kjk izLrqr dh x;h nyhy ds vkyksd esa 

;g Li’V gS fd izkFkhZ ds izLrqr fnukad 15-01-2024 ds vkosnu dks lhihvkbZvks] Hkkjrh; fof/kK ifj’kn 

us fnukad 04-07-2025 dks lhihvkbZvks] fcgkj jkT; fof/kK ifj’kn dks lwpuk dk vf/kdkj vf/kfu;e dh 

/kkjk 6¼3½ ds varxZr varfjr fd;k gSA izkFkhZ ds vuqlkj mDr varj.k vf/kfu;e }kjk fu/kkZfjr 5 fnuksa ds 
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vof/k ds ckn dkQh foyEc ls fd;k x;k gS vkSj bl ykijokgh ds fy, izkFkhZ us lhihvkbZvks ds fo:) 

dkjZokbZ dh ekax dh gSA 

izLrqr lanHkZ esa ;g mYys[k izklafxd gksxk fd lwpuk dk vf/kdkj vf/kfu;e dh /kkjk 6¼1½ ds izko/kkuksa  

ds vuqlkj] dksbZ O;fDr] tks bl vf/kfu;e ds v/khu dksbZ lwpuk vfHkizkIr djuk pkgrk gS] fyf[kr esa ;k 

bySDVªkfud ;qfDr ds ek/;e ls lacaf/kr yksd izkf/kdkjh dks] mlds }kjk ekaxh x;h lwpuk dh fof'kf’V;ka 

fofufnZ’V djrs gq, vuqjks/k djsxkA mYys[kuh; gS fd izkFkhZ ds izLrqr vkjVhvkbZ vkosnu ds ek/;e ls 

visf{kr lwpuk o’kZ 2023 esa fcgkj jkT; fof/kK ifj’kn ds pquko ls lacaf/kr gS vkSj izLrqr ekeys esa lacaf/kr  

yksd izkf/kdkjh] fcgkj jkT; fof/kK ifj’kn gS] ftlls izkFkhZ iw.kZr% foK gSa vkSj igys gh mUgksaus 

vkjVhvkbZ vkosnu mUgsa nkf[ky dj j[kk gSA vr% izkFkhZ }kjk izLrqr vkjVhvkbZ vkosnu dsoy bl mn~ns'; 

ls lhihvkbZvks] Hkkjrh; fof/kK ifj’kn dks izLrqr fd;k tkuk izklafxd ugha jg tkrk gS fd izkFkhZ ds 

izLrqr vkjVhvkbZ vkosnu dks lwpuk dk vf/kdkj vf/kfu;e dh /kkjk 6¼3½ ds varxZr lhihvkbZvks] fcgkj 

jkT; fof/kK ifj’kn dks varfjr fd;k tk,A vk;ksx ds vuqlkj ;g lwpuk ds vf/kdkj dk nq:Ik;ksx gSA 

izkFkhZ ;fn lhihvkbZvks] fcgkj jkT; fof/kK ifj’kn ds tokc ls vlarq’V Fks vFkok mUgsa dksbZ tokc izkIr 

ugha gqvk Fkk] izkFkhZ muds fo:) dsUnzh; lwpuk vk;ksx esa f}rh; vihy nkf[ky dj vf/kfu;e ds izko/

kkuksa ds varxZr ;Fkksfpr mipkj izkIr ldrs FksA  

rnuUrj] vf/kfu;e  ds izko/kuksa ds vuqlkj] fof/kor :Ik ls nkf[ky ,d vkjVhvkbZ vkosnu dk varj.k 

bldh izkfIr ls 5 fnuksa ds vanj fd;k tkuk vfuok;Z gSA izLrqr lanHkZ esa varj.k fu/kkZfjr vof/k ds ckn 

foyEc ls fd;k x;k gSA ysfdu vk;ksx dh jk; esa blds ihNs izfroknh i{k dh dksbZ cnuh;fr izrhr ugha 

gksrh gS] D;ksafd ;g ekuoh; Hkwy dk ifj.kke gS] fo”ks’kdj ml ifjfLFkfr esa] tcfd laKku esa vkrs gh 

lhihvkbZvks }kjk izkFkhZ ds izLrqr vkjVhvkbZ vkosnu dk vf/kfu;e ds izko/kkuksa ds varxZr ;Fkksfpr fuLrkj.k 

fd;k x;k gSA cgjgky] vk;ksx lhihvkbZvks] Hkkjrh; fof/kK ifj’kn dks Hkfo’; esa vkjVhvkbZ vkosnuksa dk 

le;karxZr vkSj ;Fkksfpr fuLrkj.k djus dk funZs'k nsrk gS] vU;Fkk muds fo:) vf/kfu;e ds izko/kkuksa 

ds varxZr ;Fkkmiq;Dr dkjZokbZ dh tk ldrh gSA 

mijksDr rF;ksa ds vkyksd esa vk;ksx lhihvkbZvks] Hkkjrh; fof/kK ifj’kn ds fo:) dkjZokbZ dh izkFkhZ 

dh ekax dks vk;ksx fujLr djrk gSA 

mijksDrkuqlkj izLrqr vihy fuLrkfjr dh tkrh gSA     

Heeralal Samariya ¼ghjkyky lkefj;k½ 
Chief Information Commissioner ¼eq[; lwpuk vk;qDr½
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dsUæh; lwpuk vk;ksx

f}rh; vihy la[;k CIC/SECFL/A/2023/144527

Jh vt; feJk
cuke

dsUnzh; tu lwpuk vf/kdkjh ofj"B izca/kd] iz'kklu@dkfeZd] ,lbZlh,y] eq[;ky;] 
fcykliqj] NRrhlx<+A

fu.kZ; fnukad % 06-02-2025

fu.k;Z fy;k x;k % &&&&&&&&&

bl ekeys esa 'kkfey çko/kku %

lwpuk dk vf/kdkj vf/kfu;e dh /kkjk 8¼1½¼ts½ vkSj ¼Mh½

vkjVhvkbZ vkosnu nkf[ky djus dh frfFk 11.07.2023
lhihvkbZvks ds tokc dh frfFk 28.08.2023
izFke vihy nkf[ky djus dh frfFk 11.08.2023
IkzFke vihyh; vf/kdkjh ds vkns'k dh frfFk dksbZ vkns”k ugha

vkns’k

rF; :

izkFkhZ usss fnukad 11-07-2023 ds izLrqr vkosnu] tks lhihvkbZvks] ,lbZlh,y] eq[;ky;] fcykliqj dks 

izsf’kr fd;k x;k Fkk] ds ek/;e ls o’kZ 2010&11 ls o’kZ 2022&23 rd fiNys 12 o’kksaZ esa foi.ku ,oa 

fcØh foHkkx }kjk ,lbZlh,y rFkk lHkh xSj&fo|qr miHkksDrkvksa ds chp izR;sd o’kZ esa gq, dks;yk vkiwfrZ 

le>kSrs@baZ/ku vkiwfrZ le>kSrs dh lwph rFkk mDr lwph esa leLr xSj&fo|qr miHkksDrkvksa ds uke] muds 

daiuh@QeZ ds uke] irk] dks;yk lIykbZ dh ek=k vkfn dh lwpuk dh ekax dh FkhA 

lafpdk esa miyC/k rF;ksa ds vuqlkj lhihvkbZvks] ,lbZlh,y] fcykliqj us fnukad 28-08-2023 ds vius 

i= ds ek/;e ls izkFkhZ }kjk visf{kr lwpuk dks okf.kfT;d fo”okl] O;kikfjd jgL;ksa vkSj ckSf)d laink 

vf/kdkj ls lacaf/kr crkrs gq, lwpuk dk vf/kdkj vf/kfu;e dh /kkjk 8¼1½¼Mh½ ds izko/kkuksa ds varxZr 



21

iznku djus ls badkj dj fn;kA izkIr tokc ls vlarq’V gksdj izkFkhZ us izFke vihy lafLFkr dhA ysfdu 

izFke vihyh; vf/kdkjh dh rjQ ls izkFkhZ dks dksbZ vkns'k izkIr ugha gqvkA 

vk;ksx }kjk tkjh uksfVl ds lanHkZ esa lhihvkbZvks] ,lbZlh,y] eq[;ky;] foykliqj us fnukad 28-01-

2025 dk ,d i= izkFkhZ dks izsf’kr ,oa vk;ksx dks i`’Bkafdr fd;k gS] ftlesa izkFkhZ dks ;g voxr djk;k 

x;k gS fd ,lbZlh,y] egkizca/kd] ¼foØ; ,oa foi.ku½] fcykliqj us izkFkhZ }kjk visf{kr lwpuk dks lwpuk 

dk vf/kdkj vf/kfu;e] 2005 dh /kkjk 8¼1½¼Mh½ ds izko/kkuksa ds varxZr iznku djus ls euk fd;k gS vkSj 

visf{kr lwpuk] r`rh; i{k dh lwpuk dh Js.kh esa Hkh vkrh gS] ftls lk>k ugha dh tk ldrh gSA 

lquokbZ ds nkSjku izkdV~; lqlaxr rF;:

izLrqr okn dh lquokbZ fofM;ks dkWUQzsaflax ds ek/;e ls dh x;hA lquokbZ ds nkSjku izkFkhZ ,uvkbZlh ds 

vuqiiwj LVwfM;ks esa mifLFkr gq,A izfroknh i{k ls Jh ,e0 ds0 twfy;V] izca/kd] dkfeZd&lg&lhihvkbZvks] 

Jh izrhd Hkkjrh] izca/kd rFkk Jh xkSjo enku] lgk;d izca/kd] fcØh ,oa foi.ku ,uvkbZlh ds fcykliqj 

LVwfM;ks esa mifLFkr gq,A 

izkFkhZ dk dguk Fkk fd ,lbZlh,y ,d lkoZtfud {ks= dh daiuh gS vkSj bl izdkj visf{kr lwpuk] 

lwpuk dk vf/kdkj vf/kfu;e dh /kkjk 8¼1½¼Mh½ ds izko/kkuksa ds varxZr iznku djus ls badkj ugha dh tk 

ldrh gSA vk;ksx }kjk izkFkhZ ls ;g iwNs tkus ij fd mDr visf{kr lwpuk ds izdVu esa dkSu&lk c`gRrj 

yksdfgr varfuZfgr gS] izkFkhZ dqN Hkh Li’V ugha dj ldsA 

izfroknh i{k dh nyhy Fkh fd izkFkhZ }kjk visf{kr vf/kdka”k lwpuk bZ-;w-ih- miHkksDrkvksa ds e”khujh] 

muds vkof/kd yksu] muds dk;Z”khy iw¡th] muds lkFk fd, x, le>kSrs ¼,Q,l,½] csps x, dks;ys dh 

ek=k] izkIr jktLo vkfn ls lacaf/kr gS] tks r`rh; i{k dh futh lwpuk dh Js.kh esa vkus ds lkFk&lkFk ;g 

,lbZlh,y ds okf.kfT;d fo”okl] O;kikfjd jgL;ksa vkSj ckSf)d laink vf/kdkj ls Hkh lacaf/kr gSA ,sls esa 

izkFkhZ }kjk visf{kr lwpuk] lwpuk dk vf/kdkj vf/kfu;e dh /kkjk 8¼1½¼ts½ vkSj ¼Mh½ ds izko/kkuksa ds varxZr 

izdV ugha dh tk ldrh gSA vk;ksx }kjk ;g iwNs tkus ij fd dks;ys dh fcØh vFkok fuykeh dh izfØ;k 

esa tkjh fd, x, fufonk ds mijkar ftl daiuh@laLFkku ds lkFk vafre :Ik ls le>kSrk laiUu gks x;k 

gS] mlds uke dh lwpuk izkFkhZ dks nsus esa D;k vkifRr gS] izfroknh i{k dk dguk Fkk fd izLrqr lanHkZ esa 

uhfr dk fu/kkZj.k ea=ky; Lrj ls fd;k tkrk gS vkSj tkjh ikWfylh esa lacaf/kr fooj.k iznku djus laca/kh  

dksbZ izko/kku ugha fd;k x;k gSA        

fu.kZ;

lafpdk esa miyC/k rF;ksa rFkk lquokbZ ds nkSjku mHk; i{kksa }kjk izLrqr dh x;h nyhy ds vkyksd esa 

;g Li’V gS fd izkFkhZ ds izLrqr vkosnu ds lanHkZ esa lhihvkbZvks] ,lbZlh,y] fcykliqj us fnukad 28-08-

2023 ds vius i= ds ek/;e ls izkFkhZ }kjk visf{kr lwpuk dks okf.kfT;d fo”okl] O;kikfjd jgL;ksa vkSj 
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ckSf)d laink vf/kdkj ls lacaf/kr crkrs gq, lwpuk dk vf/kdkj vf/kfu;e dh /kkjk 8¼1½¼Mh½ ds izko/kkuksa  

ds varxZr iznku djus ls badkj dj fn;k gSA lquokbZ ds nkSjku izfroknh i{k dh nyhy gS fd izkFkhZ }kjk  

visf{kr vf/kdka'k lwpuk bZ-;w-ih- miHkksDrkvksa ds e”khujh] muds vkof/kd yksu] muds dk;Z”khy iw¡th] 

muds lkFk fd, x, le>kSrs ¼,Q,l,½] csps x, dks;ys dh ek=k] izkIr jktLo vkfn ls lacaf/kr gS] 

tks r`rh; i{k dh futh lwpuk dh Js.kh esa vkus ds lkFk&lkFk ;g ,lbZlh,y ds okf.kfT;d fo”okl] 

O;kikfjd jgL;ksa vkSj ckSf)d laink vf/kdkj ls Hkh lacaf/kr gSA ,sls esa izkFkhZ }kjk visf{kr lwpuk] lwpuk 

dk vf/kdkj vf/kfu;e dh /kkjk 8¼1½¼ts½ vkSj ¼Mh½ ds izko/kkuksa ds varxZr izdV ugha dh tk ldrh gSA

vk;ksx izfroknh i{k dh mDr nyhy ls lgefr izdV djrk gSA mYys[kuh; gS fd izkFkhZ }kjk visf{kr 

,lbZlh,y ds foi.ku ,oa fcØh foHkkx }kjk lHkh xSj&fo|qr miHkksDrkvksa ds chp izR;sd o’kZ esa gq, dks;yk 

vkiwfrZ le>kSrs@baZ/ku vkiwfrZ le>kSrs] mudh lwph rFkk mDr lwph esa leLr xSj&fo|qr miHkksDrkvksa 

ds uke] muds daiuh@QeZ ds uke] irk] dks;yk lIykbZ dh ek=k r`rh; i{k dh futh lwpuk lacaf/kr 

daifu;ksa dh futh lwpuk ds lkFk&lkFk ;g ,lbZlh,y ds okf.kfT;d fo”okl] O;kikfjd jgL;ksa vkSj 

ckSf)d laink vf/kdkj ls Hkh lacaf/kr gS vkSj ,sls esa izkFkhZ }kjk visf{kr lwpuk] lwpuk dk vf/kdkj vf/

kfu;e dh /kkjk 8¼1½¼ts½ vkSj ¼Mh½ ds izko/kkuksa ds varxZr izdV ugha dh tk ldrh gS] fo”ks’kdj rc] 

tcfd blds izdVu esa dksbZ yksdfgr Hkh varfuZfgr ugha gS vkSj lquokbZ ds nkSjku izkFkhZ izLrqr lanHkZ esa 

dksbZ Hkh rF; Li’V ugha dj ldsA 

mijksDr rF;ksa ds okotwn vk;ksx dh jk; esa dks;ys dh fcØh vFkok fuykeh dh izfØ;k esa tkjh fd, 

x, fufonk ds mijkar ftl daiuh@laLFkku ds lkFk vafre :Ik ls le>kSrk laiUu gks x;k gS] mlds uke 

ds izdVu ls u rks lacaf/kr daiuh@laLFkkuksa dh futrk izHkkfor gksxh vkSj u gh blls ,lbZlh,y ds okf.

kfT;d fo”okl] O;kikfjd jgL;ksa vkSj ckSf)d laink vf/kdkj ds izfrdwyrk ls izHkkfor gksus dk vans”kk 

gSA vr% vk;ksx lhihvkbZvks] ofj’B izca/kd] iz'kklu@dkfeZd] ,lbZlh,y] eq[;ky;] fcykliqj] NRrhlx<+ 

dks ;g funsZ”k nsrk gS fd izLrqr vkns'k dh izkfIr ls 30 fnuksa ds vanj izkFkhZ dks izLrqr vkosnu ds ek/;e 

ls visf{kr lwpuk ds lanHkZ esa fcØh vFkok fuykeh dh izfØ;k esa tkjh fd, x, fufonk ds mijkar ftl 

daiuh@laLFkku ds lkFk vafre :Ik ls le>kSrk laiUu gks x;k gS] mlds uke dh lwpuk izkFkhZ dks izsf’kr 

djsaA bl Øe esa vU; dksbZ Hkh lwpuk@nLrkost izkFkhZ dks izdV ugha fd, tk,axsA 

mijksDrkuqlkj izLrqr vihy fuLrkfjr dh tkrh gSA     

Heeralal Samariya ¼ghjkyky lkefj;k½ 
Chief Information Commissioner ¼eq[; lwpuk vk;qDr½
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dsUæh; lwpuk vk;ksx

f}rh; vihy la[;k ----------------------------------------

Jh egknso nkl
cuke

dsUnzh; tu lwpuk vf/kdkjh] Hkkjrh; nwjlapkj fofu;ked izkf/kdj.k] ubZ fnYyhA

fu.kZ; fnukad % 14-07-2025

fu.k;Z fy;k x;k % &&&&&&&&&

bl ekeys esa 'kkfey çko/kku %

lwpuk dk vf/kdkj vf/kfu;e dh /kkjk 2¼p½

f}rh; vihy vkjVhvkbZ 
vkosnu dh 

frfFk

lhihvkbZvks ds 
tokc dh frfFk

IkzFke vihy 
dh frfFk

izFke vihyh; 
vkns’k dh frfFk

CIC/TRAOI/A/2023/113374 24.12.2022 24.01.2023 28.01.2023 dksbZ vkns'k ugha

CIC/TRAOI/A/2024/105467 23.11.2023 dksbZ tokc ugha 29.12.2023 dksbZ vkns'k ugha

CIC/TRAOI/A/2024/113518 05.01.2023 dksbZ tokc ugha 09.03.2024 dksbZ vkns'k ugha

CIC/TRAOI/A/2023/113373 24.12.2022 24.01.2023 28.01.2023 dksbZ vkns'k ugha

CIC/TRAOI/A/2023/133254 21.04.2023 dksbZ tokc ugha 27.05.2023 dksbZ vkns'k ugha

CIC/TRAOI/A/2024/105469 23.11.2023 dksbZ tokc ugha 29.12.2023 dksbZ vkns'k ugha

CIC/TRAOI/A/2024/113515 05.01.2023 dksbZ tokc ugha 09.03.2024 dksbZ vkns'k ugha

CIC/TRAOI/A/2023/113372 24.12.2022 dksbZ tokc ugha 28.01.2023 dksbZ vkns'k ugha

CIC/TRAOI/A/2023/119924 07.12.2022 dksbZ tokc ugha 05.03.2023 dksbZ vkns'k ugha

CIC/TRAOI/A/2023/133798 10.05.2023 dksbZ tokc ugha 16.06.2023 dksbZ vkns'k ugha

CIC/TRAOI/A/2024/105607 23.11.2023 dksbZ tokc ugha 29.12.2023 dksbZ vkns'k ugha

CIC/TRAOI/A/2024/117408 19.02.2024 dksbZ tokc ugha 26.03.2024 dksbZ vkns'k ugha

CIC/TRAOI/A/2023/119885 23.01.2023 dksbZ tokc ugha 27.02.2023 dksbZ vkns'k ugha

CIC/TRAOI/A/2023/133797 10.05.2023 dksbZ tokc ugha 16.06.2023 dksbZ vkns'k ugha

CIC/TRAOI/A/2024/105480 23.11.2023 dksbZ tokc ugha 29.12.2023 dksbZ vkns'k ugha
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CIC/TRAOI/A/2024/113519 01.02.2024 dksbZ tokc ugha 09.03.2024 dksbZ vkns'k ugha

CIC/TRAOI/A/2023/133795 10.05.2023 dksbZ tokc ugha 16.06.2023 dksbZ vkns'k ugha

CIC/TRAOI/A/2024/119533 18.03.2024 dksbZ tokc ugha 26.04.2024 dksbZ vkns'k ugha

CIC/TRAOI/A/2024/117407 19.02.2024 dksbZ tokc ugha 26.03.2024 dksbZ vkns'k ugha

CIC/TRAOI/A/2024/113512 29.01.2024 dksbZ tokc ugha 09.03.2024 dksbZ vkns'k ugha

CIC/TRAOI/A/2024/113514 29.01.2024 dksbZ tokc ugha 09.03.2024 dksbZ vkns'k ugha

CIC/TRAOI/A/2024/113511 29.01.2024 dksbZ tokc ugha 09.03.2024 dksbZ vkns'k ugha

CIC/TRAOI/A/2024/113527 19.01.2024 dksbZ tokc ugha 09.03.2024 dksbZ vkns'k ugha

CIC/TRAOI/A/2024/113521 13.03.2023 dksbZ tokc ugha 17.04.2023 dksbZ vkns'k ugha

CIC/TRAOI/A/2024/113522 26.12.2022 dksbZ tokc ugha 14.02.2023 dksbZ vkns'k ugha

CIC/TRAOI/A/2024/113524 22.11.2022 dksbZ tokc ugha 26.12.2022 dksbZ vkns'k ugha

CIC/TRAOI/A/2024/111515 27.11.2023 dksbZ tokc ugha 03.02.2024 dksbZ vkns'k ugha

CIC/TRAOI/A/2024/111517 05.12.2023 dksbZ tokc ugha 03.02.2024 dksbZ vkns'k ugha

CIC/TRAOI/A/2024/111513 05.12.2023 dksbZ tokc ugha 03.02.2024 dksbZ vkns'k ugha

CIC/TRAOI/A/2024/111512 05.12.2023 dksbZ tokc ugha 03.02.2024 dksbZ vkns'k ugha

CIC/TRAOI/A/2024/109517 10.12.2023 dksbZ tokc ugha 27.01.2024 dksbZ vkns'k ugha

CIC/TRAOI/A/2024/109239 25.12.2023 dksbZ tokc ugha 28.01.2024 dksbZ vkns'k ugha

CIC/TRAOI/A/2024/108013 07.12.2023 dksbZ tokc ugha 11.01.2024 dksbZ vkns'k ugha

CIC/TRAOI/A/2024/108029 05.12.2023 dksbZ tokc ugha 08.01.2024 dksbZ vkns'k ugha

CIC/TRAOI/A/2023/107514 16.11.2022 20.12.2022 22.12.2022 dksbZ vkns'k ugha

CIC/TRAOI/A/2023/108246 16.11.2022 20.12.2022 22.12.2022 dksbZ vkns'k ugha

CIC/TRAOI/A/2023/108247 16.11.2022 20.12.2022 22.12.2022 dksbZ vkns'k ugha

CIC/TRAOI/A/2023/108302 21.11.2022 dksbZ tokc ugha 26.12.2022 dksbZ vkns'k ugha

CIC/TRAOI/A/2023/108303 22.11.2022 dksbZ tokc ugha 26.12.2022 dksbZ vkns'k ugha

CIC/TRAOI/A/2023/108304 21.11.2022 dksbZ tokc ugha 26.12.2022 dksbZ vkns'k ugha

CIC/MHOME/A/2023/108308/
TRAOI

21.12.2022 dksbZ tokc ugha 28.01.2023 dksbZ vkns'k ugha

CIC/TRAOI/A/2023/110971 06.12.2022 dksbZ tokc ugha 11.01.2023 dksbZ vkns'k ugha

CIC/TRAOI/A/2023/111521 18.11.2022 23.12.2022 24.12.2022 dksbZ vkns'k ugha

CIC/TRAOI/A/2023/111520 18.11.2022 dksbZ tokc ugha 24.12.2022 dksbZ vkns'k ugha

CIC/TRAOI/A/2023/111517 18.11.2022 23.12.2022 24.12.2022 dksbZ vkns'k ugha

CIC/TRAOI/A/2023/112004 22.11.2022 23.12.2022 26.12.2022 dksbZ vkns'k ugha
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CIC/TRAOI/A/2023/111560 06.12.2022 05.01.2023 11.01.2023 dksbZ vkns'k ugha

CIC/TRAOI/A/2023/111561 06.12.2022 05.01.2023 10.01.2023 dksbZ vkns'k ugha

CIC/TRAOI/A/2023/113371 25.09.2023 dksbZ tokc ugha 30.10.2023 dksbZ vkns'k ugha

CIC/TRAOI/A/2023/121292 07.02.2023 dksbZ tokc ugha 13.03.2023 dksbZ vkns'k ugha

CIC/TRAOI/A/2023/121299 14.02.2023 dksbZ tokc ugha 19.03.2023 dksbZ vkns'k ugha

CIC/TRAOI/A/2023/121317 07.02.2023 dksbZ tokc ugha 13.03.2023 dksbZ vkns'k ugha

CIC/TRAOI/A/2023/121897 14.02.2023 dksbZ tokc ugha 19.03.2023 dksbZ vkns'k ugha

CIC/TRAOI/A/2023/120785 07.02.2023 dksbZ tokc ugha 13.03.2023 dksbZ vkns'k ugha

CIC/TRAOI/A/2023/122849 19.02.2023 dksbZ tokc ugha 26.03.2023 dksbZ vkns'k ugha

CIC/TRAOI/A/2023/123202 23.02.2023 dksbZ tokc ugha 30.03.2023 dksbZ vkns'k ugha

CIC/TRAOI/A/2023/126917 06.03.2023 dksbZ tokc ugha 10.04.2023 dksbZ vkns'k ugha

CIC/TRAOI/A/2023/126918 14.03.2023 dksbZ tokc ugha 13.04.2023 dksbZ vkns'k ugha

CIC/TRAOI/A/2023/127297 06.03.2023 dksbZ tokc ugha 28.04.2023 dksbZ vkns'k ugha

CIC/TRAOI/A/2023/127909 26.02.2023 dksbZ tokc ugha 29.04.2023 dksbZ vkns'k ugha

CIC/TRAOI/A/2023/127910 26.03.2023 dksbZ tokc ugha 29.04.2023 dksbZ vkns'k ugha

CIC/TRAOI/A/2023/127914 26.03.2023 dksbZ tokc ugha 29.04.2023 dksbZ vkns'k ugha

CIC/TRAOI/A/2023/130208 10.04.2023 dksbZ tokc ugha 18.05.2023 dksbZ vkns'k ugha

CIC/TRAOI/A/2023/130683 20.04.2023 dksbZ tokc ugha 25.05.2023 dksbZ vkns'k ugha

CIC/TRAOI/A/2023/130375 10.04.2023 dksbZ tokc ugha 18.05.2023 dksbZ vkns'k ugha

CIC/TRAOI/A/2023/133250 21.04.2023 dksbZ tokc ugha 27.05.2023 dksbZ vkns'k ugha

CIC/TRAOI/A/2023/133251 21.04.2023 dksbZ tokc ugha 27.05.2023 dksbZ vkns'k ugha

CIC/TRAOI/A/2023/133252 21.04.2023 dksbZ tokc ugha 27.05.2023 dksbZ vkns'k ugha

CIC/TRAOI/A/2023/134888 16.05.2023 dksbZ tokc ugha 20.06.2023 dksbZ vkns'k ugha

CIC/TRAOI/A/2023/137630 03.06.2023 dksbZ tokc ugha 08.07.2023 dksbZ vkns'k ugha

CIC/TRAOI/A/2023/141498 15.07.2023 dksbZ tokc ugha 19.08.2023 dksbZ vkns'k ugha

CIC/TRAOI/A/2023/141497 15.07.2023 dksbZ tokc ugha 19.08.2023 dksbZ vkns'k ugha

CIC/TRAOI/A/2023/143581 29.07.2023 dksbZ tokc ugha 02.09.2023 dksbZ vkns'k ugha

CIC/TRAOI/A/2023/143578 29.07.2023 dksbZ tokc ugha 02.09.2023 dksbZ vkns'k ugha

CIC/TRAOI/A/2024/103185 24.10.2023 dksbZ tokc ugha 07.12.2023 dksbZ vkns'k ugha

CIC/TRAOI/A/2024/104138 24.10.2023 dksbZ tokc ugha 28.11.2023 dksbZ vkns'k ugha

CIC/TRAOI/A/2024/105564 17.11.2023 dksbZ tokc ugha 23.12.2023 dksbZ vkns'k ugha

CIC/TRAOI/A/2024/105561 16.11.2023 dksbZ tokc ugha 23.12.2023 dksbZ vkns'k ugha
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CIC/TRAOI/A/2024/105559 16.11.2023 dksbZ tokc ugha 23.12.2023 dksbZ vkns'k ugha

CIC/TRAOI/A/2024/105556 16.11.2023 dksbZ tokc ugha 23.12.2023 dksbZ vkns'k ugha

CIC/TRAOI/A/2024/105555 16.11.2023 dksbZ tokc ugha 23.12.2023 dksbZ vkns'k ugha

CIC/TRAOI/A/2024/105553 23.11.2023 dksbZ tokc ugha 29.12.2023 dksbZ vkns'k ugha

CIC/TRAOI/A/2024/105548 20.11.2023 dksbZ tokc ugha 24.12.2023 dksbZ vkns'k ugha

CIC/TRAOI/A/2024/105544 20.11.2023 dksbZ tokc ugha 24.12.2023 dksbZ vkns'k ugha

CIC/TRAOI/A/2024/105542 16.11.2023 dksbZ tokc ugha 23.12.2023 dksbZ vkns'k ugha

CIC/TRAOI/A/2024/105540 17.11.2023 dksbZ tokc ugha 23.12.2023 dksbZ vkns'k ugha

CIC/TRAOI/A/2024/105478 23.11.2023 dksbZ tokc ugha 29.12.2023 dksbZ vkns'k ugha

CIC/TRAOI/A/2024/105476 25.11.2023 dksbZ tokc ugha 29.12.2023 dksbZ vkns'k ugha

CIC/TRAOI/A/2024/105475 23.11.2023 dksbZ tokc ugha 29.12.2023 dksbZ vkns'k ugha

CIC/TRAOI/A/2024/105472 23.11.2023 dksbZ tokc ugha 29.12.2023 dksbZ vkns'k ugha

CIC/TRAOI/A/2024/105471 23.11.2023 dksbZ tokc ugha 29.12.2023 dksbZ vkns'k ugha

CIC/TRAOI/A/2024/105604 23.11.2023 dksbZ tokc ugha 29.12.2023 dksbZ vkns'k ugha

CIC/TRAOI/A/2024/105600 25.11.2023 dksbZ tokc ugha 29.12.2023 dksbZ vkns'k ugha

CIC/TRAOI/A/2024/105602 23.11.2023 dksbZ tokc ugha 29.12.2023 dksbZ vkns'k ugha

CIC/TRAOI/A/2024/105599 16.11.2023 dksbZ tokc ugha 23.12.2023 dksbZ vkns'k ugha

CIC/TRAOI/A/2024/105566 16.11.2023 dksbZ tokc ugha 23.12.2023 dksbZ vkns'k ugha

CIC/TRAOI/A/2024/108037 01.12.2023 dksbZ tokc ugha 05.01.2024 dksbZ vkns'k ugha

CIC/TRAOI/A/2024/108028 02.12.2023 dksbZ tokc ugha 08.01.2024 dksbZ vkns'k ugha

CIC/TRAOI/A/2024/108026 05.12.2023 dksbZ tokc ugha 08.01.2024 dksbZ vkns'k ugha

CIC/TRAOI/A/2024/108021 07.12.2023 dksbZ tokc ugha 11.01.2024 dksbZ vkns'k ugha

CIC/TRAOI/A/2024/108016 07.12.2023 dksbZ tokc ugha 11.01.2024 dksbZ vkns'k ugha

CIC/TRAOI/A/2024/108017 07.12.2023 dksbZ tokc ugha 11.01.2024 dksbZ vkns'k ugha

CIC/TRAOI/A/2024/108042 07.12.2023 dksbZ tokc ugha 11.01.2024 dksbZ vkns'k ugha

CIC/TRAOI/A/2024/108040 30.11.2023 dksbZ tokc ugha 05.01.2024 dksbZ vkns'k ugha

lquokbZ dh frfFk 	 :		  20.08.2024

fu.kZ; dh frfFk	 :		  20.08.2024
vkns’k

rF; :



27

f–rh; vihy@Second Appeal/ No.:- CIC/TRAOI/A/2023/113374

izkFkhZ us fnukad 24-12-2022 ds izLrqr vkosnu ds ek/;e ls vius fnukad 21-11-2022 ds vius f'kdk;r 

ij dh x;h dkjZokbZ ,oa lacaf/kr lwpuk dh ekax dqy 7 fcanqvksa ds varxZr dh FkhA 

lafpdk esa miyC/k rF;ksa ds vuqlkj] lhihvkbZvks] Hkknqfoizk us fnukad 24-01-2023 ds i= ds ek/;e ls 

izkFkhZ dks ;g voxr djk;k fd izkFkhZ ds iz'uxr f'kdk;r ds eqn~ns izkf/kdj.k ls lacaf/kr ugha gSa] D;ksafd 

VªkbZ O;fDrxr f'kdk;rksa ij dkjZokbZ ugha djrk gSA izkIr tokc ls vlarq’V gksdj izkFkhZ us izFke vihy 

lafLFkr dhA ysfdu izFke vihyh; vf/kdkjh dh rjQ ls Hkh izkFkhZ dks dksbZ vkns'k izkIr ugha gqvkA 

f–rh; vihy@Second Appeal/ No.:- CIC/TRAOI/A/2024/105467

izkFkhZ us fnukad 23-11-2023 ds izLrqr vkosnu ds ek/;e ls vius vius ,d f'kdk;r ds lanHkZ esa dh 

x;h dkjZokbZ ,oa lacaf/kr lwpuk dh ekax dqy 4 fcanqvksa ds varxZr dh FkhA mYys[kuh; gS fd izkFkhZ us 

vius f'kdk;r i= dh izfr izi= ds lkFk layXu ugha fd;k gSA

lafpdk esa miyC/k rF;ksa ds vuqlkj fu/kkZfjr vof/k esa dksbZ tokc izkIr ugha gksus ij izkFkhZ us izFke 

vihy lafLFkr dhA ysfdu izFke vihyh; vf/kdkjh dh rjQ ls Hkh izkFkhZ dks dksbZ vkns'k izkIr ugha gqvkA

f–rh; vihy@Second Appeal/ No.:- CIC/TRAOI/A/2024/113518

izkFkhZ us fnukad 05-01-2023 ds izLrqr vkosnu ds ek/;e ls vius layfXur f'kdk;r ij dh x;h 

dkjZokbZ ,oa lacaf/kr lwpuk dh ekax dqy 4 fcanqvksa ds varxZr dh FkhA mYys[kuh; gS fd izi= ds lkFk 

f'kdk;r dh izfr layXu ugha gSA 

lafpdk esa miyC/k rF;ksa ds vuqlkj fu/kkZfjr vof/k esa dksbZ tokc izkIr ugha gksus ij izkFkhZ us izFke 

vihy lafLFkr dhA ysfdu izFke vihyh; vf/kdkjh dh rjQ ls Hkh izkFkhZ dks dksbZ vkns'k izkIr ugha gqvkA

f–rh; vihy@Second Appeal/ No.:- CIC/TRAOI/A/2023/113373

izkFkhZ us fnukad 24-12-2022 ds izLrqr vkosnu ds ek/;e ls vius fnukad 21-11-2022 ds vius f'kdk;r 

ij dh x;h dkjZokbZ ,oa lacaf/kr lwpuk dh ekax dqy 7 fcanqvksa ds varxZr dh FkhA 

lafpdk esa miyC/k rF;ksa ds vuqlkj] lhihvkbZvks] Hkknqfoizk us fnukad 24-01-2023 ds i= ds ek/;e 

ls izkFkhZ dks ;g voxr djk;k fd izkFkhZ ds iz”uxr f'kdk;r ds eqn~ns izkf/kdj.k ls lacaf/kr ugha gSa] 

D;ksafd VªkbZ O;fDrxr f'kdk;rksa ij dkjZokbZ ugha djrk gSA izkIr tokc ls vlarq’V gksdj izkFkhZ us izFke 

vihy lafLFkr dhA ysfdu izFke vihyh; vf/kdkjh dh rjQ ls Hkh izkFkhZ dks dksbZ vkns'k izkIr ugha gqvkA
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f–rh; vihy@Second Appeal/ No.:- CIC/TRAOI/A/2023/133254

izkFkhZ us fnukad 21-04-2023 ds izLrqr vkosnu ds ek/;e ls vius fnukad 18-03-2023 dh f'kdk;r ij 

dh x;h dkjZokbZ ,oa lacaf/kr lwpuk dh ekax dqy 6 fcanqvksa ds varxZr dh FkhA mYys[kuh; gS fd izi= 

ds lkFk f'kdk;r dh izfr layXu ugha gSA 

lafpdk esa miyC/k rF;ksa ds vuqlkj fu/kkZfjr vof/k esa dksbZ tokc izkIr ugha gksus ij izkFkhZ us izFke 

vihy lafLFkr dhA ysfdu izFke vihyh; vf/kdkjh dh rjQ ls Hkh izkFkhZ dks dksbZ vkns'k izkIr ugha gqvkA

f–rh; vihy@Second Appeal/ No.:- CIC/TRAOI/A/2024/105469

izkFkhZ us fnukad 23-11-2022 ds izLrqr vkosnu ds ek/;e ls vius layfXur f'kdk;r ij dh x;h 

dkjZokbZ ,oa lacaf/kr lwpuk dh ekax dqy 4 fcanqvksa ds varxZr dh FkhA mYys[kuh; gS fd izi= ds lkFk 

f'kdk;r dh izfr layXu ugha gSA 

lafpdk esa miyC/k rF;ksa ds vuqlkj fu/kkZfjr vof/k esa dksbZ tokc izkIr ugha gksus ij izkFkhZ us izFke 

vihy lafLFkr dhA ysfdu izFke vihyh; vf/kdkjh dh rjQ ls Hkh izkFkhZ dks dksbZ vkns'k izkIr ugha gqvkA

f–rh; vihy@Second Appeal/ No.:- CIC/TRAOI/A/2024/113515

izkFkhZ us fnukad 05-01-2023 ds izLrqr vkosnu ds ek/;e ls vius layfXur f'kdk;r ij dh x;h 

dkjZokbZ ,oa lacaf/kr lwpuk dh ekax dqy 4 fcanqvksa ds varxZr dh FkhA mYys[kuh; gS fd izi= ds lkFk 

f'kdk;r dh izfr layXu ugha gSA 

lafpdk esa miyC/k rF;ksa ds vuqlkj fu/kkZfjr vof/k esa dksbZ tokc izkIr ugha gksus ij izkFkhZ us izFke 

vihy lafLFkr dhA ysfdu izFke vihyh; vf/kdkjh dh rjQ ls Hkh izkFkhZ dks dksbZ vkns'k izkIr ugha gqvkA

f–rh; vihy@Second Appeal/ No.:- CIC/TRAOI/A/2023/113372

izkFkhZ us fnukad 24-12-2022 ds izLrqr vkosnu ds ek/;e ls vius fnukad 21-11-2022 ds vius f'kdk;r 

ij dh x;h dkjZokbZ ,oa lacaf/kr lwpuk dh ekax dqy 7 fcanqvksa ds varxZr dh FkhA 

lafpdk esa miyC/k rF;ksa ds vuqlkj] lhihvkbZvks] Hkknqfoizk us fnukad 24-01-2023 ds i= ds ek/;e 

ls izkFkhZ dks ;g voxr djk;k fd izkFkhZ ds iz”uxr f'kdk;r ds eqn~ns izkf/kdj.k ls lacaf/kr ugha gSa] 

D;ksafd VªkbZ O;fDrxr f'kdk;rksa ij dkjZokbZ ugha djrk gSA izkIr tokc ls vlarq’V gksdj izkFkhZ us izFke 

vihy lafLFkr dhA ysfdu izFke vihyh; vf/kdkjh dh rjQ ls Hkh izkFkhZ dks dksbZ vkns'k izkIr ugha gqvkA

f–rh; vihy@Second Appeal/ No.:- CIC/TRAOI/A/2023/119924

izkFkhZ us fnukad 07-12-2022 ds izLrqr vkosnu ds ek/;e ls vius fnukad 05-11-2022 ds vius f'kdk;r 
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ij dh x;h dkjZokbZ ,oa lacaf/kr lwpuk dh ekax dqy 7 fcanqvksa ds varxZr dh 

lafpdk esa miyC/k rF;ksa ds vuqlkj fu/kkZfjr vof/k esa dksbZ tokc izkIr ugha gksus ij izkFkhZ us izFke 

vihy lafLFkr dhA ysfdu izFke vihyh; vf/kdkjh dh rjQ ls Hkh izkFkhZ dks dksbZ vkns'k izkIr ugha gqvkA

f–rh; vihy@Second Appeal/ No.:- CIC/TRAOI/A/2023/133798

izkFkhZ us fnukad 10-05-2023  ds izLrqr vkosnu ds ek/;e ls vius fnukad 02-04-2023 dh f'kdk;r 

ij dh x;h dkjZokbZ ,oa lacaf/kr lwpuk dh ekax dqy 6 fcanqvksa ds varxZr dh FkhA 

lafpdk esa miyC/k rF;ksa ds vuqlkj fu/kkZfjr vof/k esa dksbZ tokc izkIr ugha gksus ij izkFkhZ us izFke 

vihy lafLFkr dhA ysfdu izFke vihyh; vf/kdkjh dh rjQ ls Hkh izkFkhZ dks dksbZ vkns'k izkIr ugha gqvkA

f–rh; vihy@Second Appeal/ No.:- CIC/TRAOI/A/2024/105607

izkFkhZ us fnukad 23-11-2023 ds izLrqr vkosnu ds ek/;e ls vius layfXur f'kdk;r ij dh x;h 

dkjZokbZ ,oa lacaf/kr lwpuk dh ekax dqy 4 fcanqvksa ds varxZr dh FkhA mYys[kuh; gS fd izi= ds lkFk 

f'kdk;r dh izfr layXu ugha gSA 

lafpdk esa miyC/k rF;ksa ds vuqlkj fu/kkZfjr vof/k esa dksbZ tokc izkIr ugha gksus ij izkFkhZ us izFke 

vihy lafLFkr dhA ysfdu izFke vihyh; vf/kdkjh dh rjQ ls Hkh izkFkhZ dks dksbZ vkns'k izkIr ugha gqvkA

f–rh; vihy@Second Appeal/ No.:- CIC/TRAOI/A/2024/117408

izkFkhZ us fnukad 19-02-2024 ds izLrqr vkosnu ds ek/;e ls vius layfXur f'kdk;r ij dh x;h 

dkjZokbZ ,oa lacaf/kr lwpuk dh ekax dqy 4 fcanqvksa ds varxZr dh FkhA mYys[kuh; gS fd izi= ds lkFk 

f'kdk;r dh izfr layXu ugha gSA 

lafpdk esa miyC/k rF;ksa ds vuqlkj fu/kkZfjr vof/k esa dksbZ tokc izkIr ugha gksus ij izkFkhZ us izFke 

vihy lafLFkr dhA ysfdu izFke vihyh; vf/kdkjh dh rjQ ls Hkh izkFkhZ dks dksbZ vkns'k izkIr ugha gqvkA

f–rh; vihy@Second Appeal/ No.:- CIC/TRAOI/A/2023/119885

izkFkhZ us fnukad 23-01-2023 ds izLrqr vkosnu ds ek/;e ls vius fnukad 16-10-2022 dh f'kdk;r ij 

dh x;h dkjZokbZ ,oa lacaf/kr lwpuk dh ekax dqy 7 fcanqvksa ds varxZr dh FkhA 

lafpdk esa miyC/k rF;ksa ds vuqlkj fu/kkZfjr vof/k esa dksbZ tokc izkIr ugha gksus ij izkFkhZ us izFke 

vihy lafLFkr dhA ysfdu izFke vihyh; vf/kdkjh dh rjQ ls Hkh izkFkhZ dks dksbZ vkns'k izkIr ugha gqvkA
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f–rh; vihy@Second Appeal/ No.:- CIC/TRAOI/A/2023/133797

izkFkhZ us fnukad 10-05-2023  ds izLrqr vkosnu ds ek/;e ls vius fnukad 02-04-2023 dh f'kdk;r 

ij dh x;h dkjZokbZ ,oa lacaf/kr lwpuk dh ekax dqy 6 fcanqvksa ds varxZr dh FkhA 

lafpdk esa miyC/k rF;ksa ds vuqlkj fu/kkZfjr vof/k esa dksbZ tokc izkIr ugha gksus ij izkFkhZ us izFke 

vihy lafLFkr dhA ysfdu izFke vihyh; vf/kdkjh dh rjQ ls Hkh izkFkhZ dks dksbZ vkns'k izkIr ugha gqvkA

f–rh; vihy@Second Appeal/ No.:- CIC/TRAOI/A/2024/105480

izkFkhZ us fnukad 23-11-2023 ds izLrqr vkosnu ds ek/;e ls vius layfXur f'kdk;r ij dh x;h 

dkjZokbZ ,oa lacaf/kr lwpuk dh ekax dqy 4 fcanqvksa ds varxZr dh FkhA mYys[kuh; gS fd izi= ds lkFk 

f'kdk;r dh izfr layXu ugha gSA 

lafpdk esa miyC/k rF;ksa ds vuqlkj fu/kkZfjr vof/k esa dksbZ tokc izkIr ugha gksus ij izkFkhZ us izFke 

vihy lafLFkr dhA ysfdu izFke vihyh; vf/kdkjh dh rjQ ls Hkh izkFkhZ dks dksbZ vkns'k izkIr ugha gqvkA

f–rh; vihy@Second Appeal/ No.:- CIC/TRAOI/A/2024/113519

izkFkhZ us fnukad 01-02-2024 ds izLrqr vkosnu ds ek/;e ls vius layfXur f'kdk;r ij dh x;h 

dkjZokbZ ,oa lacaf/kr lwpuk dh ekax dqy 6 fcanqvksa ds varxZr dh FkhA mYys[kuh; gS fd izi= ds lkFk 

f'kdk;r dh izfr layXu ugha gSA 

lafpdk esa miyC/k rF;ksa ds vuqlkj fu/kkZfjr vof/k esa dksbZ tokc izkIr ugha gksus ij izkFkhZ us izFke 

vihy lafLFkr dhA ysfdu izFke vihyh; vf/kdkjh dh rjQ ls Hkh izkFkhZ dks dksbZ vkns'k izkIr ugha gqvkA

f–rh; vihy@Second Appeal/ No.:- CIC/TRAOI/A/2023/133795

izkFkhZ us fnukad 10-05-2023 ds izLrqr vkosnu ds ek/;e ls vius fnukad 02-04-2023 dh f'kdk;r ij 

dh x;h dkjZokbZ ,oa lacaf/kr lwpuk dh ekax dqy 6 fcanqvksa ds varxZr dh FkhA mYys[kuh; gS fd izi= 

ds lkFk f'kdk;r dh izfr layXu ugha gSA 

lafpdk esa miyC/k rF;ksa ds vuqlkj fu/kkZfjr vof/k esa dksbZ tokc izkIr ugha gksus ij izkFkhZ us izFke 

vihy lafLFkr dhA ysfdu izFke vihyh; vf/kdkjh dh rjQ ls Hkh izkFkhZ dks dksbZ vkns'k izkIr ugha gqvkA

f–rh; vihy@Second Appeal/ No.:- CIC/TRAOI/A/2024/119533

izkFkhZ us fnukad 18-03-2024 ds izLrqr vkosnu ds ek/;e ls vius layfXur f'kdk;r ij dh x;h 

dkjZokbZ ,oa lacaf/kr lwpuk dh ekax dqy 4 fcanqvksa ds varxZr dh FkhA mYys[kuh; gS fd izi= ds lkFk 

f'kdk;r dh izfr layXu ugha gSA
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lafpdk esa miyC/k rF;ksa ds vuqlkj fu/kkZfjr vof/k esa dksbZ tokc izkIr ugha gksus ij izkFkhZ us izFke 

vihy lafLFkr dhA ysfdu izFke vihyh; vf/kdkjh dh rjQ ls Hkh izkFkhZ dks dksbZ vkns'k izkIr ugha gqvkA

f–rh; vihy@Second Appeal/ No.:- CIC/TRAOI/A/2024/117407

izkFkhZ us fnukad 19-02-2023 ds izLrqr vkosnu ds ek/;e ls vius layfXur f'kdk;r ij dh x;h 

dkjZokbZ ,oa lacaf/kr lwpuk dh ekax dqy 4 fcanqvksa ds varxZr dh FkhA mYys[kuh; gS fd izi= ds lkFk 

f'kdk;r dh izfr layXu ugha gSA 

lafpdk esa miyC/k rF;ksa ds vuqlkj fu/kkZfjr vof/k esa dksbZ tokc izkIr ugha gksus ij izkFkhZ us izFke 

vihy lafLFkr dhA ysfdu izFke vihyh; vf/kdkjh dh rjQ ls Hkh izkFkhZ dks dksbZ vkns'k izkIr ugha gqvkA

f–rh; vihy@Second Appeal/ No.:- CIC/TRAOI/A/2024/113512

izkFkhZ us fnukad 29-01-2024 ds izLrqr vkosnu ds ek/;e ls vius layfXur f'kdk;r ij dh x;h 

dkjZokbZ ,oa lacaf/kr lwpuk dh ekax dqy 4 fcanqvksa ds varxZr dh FkhA mYys[kuh; gS fd izi= ds lkFk 

f'kdk;r dh izfr layXu ugha gSA   

lafpdk esa miyC/k rF;ksa ds vuqlkj fu/kkZfjr vof/k esa dksbZ tokc izkIr ugha gksus ij izkFkhZ us izFke 

vihy lafLFkr dhA ysfdu izFke vihyh; vf/kdkjh dh rjQ ls Hkh izkFkhZ dks dksbZ vkns'k izkIr ugha gqvkA

f–rh; vihy@Second Appeal/ No.:- CIC/TRAOI/A/2024/113514

izkFkhZ us fnukad 29-01-2024 ds izLrqr vkosnu ds ek/;e ls vius layfXur f'kdk;r ij dh x;h 

dkjZokbZ ,oa lacaf/kr lwpuk dh ekax dqy 4 fcanqvksa ds varxZr dh FkhA mYys[kuh; gS fd izi= ds lkFk 

f'kdk;r dh izfr layXu ugha gSA  

lafpdk esa miyC/k rF;ksa ds vuqlkj fu/kkZfjr vof/k esa dksbZ tokc izkIr ugha gksus ij izkFkhZ us izFke 

vihy lafLFkr dhA ysfdu izFke vihyh; vf/kdkjh dh rjQ ls Hkh izkFkhZ dks dksbZ vkns'k izkIr ugha gqvkA

f–rh; vihy@Second Appeal/ No.:- CIC/TRAOI/A/2024/113511

izkFkhZ us fnukad 29-01-2024 ds izLrqr vkosnu ds ek/;e ls vius layfXur f'kdk;r ij dh x;h 

dkjZokbZ ,oa lacaf/kr lwpuk dh ekax dqy 4 fcanqvksa ds varxZr dh FkhA mYys[kuh; gS fd izi= ds lkFk 

f'kdk;r dh izfr layXu ugha gSA  

lafpdk esa miyC/k rF;ksa ds vuqlkj fu/kkZfjr vof/k esa dksbZ tokc izkIr ugha gksus ij izkFkhZ us izFke 

vihy lafLFkr dhA ysfdu izFke vihyh; vf/kdkjh dh rjQ ls Hkh izkFkhZ dks dksbZ vkns'k izkIr ugha gqvkA
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f–rh; vihy@Second Appeal/ No.:- CIC/TRAOI/A/2024/113527

izkFkhZ us fnukad 29-01-2024 ds izLrqr vkosnu ds ek/;e ls vius layfXur f'kdk;r ij dh x;h 

dkjZokbZ ,oa lacaf/kr lwpuk dh ekax dqy 4 fcanqvksa ds varxZr dh FkhA mYys[kuh; gS fd izi= ds lkFk 

f'kdk;r dh izfr layXu ugha gSA  

lafpdk esa miyC/k rF;ksa ds vuqlkj fu/kkZfjr vof/k esa dksbZ tokc izkIr ugha gksus ij izkFkhZ us izFke 

vihy lafLFkr dhA ysfdu izFke vihyh; vf/kdkjh dh rjQ ls Hkh izkFkhZ dks dksbZ vkns'k izkIr ugha gqvkA

f–rh; vihy@Second Appeal/ No.:- CIC/TRAOI/A/2024/113521

izkFkhZ us fnukad 13-03-2023 ds izLrqr vkosnu ds ek/;e ls vius layfXur f'kdk;r ij dh x;h 

dkjZokbZ ,oa lacaf/kr lwpuk dh ekax dqy 4 fcanqvksa ds varxZr dh FkhA mYys[kuh; gS fd izi= ds lkFk 

f'kdk;r dh izfr layXu ugha gSA  

lafpdk esa miyC/k rF;ksa ds vuqlkj fu/kkZfjr vof/k esa dksbZ tokc izkIr ugha gksus ij izkFkhZ us izFke 

vihy lafLFkr dhA ysfdu izFke vihyh; vf/kdkjh dh rjQ ls Hkh izkFkhZ dks dksbZ vkns'k izkIr ugha gqvkA

f–rh; vihy@Second Appeal/ No.:- CIC/TRAOI/A/2024/113522

izkFkhZ us fnukad 05-01-2024 ds izLrqr vkosnu ds ek/;e ls vius layfXur f'kdk;r ij dh x;h 

dkjZokbZ ,oa lacaf/kr lwpuk dh ekax dqy 4 fcanqvksa ds varxZr dh FkhA mYys[kuh; gS fd izi= ds lkFk 

f'kdk;r dh izfr layXu ugha gSA

lafpdk esa miyC/k rF;ksa ds vuqlkj fu/kkZfjr vof/k esa dksbZ tokc izkIr ugha gksus ij izkFkhZ us izFke 

vihy lafLFkr dhA ysfdu izFke vihyh; vf/kdkjh dh rjQ ls Hkh izkFkhZ dks dksbZ vkns'k izkIr ugha gqvkA

f–rh; vihy@Second Appeal/ No.:- CIC/TRAOI/A/2024/113524

izkFkhZ us fnukad 05-01-2023 ds izLrqr vkosnu ds ek/;e ls vius vius layfXur f'kdk;r ij dh x;h 

dkjZokbZ ,oa lacaf/kr lwpuk dh ekax dqy 4 fcanqvksa ds varxZr dh FkhA mYys[kuh; gS fd izi= ds lkFk 

f'kdk;r dh izfr layXu ugha gSA 

lafpdk esa miyC/k rF;ksa ds vuqlkj fu/kkZfjr vof/k esa dksbZ tokc izkIr ugha gksus ij izkFkhZ us izFke 

vihy lafLFkr dhA ysfdu izFke vihyh; vf/kdkjh dh rjQ ls Hkh izkFkhZ dks dksbZ vkns'k izkIr ugha gqvkA

f–rh; vihy@Second Appeal/ No.:- CIC/TRAOI/A/2024/111517

izkFkhZ us fnukad 05-12-2023 ds izLrqr vkosnu ds ek/;e ls vius vius layfXur f'kdk;r ij dh x;h 

dkjZokbZ ,oa lacaf/kr lwpuk dh ekax dqy 4 fcanqvksa ds varxZr dh FkhA mYys[kuh; gS fd izi= ds lkFk 

f'kdk;r dh izfr layXu ugha gSA



33

lafpdk esa miyC/k rF;ksa ds vuqlkj fu/kkZfjr vof/k esa dksbZ tokc izkIr ugha gksus ij izkFkhZ us izFke 

vihy lafLFkr dhA ysfdu izFke vihyh; vf/kdkjh dh rjQ ls Hkh izkFkhZ dks dksbZ vkns'k izkIr ugha gqvkA

f–rh; vihy@Second Appeal/ No.:- CIC/TRAOI/A/2024/111513

izkFkhZ us fnukad 05-12-2023 ds izLrqr vkosnu ds ek/;e ls vius vius layfXur f'kdk;r ij dh x;h 

dkjZokbZ ,oa lacaf/kr lwpuk dh ekax dqy 4 fcanqvksa ds varxZr dh FkhA mYys[kuh; gS fd izi= ds lkFk 

f'kdk;r dh izfr layXu ugha gSA

lafpdk esa miyC/k rF;ksa ds vuqlkj fu/kkZfjr vof/k esa dksbZ tokc izkIr ugha gksus ij izkFkhZ us izFke 

vihy lafLFkr dhA ysfdu izFke vihyh; vf/kdkjh dh rjQ ls Hkh izkFkhZ dks dksbZ vkns'k izkIr ugha gqvkA

f–rh; vihy@Second Appeal/ No.:- CIC/TRAOI/A/2024/111512

izkFkhZ us fnukad 05.12.2023 ds izLrqr vkosnu ds ek/;e ls vius vius layfXur f'kdk;r ij dh 

x;h dkjZokbZ ,oa lacaf/kr lwpuk dh ekax dqy 4 fcanqvksa ds varxZr dh FkhA mYys[kuh; gS fd izi= ds 

lkFk f'kdk;r dh izfr layXu ugha gSA

lafpdk esa miyC/k rF;ksa ds vuqlkj fu/kkZfjr vof/k esa dksbZ tokc izkIr ugha gksus ij izkFkhZ us izFke 

vihy lafLFkr dhA ysfdu izFke vihyh; vf/kdkjh dh rjQ ls Hkh izkFkhZ dks dksbZ vkns'k izkIr ugha gqvkA

f–rh; vihy@Second Appeal/ No.:- CIC/TRAOI/A/2024/111515

izkFkhZ us fnukad 27-11-2023 ds izLrqr vkosnu ds ek/;e ls vius vius layfXur f'kdk;r ij dh x;h 

dkjZokbZ ,oa lacaf/kr lwpuk dh ekax dqy 4 fcanqvksa ds varxZr dh FkhA mYys[kuh; gS fd izi= ds lkFk 

f'kdk;r dh izfr layXu ugha gSA

lafpdk esa miyC/k rF;ksa ds vuqlkj fu/kkZfjr vof/k esa dksbZ tokc izkIr ugha gksus ij izkFkhZ us izFke 

vihy lafLFkr dhA ysfdu izFke vihyh; vf/kdkjh dh rjQ ls Hkh izkFkhZ dks dksbZ vkns'k izkIr ugha gqvkA

f–rh; vihy@Second Appeal/ No.:- CIC/TRAOI/A/2024/109517

izkFkhZ us fnukad 10-12-2023 ds izLrqr vkosnu ds ek/;e ls vius layfXur f'kdk;r ij dh x;h 

dkjZokbZ ,oa lacaf/kr lwpuk dh ekax dqy 4 fcanqvksa ds varxZr dh FkhA mYys[kuh; gS fd izi= ds lkFk 

f'kdk;r dh izfr layXu ugha gSA

lafpdk esa miyC/k rF;ksa ds vuqlkj fu/kkZfjr vof/k esa dksbZ tokc izkIr ugha gksus ij izkFkhZ us izFke 

vihy lafLFkr dhA ysfdu izFke vihyh; vf/kdkjh dh rjQ ls Hkh izkFkhZ dks dksbZ vkns'k izkIr ugha gqvkA
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f–rh; vihy@Second Appeal/ No.:- CIC/TRAOI/A/2024/109239

izkFkhZ us fnukad 25-12-2023 ds izLrqr vkosnu ds ek/;e ls vius layfXur f'kdk;r ij dh x;h 

dkjZokbZ ,oa lacaf/kr lwpuk dh ekax dqy 4 fcanqvksa ds varxZr dh FkhA mYys[kuh; gS fd izi= ds lkFk 

f'kdk;r dh izfr layXu ugha gSA

lafpdk esa miyC/k rF;ksa ds vuqlkj fu/kkZfjr vof/k esa dksbZ tokc izkIr ugha gksus ij izkFkhZ us izFke 

vihy lafLFkr dhA ysfdu izFke vihyh; vf/kdkjh dh rjQ ls Hkh izkFkhZ dks dksbZ vkns'k izkIr ugha gqvkA

f–rh; vihy@Second Appeal/ No.:- CIC/TRAOI/A/2024/108013

izkFkhZ us fnukad 07-12-2023 ds izLrqr vkosnu ds ek/;e ls vius layfXur f'kdk;r ij dh x;h 

dkjZokbZ ,oa lacaf/kr lwpuk dh ekax dqy 4 fcanqvksa ds varxZr dh FkhA mYys[kuh; gS fd izi= ds lkFk 

f'kdk;r dh izfr layXu ugha gSA

lafpdk esa miyC/k rF;ksa ds vuqlkj fu/kkZfjr vof/k esa dksbZ tokc izkIr ugha gksus ij izkFkhZ us izFke 

vihy lafLFkr dhA ysfdu izFke vihyh; vf/kdkjh dh rjQ ls Hkh izkFkhZ dks dksbZ vkns'k izkIr ugha gqvkA

f–rh; vihy@Second Appeal/ No.:- CIC/TRAOI/A/2024/108029

izkFkhZ us fnukad 05-12-2023 ds izLrqr vkosnu ds ek/;e ls vius layfXur f'kdk;r ij dh x;h 

dkjZokbZ ,oa lacaf/kr lwpuk dh ekax dqy 4 fcanqvksa ds varxZr dh FkhA mYys[kuh; gS fd izi= ds lkFk 

f'kdk;r dh izfr layXu ugha gSA

lafpdk esa miyC/k rF;ksa ds vuqlkj fu/kkZfjr vof/k esa dksbZ tokc izkIr ugha gksus ij izkFkhZ us izFke 

vihy lafLFkr dhA ysfdu izFke vihyh; vf/kdkjh dh rjQ ls Hkh izkFkhZ dks dksbZ vkns'k izkIr ugha gqvkA

f–rh; vihy@Second Appeal/ No.:- CIC/TRAOI/A/2023/107514

izkFkhZ us fnukad 16-11-2022 ds izLrqr vkosnu ds ek/;e ls vius fnukad 20-10-2022 ds vius f'kdk;r 

ij dh x;h dkjZokbZ ,oa lacaf/kr lwpuk dh ekax dqy 5 fcanqvksa ds varxZr dh FkhA 

lafpdk esa miyC/k rF;ksa ds vuqlkj] lhihvkbZvks] Hkknqfoizk us fnukad 20-12-2022 ds i= ds ek/;e ls 

izkFkhZ dks ;g voxr djk;k fd izkFkhZ ds iz”uxr f'kdk;r ds eqn~ns izkf/kdj.k ls lacaf/kr ugha gSaA izkIr 

tokc ls vlarq’V gksdj izkFkhZ us izFke vihy lafLFkr dhA ysfdu izFke vihyh; vf/kdkjh dh rjQ ls 

Hkh izkFkhZ dks dksbZ vkns'k izkIr ugha gqvkA

f–rh; vihy@Second Appeal/ No.:- CIC/TRAOI/A/2023/108246

izkFkhZ us fnukad 16-11-2022 ds izLrqr vkosnu ds ek/;e ls vius fnukad 20-10-2022 dh f'kdk;r ij 
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dh x;h dkjZokbZ ,oa lacaf/kr lwpuk dh ekax dqy 5 fcanqvksa ds varxZr dh FkhA 

lafpdk esa miyC/k rF;ksa ds vuqlkj] lhihvkbZvks] Hkknqfoizk us fnukad 20-12-2022 ds i= ds ek/;e ls 

izkFkhZ dks ;g voxr djk;k fd izkFkhZ ds iz”uxr f'kdk;r ds eqn~ns izkf/kdj.k ls lacaf/kr ugha gSaA izkIr 

tokc ls vlarq’V gksdj izkFkhZ us izFke vihy lafLFkr dhA ysfdu izFke vihyh; vf/kdkjh dh rjQ ls 

Hkh izkFkhZ dks dksbZ vkns'k izkIr ugha gqvkA

f–rh; vihy@Second Appeal/ No.:- CIC/TRAOI/A/2023/108247

izkFkhZ us fnukad 16.11.2022 ds izLrqr vkosnu ds ek/;e ls vius fnukad 20-10-2022 dh f'kdk;r 

ij dh x;h dkjZokbZ ,oa lacaf/kr lwpuk dh ekax dqy 5 fcanqvksa ds varxZr dh FkhA 

lafpdk esa miyC/k rF;ksa ds vuqlkj] lhihvkbZvks] Hkknqfoizk us fnukad 20-12-2022 ds i= ds ek/;e ls 

izkFkhZ dks ;g voxr djk;k fd izkFkhZ ds iz”uxr f'kdk;r ds eqn~ns izkf/kdj.k ls lacaf/kr ugha gSaA izkIr 

tokc ls vlarq’V gksdj izkFkhZ us izFke vihy lafLFkr dhA ysfdu izFke vihyh; vf/kdkjh dh rjQ ls 

Hkh izkFkhZ dks dksbZ vkns'k izkIr ugha gqvkA

f–rh; vihy@Second Appeal/ No.:- CIC/TRAOI/A/2023/108302

izkFkhZ us fnukad 21-11-2022 ds izLrqr vkosnu ds ek/;e ls vius fnukad 20-10-2022 dks izsf’kr dh 

x;h f'kdk;r ij dh x;h dkjZokbZ ,oa lacaf/kr lwpuk dh ekax dqy 6 fcanqvksa ds varxZr dh FkhA 

lafpdk esa miyC/k rF;ksa ds vuqlkj fu/kkZfjr vof/k esa dksbZ tokc izkIr ugha gksus ij izkFkhZ us izFke 

vihy lafLFkr dhA ysfdu izFke vihyh; vf/kdkjh dh rjQ ls Hkh izkFkhZ dks dksbZ vkns'k izkIr ugha gqvkA

f–rh; vihy@Second Appeal/ No.:- CIC/TRAOI/A/2023/108303

izkFkhZ us fnukad 22-11-2022 ds izLrqr vkosnu ds ek/;e ls vius fnukad 23-10-2022 dks izsf’kr dh 

x;h f'kdk;r ij dh x;h dkjZokbZ ,oa lacaf/kr lwpuk dh ekax dqy 6 fcanqvksa ds varxZr dh FkhA 

lafpdk esa miyC/k rF;ksa ds vuqlkj fu/kkZfjr vof/k esa dksbZ tokc izkIr ugha gksus ij izkFkhZ us izFke 

vihy lafLFkr dhA ysfdu izFke vihyh; vf/kdkjh dh rjQ ls Hkh izkFkhZ dks dksbZ vkns'k izkIr ugha gqvkA

f–rh; vihy@Second Appeal/ No.:- CIC/TRAOI/A/2023/108304

izkFkhZ us fnukad 21-11-2022 ds izLrqr vkosnu ds ek/;e ls vius fnukad 22-10-2022 dh f'kdk;r ij 

dh x;h dkjZokbZ ,oa lacaf/kr lwpuk dh ekax dqy 6 fcanqvksa ds varxZr dh FkhA 

lafpdk esa miyC/k rF;ksa ds vuqlkj fu/kkZfjr vof/k esa dksbZ tokc izkIr ugha gksus ij izkFkhZ us izFke 

vihy lafLFkr dhA ysfdu izFke vihyh; vf/kdkjh dh rjQ ls Hkh izkFkhZ dks dksbZ vkns'k izkIr ugha gqvkA
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f–rh; vihy@Second Appeal/ No.:- CIC/MHOME/A/2023/108308/TRAOI

izkFkhZ us fnukad 21-11-2022 ds izLrqr vkosnu ds ek/;e ls vius fnukad 22-10-2022 dh f'kdk;r ij 

dh x;h dkjZokbZ ,oa lacaf/kr lwpuk dh ekax dqy 6 fcanqvksa ds varxZr dh FkhA 

lafpdk esa miyC/k rF;ksa ds vuqlkj fu/kkZfjr vof/k esa dksbZ tokc izkIr ugha gksus ij izkFkhZ us izFke 

vihy lafLFkr dhA ysfdu izFke vihyh; vf/kdkjh dh rjQ ls Hkh izkFkhZ dks dksbZ vkns'k izkIr ugha gqvkA

f–rh; vihy@Second Appeal/ No.:- CIC/TRAOI/A/2023/110971

izkFkhZ us fnukad 06-12-2022 ds izLrqr vkosnu ds ek/;e ls fnukad 03-11-2022 dks izsf’kr f'kdk;r ij 

dh x;h dkjZokbZ ,oa lacaf/kr lwpuk dh ekax dqy 6 fcanqvksa ds varxZr dh FkhA mYys[kuh; gS fd izi= 

ds lkFk f'kdk;r dh izfr layXu ugha gSA 

lafpdk esa miyC/k rF;ksa ds vuqlkj fu/kkZfjr vof/k esa dksbZ tokc izkIr ugha gksus ij izkFkhZ us izFke 

vihy lafLFkr dhA ysfdu izFke vihyh; vf/kdkjh dh rjQ ls Hkh izkFkhZ dks dksbZ vkns'k izkIr ugha gqvkA

f–rh; vihy@Second Appeal/ No.:- CIC/TRAOI/A/2023/111521

izkFkhZ us fnukad 18-11-2022 ds izLrqr vkosnu ds ek/;e ls vius fnukad 20-10-2022 dks izsf’kr 

f'kdk;r ij dh x;h dkjZokbZ ,oa lacaf/kr lwpuk dh ekax dqy 6 fcanqvksa ds varxZr dh FkhA mYys[kuh; 

gS fd izi= ds lkFk f'kdk;r dh izfr layXu ugha gSA 

lafpdk esa miyC/k rF;ksa ds vuqlkj] lhihvkbZvks] Hkknqfoizk us fnukad 20-12-2022 ds i= ds ek/;e ls 

izkFkhZ dks ;g voxr djk;k fd izkFkhZ ds iz”uxr f'kdk;r ds eqn~ns izkf/kdj.k ls lacaf/kr ugha gSaA izkIr 

tokc ls vlarq’V gksdj izkFkhZ us izFke vihy lafLFkr dhA ysfdu izFke vihyh; vf/kdkjh dh rjQ ls 

Hkh izkFkhZ dks dksbZ vkns'k izkIr ugha gqvkA

f–rh; vihy@Second Appeal/ No.:- CIC/TRAOI/A/2023/111520

izkFkhZ us fnukad 18-11-2022 ds izLrqr vkosnu ds ek/;e ls vius fnukad 20-10-2022 dks izsf’kr 

f'kdk;r ij dh x;h dkjZokbZ ,oa lacaf/kr lwpuk dh ekax dqy 6 fcanqvksa ds varxZr dh FkhA mYys[kuh; 

gS fd izi= ds lkFk f'kdk;r dh izfr layXu ugha gSA 

lafpdk esa miyC/k rF;ksa ds vuqlkj fu/kkZfjr vof/k esa dksbZ tokc izkIr ugha gksus ij izkFkhZ us izFke 

vihy lafLFkr dhA ysfdu izFke vihyh; vf/kdkjh dh rjQ ls Hkh izkFkhZ dks dksbZ vkns'k izkIr ugha gqvkA

f–rh; vihy@Second Appeal/ No.:- CIC/TRAOI/A/2023/111517

izkFkhZ us fnukad 18-11-2022 ds izLrqr vkosnu ds ek/;e ls vius fnukad 20-10-2022 dks izsf’kr 
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f'kdk;r ij dh x;h dkjZokbZ ,oa lacaf/kr lwpuk dh ekax dqy 6 fcanqvksa ds varxZr dh FkhA mYys[kuh; 

gS fd izi= ds lkFk f'kdk;r dh izfr layXu ugha gSA 

lafpdk esa miyC/k rF;ksa ds vuqlkj] lhihvkbZvks] Hkknqfoizk us fnukad 23-12-2022 ds i= ds ek/;e ls 

izkFkhZ dks ;g voxr djk;k fd izkFkhZ ds iz”uxr f'kdk;r ds eqn~ns izkf/kdj.k ls lacaf/kr ugha gSaA izkIr 

tokc ls vlarq’V gksdj izkFkhZ us izFke vihy lafLFkr dhA ysfdu izFke vihyh; vf/kdkjh dh rjQ ls 

Hkh izkFkhZ dks dksbZ vkns'k izkIr ugha gqvkA

f–rh; vihy@Second Appeal/ No.:- CIC/TRAOI/A/2023/112004

izkFkhZ us fnukad 22.11.2022 ds izLrqr vkosnu ds ek/;e ls vius fnukad 23-10-2022 dks izsf’kr 

f'kdk;r ij dh x;h dkjZokbZ ,oa lacaf/kr lwpuk dh ekax dqy 6 fcanqvksa ds varxZr dh FkhA mYys[kuh; 

gS fd izi= ds lkFk f'kdk;r dh izfr layXu ugha gSA 

lafpdk esa miyC/k rF;ksa ds vuqlkj] lhihvkbZvks] Hkknqfoizk us fnukad 23-12-2022 ds i= ds ek/;e ls 

izkFkhZ dks ;g voxr djk;k fd izkFkhZ ds iz”uxr f'kdk;r ds eqn~ns izkf/kdj.k ls lacaf/kr ugha gSaA izkIr 

tokc ls vlarq’V gksdj izkFkhZ us izFke vihy lafLFkr dhA ysfdu izFke vihyh; vf/kdkjh dh rjQ ls 

Hkh izkFkhZ dks dksbZ vkns'k izkIr ugha gqvkA

f–rh; vihy@Second Appeal/ No.:- CIC/TRAOI/A/2023/111560

izkFkhZ us fnukad 06-12-2022 ds izLrqr vkosnu ds ek/;e ls vius fnukad 03-11-2022 dks izsf’kr 

f'kdk;r ij dh x;h dkjZokbZ ,oa lacaf/kr lwpuk dh ekax dqy 6 fcanqvksa ds varxZr dh FkhA mYys[kuh; 

gS fd izi= ds lkFk f'kdk;r dh izfr layXu ugha gSA 

lafpdk esa miyC/k rF;ksa ds vuqlkj] lhihvkbZvks] Hkknqfoizk us fnukad 23-12-2022 ds i= ds ek/;e ls 

izkFkhZ dks ;g voxr djk;k fd izkFkhZ ds iz”uxr f'kdk;r ds eqn~ns izkf/kdj.k ls lacaf/kr ugha gSaA izkIr 

tokc ls vlarq’V gksdj izkFkhZ us izFke vihy lafLFkr dhA ysfdu izFke vihyh; vf/kdkjh dh rjQ ls 

Hkh izkFkhZ dks dksbZ vkns'k izkIr ugha gqvkA

f–rh; vihy@Second Appeal/ No.:- CIC/TRAOI/A/2023/111561

izkFkhZ us fnukad 06-12-2022 ds izLrqr vkosnu ds ek/;e ls vius fnukad 03-11-2022 dks izsf’kr 

f'kdk;r ij dh x;h dkjZokbZ ,oa lacaf/kr lwpuk dh ekax dqy 6 fcanqvksa ds varxZr dh FkhA mYys[kuh; 

gS fd izi= ds lkFk f'kdk;r dh izfr layXu ugha gSA 

lafpdk esa miyC/k rF;ksa ds vuqlkj] lhihvkbZvks] Hkknqfoizk us fnukad 05-01-2023 ds i= ds ek/;e ls 

izkFkhZ dks ;g voxr djk;k fd izkFkhZ ds iz'uxr f'kdk;r ds eqn~ns izkf/kdj.k ls lacaf/kr ugha gSaA izkIr 
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tokc ls vlarq’V gksdj izkFkhZ us izFke vihy lafLFkr dhA ysfdu izFke vihyh; vf/kdkjh dh rjQ ls 

Hkh izkFkhZ dks dksbZ vkns'k izkIr ugha gqvkA

f–rh; vihy@Second Appeal/ No.:- CIC/TRAOI/A/2023/113371

izkFkhZ us fnukad 24-12-2022 ds izLrqr vkosnu ds ek/;e ls vius fnukad 02-11-2022 dks izsf’kr 

f'kdk;r ij dh x;h dkjZokbZ ,oa lacaf/kr lwpuk dh ekax dqy 6 fcanqvksa ds varxZr dh FkhA 

lafpdk esa miyC/k rF;ksa ds vuqlkj] lhihvkbZvks] Hkknqfoizk us fnukad 24-01-2023 ds i= ds ek/;e ls 

izkFkhZ dks ;g voxr djk;k fd izkFkhZ ds iz”uxr f'kdk;r ds eqn~ns izkf/kdj.k ls lacaf/kr ugha gSaA izkIr 

tokc ls vlarq’V gksdj izkFkhZ us izFke vihy lafLFkr dhA ysfdu izFke vihyh; vf/kdkjh dh rjQ ls 

Hkh izkFkhZ dks dksbZ vkns'k izkIr ugha gqvkA

f–rh; vihy@Second Appeal/ No.:- CIC/TRAOI/A/2023/121292

izkFkhZ us fnukad 07-02-2023 ds izLrqr vkosnu ds ek/;e ls vius fnukad 09-01-2023 dks izsf’kr dh 

x;h f'kdk;r ij dh x;h dkjZokbZ ,oa lacaf/kr lwpuk dh ekax dqy 6 fcanqvksa ds varxZr dh FkhA 

lafpdk esa miyC/k rF;ksa ds vuqlkj fu/kkZfjr vof/k esa dksbZ tokc izkIr ugha gksus ij izkFkhZ us izFke 

vihy lafLFkr dhA ysfdu izFke vihyh; vf/kdkjh dh rjQ ls Hkh izkFkhZ dks dksbZ vkns'k izkIr ugha gqvkA

f–rh; vihy@Second Appeal/ No.:- CIC/MHOME/A/2024/105473

izkFkhZ us fnukad 23.11.2023 ds izLrqr vkosnu ds ek/;e ls vius layfXur f'kdk;r ij dh x;h 

dkjZokbZ ,oa lacaf/kr lwpuk dh ekax dqy 4 fcanqvksa ds varxZr dh FkhA mYys[kuh; gS fd izi= ds lkFk 

f'kdk;r dh izfr layXu ugha gSA 

lafpdk esa miyC/k rF;ksa ds vuqlkj fu/kkZfjr vof/k esa dksbZ tokc izkIr ugha gksus ij izkFkhZ us izFke 

vihy lafLFkr dhA ysfdu izFke vihyh; vf/kdkjh dh rjQ ls Hkh izkFkhZ dks dksbZ vkns'k izkIr ugha gqvkA

f–rh; vihy@Second Appeal/ No.:- CIC/TRAOI/A/2023/121299

izkFkhZ us fnukad 14.02.2023 ds izLrqr vkosnu ds ek/;e ls vius fnukad 09-01-2023 dks izsf’kr dh 

x;h f'kdk;r ij dh x;h dkjZokbZ ,oa lacaf/kr lwpuk dh ekax dqy 6 fcanqvksa ds varxZr dh FkhA 

lafpdk esa miyC/k rF;ksa ds vuqlkj fu/kkZfjr vof/k esa dksbZ tokc izkIr ugha gksus ij izkFkhZ us izFke 

vihy lafLFkr dhA ysfdu izFke vihyh; vf/kdkjh dh rjQ ls Hkh izkFkhZ dks dksbZ vkns'k izkIr ugha gqvkA

f–rh; vihy@Second Appeal/ No.:- CIC/TRAOI/A/2023/121317

izkFkhZ us fnukad 07-02-2023 ds izLrqr vkosnu ds ek/;e ls vius fnukad 09-01-2023 dks izsf’kr dh 
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x;h f'kdk;r ij dh x;h dkjZokbZ ,oa lacaf/kr lwpuk dh ekax dqy 6 fcanqvksa ds varxZr dh FkhA 

lafpdk esa miyC/k rF;ksa ds vuqlkj fu/kkZfjr vof/k esa dksbZ tokc izkIr ugha gksus ij izkFkhZ us izFke 

vihy lafLFkr dhA ysfdu izFke vihyh; vf/kdkjh dh rjQ ls Hkh izkFkhZ dks dksbZ vkns'k izkIr ugha gqvkA

f–rh; vihy@Second Appeal/ No.:- CIC/TRAOI/A/2023/121897

izkFkhZ us fnukad 14-02-2023 ds izLrqr vkosnu ds ek/;e ls vius fnukad 19-01-2023 dks izsf’kr 

f'kdk;r ij dh x;h dkjZokbZ ,oa lacaf/kr lwpuk dh ekax dqy 6 fcanqvksa ds varxZr dh FkhA 

lafpdk esa miyC/k rF;ksa ds vuqlkj fu/kkZfjr vof/k esa dksbZ tokc izkIr ugha gksus ij izkFkhZ us izFke 

vihy lafLFkr dhA ysfdu izFke vihyh; vf/kdkjh dh rjQ ls Hkh izkFkhZ dks dksbZ vkns'k izkIr ugha gqvkA

f–rh; vihy@Second Appeal/ No.:- CIC/TRAOI/A/2023/120785

izkFkhZ us fnukad 07.02.2023 ds izLrqr vkosnu ds ek/;e ls vius fnukad 09-01-2023 dks izsf’kr 

f'kdk;r ij dh x;h dkjZokbZ ,oa lacaf/kr lwpuk dh ekax dqy 6 fcanqvksa ds varxZr dh FkhA 

lafpdk esa miyC/k rF;ksa ds vuqlkj fu/kkZfjr vof/k esa dksbZ tokc izkIr ugha gksus ij izkFkhZ us izFke 

vihy lafLFkr dhA ysfdu izFke vihyh; vf/kdkjh dh rjQ ls Hkh izkFkhZ dks dksbZ vkns'k izkIr ugha gqvkA

f–rh; vihy@Second Appeal/ No.:- CIC/TRAOI/A/2023/122849

izkFkhZ us fnukad 19-02-2023 ds izLrqr vkosnu ds ek/;e ls vius fnukad 26-01-2023 dks izsf’kr 

f'kdk;r ij dh x;h dkjZokbZ ,oa lacaf/kr lwpuk dh ekax dqy 5 fcanqvksa ds varxZr dh FkhA 

lafpdk esa miyC/k rF;ksa ds vuqlkj fu/kkZfjr vof/k esa dksbZ tokc izkIr ugha gksus ij izkFkhZ us izFke 

vihy lafLFkr dhA ysfdu izFke vihyh; vf/kdkjh dh rjQ ls Hkh izkFkhZ dks dksbZ vkns'k izkIr ugha gqvkA

f–rh; vihy@Second Appeal/ No.:- CIC/TRAOI/A/2023/123202

izkFkhZ us fnukad 23-02-2023 ds izLrqr vkosnu ds ek/;e ls vius fnukad 17-12-2022 ds  f'kdk;r ij 

dh x;h dkjZokbZ ,oa lacaf/kr lwpuk dh ekax dqy 5 fcanqvksa ds varxZr dh FkhA mYys[kuh; gS fd izi= 

ds lkFk f'kdk;r dh izfr layXu ugha gSA 

lafpdk esa miyC/k rF;ksa ds vuqlkj fu/kkZfjr vof/k esa dksbZ tokc izkIr ugha gksus ij izkFkhZ us izFke 

vihy lafLFkr dhA ysfdu izFke vihyh; vf/kdkjh dh rjQ ls Hkh izkFkhZ dks dksbZ vkns'k izkIr ugha gqvkA

f–rh; vihy@Second Appeal/ No.:- CIC/TRAOI/A/2023/126917

izkFkhZ us fnukad 06-03-2023 ds izLrqr vkosnu ds ek/;e ls vius fnukad 30-01-2023 dh f'kdk;r ij 
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dh x;h dkjZokbZ ,oa lacaf/kr lwpuk dh ekax dqy 6 fcanqvksa ds varxZr dh FkhA mYys[kuh; gS fd izi= 

ds lkFk f'kdk;r dh izfr layXu ugha gSA 

lafpdk esa miyC/k rF;ksa ds vuqlkj fu/kkZfjr vof/k esa dksbZ tokc izkIr ugha gksus ij izkFkhZ us izFke 

vihy lafLFkr dhA ysfdu izFke vihyh; vf/kdkjh dh rjQ ls Hkh izkFkhZ dks dksbZ vkns'k izkIr ugha gqvkA

f–rh; vihy@Second Appeal/ No.:- CIC/TRAOI/A/2023/126918

izkFkhZ us fnukad 14-03-2023 ds izLrqr vkosnu ds ek/;e ls vius fnukad 30-01-2023 dks izsf’kr 

f'kdk;r ij dh x;h dkjZokbZ ,oa lacaf/kr lwpuk dh ekax dqy 6 fcanqvksa ds varxZr dh FkhA 

lafpdk esa miyC/k rF;ksa ds vuqlkj fu/kkZfjr vof/k esa dksbZ tokc izkIr ugha gksus ij izkFkhZ us izFke 

vihy lafLFkr dhA ysfdu izFke vihyh; vf/kdkjh dh rjQ ls Hkh izkFkhZ dks dksbZ vkns'k izkIr ugha gqvkA

f–rh; vihy@Second Appeal/ No.:- CIC/TRAOI/A/2023/127297

izkFkhZ us fnukad 06-03-2023 ds izLrqr vkosnu ds ek/;e ls vius fnukad 30-01-2023 dks izsf’kr dh 

x;h f'kdk;r ij dh x;h dkjZokbZ ,oa lacaf/kr lwpuk dh ekax dqy 6 fcanqvksa ds varxZr dh FkhA 

lafpdk esa miyC/k rF;ksa ds vuqlkj fu/kkZfjr vof/k esa dksbZ tokc izkIr ugha gksus ij izkFkhZ us izFke 

vihy lafLFkr dhA ysfdu izFke vihyh; vf/kdkjh dh rjQ ls Hkh izkFkhZ dks dksbZ vkns'k izkIr ugha gqvkA

f–rh; vihy@Second Appeal/ No.:- CIC/TRAOI/A/2023/127909

izkFkhZ us fnukad 26-02-2023 ds izLrqr vkosnu ds ek/;e ls vius fnukad 19-02-2023 dks izsf’kr dh 

x;h f'kdk;r ij dh x;h dkjZokbZ ,oa lacaf/kr lwpuk dh ekax dqy 6 fcanqvksa ds varxZr dh FkhA 

lafpdk esa miyC/k rF;ksa ds vuqlkj fu/kkZfjr vof/k esa dksbZ tokc izkIr ugha gksus ij izkFkhZ us izFke 

vihy lafLFkr dhA ysfdu izFke vihyh; vf/kdkjh dh rjQ ls Hkh izkFkhZ dks dksbZ vkns'k izkIr ugha gqvkA

f–rh; vihy@Second Appeal/ No.:- CIC/TRAOI/A/2023/127910

izkFkhZ us fnukad 26-03-2023 ds izLrqr vkosnu ds ek/;e ls vius fnukad 19-02-2023 dks izsf’kr dh 

x;h f'kdk;r ij dh x;h dkjZokbZ ,oa lacaf/kr lwpuk dh ekax dqy 6 fcanqvksa ds varxZr dh FkhA 

lafpdk esa miyC/k rF;ksa ds vuqlkj fu/kkZfjr vof/k esa dksbZ tokc izkIr ugha gksus ij izkFkhZ us izFke 

vihy lafLFkr dhA ysfdu izFke vihyh; vf/kdkjh dh rjQ ls Hkh izkFkhZ dks dksbZ vkns'k izkIr ugha gqvkA

f–rh; vihy@Second Appeal/ No.:- CIC/TRAOI/A/2023/127914

izkFkhZ us fnukad 26-03-2023 ds izLrqr vkosnu ds ek/;e ls vius fnukad 19-02-2023 dks izsf’kr dh 
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x;h f'kdk;r ij dh x;h dkjZokbZ ,oa lacaf/kr lwpuk dh ekax dqy 6 fcanqvksa ds varxZr dh FkhA 

lafpdk esa miyC/k rF;ksa ds vuqlkj fu/kkZfjr vof/k esa dksbZ tokc izkIr ugha gksus ij izkFkhZ us izFke 

vihy lafLFkr dhA ysfdu izFke vihyh; vf/kdkjh dh rjQ ls Hkh izkFkhZ dks dksbZ vkns'k izkIr ugha gqvkA

f–rh; vihy@Second Appeal/ No.:- CIC/TRAOI/A/2023/130208

izkFkhZ us fnukad 10-04-2023 ds izLrqr vkosnu ds ek/;e ls vius fnukad 05-03-2023 dks izsf’kr 

f'kdk;r ij dh x;h dkjZokbZ ,oa lacaf/kr lwpuk dh ekax dqy 6 fcanqvksa ds varxZr dh FkhA mYys[kuh; 

gS fd izi= ds lkFk f'kdk;r dh izfr layXu ugha gSA 

lafpdk esa miyC/k rF;ksa ds vuqlkj fu/kkZfjr vof/k esa dksbZ tokc izkIr ugha gksus ij izkFkhZ us izFke 

vihy lafLFkr dhA ysfdu izFke vihyh; vf/kdkjh dh rjQ ls Hkh izkFkhZ dks dksbZ vkns'k izkIr ugha gqvkA

f–rh; vihy@Second Appeal/ No.:- CIC/TRAOI/A/2023/130683

izkFkhZ us fnukad 20-04-2023 ds izLrqr vkosnu ds ek/;e ls vius fnukad 16-03-2023 dh f'kdk;r ij 

dh x;h dkjZokbZ ,oa lacaf/kr lwpuk dh ekax dqy 6 fcanqvksa ds varxZr dh FkhA mYys[kuh; gS fd izi= 

ds lkFk f'kdk;r dh izfr layXu ugha gSA

lafpdk esa miyC/k rF;ksa ds vuqlkj fu/kkZfjr vof/k esa dksbZ tokc izkIr ugha gksus ij izkFkhZ us izFke 

vihy lafLFkr dhA ysfdu izFke vihyh; vf/kdkjh dh rjQ ls Hkh izkFkhZ dks dksbZ vkns'k izkIr ugha gqvkA

f–rh; vihy@Second Appeal/ No.:- CIC/TRAOI/A/2023/130375

izkFkhZ us fnukad 10-04-2023 ds izLrqr vkosnu ds ek/;e ls vius fnukad 06-03-2023 dh f'kdk;r ij 

dh x;h dkjZokbZ ,oa lacaf/kr lwpuk dh ekax dqy 6 fcanqvksa ds varxZr dh FkhA mYys[kuh; gS fd izi= 

ds lkFk f'kdk;r dh izfr layXu ugha gSA 

lafpdk esa miyC/k rF;ksa ds vuqlkj fu/kkZfjr vof/k esa dksbZ tokc izkIr ugha gksus ij izkFkhZ us izFke 

vihy lafLFkr dhA ysfdu izFke vihyh; vf/kdkjh dh rjQ ls Hkh izkFkhZ dks dksbZ vkns'k izkIr ugha gqvkA

f–rh; vihy@Second Appeal/ No.:- CIC/TRAOI/A/2023/133250

izkFkhZ us fnukad 21-04-2023 ds izLrqr vkosnu ds ek/;e ls vius layfXur f'kdk;r ij dh x;h 

dkjZokbZ ,oa lacaf/kr lwpuk dh ekax dqy 6 fcanqvksa ds varxZr dh FkhA mYys[kuh; gS fd izi= ds lkFk 

f'kdk;r dh izfr layXu ugha gSA 

lafpdk esa miyC/k rF;ksa ds vuqlkj fu/kkZfjr vof/k esa dksbZ tokc izkIr ugha gksus ij izkFkhZ us izFke 

vihy lafLFkr dhA ysfdu izFke vihyh; vf/kdkjh dh rjQ ls Hkh izkFkhZ dks dksbZ vkns'k izkIr ugha gqvkA
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f–rh; vihy@Second Appeal/ No.:- CIC/TRAOI/A/2023/133251

izkFkhZ us fnukad 21-04-2023 ds izLrqr vkosnu ds ek/;e ls vius fnukad 18-03-2023 dh f'kdk;r ij 

dh x;h dkjZokbZ ,oa lacaf/kr lwpuk dh ekax dqy 6 fcanqvksa ds varxZr dh FkhA mYys[kuh; gS fd izi= 

ds lkFk f'kdk;r dh izfr layXu ugha gSA 

lafpdk esa miyC/k rF;ksa ds vuqlkj fu/kkZfjr vof/k esa dksbZ tokc izkIr ugha gksus ij izkFkhZ us izFke 

vihy lafLFkr dhA ysfdu izFke vihyh; vf/kdkjh dh rjQ ls Hkh izkFkhZ dks dksbZ vkns'k izkIr ugha gqvkA

f–rh; vihy@Second Appeal/ No.:- CIC/TRAOI/A/2023/133252

izkFkhZ us fnukad 21-04-2023 ds izLrqr vkosnu ds ek/;e ls vius layfXur f'kdk;r ij dh x;h 

dkjZokbZ ,oa lacaf/kr lwpuk dh ekax dqy 6 fcanqvksa ds varxZr dh FkhA mYys[kuh; gS fd izi= ds lkFk 

f'kdk;r dh izfr layXu ugha gSA 

lafpdk esa miyC/k rF;ksa ds vuqlkj fu/kkZfjr vof/k esa dksbZ tokc izkIr ugha gksus ij izkFkhZ us izFke 

vihy lafLFkr dhA ysfdu izFke vihyh; vf/kdkjh dh rjQ ls Hkh izkFkhZ dks dksbZ vkns'k izkIr ugha gqvkA

f–rh; vihy@Second Appeal/ No.:- CIC/TRAOI/A/2023/134888

izkFkhZ us fnukad 16.05.2023 ds izLrqr vkosnu ds ek/;e ls vius fnukad 06-03-2023 dh f'kdk;r 

ij dh x;h dkjZokbZ ,oa lacaf/kr lwpuk dh ekax dqy 6 fcanqvksa ds varxZr dh FkhA mYys[kuh; gS fd izi= 

ds lkFk f'kdk;r dh izfr layXu ugha gSA 

lafpdk esa miyC/k rF;ksa ds vuqlkj fu/kkZfjr vof/k esa dksbZ tokc izkIr ugha gksus ij izkFkhZ us izFke 

vihy lafLFkr dhA ysfdu izFke vihyh; vf/kdkjh dh rjQ ls Hkh izkFkhZ dks dksbZ vkns'k izkIr ugha gqvkA

f–rh; vihy@Second Appeal/ No.:- CIC/TRAOI/A/2023/137630

izkFkhZ us fnukad 03-06-2023 ds izLrqr vkosnu ds ek/;e ls vius fnukad 16-03-2023 dh f'kdk;r ij 

dh x;h dkjZokbZ ,oa lacaf/kr lwpuk dh ekax dqy 6 fcanqvksa ds varxZr dh FkhA mYys[kuh; gS fd izi= 

ds lkFk f'kdk;r dh izfr layXu ugha gSA 

lafpdk esa miyC/k rF;ksa ds vuqlkj fu/kkZfjr vof/k esa dksbZ tokc izkIr ugha gksus ij izkFkhZ us izFke 

vihy lafLFkr dhA ysfdu izFke vihyh; vf/kdkjh dh rjQ ls Hkh izkFkhZ dks dksbZ vkns'k izkIr ugha gqvkA

f–rh; vihy@Second Appeal/ No.:- CIC/TRAOI/A/2023/141498

izkFkhZ us fnukad 15-07-2023 ds izLrqr vkosnu ds ek/;e ls vius fnukad 11-06-2023 dh f'kdk;r ij 

dh x;h dkjZokbZ ,oa lacaf/kr lwpuk dh ekax dqy 6 fcanqvksa ds varxZr dh FkhA mYys[kuh; gS fd izi= 

ds lkFk f'kdk;r dh izfr layXu ugha gSA 
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lafpdk esa miyC/k rF;ksa ds vuqlkj fu/kkZfjr vof/k esa dksbZ tokc izkIr ugha gksus ij izkFkhZ us izFke 

vihy lafLFkr dhA ysfdu izFke vihyh; vf/kdkjh dh rjQ ls Hkh izkFkhZ dks dksbZ vkns'k izkIr ugha gqvkA

f–rh; vihy@Second Appeal/ No.:- CIC/TRAOI/A/2023/141497

izkFkhZ us fnukad 15-07-2023 ds izLrqr vkosnu ds ek/;e ls vius fnukad 11-06-2023 dh f'kdk;r ij 

dh x;h dkjZokbZ ,oa lacaf/kr lwpuk dh ekax dqy 6 fcanqvksa ds varxZr dh FkhA mYys[kuh; gS fd izi= 

ds lkFk f'kdk;r dh izfr layXu ugha gSA 

lafpdk esa miyC/k rF;ksa ds vuqlkj fu/kkZfjr vof/k esa dksbZ tokc izkIr ugha gksus ij izkFkhZ us izFke 

vihy lafLFkr dhA ysfdu izFke vihyh; vf/kdkjh dh rjQ ls Hkh izkFkhZ dks dksbZ vkns'k izkIr ugha gqvkA

f–rh; vihy@Second Appeal/ No.:- CIC/TRAOI/A/2023/143581

izkFkhZ us fnukad 29-07-2023 ds izLrqr vkosnu ds ek/;e ls vius fnukad 25-06-2023 f'kdk;r ij dh 

x;h dkjZokbZ ,oa lacaf/kr lwpuk dh ekax dqy 6 fcanqvksa ds varxZr dh FkhA mYys[kuh; gS fd izi= ds 

lkFk f'kdk;r dh izfr layXu ugha gSA 

lafpdk esa miyC/k rF;ksa ds vuqlkj fu/kkZfjr vof/k esa dksbZ tokc izkIr ugha gksus ij izkFkhZ us izFke 

vihy lafLFkr dhA ysfdu izFke vihyh; vf/kdkjh dh rjQ ls Hkh izkFkhZ dks dksbZ vkns'k izkIr ugha gqvkA

f–rh; vihy@Second Appeal/ No.:- CIC/TRAOI/A/2023/143578

izkFkhZ us fnukad 29-07-2023 ds izLrqr vkosnu ds ek/;e ls vius fnukad 25-06-2023 dh f'kdk;r ij 

dh x;h dkjZokbZ ,oa lacaf/kr lwpuk dh ekax dqy 6 fcanqvksa ds varxZr dh FkhA mYys[kuh; gS fd izi= 

ds lkFk f'kdk;r dh izfr layXu ugha gSA 

lafpdk esa miyC/k rF;ksa ds vuqlkj fu/kkZfjr vof/k esa dksbZ tokc izkIr ugha gksus ij izkFkhZ us izFke 

vihy lafLFkr dhA ysfdu izFke vihyh; vf/kdkjh dh rjQ ls Hkh izkFkhZ dks dksbZ vkns'k izkIr ugha gqvkA

f–rh; vihy@Second Appeal/ No.:- CIC/TRAOI/A/2024/103185

izkFkhZ us fnukad 24-10-2023 ds izLrqr vkosnu ds ek/;e ls vius layfXur f'kdk;r ij dh x;h 

dkjZokbZ ,oa lacaf/kr lwpuk dh ekax dqy 6 fcanqvksa ds varxZr dh FkhA mYys[kuh; gS fd izi= ds lkFk 

f'kdk;r dh izfr layXu ugha gSA 

lafpdk esa miyC/k rF;ksa ds vuqlkj fu/kkZfjr vof/k esa dksbZ tokc izkIr ugha gksus ij izkFkhZ us izFke 

vihy lafLFkr dhA ysfdu izFke vihyh; vf/kdkjh dh rjQ ls Hkh izkFkhZ dks dksbZ vkns'k izkIr ugha gqvkA
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f–rh; vihy@Second Appeal/ No.:- CIC/TRAOI/A/2024/104138

izkFkhZ us fnukad 24-10-2023 ds izLrqr vkosnu ds ek/;e ls vius layfXur f'kdk;r ij dh x;h 

dkjZokbZ ,oa lacaf/kr lwpuk dh ekax dqy 6 fcanqvksa ds varxZr dh FkhA mYys[kuh; gS fd izi= ds lkFk 

f'kdk;r dh izfr layXu ugha gSA 

lafpdk esa miyC/k rF;ksa ds vuqlkj fu/kkZfjr vof/k esa dksbZ tokc izkIr ugha gksus ij izkFkhZ us izFke 

vihy lafLFkr dhA ysfdu izFke vihyh; vf/kdkjh dh rjQ ls Hkh izkFkhZ dks dksbZ vkns'k izkIr ugha gqvkA

f–rh; vihy@Second Appeal/ No.:- CIC/TRAOI/A/2024/105564

izkFkhZ us fnukad 17-11-2023 ds izLrqr vkosnu ds ek/;e ls vius layfXur f'kdk;r ij dh x;h 

dkjZokbZ ,oa lacaf/kr lwpuk dh ekax dqy 4 fcanqvksa ds varxZr dh FkhA mYys[kuh; gS fd izi= ds lkFk 

f'kdk;r dh izfr layXu ugha gSA 

lafpdk esa miyC/k rF;ksa ds vuqlkj fu/kkZfjr vof/k esa dksbZ tokc izkIr ugha gksus ij izkFkhZ us izFke 

vihy lafLFkr dhA ysfdu izFke vihyh; vf/kdkjh dh rjQ ls Hkh izkFkhZ dks dksbZ vkns'k izkIr ugha gqvkA

f–rh; vihy@Second Appeal/ No.:- CIC/TRAOI/A/2024/105561

izkFkhZ us fnukad 16-11-2023 ds izLrqr vkosnu ds ek/;e ls vius layfXur f'kdk;r ij dh x;h 

dkjZokbZ ,oa lacaf/kr lwpuk dh ekax dqy 4 fcanqvksa ds varxZr dh FkhA mYys[kuh; gS fd izi= ds lkFk 

f'kdk;r dh izfr layXu ugha gSA 

lafpdk esa miyC/k rF;ksa ds vuqlkj fu/kkZfjr vof/k esa dksbZ tokc izkIr ugha gksus ij izkFkhZ us izFke 

vihy lafLFkr dhA ysfdu izFke vihyh; vf/kdkjh dh rjQ ls Hkh izkFkhZ dks dksbZ vkns'k izkIr ugha gqvkA

f–rh; vihy@Second Appeal/ No.:- CIC/TRAOI/A/2024/105559

izkFkhZ us fnukad 16-11-2023 ds izLrqr vkosnu ds ek/;e ls vius layfXur f'kdk;r ij dh x;h 

dkjZokbZ ,oa lacaf/kr lwpuk dh ekax dqy 4 fcanqvksa ds varxZr dh FkhA mYys[kuh; gS fd izi= ds lkFk 

f'kdk;r dh izfr layXu ugha gSA 

lafpdk esa miyC/k rF;ksa ds vuqlkj fu/kkZfjr vof/k esa dksbZ tokc izkIr ugha gksus ij izkFkhZ us izFke 

vihy lafLFkr dhA ysfdu izFke vihyh; vf/kdkjh dh rjQ ls Hkh izkFkhZ dks dksbZ vkns'k izkIr ugha gqvkA

f–rh; vihy@Second Appeal/ No.:- CIC/TRAOI/A/2024/105556

izkFkhZ us fnukad 16-11-2023 ds izLrqr vkosnu ds ek/;e ls vius layfXur f'kdk;r ij dh x;h 

dkjZokbZ ,oa lacaf/kr lwpuk dh ekax dqy 4 fcanqvksa ds varxZr dh FkhA mYys[kuh; gS fd izi= ds lkFk 

f'kdk;r dh izfr layXu ugha gSA 
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lafpdk esa miyC/k rF;ksa ds vuqlkj fu/kkZfjr vof/k esa dksbZ tokc izkIr ugha gksus ij izkFkhZ us izFke 

vihy lafLFkr dhA ysfdu izFke vihyh; vf/kdkjh dh rjQ ls Hkh izkFkhZ dks dksbZ vkns'k izkIr ugha gqvkA

f–rh; vihy@Second Appeal/ No.:- CIC/TRAOI/A/2024/105555

izkFkhZ us fnukad 16-11-2023 ds izLrqr vkosnu ds ek/;e ls vius layfXur f'kdk;r ij dh x;h 

dkjZokbZ ,oa lacaf/kr lwpuk dh ekax dqy 4 fcanqvksa ds varxZr dh FkhA mYys[kuh; gS fd izi= ds lkFk 

f'kdk;r dh izfr layXu ugha gSA 

lafpdk esa miyC/k rF;ksa ds vuqlkj fu/kkZfjr vof/k esa dksbZ tokc izkIr ugha gksus ij izkFkhZ us izFke 

vihy lafLFkr dhA ysfdu izFke vihyh; vf/kdkjh dh rjQ ls Hkh izkFkhZ dks dksbZ vkns'k izkIr ugha gqvkA

f–rh; vihy@Second Appeal/ No.:- CIC/TRAOI/A/2024/105553

izkFkhZ us fnukad 23-11-2023 ds izLrqr vkosnu ds ek/;e ls vius layfXur f'kdk;r ij dh x;h 

dkjZokbZ ,oa lacaf/kr lwpuk dh ekax dqy 4 fcanqvksa ds varxZr dh FkhA mYys[kuh; gS fd izi= ds lkFk 

f'kdk;r dh izfr layXu ugha gSA 

lafpdk esa miyC/k rF;ksa ds vuqlkj fu/kkZfjr vof/k esa dksbZ tokc izkIr ugha gksus ij izkFkhZ us izFke 

vihy lafLFkr dhA ysfdu izFke vihyh; vf/kdkjh dh rjQ ls Hkh izkFkhZ dks dksbZ vkns'k izkIr ugha gqvkA

f–rh; vihy@Second Appeal/ No.:- CIC/TRAOI/A/2024/105548

izkFkhZ us fnukad 20-11-2023 ds izLrqr vkosnu ds ek/;e ls vius layfXur f'kdk;r ij dh x;h 

dkjZokbZ ,oa lacaf/kr lwpuk dh ekax dqy 4 fcanqvksa ds varxZr dh FkhA mYys[kuh; gS fd izi= ds lkFk 

f'kdk;r dh izfr layXu ugha gSA

lafpdk esa miyC/k rF;ksa ds vuqlkj fu/kkZfjr vof/k esa dksbZ tokc izkIr ugha gksus ij izkFkhZ us izFke 

vihy lafLFkr dhA ysfdu izFke vihyh; vf/kdkjh dh rjQ ls Hkh izkFkhZ dks dksbZ vkns'k izkIr ugha gqvkA

f–rh; vihy@Second Appeal/ No.:- CIC/TRAOI/A/2024/105544

izkFkhZ us fnukad 20-11-2023 ds izLrqr vkosnu ds ek/;e ls vius layfXur f'kdk;r ij dh x;h 

dkjZokbZ ,oa lacaf/kr lwpuk dh ekax dqy 4 fcanqvksa ds varxZr dh FkhA mYys[kuh; gS fd izi= ds lkFk 

f'kdk;r dh izfr layXu ugha gSA 

lafpdk esa miyC/k rF;ksa ds vuqlkj fu/kkZfjr vof/k esa dksbZ tokc izkIr ugha gksus ij izkFkhZ us izFke 

vihy lafLFkr dhA ysfdu izFke vihyh; vf/kdkjh dh rjQ ls Hkh izkFkhZ dks dksbZ vkns'k izkIr ugha gqvkA
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f–rh; vihy@Second Appeal/ No.:- CIC/TRAOI/A/2024/105542

izkFkhZ us fnukad 16.11.2023 ds izLrqr vkosnu ds ek/;e ls vius layfXur f'kdk;r ij dh x;h 

dkjZokbZ ,oa lacaf/kr lwpuk dh ekax dqy 4 fcanqvksa ds varxZr dh FkhA mYys[kuh; gS fd izi= ds lkFk 

f'kdk;r dh izfr layXu ugha gSA 

lafpdk esa miyC/k rF;ksa ds vuqlkj fu/kkZfjr vof/k esa dksbZ tokc izkIr ugha gksus ij izkFkhZ us izFke 

vihy lafLFkr dhA ysfdu izFke vihyh; vf/kdkjh dh rjQ ls Hkh izkFkhZ dks dksbZ vkns'k izkIr ugha gqvkA

f–rh; vihy@Second Appeal/ No.:- CIC/TRAOI/A/2024/105540

izkFkhZ us fnukad 17-11-2023 ds izLrqr vkosnu ds ek/;e ls vius layfXur f'kdk;r ij dh x;h 

dkjZokbZ ,oa lacaf/kr lwpuk dh ekax dqy 4 fcanqvksa ds varxZr dh FkhA mYys[kuh; gS fd izi= ds lkFk 

f'kdk;r dh izfr layXu ugha gSA 

lafpdk esa miyC/k rF;ksa ds vuqlkj fu/kkZfjr vof/k esa dksbZ tokc izkIr ugha gksus ij izkFkhZ us izFke 

vihy lafLFkr dhA ysfdu izFke vihyh; vf/kdkjh dh rjQ ls Hkh izkFkhZ dks dksbZ vkns'k izkIr ugha gqvkA

f–rh; vihy@Second Appeal/ No.:- CIC/TRAOI/A/2024/105478

izkFkhZ us fnukad 23-11-2023 ds izLrqr vkosnu ds ek/;e ls vius layfXur f'kdk;r ij dh x;h 

dkjZokbZ ,oa lacaf/kr lwpuk dh ekax dqy 4 fcanqvksa ds varxZr dh FkhA mYys[kuh; gS fd izi= ds lkFk 

f'kdk;r dh izfr layXu ugha gSA 

lafpdk esa miyC/k rF;ksa ds vuqlkj fu/kkZfjr vof/k esa dksbZ tokc izkIr ugha gksus ij izkFkhZ us izFke 

vihy lafLFkr dhA ysfdu izFke vihyh; vf/kdkjh dh rjQ ls Hkh izkFkhZ dks dksbZ vkns'k izkIr ugha gqvkA

f–rh; vihy@ Second Appeal/ No.:- CIC/TRAOI/A/2024/105476

izkFkhZ us fnukad 25-11-2023 ds izLrqr vkosnu ds ek/;e ls vius layfXur f'kdk;r ij dh x;h 

dkjZokbZ ,oa lacaf/kr lwpuk dh ekax dqy 4 fcanqvksa ds varxZr dh FkhA mYys[kuh; gS fd izi= ds lkFk 

f'kdk;r dh izfr layXu ugha gSA 

lafpdk esa miyC/k rF;ksa ds vuqlkj fu/kkZfjr vof/k esa dksbZ tokc izkIr ugha gksus ij izkFkhZ us izFke 

vihy lafLFkr dhA ysfdu izFke vihyh; vf/kdkjh dh rjQ ls Hkh izkFkhZ dks dksbZ vkns'k izkIr ugha gqvkA

f–rh; vihy@Second Appeal/ No.:- CIC/TRAOI/A/2024/105475

izkFkhZ us fnukad 23-11-2023 ds izLrqr vkosnu ds ek/;e ls vius layfXur f'kdk;r ij dh x;h 

dkjZokbZ ,oa lacaf/kr lwpuk dh ekax dqy 4 fcanqvksa ds varxZr dh FkhA mYys[kuh; gS fd izi= ds lkFk 

f'kdk;r dh izfr layXu ugha gSA 
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lafpdk esa miyC/k rF;ksa ds vuqlkj fu/kkZfjr vof/k esa dksbZ tokc izkIr ugha gksus ij izkFkhZ us izFke 

vihy lafLFkr dhA ysfdu izFke vihyh; vf/kdkjh dh rjQ ls Hkh izkFkhZ dks dksbZ vkns'k izkIr ugha gqvkA

f–rh; vihy@Second Appeal/ No.:- CIC/TRAOI/A/2024/105472

izkFkhZ us fnukad 23-11-2023 ds izLrqr vkosnu ds ek/;e ls vius layfXur f'kdk;r ij dh x;h 

dkjZokbZ ,oa lacaf/kr lwpuk dh ekax dqy 4 fcanqvksa ds varxZr dh FkhA mYys[kuh; gS  dizi= ds lkFk 

f'kdk;r dh izfr layXu ugha gSA 

lafpdk esa miyC/k rF;ksa ds vuqlkj fu/kkZfjr vof/k esa dksbZ tokc izkIr ugha gksus ij izkFkhZ us izFke 

vihy lafLFkr dhA ysfdu izFke vihyh; vf/kdkjh dh rjQ ls Hkh izkFkhZ dks dksbZ vkns'k izkIr ugha gqvkA

f–rh; vihy@Second Appeal/ No.:- CIC/TRAOI/A/2024/105471

izkFkhZ us fnukad 23-11-2023 ds izLrqr vkosnu ds ek/;e ls vius layfXur f'kdk;r ij dh x;h 

dkjZokbZ ,oa lacaf/kr lwpuk dh ekax dqy 4 fcanqvksa ds varxZr dh FkhA mYys[kuh; gS fd izi= ds lkFk 

f'kdk;r dh izfr layXu ugha gSA 

lafpdk esa miyC/k rF;ksa ds vuqlkj fu/kkZfjr vof/k esa dksbZ tokc izkIr ugha gksus ij izkFkhZ us izFke 

vihy lafLFkr dhA ysfdu izFke vihyh; vf/kdkjh dh rjQ ls Hkh izkFkhZ dks dksbZ vkns'k izkIr ugha gqvkA

f–rh; vihy@Second Appeal/ No.:- CIC/TRAOI/A/2024/105604

izkFkhZ us fnukad 23-11-2023 ds izLrqr vkosnu ds ek/;e ls vius layfXur f'kdk;r ij dh x;h 

dkjZokbZ ,oa lacaf/kr lwpuk dh ekax dqy 4 fcanqvksa ds varxZr dh FkhA mYys[kuh; gS fd izi= ds lkFk 

f'kdk;r dh izfr layXu ugha gSA 

lafpdk esa miyC/k rF;ksa ds vuqlkj fu/kkZfjr vof/k esa dksbZ tokc izkIr ugha gksus ij izkFkhZ us izFke 

vihy lafLFkr dhA ysfdu izFke vihyh; vf/kdkjh dh rjQ ls Hkh izkFkhZ dks dksbZ vkns'k izkIr ugha gqvkA

f–rh; vihy@Second Appeal/ No.:- CIC/TRAOI/A/2024/105600

izkFkhZ us fnukad 25-11-2023 ds izLrqr vkosnu ds ek/;e ls vius layfXur f'kdk;r ij dh x;h 

dkjZokbZ ,oa lacaf/kr lwpuk dh ekax dqy 4 fcanqvksa ds varxZr dh FkhA mYys[kuh; gS fd izi= ds lkFk 

f'kdk;r dh izfr layXu ugha gSA 

lafpdk esa miyC/k rF;ksa ds vuqlkj fu/kkZfjr vof/k esa dksbZ tokc izkIr ugha gksus ij izkFkhZ us izFke 

vihy lafLFkr dhA ysfdu izFke vihyh; vf/kdkjh dh rjQ ls Hkh izkFkhZ dks dksbZ vkns'k izkIr ugha gqvkA
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f–rh; vihy@Second Appeal/ No.:- CIC/TRAOI/A/2024/105602

izkFkhZ us fnukad 23-11-2023 ds izLrqr vkosnu ds ek/;e ls vius layfXur f'kdk;r ij dh x;h 

dkjZokbZ ,oa lacaf/kr lwpuk dh ekax dqy 4 fcanqvksa ds varxZr dh FkhA mYys[kuh; gS fd izi= ds lkFk 

f'kdk;r dh izfr layXu ugha gSA 

lafpdk esa miyC/k rF;ksa ds vuqlkj fu/kkZfjr vof/k esa dksbZ tokc izkIr ugha gksus ij izkFkhZ us izFke 

vihy lafLFkr dhA ysfdu izFke vihyh; vf/kdkjh dh rjQ ls Hkh izkFkhZ dks dksbZ vkns'k izkIr ugha gqvkA

f–rh; vihy@Second Appeal/ No.:- CIC/TRAOI/A/2024/105599

izkFkhZ us fnukad 16-11-2023 ds izLrqr vkosnu ds ek/;e ls vius layfXur f'kdk;r ij dh x;h 

dkjZokbZ ,oa lacaf/kr lwpuk dh ekax dqy 4 fcanqvksa ds varxZr dh FkhA mYys[kuh; gS fd izi= ds lkFk 

f'kdk;r dh izfr layXu ugha gSA 

lafpdk esa miyC/k rF;ksa ds vuqlkj fu/kkZfjr vof/k esa dksbZ tokc izkIr ugha gksus ij izkFkhZ us izFke 

vihy lafLFkr dhA ysfdu izFke vihyh; vf/kdkjh dh rjQ ls Hkh izkFkhZ dks dksbZ vkns'k izkIr ugha gqvkA

f–rh; vihy@Second Appeal/ No.:- CIC/TRAOI/A/2024/105566

izkFkhZ us fnukad 16-11-2023 ds izLrqr vkosnu ds ek/;e ls vius layfXur f'kdk;r ij dh x;h 

dkjZokbZ ,oa lacaf/kr lwpuk dh ekax dqy 4 fcanqvksa ds varxZr dh FkhA mYys[kuh; gS fd izi= ds lkFk 

f'kdk;r dh izfr layXu ugha gSA 

lafpdk esa miyC/k rF;ksa ds vuqlkj fu/kkZfjr vof/k esa dksbZ tokc izkIr ugha gksus ij izkFkhZ us izFke 

vihy lafLFkr dhA ysfdu izFke vihyh; vf/kdkjh dh rjQ ls Hkh izkFkhZ dks dksbZ vkns'k izkIr ugha gqvkA

f–rh; vihy@Second Appeal/ No.:- CIC/TRAOI/A/2024/108037

izkFkhZ us fnukad 01-12-2023 ds izLrqr vkosnu ds ek/;e ls vius layfXur f'kdk;r ij dh x;h 

dkjZokbZ ,oa lacaf/kr lwpuk dh ekax dqy 4 fcanqvksa ds varxZr dh FkhA mYys[kuh; gS fd izi= ds lkFk 

f'kdk;r dh izfr layXu ugha gSA 

lafpdk esa miyC/k rF;ksa ds vuqlkj fu/kkZfjr vof/k esa dksbZ tokc izkIr ugha gksus ij izkFkhZ us izFke 

vihy lafLFkr dhA ysfdu izFke vihyh; vf/kdkjh dh rjQ ls Hkh izkFkhZ dks dksbZ vkns'k izkIr ugha gqvkA

f–rh; vihy@Second Appeal/ No.:- CIC/TRAOI/A/2024/108028

izkFkhZ us fnukad 02-12-2023 ds izLrqr vkosnu ds ek/;e ls vius layfXur f'kdk;r ij dh x;h 

dkjZokbZ ,oa lacaf/kr lwpuk dh ekax dqy 4 fcanqvksa ds varxZr dh FkhA mYys[kuh; gS fd izi= ds lkFk 

f'kdk;r dh izfr layXu ugha gSA 
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lafpdk esa miyC/k rF;ksa ds vuqlkj fu/kkZfjr vof/k esa dksbZ tokc izkIr ugha gksus ij izkFkhZ us izFke 

vihy lafLFkr dhA ysfdu izFke vihyh; vf/kdkjh dh rjQ ls Hkh izkFkhZ dks dksbZ vkns'k izkIr ugha gqvkA

f–rh; vihy@Second Appeal/ No.:- CIC/TRAOI/A/2024/108026

izkFkhZ us fnukad 05-12-2023 ds izLrqr vkosnu ds ek/;e ls vius layfXur f'kdk;r ij dh x;h 

dkjZokbZ ,oa lacaf/kr lwpuk dh ekax dqy 4 fcanqvksa ds varxZr dh FkhA mYys[kuh; gS fd izi= ds lkFk 

f'kdk;r dh izfr layXu ugha gSA 

lafpdk esa miyC/k rF;ksa ds vuqlkj fu/kkZfjr vof/k esa dksbZ tokc izkIr ugha gksus ij izkFkhZ us izFke 

vihy lafLFkr dhA ysfdu izFke vihyh; vf/kdkjh dh rjQ ls Hkh izkFkhZ dks dksbZ vkns'k izkIr ugha gqvkA

f–rh; vihy@Second Appeal/ No.:- CIC/TRAOI/A/2024/108021

izkFkhZ us fnukad 07-12-2023 ds izLrqr vkosnu ds ek/;e ls vius layfXur f'kdk;r ij dh x;h 

dkjZokbZ ,oa lacaf/kr lwpuk dh ekax dqy 4 fcanqvksa ds varxZr dh FkhA mYys[kuh; gS fd izi= ds lkFk 

f'kdk;r dh izfr layXu ugha gSA 

lafpdk esa miyC/k rF;ksa ds vuqlkj fu/kkZfjr vof/k esa dksbZ tokc izkIr ugha gksus ij izkFkhZ us izFke 

vihy lafLFkr dhA ysfdu izFke vihyh; vf/kdkjh dh rjQ ls Hkh izkFkhZ dks dksbZ vkns'k izkIr ugha gqvkA

f–rh; vihy@Second Appeal/ No.:- CIC/TRAOI/A/2024/108016

izkFkhZ us fnukad 07-12-2023 ds izLrqr vkosnu ds ek/;e ls vius layfXur f'kdk;r ij dh x;h 

dkjZokbZ ,oa lacaf/kr lwpuk dh ekax dqy 4 fcanqvksa ds varxZr dh FkhA mYys[kuh; gS fd izi= ds lkFk 

f'kdk;r dh izfr layXu ugha gSA 

lafpdk esa miyC/k rF;ksa ds vuqlkj fu/kkZfjr vof/k esa dksbZ tokc izkIr ugha gksus ij izkFkhZ us izFke 

vihy lafLFkr dhA ysfdu izFke vihyh; vf/kdkjh dh rjQ ls Hkh izkFkhZ dks dksbZ vkns'k izkIr ugha gqvkA

f–rh; vihy@Second Appeal/ No.:- CIC/TRAOI/A/2024/108017

izkFkhZ us fnukad 07-12-2023 ds izLrqr vkosnu ds ek/;e ls vius layfXur f'kdk;r ij dh x;h 

dkjZokbZ ,oa lacaf/kr lwpuk dh ekax dqy 4 fcanqvksa ds varxZr dh FkhA mYys[kuh; gS fd izi= ds lkFk 

f'kdk;r dh izfr layXu ugha gSA 

lafpdk esa miyC/k rF;ksa ds vuqlkj fu/kkZfjr vof/k esa dksbZ tokc izkIr ugha gksus ij izkFkhZ us izFke 

vihy lafLFkr dhA ysfdu izFke vihyh; vf/kdkjh dh rjQ ls Hkh izkFkhZ dks dksbZ vkns'k izkIr ugha gqvkA
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f–rh; vihy@Second Appeal/ No.:- CIC/TRAOI/A/2024/108042

izkFkhZ us fnukad 07-12-2023 ds izLrqr vkosnu ds ek/;e ls vius layfXur f'kdk;r ij dh x;h 

dkjZokbZ ,oa lacaf/kr lwpuk dh ekax dqy 4 fcanqvksa ds varxZr dh FkhA mYys[kuh; gS fd izi= ds lkFk 

f'kdk;r dh izfr layXu ugha gSA 

lafpdk esa miyC/k rF;ksa ds vuqlkj fu/kkZfjr vof/k esa dksbZ tokc izkIr ugha gksus ij izkFkhZ us izFke 

vihy lafLFkr dhA ysfdu izFke vihyh; vf/kdkjh dh rjQ ls Hkh izkFkhZ dks dksbZ vkns'k izkIr ugha gqvkA

f–rh; vihy@Second Appeal/ No.:- CIC/TRAOI/A/2024/108040

izkFkhZ us fnukad 30-11-2023 ds izLrqr vkosnu ds ek/;e ls vius layfXur f'kdk;r ij dh x;h 

dkjZokbZ ,oa lacaf/kr lwpuk dh ekax dqy 4 fcanqvksa ds varxZr dh FkhA mYys[kuh; gS fd izi= ds lkFk 

f'kdk;r dh izfr layXu ugha gSA 

lafpdk esa miyC/k rF;ksa ds vuqlkj fu/kkZfjr vof/k esa dksbZ tokc izkIr ugha gksus ij izkFkhZ us izFke 

vihy lafLFkr dhA ysfdu izFke vihyh; vf/kdkjh dh rjQ ls Hkh izkFkhZ dks dksbZ vkns'k izkIr ugha gqvkA

mYys[kuh; gS fd izkFkhZ us vius mijksDr izR;sd vkosnu ds ek/;e ls fofHkUu frfFk;ksa dks izsf’kr viuh 

f'kdk;rksa ij dh x;h dkjZokbZ dh lwpuk dh gh ekax dh gS vkSj bl izdkj] izR;sd ek/;e ls okafNr 

lwpuk dh izd`fr leku gSA vr% izLrqr lHkh 104 f}rh; vihyksa dks la;qDr dj izLrqr vkns'k ds ek/;e 

ls budk fuLrkj.k fd;k tk jgk gSA 

lquokbZ ds nkSjku izkdV~; lqlaxr rF;:
izLrqr okn dh lquokbZ fofM;ks dkWUQzasflax ds ek/;e ls dh x;hA vk;ksx }kjk uksfVl tkjh fd, tkus 

ds okotwn izkFkhZ lquokbZ ds nkSjku ,uvkbZlh ds ljk;dsyk&[kjlkoka LVwfM;ks esa mifLFkr ugha FksA izi= 

esa miyC/k muds eksckbZy uacj ij laidZ fd, tkus ij izkFkhZ us vk;ksx ls vkxzg fd;k fd muds }kjk 

nkf[ky f}rh; vihyksa ds lanHkZ esa izfroknh i{k] Hkkjrh; nwjlapkj fofu;ked izkf/kdj.k ds nyhy ds vk/

kkj Ikj izLrqr oknksa dk fuLrkj.k dj fn;k tk, vkSj izfroknh i{k ls ,d “kiFk i= izkFkhZ dks iznku djok 

fn;k tk,A gkykafd] izkFkhZ us ;g Li’V ugha fd;k fd mUgsa fdl izdkj ds “kiFk&i= dh vko”;drk 

gSA izfroknh i{k ls Jh ,l0 ds0 nRr] lhihvkbZvks&lg&la;qDr lykgdkj vkSj lqJh fd”kksjh dqekjh] 

la;qDr lykgdkj vk;ksx esa mifLFkr gqbZaA 

izfroknh i{k dh nyhy Fkh fd izkFkhZ }kjk izkf/kdj.k dks izsf’kr fdlh Hkh f'kdk;r ij dkjZokbZ Hkkjrh; 

nwjlapkj fofu;ked izkf/kdj.k ds dk;Z{ks= esa ugha vkrh gSA rnuqlkj izkFkhZ ds izR;sd vkosnu ds lanHkZ esa 

izkFkhZ dks bl rF; ls voxr djk fn;k x;k FkkA blh izdkj] izkFkhZ ds izR;sd vkosnu ds lanHkZ esa izkFkhZ 

}kjk nkf[ky izFke vihy dk fuLrkj.k Hkh izFke vihyh; vf/kdkjh }kjk fd;k x;k gS] ftuesa lhihvkbZvks 
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}kjk izsf’kr tokc dks lgh Bgjk;k x;k gSA izfroknh i{k us lquokbZ ds nkSjku izkFkhZ ds izR;sd vkosnu ds 

lanHkZ esa izsf’kr tokc vkSj ikfjr izFke vihyh; vkns'k dh izfr;ka vk;ksx ds voyksdukFkZ izLrqr fd;kA  

fu.kZ;

izkFkhZ }kjk okafNr lwpuk dk ijh{k.k djus ls ;g Li’V gS fd izkFkhZ us vius izR;sd vkosnu ds ek/;e 

ls fofHkUu frfFk;ksa dks izsf’kr vius f'kdk;rksa ds lanHkZ esa Hkkjrh; nwjlapkj fofu;ked izkf/kdj.k }kjk dh 

x;h dkjZokbZ ,oa lacaf/kr lwpuk dh ekax dh gSA lquokbZ ds nkSjku izfroknh i{k }kjk izLrqr dh x;h nyhy 

vkSj izLrqr fd, x, lk{; ds vkyksd esa ;g Li’V gS fd izkFkhZ ds izR;sd vkosnu dk tokc lhihvkbZvks 

}kjk fofHkUu frfFk;ksa dks izsf’kr i=ksa ds ek/;e ls fn;k x;k gS] ftuesa izkFkhZ ;g voxr djk;k x;k gS 

fd f'kdk;r dh fo’k;&oLrq Hkknqfoizk ls lacaf/kr ugha gS blfy, izkFkhZ }kjk okafNr tkudkjh Hkknqfoizk esa 

miyC/k ugha gSA    

lquokbZ ds nkSjku izfroknh i{k dh nyhy gS fd izkFkhZ }kjk izkf/kdj.k dks izsf’kr fdlh Hkh f'kdk;r 

ij dkjZokbZ Hkkjrh; nwjlapkj fofu;ked izkf/kdj.k ds dk;Z{ks= esa ugha vkrh gSA rnuqlkj izkFkhZ ds izR;sd 

vkosnu ds lanHkZ esa izkFkhZ dks bl rF; ls voxr djk fn;k x;k Fkk vkSj izLrqr lanHkZ esa izkFkhZ }kjk 

nkf[ky izR;sd izFke vihy dk fuLrkj.k Hkh izFke vihyh; vf/kdkjh }kjk fd;k x;k] ftuesa lhihvkbZvks 

}kjk izsf’kr tokc dks lgh Bgjk;k x;k gSA

izLrqr lanHkZ esa ;g mYys[k izklafxd gksxk fd lwpuk dk vf/kdkj vf/kfu;e dh /kkjk 2¼p½ ds izko/

kkuksa ds varxZr dsoy og lwpuk] tks yksd izkf/kdkjh ds ikl miyC/k vkSj mlds }kjk /kkfjr vFkok mlds 

fu;a=.kk/khu gS] iznku dh tk ldrh gSA ,d tu lwpuk vf/kdkjh ls ;g vis{kk ugha dh tk ldrh gS 

fd og ml lwpuk dk fuekZ.k djs] tks fjdkMZ dk fgLlk ugha gSA mlls ;g Hkh visf{kr ugha gS fd og 

ifjdfYir iz”uksa dk tokc ns vFkok lwpuk dh O;k[;k djsA bl izdkj] izkFkhZ ds izR;sd vkjVhvkbZ 

vkosnu ds ek/;e ls okafNr lwpuk ds lanHkZ esa izkFkhZ dks lhihvkbZvks] Hkkjrh; nwjlapkj fofu;ked izkf/

kdj.k us fjdkMZ ds vk/kkj ij izkFkhZ dks mudh f'kdk;r ds lanHkZ esa rF;kRed oLrqfLFkfr ls voxr djk 

fn;k gSA bl izdkj] vk;ksx dh jk; esa lhihvkbZvks }kjk izkFkhZ ds izR;sd vkosnu dk vf/kfu;e ds izko/

kkuksa ds varxZr ;Fkksfpr jhfr ls fuLrkj.k fd;k gS vkSj izLrqr ekeyksa esa izfroknh i{k dks dksbZ Hkh funsZ”k 

fn, tkus dh vko”;drk ugha gSA 

rnuUrj] izLrqr lanHkZ esa ;g mYys[k Hkh izklafxd gksxk fd izkFkhZ us ,d gh frfFk esa yxHkx 15 ls 20 

vkjVhvkbZ vkosnu nkf[ky fd;k gS] tks muds 15 ls 20 nkf[ky dh x;h f'kdk;rksa ls lacaf/kr gSA vkSj 

fnypLi rF; ;g gS fd lhihvkbZvks] Hkkjrh; nwjlapkj fofu;ked izkf/kdj.k }kjk bl rF; dh lwpuk 

iznku fd, tkus ds okotwn fd izkFkhZ dh f'kdk;rksa ij dkjZokbZ izkf/kdj.k ds dk;Z{ks= esa ugha vkrh gS] 

izkFkhZ us vuojr leku izd`fr dh f'kdk;rsa izkf/kdj.k dks izsf’kr fd;k gS vkSj viuh f'kdk;rksa ij dh 
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x;h dkjZokbZ dh lwpuk vkjVhvkbZ vkosnuksa ds ek/;e ls pkgh gSA 

vk;ksx dh jk; esa izkFkhZ ds lwpuk izkIr djus dh ;g “kSyh oLrqr% lwpuk dk vf/kdkj dk nq:Ik;ksx 

gS] D;ksafd blls izkf/kdj.k ds vf/kdkfj;ksa@deZpkfj;ksa ds Je ,oa lalk/kuksa dk foiFku gksrk gS vkSj blls 

izkf/kdj.k ds vU; vko”;d dk;Z izfrdwyrk ls izHkkfor gksrs gSaA mPpre U;k;ky; us vius ,d vkns'k] 

lhch,lbZ cuke vkfnR; ca/kksik/;k; ,oa vU; [MANU/SC/0932/2011] esa ;g vf/kdfFkr fd;k gS fd 

jk’Vª ,slk ifjn`’; ugha pkgrk] ftlesa yksd izkf/kdkjh ds 75 izfr’kr vf/kdkjh@deZpkjh viuk 75 izfr’kr 

le; vkjVhvkbZ vkosnuksa ds fuLrkj.k esa u”V djsaA

izkFkhZ }kjk vusdksa f'kdk;r vkSj izfrosnu nkf[ky djus vkSj rnksijkar lwpuk vkosnu nkf[ky dj 

mudk vuqlj.k djus dh ;g “kSyh enzkl mPp U;k;ky; }kjk ,d fjV ;kfpdk la[;k 26781@2013 

fnukad 17-09-2014 ¼tu lwpuk vf/kdkjh] jftLVªkj&Ikz’kklu] enzkl mPp U;k;ky; cuke ch0 Hkkjrh½ esa 

fn;s x, fu.kZ; dks Hkh vkd”V djrk gS] ftlesa U;k;ky; us ;g vf/kdfFkr fd;k gS fd dbZ f'kdk;rsa 

vkSj vH;kosnu Hkstus vkSj fQj vkjVhvkbZ vkosnuksa ds ek/;e ls muij dh x;h dkjZokbZ dh lwpuk izkIr 

djus dk ;g rjhdk f'kdk;r fuokj.k dk rjhdk ugha gks ldrk gSA ;g lkoZtfud fgr ds fo:) gS fd 

,d vkosnd lwpuk ekaxrs le; fdlh yksd izkf/kdkjh ij vR;f/kd vuko”;d ncko Mkys vFkok mls 

izkf/kdj.k ds lalk/kuksa dk vlaxr mi;ksx djus gsrq ck/; djsA

lwpuk dk vf/kdkj vf/kfu;e dh izLrkouk O;ogkfjd “kklu i)fr dh LFkkiuk dh ckr djrk gS] 

ftldk mn~ns”; ukxfjd ,oa yksd izkf/kdkjh ds chp fe=or laaca/k fodflr djrs gq, ,d ikjn”khZ 

“kklu iz.kkyh dh LFkkiuk djuk gSA ysfdu vk;ksx dh jk; esa izkFkhZ dk ;g dk;Z oLrqr% vf/kdkfj;ksa dks 

ijs”kku djuk gh vf/kd vkSj lwpuk izkIr djuk de ;k ux.; gSA   

mijksDr rF;ksa ds vkyksd esa vk;ksx lhihvkbZvks] Hkkjrh; nwjlapkj fofu;ked izkf/kdj.k }kjk izkFkhZ 

ds lwpuk vkosnuksa ds lanHkZ esa dh x;h dkjZokbZ dks Ik;kZIr ekurk gS rFkk izkFkhZ dh mijksDr lHkh f}rh; 

vihyksa dks fujLr djrk gSA 

mijksDrkuqlkj izLrqr vihysa fuLrkfjr dh tkrh gSA     

Heeralal Samariya ¼ghjkyky lkefj;k½
Chief Information Commissioner ¼eq[; lwpuk vk;qDr½
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dsUæh; lwpuk vk;ksx

f}rh; vihy la[;k ----------------------------------------

Jh egknso nkl
cuke

dsUnzh; tu lwpuk vf/kdkjh] voj lfpo] x`g ea=ky;] ukFkZ CykWd] ubZ fnYyhA
dsUnzh; tu lwpuk vf/kdkjh

la;qDr lfpo] lhvkbZ,l&3 dk dk;kZy;] x`g ea=ky;] ukFkZ CykWd] ubZ fnYyhA
dsUnzh; tu lwpuk vf/kdkjh

la;qDr lfpo] lhvkbZ,l&3 dk dk;kZy;] x`g ea=ky;] ukFkZ CykWd] ubZ fnYyhA
dsUnzh; tu lwpuk vf/kdkjh

la;qDr lfpo] lhvkbZ,l dk dk;kZy;] x`g ea=ky;] ukFkZ CykWd] ubZ fnYyhA

fu.kZ; fnukad % 14-07-2025

fu.k;Z fy;k x;k % &&&&&&&&&

bl ekeys esa 'kkfey çko/kku %

lwpuk dk vf/kdkj vf/kfu;e dh /kkjk 2¼p½

f}rh; vihy vkjVhvkbZ 
vkosnu dh 

frfFk

lhihvkbZvks ds 
tokc dh frfFk

IkzFke vihy 
dh frfFk

izFke vihyh; 
vkns'k dh frfFk

CIC/MHOME/A/2023/108306 18.11.2022 dksbZ tokc ugha 26.12.2022 dksbZ vkns'k ugha

CIC/MHOME/A/2023/108298 21.12.2022 dksbZ tokc ugha 26.12.2022 dksbZ vkns'k ugha

CIC/MHOME/A/2023/108307 21.12.2022 dksbZ tokc ugha 26.12.2022 dksbZ vkns'k ugha

CIC/MHOME/A/2024/105545 20.11.2023 dksbZ tokc ugha 24.12.2023 dksbZ vkns'k ugha

CIC/MHOME/A/2024/105543 16.11.2023 dksbZ tokc ugha 23.12.2023 dksbZ vkns'k ugha

CIC/MHOME/A/2024/105546 20.11.2023 dksbZ tokc ugha 24.12.2023 dksbZ vkns'k ugha

CIC/MHOME/A/2023/108296 21.11.2022 dksbZ tokc ugha 26.12.2022 dksbZ vkns'k ugha

CIC/MHOME/A/2024/105554 16.11.2023 dksbZ tokc ugha 23.12.2023 dksbZ vkns'k ugha

CIC/MHOME/A/2024/105558 16.11.2023 dksbZ tokc ugha 23.12.2023 dksbZ vkns'k ugha



54

CIC/MHOME/A/2024/105557 16.11.2023 dksbZ tokc ugha 23.12.2023 dksbZ vkns'k ugha

CIC/MHOME/A/2024/105552 23.11.2023 dksbZ tokc ugha 29.12.2023 dksbZ vkns'k ugha

CIC/MHOME/A/2023/108295 18.11.2022 dksbZ tokc ugha 26.12.2022 dksbZ vkns'k ugha

CIC/MHOME/A/2024/105560 16.11.2023 dksbZ tokc ugha 23.12.2023 dksbZ vkns'k ugha

CIC/MHOME/A/2024/105565 17.11.2023 dksbZ tokc ugha 23.12.2023 dksbZ vkns'k ugha

CIC/MHOME/A/2024/105567 16.11.2023 dksbZ tokc ugha 23.12.2023 dksbZ vkns'k ugha

CIC/MHOME/A/2023/108293 18.11.2022 dksbZ tokc ugha 26.12.2022 dksbZ vkns'k ugha

CIC/MHOME/A/2024/105603 23.11.2023 dksbZ tokc ugha 29.12.2023 dksbZ vkns'k ugha

CIC/MHOME/A/2024/105568 16.11.2023 dksbZ tokc ugha 23.12.2023 dksbZ vkns'k ugha

CIC/MHOME/A/2024/105605 23.11.2023 dksbZ tokc ugha 29.12.2023 dksbZ vkns'k ugha

CIC/MHOME/A/2023/110972 06.12.2022 dksbZ tokc ugha 10.01.2023 dksbZ vkns'k ugha

CIC/MHOME/A/2023/145980 24.08.2023 dksbZ tokc ugha 01.10.2023 dksbZ vkns'k ugha

CIC/MHOME/A/2023/145981 24.08.2023 dksbZ tokc ugha 01.10.2023 dksbZ vkns'k ugha

CIC/MHOME/A/2023/141644 04.07.2023 dksbZ tokc ugha 08.08.2023 dksbZ vkns'k ugha

CIC/MHOME/A/2023/136026 24.12.2022 dksbZ tokc ugha 11.02.2023 dksbZ vkns'k ugha

CIC/MHOME/A/2023/110970 06.12.2022 dksbZ tokc ugha 10.01.2023 dksbZ vkns'k ugha

CIC/MHOME/A/2023/126127 13.03.2023 dksbZ tokc ugha 17.04.2023 dksbZ vkns'k ugha

CIC/MHOME/A/2023/126916 13.03.2023 dksbZ tokc ugha 17.04.2023 dksbZ vkns'k ugha

CIC/MHOME/A/2023/117413 26.12.2022 dksbZ tokc ugha 14.02.2023 dksbZ vkns'k ugha

CIC/MHOME/A/2023/111518 22.11.2022 dksbZ tokc ugha 26.12.2022 dksbZ vkns'k ugha

CIC/MHOME/A/2023/129805 14.04.2023 dksbZ tokc ugha 17.05.2023 dksbZ vkns'k ugha

CIC/MHOME/A/2023/111563 06.12.2022 dksbZ tokc ugha 10.01.2023 dksbZ vkns'k ugha

CIC/MHOME/A/2023/111562 06.12.2022 dksbZ tokc ugha 10.01.2023 dksbZ vkns'k ugha

CIC/MHOME/A/2023/143584 29.07.2023 dksbZ tokc ugha 02.09.2023 dksbZ vkns'k ugha

CIC/MHOME/A/2023/136460 20.04.2023 dksbZ tokc ugha 25.05.2023 dksbZ vkns'k ugha

CIC/MHOME/A/2023/129380 04.04.2023 dksbZ tokc ugha 10.05.2023 dksbZ vkns'k ugha

CIC/MHOME/A/2023/136220 17.04.2023 dksbZ tokc ugha 17.05.2023 dksbZ vkns'k ugha

CIC/MHOME/A/2023/130684 20.04.2023 dksbZ tokc ugha 25.05.2023 dksbZ vkns'k ugha

CIC/MHOME/A/2023/130968 10.04.2023 dksbZ tokc ugha 16.05.2023 dksbZ vkns'k ugha

CIC/MHOME/A/2023/113970 24.12.2022 dksbZ tokc ugha 28.01.2023 dksbZ vkns'k ugha

CIC/MHOME/A/2023/145983 24.08.2023 dksbZ tokc ugha 01.10.2023 dksbZ vkns'k ugha

CIC/MHOME/A/2023/143583 24.07.2023 dksbZ tokc ugha 02.09.2023 dksbZ vkns'k ugha
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CIC/MHOME/A/2023/113968 24.12.2022 dksbZ tokc ugha 28.01.2023 dksbZ vkns'k ugha

CIC/MHOME/A/2023/143068 22.07.2023 dksbZ tokc ugha 25.08.2023 dksbZ vkns'k ugha

CIC/MHOME/A/2023/113967 24.12.2022 dksbZ tokc ugha 28.01.2023 dksbZ vkns'k ugha

CIC/MHOME/A/2023/143585 28.07.2023 dksbZ tokc ugha 02.09.2023 dksbZ vkns'k ugha

CIC/MHOME/A/2023/143586 27.07.2023 dksbZ tokc ugha 02.09.2023 dksbZ vkns'k ugha

CIC/MHOME/A/2023/113962 24.12.2022 dksbZ tokc ugha 28.01.2023 dksbZ vkns'k ugha

CIC/MHOME/A/2023/111908 07.12.2022 dksbZ tokc ugha 13.01.2023 dksbZ vkns'k ugha

CIC/MHOME/A/2024/105601 25.11.2023 dksbZ tokc ugha 29.12.2023 dksbZ vkns'k ugha

CIC/MHOME/A/2024/105606 23.11.2023 dksbZ tokc ugha 29.12.2023 dksbZ vkns'k ugha

CIC/MHOME/A/2024/103189 04.11.2023 dksbZ tokc ugha 10.12.2023 dksbZ vkns'k ugha

CIC/MHOME/A/2024/105468 23.11.2023 dksbZ tokc ugha 29.12.2023 dksbZ vkns'k ugha

CIC/MHOME/A/2024/105473 23.11.2023 dksbZ tokc ugha 29.12.2023 dksbZ vkns'k ugha

CIC/MHOME/A/2023/149193 25.09.2023 dksbZ tokc ugha 30.10.2023 dksbZ vkns'k ugha

CIC/MHOME/A/2023/149191 25.09.2023 dksbZ tokc ugha 30.10.2023 dksbZ vkns'k ugha

CIC/MHOME/A/2023/149192 25.09.2023 dksbZ tokc ugha 30.10.2023 dksbZ vkns'k ugha

CIC/MHOME/A/2023/149194 25.09.2023 dksbZ tokc ugha 30.10.2023 dksbZ vkns'k ugha

CIC/MHOME/A/2024/105474 23.11.2023 dksbZ tokc ugha 29.12.2023 dksbZ vkns'k ugha

CIC/MHOME/A/2023/149211 25.09.2023 dksbZ tokc ugha 30.10.2023 dksbZ vkns'k ugha

CIC/MHOME/A/2023/149210 25.09.2023 dksbZ tokc ugha 30.10.2023 dksbZ vkns'k ugha

CIC/MHOME/A/2024/105477 25.11.2023 dksbZ tokc ugha 29.12.2023 dksbZ vkns'k ugha

CIC/MHOME/A/2024/104106 24.10.2023 dksbZ tokc ugha 28.11.2023 dksbZ vkns'k ugha

CIC/MHOME/A/2024/104107 24.10.2023 dksbZ tokc ugha 28.11.2023 dksbZ vkns'k ugha

CIC/MHOME/A/2024/104105 24.10.2023 dksbZ tokc ugha 28.11.2023 dksbZ vkns'k ugha

CIC/MHOME/A/2024/104104 24.10.2023 dksbZ tokc ugha 28.11.2023 dksbZ vkns'k ugha

CIC/MHOME/A/2024/105479 23.11.2023 dksbZ tokc ugha 29.12.2023 dksbZ vkns'k ugha

CIC/MHOME/A/2023/149196 25.09.2023 dksbZ tokc ugha 30.10.2023 dksbZ vkns'k ugha

CIC/MHOME/A/2023/149209 25.09.2023 dksbZ tokc ugha 30.10.2023 dksbZ vkns'k ugha

CIC/MHOME/A/2023/149207 25.09.2023 dksbZ tokc ugha 30.10.2023 dksbZ vkns'k ugha

CIC/MHOME/A/2023/149195 25.09.2023 dksbZ tokc ugha 30.10.2023 dksbZ vkns'k ugha

CIC/MHOME/A/2024/105541 17.11.2023 dksbZ tokc ugha 23.12.2023 dksbZ vkns'k ugha

CIC/MHOME/A/2024/104108 24.10.2023 dksbZ tokc ugha 28.11.2023 dksbZ vkns'k ugha

CIC/MHOME/A/2024/104110 24.10.2023 dksbZ tokc ugha 28.11.2023 dksbZ vkns'k ugha
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CIC/MHOME/A/2024/104116 24.10.2023 dksbZ tokc ugha 28.11.2023 dksbZ vkns'k ugha

CIC/MHOME/A/2024/104109 24.10.2023 dksbZ tokc ugha 28.11.2023 dksbZ vkns'k ugha

CIC/MHOME/A/2024/104265 24.10.2023 dksbZ tokc ugha 28.11.2023 dksbZ vkns'k ugha

CIC/MHOME/A/2024/104102 24.10.2023 dksbZ tokc ugha 28.11.2023 dksbZ vkns'k ugha

CIC/MHOME/A/2024/104101 24.10.2023 dksbZ tokc ugha 28.11.2023 dksbZ vkns'k ugha

CIC/MHOME/A/2024/104103 24.10.2023 dksbZ tokc ugha 28.11.2023 dksbZ vkns'k ugha

CIC/MHOME/A/2024/103187 04.11.2023 dksbZ tokc ugha 10.12.2023 dksbZ vkns'k ugha

CIC/MHOME/A/2024/105470 23.11.2023 dksbZ tokc ugha 29.12.2023 dksbZ vkns'k ugha

CIC/MHOME/A/2024/104113 24.10.2023 dksbZ tokc ugha 28.11.2023 dksbZ vkns'k ugha

CIC/MHOME/A/2024/104112 24.10.2023 dksbZ tokc ugha 28.11.2023 dksbZ vkns'k ugha

CIC/MHOME/A/2024/108019 05.12.2023 dksbZ tokc ugha 08.01.2024 dksbZ vkns'k ugha

CIC/MHOME/A/2024/108041 05.12.2023 dksbZ tokc ugha 08.01.2024 dksbZ vkns'k ugha

CIC/MHOME/A/2024/105481 23.11.2023 dksbZ tokc ugha 29.12.2023 dksbZ vkns'k ugha

CIC/MHOME/A/2024/108030 05.12.2023 dksbZ tokc ugha 08.01.2024 dksbZ vkns'k ugha

CIC/MHOME/A/2024/108039 28.11.2023 dksbZ tokc ugha 05.01.2024 dksbZ vkns'k ugha

CIC/MHOME/A/2024/108015 05.12.2023 dksbZ tokc ugha 08.01.2024 dksbZ vkns'k ugha

CIC/MHOME/A/2024/109240 10.12.2023 dksbZ tokc ugha 27.01.2024 dksbZ vkns'k ugha

CIC/MHOME/A/2024/108023 05.12.2023 dksbZ tokc ugha 08.01.2024 dksbZ vkns'k ugha

CIC/MHOME/A/2024/108027 05.12.2023 dksbZ tokc ugha 08.01.2024 dksbZ vkns'k ugha

CIC/MHOME/A/2024/109245 25.12.2023 dksbZ tokc ugha 28.01.2024 dksbZ vkns'k ugha

CIC/MHOME/A/2024/108018 05.12.2023 dksbZ tokc ugha 08.01.2024 dksbZ vkns'k ugha

CIC/MHOME/A/2024/108014 05.12.2023 dksbZ tokc ugha 08.01.2024 dksbZ vkns'k ugha

CIC/MHOME/A/2024/108034 05.12.2023 dksbZ tokc ugha 08.01.2024 dksbZ vkns'k ugha

CIC/MHOME/A/2024/108035 04.12.2023 dksbZ tokc ugha 08.01.2024 dksbZ vkns'k ugha

CIC/MHOME/A/2024/108036 01.12.2023 dksbZ tokc ugha 05.01.2024 dksbZ vkns'k ugha

lquokbZ dh frfFk 	 %		  10-05-2024

fu.kZ; dh frfFk	 %		  13-05-2024

vkns’k

rF; % 
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f–rh; vihy@ Second Appeal/ No.:- CIC/MHOME/A/2023/108306

izkFkhZ us fnukad 18-11-2022 ds izLrqr vkosnu ds ek/;e ls vius fnukad 20-10-2022 ds vius f'kdk;r 

ij dh x;h dkjZokbZ ,oa lacaf/kr lwpuk dh ekax dqy 6 fcanqvksa ds varxZr dh FkhA 

lafpdk esa miyC/k rF;ksa ds vuqlkj fu/kkZfjr vof/k esa dksbZ tokc izkIr ugha gksus ij izkFkhZ us izFke 

vihy lafLFkr dhA ysfdu izFke vihyh; vf/kdkjh dh rjQ ls Hkh izkFkhZ dks dksbZ vkns'k izkIr ugha gqvkA 

f–rh; vihy@Second Appeal/ No.:- CIC/MHOME/A/2023/108298

izkFkhZ us fnukad 21-12-2022 ds izLrqr vkosnu ds ek/;e ls vius fnukad 22-10-2022 ds vius f'kdk;r 

ij dh x;h dkjZokbZ ,oa lacaf/kr lwpuk dh ekax dqy 6 fcanqvksa ds varxZr dh FkhA 

lafpdk esa miyC/k rF;ksa ds vuqlkj fu/kkZfjr vof/k esa dksbZ tokc izkIr ugha gksus ij izkFkhZ us izFke 

vihy lafLFkr dhA ysfdu izFke vihyh; vf/kdkjh dh rjQ ls Hkh izkFkhZ dks dksbZ vkns'k izkIr ugha gqvkA

f–rh; vihy@Second Appeal/ No.:- CIC/MHOME/A/2023/108307

izkFkhZ us fnukad 21-12-2022 ds izLrqr vkosnu ds ek/;e ls vius fnukad 20-10-2022 ds vius f'kdk;r 

ij dh x;h dkjZokbZ ,oa lacaf/kr lwpuk dh ekax dqy 6 fcanqvksa ds varxZr dh FkhA 

lafpdk esa miyC/k rF;ksa ds vuqlkj fu/kkZfjr vof/k esa dksbZ tokc izkIr ugha gksus ij izkFkhZ us izFke 

vihy lafLFkr dhA ysfdu izFke vihyh; vf/kdkjh dh rjQ ls Hkh izkFkhZ dks dksbZ vkns'k izkIr ugha gqvkA

f–rh; vihy@Second Appeal/ No.:- CIC/MHOME/A/2024/105545

izkFkhZ us fnukad 20-11-2023 ds izLrqr vkosnu ds ek/;e ls vius vius layfXur f'kdk;r ij dh x;h 

dkjZokbZ ,oa lacaf/kr lwpuk dh ekax dqy 4 fcanqvksa ds varxZr dh FkhA mYys[kuh; gS fd izi= ds lkFk 

f'kdk;r dh izfr layXu ugha gSA 

lafpdk esa miyC/k rF;ksa ds vuqlkj fu/kkZfjr vof/k esa dksbZ tokc izkIr ugha gksus ij izkFkhZ us izFke 

vihy lafLFkr dhA ysfdu izFke vihyh; vf/kdkjh dh rjQ ls Hkh izkFkhZ dks dksbZ vkns'k izkIr ugha gqvkA

f–rh; vihy@Second Appeal/ No.:- CIC/MHOME/A/2024/105543

izkFkhZ us fnukad 16-11-2023 ds izLrqr vkosnu ds ek/;e ls vius vius layfXur f'kdk;r ij dh x;h 

dkjZokbZ ,oa lacaf/kr lwpuk dh ekax dqy 4 fcanqvksa ds varxZr dh FkhA mYys[kuh; gS fd izi= ds lkFk 

f'kdk;r dh izfr layXu ugha gSA 

lafpdk esa miyC/k rF;ksa ds vuqlkj fu/kkZfjr vof/k esa dksbZ tokc izkIr ugha gksus ij izkFkhZ us izFke 

vihy lafLFkr dhA ysfdu izFke vihyh; vf/kdkjh dh rjQ ls Hkh izkFkhZ dks dksbZ vkns'k izkIr ugha gqvkA
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f–rh; vihy@Second Appeal/ No.:- CIC/MHOME/A/2024/105546

izkFkhZ us fnukad 20-11-2023 ds izLrqr vkosnu ds ek/;e ls vius layfXur f'kdk;r ij dh x;h 

dkjZokbZ ,oa lacaf/kr lwpuk dh ekax dqy 3 fcanqvksa ds varxZr dh FkhA mYys[kuh; gS fd izi= ds lkFk 

f'kdk;r dh izfr layXu ugha gSA 

lafpdk esa miyC/k rF;ksa ds vuqlkj fu/kkZfjr vof/k esa dksbZ tokc izkIr ugha gksus ij izkFkhZ us izFke 

vihy lafLFkr dhA ysfdu izFke vihyh; vf/kdkjh dh rjQ ls Hkh izkFkhZ dks dksbZ vkns'k izkIr ugha gqvkA

f–rh; vihy@Second Appeal/ No.:- CIC/MHOME/A/2023/108296

izkFkhZ us fnukad 21-11-2022 ds izLrqr vkosnu ds ek/;e ls vius fnukad 22-10-2022 ds vius f'kdk;r 

ij dh x;h dkjZokbZ ,oa lacaf/kr lwpuk dh ekax dqy 6 fcanqvksa ds varxZr dh FkhA 

lafpdk esa miyC/k rF;ksa ds vuqlkj fu/kkZfjr vof/k esa dksbZ tokc izkIr ugha gksus ij izkFkhZ us izFke 

vihy lafLFkr dhA ysfdu izFke vihyh; vf/kdkjh dh rjQ ls Hkh izkFkhZ dks dksbZ vkns'k izkIr ugha gqvkA

f–rh; vihy@ Second Appeal/ No.:- CIC/MHOME/A/2024/105554

izkFkhZ us fnukad 16-11-2023ds izLrqr vkosnu ds ek/;e ls vius layfXur f'kdk;r ij dh x;h 

dkjZokbZ ,oa lacaf/kr lwpuk dh ekax dqy 3 fcanqvksa ds varxZr dh FkhA mYys[kuh; gS fd izi= ds lkFk 

f'kdk;r dh izfr layXu ugha gSA 

lafpdk esa miyC/k rF;ksa ds vuqlkj fu/kkZfjr vof/k esa dksbZ tokc izkIr ugha gksus ij izkFkhZ us izFke 

vihy lafLFkr dhA ysfdu izFke vihyh; vf/kdkjh dh rjQ ls Hkh izkFkhZ dks dksbZ vkns'k izkIr ugha gqvkA

f–rh; vihy@Second Appeal/ No.:- CIC/MHOME/A/2024/105558

izkFkhZ us fnukad 16-11-2023 ds izLrqr vkosnu ds ek/;e ls vius layfXur f'kdk;r ij dh x;h 

dkjZokbZ ,oa lacaf/kr lwpuk dh ekax dqy 3 fcanqvksa ds varxZr dh FkhA mYys[kuh; gS fd izi= ds lkFk 

f'kdk;r dh izfr layXu ugha gSA 

lafpdk esa miyC/k rF;ksa ds vuqlkj fu/kkZfjr vof/k esa dksbZ tokc izkIr ugha gksus ij izkFkhZ us izFke 

vihy lafLFkr dhA ysfdu izFke vihyh; vf/kdkjh dh rjQ ls Hkh izkFkhZ dks dksbZ vkns'k izkIr ugha gqvkA

f–rh; vihy@Second Appeal/ No.:- CIC/MHOME/A/2024/105557

izkFkhZ us fnukad 16-11-2023 ds izLrqr vkosnu ds ek/;e ls vius layfXur f'kdk;r ij dh x;h 

dkjZokbZ ,oa lacaf/kr lwpuk dh ekax dqy 3 fcanqvksa ds varxZr dh FkhA mYys[kuh; gS fd izi= ds lkFk 

f'kdk;r dh izfr layXu ugha gSA 
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lafpdk esa miyC/k rF;ksa ds vuqlkj fu/kkZfjr vof/k esa dksbZ tokc izkIr ugha gksus ij izkFkhZ us izFke 

vihy lafLFkr dhA ysfdu izFke vihyh; vf/kdkjh dh rjQ ls Hkh izkFkhZ dks dksbZ vkns'k izkIr ugha gqvkA

f–rh; vihy@Second Appeal/ No.:- CIC/MHOME/A/2024/105552

izkFkhZ us fnukad 16-11-2023 ds izLrqr vkosnu ds ek/;e ls vius layfXur f'kdk;r ij dh x;h 

dkjZokbZ ,oa lacaf/kr lwpuk dh ekax dqy 4 fcanqvksa ds varxZr dh FkhA mYys[kuh; gS fd izi= ds lkFk 

f'kdk;r dh izfr layXu ugha gSA 

lafpdk esa miyC/k rF;ksa ds vuqlkj fu/kkZfjr vof/k esa dksbZ tokc izkIr ugha gksus ij izkFkhZ us izFke 

vihy lafLFkr dhA ysfdu izFke vihyh; vf/kdkjh dh rjQ ls Hkh izkFkhZ dks dksbZ vkns'k izkIr ugha gqvkA

f–rh; vihy@Second Appeal/ No.:- CIC/MHOME/A/2023/108295

izkFkhZ us fnukad 18-11-2022  ds izLrqr vkosnu ds ek/;e ls vius fnukad 22-10-2022 dh f'kdk;r 

ij dh x;h dkjZokbZ ,oa lacaf/kr lwpuk dh ekax dqy 6 fcanqvksa ds varxZr dh FkhA 

lafpdk esa miyC/k rF;ksa ds vuqlkj fu/kkZfjr vof/k esa dksbZ tokc izkIr ugha gksus ij izkFkhZ us izFke 

vihy lafLFkr dhA ysfdu izFke vihyh; vf/kdkjh dh rjQ ls Hkh izkFkhZ dks dksbZ vkns'k izkIr ugha gqvkA

f–rh; vihy@Second Appeal/ No.:- CIC/MHOME/A/2024/105560

izkFkhZ us fnukad 16-11-2023 ds izLrqr vkosnu ds ek/;e ls vius layfXur f'kdk;r ij dh x;h 

dkjZokbZ ,oa lacaf/kr lwpuk dh ekax dqy 4 fcanqvksa ds varxZr dh FkhA mYys[kuh; gS fd izi= ds lkFk 

f'kdk;r dh izfr layXu ugha gSA 

lafpdk esa miyC/k rF;ksa ds vuqlkj fu/kkZfjr vof/k esa dksbZ tokc izkIr ugha gksus ij izkFkhZ us izFke 

vihy lafLFkr dhA ysfdu izFke vihyh; vf/kdkjh dh rjQ ls Hkh izkFkhZ dks dksbZ vkns'k izkIr ugha gqvkA

f–rh; vihy@Second Appeal/ No.:- CIC/MHOME/A/2024/105565

izkFkhZ us fnukad 17-11-2023 ds izLrqr vkosnu ds ek/;e ls vius layfXur f'kdk;r ij dh x;h 

dkjZokbZ ,oa lacaf/kr lwpuk dh ekax dqy 4 fcanqvksa ds varxZr dh FkhA mYys[kuh; gS fd izi= ds lkFk 

f'kdk;r dh izfr layXu ugha gSA 

lafpdk esa miyC/k rF;ksa ds vuqlkj fu/kkZfjr vof/k esa dksbZ tokc izkIr ugha gksus ij izkFkhZ us izFke 

vihy lafLFkr dhA ysfdu izFke vihyh; vf/kdkjh dh rjQ ls Hkh izkFkhZ dks dksbZ vkns'k izkIr ugha gqvkA

f–rh; vihy@Second Appeal/ No.:- CIC/MHOME/A/2024/105567

izkFkhZ us fnukad 16-11-2023 ds izLrqr vkosnu ds ek/;e ls vius layfXur f'kdk;r ij dh x;h 
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dkjZokbZ ,oa lacaf/kr lwpuk dh ekax dqy 4 fcanqvksa ds varxZr dh FkhA mYys[kuh; gS fd izi= ds lkFk 

f'kdk;r dh izfr layXu ugha gSA 

lafpdk esa miyC/k rF;ksa ds vuqlkj fu/kkZfjr vof/k esa dksbZ tokc izkIr ugha gksus ij izkFkhZ us izFke 

vihy lafLFkr dhA ysfdu izFke vihyh; vf/kdkjh dh rjQ ls Hkh izkFkhZ dks dksbZ vkns'k izkIr ugha gqvkA

f–rh; vihy@ Second Appeal/ No.:- CIC/MHOME/A/2023/108293

izkFkhZ us fnukad 18-11-2022  ds izLrqr vkosnu ds ek/;e ls vius fnukad 22-10-2022 dh f'kdk;r 

ij dh x;h dkjZokbZ ,oa lacaf/kr lwpuk dh ekax dqy 6 fcanqvksa ds varxZr dh FkhA 

lafpdk esa miyC/k rF;ksa ds vuqlkj fu/kkZfjr vof/k esa dksbZ tokc izkIr ugha gksus ij izkFkhZ us izFke 

vihy lafLFkr dhA ysfdu izFke vihyh; vf/kdkjh dh rjQ ls Hkh izkFkhZ dks dksbZ vkns'k izkIr ugha gqvkA

f–rh; vihy@Second Appeal/ No.:- CIC/MHOME/A/2024/105603

izkFkhZ us fnukad 23-11-2023 ds izLrqr vkosnu ds ek/;e ls vius layfXur f'kdk;r ij dh x;h 

dkjZokbZ ,oa lacaf/kr lwpuk dh ekax dqy 4 fcanqvksa ds varxZr dh FkhA mYys[kuh; gS fd izi= ds lkFk 

f'kdk;r dh izfr layXu ugha gSA 

lafpdk esa miyC/k rF;ksa ds vuqlkj fu/kkZfjr vof/k esa dksbZ tokc izkIr ugha gksus ij izkFkhZ us izFke 

vihy lafLFkr dhA ysfdu izFke vihyh; vf/kdkjh dh rjQ ls Hkh izkFkhZ dks dksbZ vkns'k izkIr ugha gqvkA

f–rh; vihy@Second Appeal/ No.:- CIC/MHOME/A/2024/105568

izkFkhZ us fnukad 16-11-2023 ds izLrqr vkosnu ds ek/;e ls vius layfXur f'kdk;r ij dh x;h 

dkjZokbZ ,oa lacaf/kr lwpuk dh ekax dqy 4 fcanqvksa ds varxZr dh FkhA mYys[kuh; gS fd izi= ds lkFk 

f'kdk;r dh izfr layXu ugha gSA 

lafpdk esa miyC/k rF;ksa ds vuqlkj fu/kkZfjr vof/k esa dksbZ tokc izkIr ugha gksus ij izkFkhZ us izFke 

vihy lafLFkr dhA ysfdu izFke vihyh; vf/kdkjh dh rjQ ls Hkh izkFkhZ dks dksbZ vkns'k izkIr ugha gqvkA

f–rh; vihy@Second Appeal/ No.:- CIC/MHOME/A/2024/105605

izkFkhZ us fnukad 23-11-2023 ds izLrqr vkosnu ds ek/;e ls vius layfXur f'kdk;r ij dh x;h 

dkjZokbZ ,oa lacaf/kr lwpuk dh ekax dqy 4 fcanqvksa ds varxZr dh FkhA mYys[kuh; gS fd izi= ds lkFk 

f'kdk;r dh izfr layXu ugha gSA 

lafpdk esa miyC/k rF;ksa ds vuqlkj fu/kkZfjr vof/k esa dksbZ tokc izkIr ugha gksus ij izkFkhZ us izFke 

vihy lafLFkr dhA ysfdu izFke vihyh; vf/kdkjh dh rjQ ls Hkh izkFkhZ dks dksbZ vkns'k izkIr ugha gqvkA
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f–rh; vihy@Second Appeal/ No.:- CIC/MHOME/A/2023/110972

izkFkhZ us fnukad 06-12-2022 ds izLrqr vkosnu ds ek/;e ls vius fnukad 03-11-2022 dh f'kdk;r ij 
dh x;h dkjZokbZ ,oa lacaf/kr lwpuk dh ekax dqy 6 fcanqvksa ds varxZr dh FkhA 

lafpdk esa miyC/k rF;ksa ds vuqlkj fu/kkZfjr vof/k esa dksbZ tokc izkIr ugha gksus ij izkFkhZ us izFke 
vihy lafLFkr dhA ysfdu izFke vihyh; vf/kdkjh dh rjQ ls Hkh izkFkhZ dks dksbZ vkns'k izkIr ugha gqvkA

f–rh; vihy@Second Appeal/ No.:- CIC/MHOME/A/2023/145980

izkFkhZ us fnukad 24-08-2023 ds izLrqr vkosnu ds ek/;e ls vius layfXur f'kdk;r ij dh x;h 
dkjZokbZ ,oa lacaf/kr lwpuk dh ekax dqy 6 fcanqvksa ds varxZr dh FkhA mYys[kuh; gS fd izi= ds lkFk 
f'kdk;r dh izfr layXu ugha gSA 

lafpdk esa miyC/k rF;ksa ds vuqlkj fu/kkZfjr vof/k esa dksbZ tokc izkIr ugha gksus ij izkFkhZ us izFke 
vihy lafLFkr dhA ysfdu izFke vihyh; vf/kdkjh dh rjQ ls Hkh izkFkhZ dks dksbZ vkns'k izkIr ugha gqvkA

f–rh; vihy@Second Appeal/ No.:- CIC/MHOME/A/2023/145981

izkFkhZ us fnukad 24-08-2023 ds izLrqr vkosnu ds ek/;e ls vius layfXur f'kdk;r ij dh x;h 
dkjZokbZ ,oa lacaf/kr lwpuk dh ekax dqy 6 fcanqvksa ds varxZr dh FkhA mYys[kuh; gS fd izi= ds lkFk 
f'kdk;r dh izfr layXu ugha gSA 

lafpdk esa miyC/k rF;ksa ds vuqlkj fu/kkZfjr vof/k esa dksbZ tokc izkIr ugha gksus ij izkFkhZ us izFke 
vihy lafLFkr dhA ysfdu izFke vihyh; vf/kdkjh dh rjQ ls Hkh izkFkhZ dks dksbZ vkns'k izkIr ugha gqvkA

f–rh; vihy@Second Appeal/ No.:- CIC/MHOME/A/2023/141644

izkFkhZ us fnukad 04-07-2023 ds izLrqr vkosnu ds ek/;e ls x`g ea=h dk;kZy; esa inksa dh la[;k] muds 

inuke] mu inksa ij dk;Z djus okys vf/kdkjh@deZpkfj;ksa ds uke] muds x`g ftyk vkfn ls lacaf/kr 

lwpuk dh ekax dqy 4 fcanqvksa ds varxZr dh FkhA   

lafpdk esa miyC/k rF;ksa ds vuqlkj fu/kkZfjr vof/k esa dksbZ tokc izkIr ugha gksus ij izkFkhZ us izFke 

vihy lafLFkr dhA ysfdu izFke vihyh; vf/kdkjh dh rjQ ls Hkh izkFkhZ dks dksbZ vkns'k izkIr ugha gqvkA

f–rh; vihy@Second Appeal/ No.:- CIC/MHOME/A/2023/136026

izkFkhZ us fnukad 24-12-2022 ds izLrqr vkosnu ds ek/;e ls vius fnukad 21-11-2022 dh f'kdk;r ij 

dh x;h dkjZokbZ ,oa lacaf/kr lwpuk dh ekax dqy 6 fcanqvksa ds varxZr dh FkhA 

lafpdk esa miyC/k rF;ksa ds vuqlkj fu/kkZfjr vof/k esa dksbZ tokc izkIr ugha gksus ij izkFkhZ us izFke 

vihy lafLFkr dhA ysfdu izFke vihyh; vf/kdkjh dh rjQ ls Hkh izkFkhZ dks dksbZ vkns'k izkIr ugha gqvkA
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f–rh; vihy@Second Appeal/ No.:- CIC/MHOME/A/2023/110970

izkFkhZ us fnukad 06-12-2022 ds izLrqr vkosnu ds ek/;e ls vius fnukad 03-11-2022 dh f'kdk;r ij 
dh x;h dkjZokbZ ,oa lacaf/kr lwpuk dh ekax dqy 6 fcanqvksa ds varxZr dh FkhA 

lafpdk esa miyC/k rF;ksa ds vuqlkj fu/kkZfjr vof/k esa dksbZ tokc izkIr ugha gksus ij izkFkhZ us izFke 
vihy lafLFkr dhA ysfdu izFke vihyh; vf/kdkjh dh rjQ ls Hkh izkFkhZ dks dksbZ vkns'k izkIr ugha gqvkA

f–rh; vihy@Second Appeal/ No.:- CIC/MHOME/A/2023/126127

izkFkhZ us fnukad 13-03-2023 ds izLrqr vkosnu ds ek/;e ls vius fnukad 10-02-2023 dh f'kdk;r ij 
dh x;h dkjZokbZ ,oa lacaf/kr lwpuk dh ekax dqy 6 fcanqvksa ds varxZr dh FkhA 

lafpdk esa miyC/k rF;ksa ds vuqlkj fu/kkZfjr vof/k esa dksbZ tokc izkIr ugha gksus ij izkFkhZ us izFke 
vihy lafLFkr dhA ysfdu izFke vihyh; vf/kdkjh dh rjQ ls Hkh izkFkhZ dks dksbZ vkns'k izkIr ugha gqvkA

f–rh; vihy@ Second Appeal/ No.:- CIC/MHOME/A/2023/126916

izkFkhZ us fnukad 13-03-2023 ds izLrqr vkosnu ds ek/;e ls vius fnukad 07-02-2023 dh f'kdk;r ij 
dh x;h dkjZokbZ ,oa lacaf/kr lwpuk dh ekax dqy 6 fcanqvksa ds varxZr dh FkhA 

lafpdk esa miyC/k rF;ksa ds vuqlkj fu/kkZfjr vof/k esa dksbZ tokc izkIr ugha gksus ij izkFkhZ us izFke 
vihy lafLFkr dhA ysfdu izFke vihyh; vf/kdkjh dh rjQ ls Hkh izkFkhZ dks dksbZ vkns'k izkIr ugha gqvkA

f–rh; vihy@Second Appeal/ No.:- CIC/MHOME/A/2023/117413

izkFkhZ us fnukad 26-12-2022 ds izLrqr vkosnu ds ek/;e ls vius fnukad 22-11-2022 dh f'kdk;r ij 
dh x;h dkjZokbZ ,oa lacaf/kr lwpuk dh ekax dqy 6 fcanqvksa ds varxZr dh FkhA 

lafpdk esa miyC/k rF;ksa ds vuqlkj fu/kkZfjr vof/k esa dksbZ tokc izkIr ugha gksus ij izkFkhZ us izFke 
vihy lafLFkr dhA ysfdu izFke vihyh; vf/kdkjh dh rjQ ls Hkh izkFkhZ dks dksbZ vkns'k izkIr ugha gqvkA

f–rh; vihy@Second Appeal/ No.:- CIC/MHOME/A/2023/111518

izkFkhZ us fnukad 22-11-2022 ds izLrqr vkosnu ds ek/;e ls vius fnukad 23-10-2022 dh f'kdk;r ij 
dh x;h dkjZokbZ ,oa lacaf/kr lwpuk dh ekax dqy 6 fcanqvksa ds varxZr dh FkhA 

lafpdk esa miyC/k rF;ksa ds vuqlkj fu/kkZfjr vof/k esa dksbZ tokc izkIr ugha gksus ij izkFkhZ us izFke 
vihy lafLFkr dhA ysfdu izFke vihyh; vf/kdkjh dh rjQ ls Hkh izkFkhZ dks dksbZ vkns'k izkIr ugha gqvkA

f–rh; vihy@Second Appeal/ No.:- CIC/MHOME/A/2023/129805

izkFkhZ us fnukad 14-04-2023 ds izLrqr vkosnu ds ek/;e ls vius fnukad 06-03-2023 dh f'kdk;r ij 
dh x;h dkjZokbZ ,oa lacaf/kr lwpuk dh ekax dqy 6 fcanqvksa ds varxZr dh FkhA 
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lafpdk esa miyC/k rF;ksa ds vuqlkj fu/kkZfjr vof/k esa dksbZ tokc izkIr ugha gksus ij izkFkhZ us izFke 

vihy lafLFkr dhA ysfdu izFke vihyh; vf/kdkjh dh rjQ ls Hkh izkFkhZ dks dksbZ vkns'k izkIr ugha gqvkA

f–rh; vihy@Second Appeal/ No.:- CIC/MHOME/A/2023/111563

izkFkhZ us fnukad 06-12-2022 ds izLrqr vkosnu ds ek/;e ls vius fnukad 03-11-2022 dh f'kdk;r ij 

dh x;h dkjZokbZ ,oa lacaf/kr lwpuk dh ekax dqy 6 fcanqvksa ds varxZr dh FkhA 

lafpdk esa miyC/k rF;ksa ds vuqlkj fu/kkZfjr vof/k esa dksbZ tokc izkIr ugha gksus ij izkFkhZ us izFke 

vihy lafLFkr dhA ysfdu izFke vihyh; vf/kdkjh dh rjQ ls Hkh izkFkhZ dks dksbZ vkns'k izkIr ugha gqvkA

f–rh; vihy@Second Appeal/ No.:- CIC/MHOME/A/2023/111562

izkFkhZ us fnukad 06-12-2022 ds izLrqr vkosnu ds ek/;e ls vius fnukad 03-11-2022 dh f'kdk;r ij 

dh x;h dkjZokbZ ,oa lacaf/kr lwpuk dh ekax dqy 6 fcanqvksa ds varxZr dh FkhA 

lafpdk esa miyC/k rF;ksa ds vuqlkj fu/kkZfjr vof/k esa dksbZ tokc izkIr ugha gksus ij izkFkhZ us izFke 

vihy lafLFkr dhA ysfdu izFke vihyh; vf/kdkjh dh rjQ ls Hkh izkFkhZ dks dksbZ vkns'k izkIr ugha gqvkA

f–rh; vihy@Second Appeal/ No.:- CIC/MHOME/A/2023/143584

izkFkhZ us fnukad 29-07-2023 ds izLrqr vkosnu ds ek/;e ls vius fnukad 07-02-2020 dh f'kdk;r ij 

dh x;h dkjZokbZ ,oa lacaf/kr lwpuk dh ekax dqy 6 fcanqvksa ds varxZr dh FkhA 

lafpdk esa miyC/k rF;ksa ds vuqlkj fu/kkZfjr vof/k esa dksbZ tokc izkIr ugha gksus ij izkFkhZ us izFke 

vihy lafLFkr dhA ysfdu izFke vihyh; vf/kdkjh dh rjQ ls Hkh izkFkhZ dks dksbZ vkns'k izkIr ugha gqvkA

f–rh; vihy@Second Appeal/ No.:- CIC/MHOME/A/2023/136460

izkFkhZ us fnukad 20-04-2023 ds izLrqr vkosnu ds ek/;e ls vius fnukad 19-03-2023 dh f'kdk;r ij 

dh x;h dkjZokbZ ,oa lacaf/kr lwpuk dh ekax dqy 6 fcanqvksa ds varxZr dh FkhA 

lafpdk esa miyC/k rF;ksa ds vuqlkj fu/kkZfjr vof/k esa dksbZ tokc izkIr ugha gksus ij izkFkhZ us izFke 

vihy lafLFkr dhA ysfdu izFke vihyh; vf/kdkjh dh rjQ ls Hkh izkFkhZ dks dksbZ vkns'k izkIr ugha gqvkA

f–rh; vihy@Second Appeal/ No.:- CIC/MHOME/A/2023/129380

izkFkhZ us fnukad 04-04-2023 ds izLrqr vkosnu ds ek/;e ls vius fnukad 01-03-2023 dh f'kdk;r ij 

dh x;h dkjZokbZ ,oa lacaf/kr lwpuk dh ekax dqy 6 fcanqvksa ds varxZr dh FkhA 

lafpdk esa miyC/k rF;ksa ds vuqlkj fu/kkZfjr vof/k esa dksbZ tokc izkIr ugha gksus ij izkFkhZ us izFke 

vihy lafLFkr dhA ysfdu izFke vihyh; vf/kdkjh dh rjQ ls Hkh izkFkhZ dks dksbZ vkns'k izkIr ugha gqvkA
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f–rh; vihy@Second Appeal/ No.:- CIC/MHOME/A/2023/136220

izkFkhZ us fnukad 17-04-2023 ds izLrqr vkosnu ds ek/;e ls vius fnukad 13-03-2023 dh f'kdk;r ij 

dh x;h dkjZokbZ ,oa lacaf/kr lwpuk dh ekax dqy 6 fcanqvksa ds varxZr dh FkhA 

lafpdk esa miyC/k rF;ksa ds vuqlkj fu/kkZfjr vof/k esa dksbZ tokc izkIr ugha gksus ij izkFkhZ us izFke 

vihy lafLFkr dhA ysfdu izFke vihyh; vf/kdkjh dh rjQ ls Hkh izkFkhZ dks dksbZ vkns'k izkIr ugha gqvkA

f–rh; vihy@Second Appeal/ No.:- CIC/MHOME/A/2023/130684

izkFkhZ us fnukad 20-04-2023 ds izLrqr vkosnu ds ek/;e ls vius fnukad 19-03-2023 dh f'kdk;r ij 

dh x;h dkjZokbZ ,oa lacaf/kr lwpuk dh ekax dqy 6 fcanqvksa ds varxZr dh FkhA 

lafpdk esa miyC/k rF;ksa ds vuqlkj fu/kkZfjr vof/k esa dksbZ tokc izkIr ugha gksus ij izkFkhZ us izFke 

vihy lafLFkr dhA ysfdu izFke vihyh; vf/kdkjh dh rjQ ls Hkh izkFkhZ dks dksbZ vkns'k izkIr ugha gqvkA

f–rh; vihy@Second Appeal/ No.:- CIC/MHOME/A/2023/130968

izkFkhZ us fnukad 10-04-2023 ds izLrqr vkosnu ds ek/;e ls vius fnukad 05-03-2023 dh f'kdk;r ij 

dh x;h dkjZokbZ ,oa lacaf/kr lwpuk dh ekax dqy 6 fcanqvksa ds varxZr dh FkhA 

lafpdk esa miyC/k rF;ksa ds vuqlkj fu/kkZfjr vof/k esa dksbZ tokc izkIr ugha gksus ij izkFkhZ us izFke 

vihy lafLFkr dhA ysfdu izFke vihyh; vf/kdkjh dh rjQ ls Hkh izkFkhZ dks dksbZ vkns'k izkIr ugha gqvkA

f–rh; vihy@Second Appeal/ No.:- CIC/MHOME/A/2023/113970

izkFkhZ us fnukad 24-12-2022 ds izLrqr vkosnu ds ek/;e ls vius fnukad 02-11-2022 dh f'kdk;r ij 

dh x;h dkjZokbZ ,oa lacaf/kr lwpuk dh ekax dqy 7 fcanqvksa ds varxZr dh FkhA 

lafpdk esa miyC/k rF;ksa ds vuqlkj fu/kkZfjr vof/k esa dksbZ tokc izkIr ugha gksus ij izkFkhZ us izFke 

vihy lafLFkr dhA ysfdu izFke vihyh; vf/kdkjh dh rjQ ls Hkh izkFkhZ dks dksbZ vkns'k izkIr ugha gqvkA

f–rh; vihy@Second Appeal/ No.:- CIC/MHOME/A/2023/145983

izkFkhZ us fnukad 24-08-2023 ds izLrqr vkosnu ds ek/;e ls izkf/kdj.k ds ,d tokc dk gokyk nsrs 

gq, lacaf/kr izko/kku@vkns'k dh izfr dh ekax dh Fkh] ftlds vuqlkj okafNr lwpuk ds lanHkZ eas osclkbZV 

dk fyad miyC/k djkus dk izko/kku gSA  

lafpdk esa miyC/k rF;ksa ds vuqlkj fu/kkZfjr vof/k esa dksbZ tokc izkIr ugha gksus ij izkFkhZ us izFke 

vihy lafLFkr dhA ysfdu izFke vihyh; vf/kdkjh dh rjQ ls Hkh izkFkhZ dks dksbZ vkns'k izkIr ugha gqvkA
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f–rh; vihy@Second Appeal/ No.:- CIC/MHOME/A/2023/143583

izkFkhZ us fnukad 24-07-2023 ds izLrqr vkosnu ds ek/;e ls vius fnukad 22-06-2023 dh f'kdk;r ij 

dh x;h dkjZokbZ ,oa lacaf/kr lwpuk dh ekax dqy 7 fcanqvksa ds varxZr dh FkhA 

lafpdk esa miyC/k rF;ksa ds vuqlkj fu/kkZfjr vof/k esa dksbZ tokc izkIr ugha gksus ij izkFkhZ us izFke 

vihy lafLFkr dhA ysfdu izFke vihyh; vf/kdkjh dh rjQ ls Hkh izkFkhZ dks dksbZ vkns'k izkIr ugha gqvkA

f–rh; vihy@Second Appeal/ No.:- CIC/MHOME/A/2023/113968

izkFkhZ us fnukad 24-12-2022 ds izLrqr vkosnu ds ek/;e ls vius fnukad 21-11-2022 dh f'kdk;r ij 

dh x;h dkjZokbZ ,oa lacaf/kr lwpuk dh ekax dqy 7 fcanqvksa ds varxZr dh FkhA 

lafpdk esa miyC/k rF;ksa ds vuqlkj fu/kkZfjr vof/k esa dksbZ tokc izkIr ugha gksus ij izkFkhZ us izFke 

vihy lafLFkr dhA ysfdu izFke vihyh; vf/kdkjh dh rjQ ls Hkh izkFkhZ dks dksbZ vkns'k izkIr ugha gqvkA

f–rh; vihy@Second Appeal/ No.:- CIC/MHOME/A/2023/143068

izkFkhZ us fnukad 22-07-2023 ds izLrqr vkosnu ds ek/;e ls vius fnukad 17-06-2023 dh f'kdk;r ij 

dh x;h dkjZokbZ ,oa lacaf/kr lwpuk dh ekax dqy 6 fcanqvksa ds varxZr dh FkhA 

lafpdk esa miyC/k rF;ksa ds vuqlkj fu/kkZfjr vof/k esa dksbZ tokc izkIr ugha gksus ij izkFkhZ us izFke 

vihy lafLFkr dhA ysfdu izFke vihyh; vf/kdkjh dh rjQ ls Hkh izkFkhZ dks dksbZ vkns'k izkIr ugha gqvkA

f–rh; vihy@Second Appeal/ No.:- CIC/MHOME/A/2023/113967

izkFkhZ us fnukad 24-12-2022 ds izLrqr vkosnu ds ek/;e ls vius fnukad 21-11-2022 dh f'kdk;r ij 

dh x;h dkjZokbZ ,oa lacaf/kr lwpuk dh ekax dqy 7 fcanqvksa ds varxZr dh FkhA 

lafpdk esa miyC/k rF;ksa ds vuqlkj fu/kkZfjr vof/k esa dksbZ tokc izkIr ugha gksus ij izkFkhZ us izFke 

vihy lafLFkr dhA ysfdu izFke vihyh; vf/kdkjh dh rjQ ls Hkh izkFkhZ dks dksbZ vkns'k izkIr ugha gqvkA

f–rh; vihy@Second Appeal/ No.:- CIC/MHOME/A/2023/143585

izkFkhZ us fnukad 28-07-2023 ds izLrqr vkosnu ds ek/;e ls vius fnukad 27-07-2023 dks bZ&esy ds 

ek/;e ls izsf’kr dh x;h f'kdk;r ij dh x;h dkjZokbZ ,oa lacaf/kr lwpuk dh ekax dqy 4 fcanqvksa ds 

varxZr dh FkhA 

lafpdk esa miyC/k rF;ksa ds vuqlkj fu/kkZfjr vof/k esa dksbZ tokc izkIr ugha gksus ij izkFkhZ us izFke 

vihy lafLFkr dhA ysfdu izFke vihyh; vf/kdkjh dh rjQ ls Hkh izkFkhZ dks dksbZ vkns'k izkIr ugha gqvkA
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f–rh; vihy@Second Appeal/ No.:- CIC/MHOME/A/2023/143586

izkFkhZ us fnukad 27-07-2023 ds izLrqr vkosnu ds ek/;e ls vius fnukad 25-07-2023 dks bZ&esy ds 
ek/;e ls izsf’kr dh x;h f'kdk;r ij dh x;h dkjZokbZ ,oa lacaf/kr lwpuk dh ekax dqy 6 fcanqvksa ds 
varxZr dh FkhA 

lafpdk esa miyC/k rF;ksa ds vuqlkj fu/kkZfjr vof/k esa dksbZ tokc izkIr ugha gksus ij izkFkhZ us izFke 
vihy lafLFkr dhA ysfdu izFke vihyh; vf/kdkjh dh rjQ ls Hkh izkFkhZ dks dksbZ vkns'k izkIr ugha gqvkA

f–rh; vihy@Second Appeal/ No.:- CIC/MHOME/A/2023/113962

izkFkhZ us fnukad 24-12-2022 ds izLrqr vkosnu ds ek/;e ls vius fnukad 21-11-2022 dh f'kdk;r ij 
dh x;h dkjZokbZ ,oa lacaf/kr lwpuk dh ekax dqy 7 fcanqvksa ds varxZr dh FkhA 

lafpdk esa miyC/k rF;ksa ds vuqlkj fu/kkZfjr vof/k esa dksbZ tokc izkIr ugha gksus ij izkFkhZ us izFke 
vihy lafLFkr dhA ysfdu izFke vihyh; vf/kdkjh dh rjQ ls Hkh izkFkhZ dks dksbZ vkns'k izkIr ugha gqvkA

f–rh; vihy@Second Appeal/ No.:- CIC/MHOME/A/2023/111908

izkFkhZ us fnukad 07-12-2022 ds izLrqr vkosnu ds ek/;e ls vius fnukad 05-11-2022 dh f'kdk;r ij 

dh x;h dkjZokbZ ,oa lacaf/kr lwpuk dh ekax dqy 7 fcanqvksa ds varxZr dh FkhA 

lafpdk esa miyC/k rF;ksa ds vuqlkj fu/kkZfjr vof/k esa dksbZ tokc izkIr ugha gksus ij izkFkhZ us izFke 

vihy lafLFkr dhA ysfdu izFke vihyh; vf/kdkjh dh rjQ ls Hkh izkFkhZ dks dksbZ vkns'k izkIr ugha gqvkA

f–rh; vihy@Second Appeal/ No.:- CIC/MHOME/A/2024/105601

izkFkhZ us fnukad 25-11-2023 ds izLrqr vkosnu ds ek/;e ls vius layfXur f'kdk;r ij dh x;h 

dkjZokbZ ,oa lacaf/kr lwpuk dh ekax dqy 6 fcanqvksa ds varxZr dh FkhA mYys[kuh; gS fd izi= ds lkFk 

f'kdk;r dh izfr layXu ugha gSA 

lafpdk esa miyC/k rF;ksa ds vuqlkj fu/kkZfjr vof/k esa dksbZ tokc izkIr ugha gksus ij izkFkhZ us izFke 

vihy lafLFkr dhA ysfdu izFke vihyh; vf/kdkjh dh rjQ ls Hkh izkFkhZ dks dksbZ vkns'k izkIr ugha gqvkA

f–rh; vihy@Second Appeal/ No.:- CIC/MHOME/A/2024/105606

izkFkhZ us fnukad 23-11-2023 ds izLrqr vkosnu ds ek/;e ls vius layfXur f'kdk;r ij dh x;h 
dkjZokbZ ,oa lacaf/kr lwpuk dh ekax dqy 4 fcanqvksa ds varxZr dh FkhA mYys[kuh; gS fd izi= ds lkFk 
f'kdk;r dh izfr layXu ugha gSA 

lafpdk esa miyC/k rF;ksa ds vuqlkj fu/kkZfjr vof/k esa dksbZ tokc izkIr ugha gksus ij izkFkhZ us izFke 
vihy lafLFkr dhA ysfdu izFke vihyh; vf/kdkjh dh rjQ ls Hkh izkFkhZ dks dksbZ vkns'k izkIr ugha gqvkA
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f–rh; vihy@Second Appeal/ No.:- CIC/MHOME/A/2024/103189

izkFkhZ us fnukad 04-11-2023 ds izLrqr vkosnu ds ek/;e ls vius layfXur f'kdk;r ij dh x;h 
dkjZokbZ ,oa lacaf/kr lwpuk dh ekax dqy 6 fcanqvksa ds varxZr dh FkhA mYys[kuh; gS fd izi= ds lkFk 
f'kdk;r dh izfr layXu ugha gSA 

lafpdk esa miyC/k rF;ksa ds vuqlkj fu/kkZfjr vof/k esa dksbZ tokc izkIr ugha gksus ij izkFkhZ us izFke 
vihy lafLFkr dhA ysfdu izFke vihyh; vf/kdkjh dh rjQ ls Hkh izkFkhZ dks dksbZ vkns'k izkIr ugha gqvkA

f–rh; vihy@Second Appeal/ No.:- CIC/MHOME/A/2024/105468

izkFkhZ us fnukad 23-11-2023 ds izLrqr vkosnu ds ek/;e ls vius layfXur f'kdk;r ij dh x;h 
dkjZokbZ ,oa lacaf/kr lwpuk dh ekax dqy 4 fcanqvksa ds varxZr dh FkhA mYys[kuh; gS fd izi= ds lkFk 
f'kdk;r dh izfr layXu ugha gSA 

lafpdk esa miyC/k rF;ksa ds vuqlkj fu/kkZfjr vof/k esa dksbZ tokc izkIr ugha gksus ij izkFkhZ us izFke 
vihy lafLFkr dhA ysfdu izFke vihyh; vf/kdkjh dh rjQ ls Hkh izkFkhZ dks dksbZ vkns'k izkIr ugha gqvkA

f–rh; vihy@Second Appeal/ No.:- CIC/MHOME/A/2024/105473

izkFkhZ us fnukad 23-11-2023 ds izLrqr vkosnu ds ek/;e ls vius layfXur f'kdk;r ij dh x;h 
dkjZokbZ ,oa lacaf/kr lwpuk dh ekax dqy 4 fcanqvksa ds varxZr dh FkhA mYys[kuh; gS fd izi= ds lkFk 
f'kdk;r dh izfr layXu ugha gSA 

lafpdk esa miyC/k rF;ksa ds vuqlkj fu/kkZfjr vof/k esa dksbZ tokc izkIr ugha gksus ij izkFkhZ us izFke 
vihy lafLFkr dhA ysfdu izFke vihyh; vf/kdkjh dh rjQ ls Hkh izkFkhZ dks dksbZ vkns'k izkIr ugha gqvkA

f–rh; vihy@Second Appeal/ No.:- CIC/MHOME/A/2023/149193

izkFkhZ us fnukad 25-09-2023 ds izLrqr vkosnu ds ek/;e ls vius fnukad 25-07-2023 dks bZ&esy ds 
ek/;e ls izsf’kr dh x;h f'kdk;r ij dh x;h dkjZokbZ ,oa lacaf/kr lwpuk dh ekax dqy 4 fcanqvksa ds 
varxZr dh FkhA

lafpdk esa miyC/k rF;ksa ds vuqlkj fu/kkZfjr vof/k esa dksbZ tokc izkIr ugha gksus ij izkFkhZ us izFke 

vihy lafLFkr dhA ysfdu izFke vihyh; vf/kdkjh dh rjQ ls Hkh izkFkhZ dks dksbZ vkns'k izkIr ugha gqvkA

f–rh; vihy@Second Appeal/ No.:- CIC/MHOME/A/2023/149191

izkFkhZ us fnukad 25-09-2023 ds izLrqr vkosnu ds ek/;e ls vius fnukad 25-07-2023 dks bZ&esy ds 

ek/;e ls izsf’kr dh x;h f'kdk;r ij dh x;h dkjZokbZ ,oa lacaf/kr lwpuk dh ekax dqy 4 fcanqvksa ds 

varxZr dh FkhA
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lafpdk esa miyC/k rF;ksa ds vuqlkj fu/kkZfjr vof/k esa dksbZ tokc izkIr ugha gksus ij izkFkhZ us izFke 
vihy lafLFkr dhA ysfdu izFke vihyh; vf/kdkjh dh rjQ ls Hkh izkFkhZ dks dksbZ vkns'k izkIr ugha gqvkA

f–rh; vihy@Second Appeal/ No.:- CIC/MHOME/A/2023/149192

izkFkhZ us fnukad 25-09-2023 ds izLrqr vkosnu ds ek/;e ls vius fnukad 25-08-2023 dks bZ&esy ds 
ek/;e ls izsf’kr dh x;h f'kdk;r ij dh x;h dkjZokbZ ,oa lacaf/kr lwpuk dh ekax dqy 4 fcanqvksa ds 
varxZr dh FkhA

lafpdk esa miyC/k rF;ksa ds vuqlkj fu/kkZfjr vof/k esa dksbZ tokc izkIr ugha gksus ij izkFkhZ us izFke 
vihy lafLFkr dhA ysfdu izFke vihyh; vf/kdkjh dh rjQ ls Hkh izkFkhZ dks dksbZ vkns'k izkIr ugha gqvkA

f–rh; vihy@Second Appeal/ No.:- CIC/MHOME/A/2023/149194

izkFkhZ us fnukad 25-09-2023 ds izLrqr vkosnu ds ek/;e ls vius fnukad 25-08-2023 dks bZ&esy ds 
ek/;e ls izsf’kr dh x;h f'kdk;r ij dh x;h dkjZokbZ ,oa lacaf/kr lwpuk dh ekax dqy 4 fcanqvksa ds 
varxZr dh FkhA

lafpdk esa miyC/k rF;ksa ds vuqlkj fu/kkZfjr vof/k esa dksbZ tokc izkIr ugha gksus ij izkFkhZ us izFke 
vihy lafLFkr dhA ysfdu izFke vihyh; vf/kdkjh dh rjQ ls Hkh izkFkhZ dks dksbZ vkns'k izkIr ugha gqvkA

f–rh; vihy@Second Appeal/ No.:- CIC/MHOME/A/2024/105473

izkFkhZ us fnukad 23-11-2023 ds izLrqr vkosnu ds ek/;e ls vius layfXur f'kdk;r ij dh x;h 
dkjZokbZ ,oa lacaf/kr lwpuk dh ekax dqy 4 fcanqvksa ds varxZr dh FkhA mYys[kuh; gS fd izi= ds lkFk 
f'kdk;r dh izfr layXu ugha gSA 

lafpdk esa miyC/k rF;ksa ds vuqlkj fu/kkZfjr vof/k esa dksbZ tokc izkIr ugha gksus ij izkFkhZ us izFke 
vihy lafLFkr dhA ysfdu izFke vihyh; vf/kdkjh dh rjQ ls Hkh izkFkhZ dks dksbZ vkns'k izkIr ugha gqvkA

f–rh; vihy@Second Appeal/ No.:- CIC/MHOME/A/2023/149211

izkFkhZ us fnukad 25-09-2023 ds izLrqr vkosnu ds ek/;e ls vius fnukad 25-08-2023 dks bZ&esy ds 
ek/;e ls izsf’kr dh x;h f'kdk;r ij dh x;h dkjZokbZ ,oa lacaf/kr lwpuk dh ekax dqy 4 fcanqvksa ds 
varxZr dh FkhA

lafpdk esa miyC/k rF;ksa ds vuqlkj fu/kkZfjr vof/k esa dksbZ tokc izkIr ugha gksus ij izkFkhZ us izFke 
vihy lafLFkr dhA ysfdu izFke vihyh; vf/kdkjh dh rjQ ls Hkh izkFkhZ dks dksbZ vkns'k izkIr ugha gqvkA

f–rh; vihy@Second Appeal/ No.:- CIC/MHOME/A/2023/149210

izkFkhZ us fnukad 25-09-2023 ds izLrqr vkosnu ds ek/;e ls vius fnukad 25-08-2023 dks bZ&esy ds 
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ek/;e ls izsf’kr dh x;h f'kdk;r ij dh x;h dkjZokbZ ,oa lacaf/kr lwpuk dh ekax dqy 4 fcanqvksa ds 
varxZr dh FkhA

lafpdk esa miyC/k rF;ksa ds vuqlkj fu/kkZfjr vof/k esa dksbZ tokc izkIr ugha gksus ij izkFkhZ us izFke 
vihy lafLFkr dhA ysfdu izFke vihyh; vf/kdkjh dh rjQ ls Hkh izkFkhZ dks dksbZ vkns'k izkIr ugha gqvkA

f–rh; vihy@Second Appeal/ No.:- CIC/MHOME/A/2024/105477

izkFkhZ us fnukad 25-11-2023 ds izLrqr vkosnu ds ek/;e ls vius layfXur f'kdk;r ij dh x;h 
dkjZokbZ ,oa lacaf/kr lwpuk dh ekax dqy 4 fcanqvksa ds varxZr dh FkhA mYys[kuh; gS fd izi= ds lkFk 
f'kdk;r dh izfr layXu ugha gSA 

lafpdk esa miyC/k rF;ksa ds vuqlkj fu/kkZfjr vof/k esa dksbZ tokc izkIr ugha gksus ij izkFkhZ us izFke 
vihy lafLFkr dhA ysfdu izFke vihyh; vf/kdkjh dh rjQ ls Hkh izkFkhZ dks dksbZ vkns'k izkIr ugha gqvkA

f–rh; vihy@Second Appeal/ No.:- CIC/MHOME/A/2024/104106

izkFkhZ us fnukad 24-10-2023 ds izLrqr vkosnu ds ek/;e ls vius layfXur f'kdk;r ij dh x;h 
dkjZokbZ ,oa lacaf/kr lwpuk dh ekax dqy 6 fcanqvksa ds varxZr dh FkhA mYys[kuh; gS fd izi= ds lkFk 
f'kdk;r dh izfr layXu ugha gSA

lafpdk esa miyC/k rF;ksa ds vuqlkj fu/kkZfjr vof/k esa dksbZ tokc izkIr ugha gksus ij izkFkhZ us izFke 
vihy lafLFkr dhA ysfdu izFke vihyh; vf/kdkjh dh rjQ ls Hkh izkFkhZ dks dksbZ vkns'k izkIr ugha gqvkA

f–rh; vihy@Second Appeal/ No.:- CIC/MHOME/A/2024/104107

izkFkhZ us fnukad 24-10-2023 ds izLrqr vkosnu ds ek/;e ls vius layfXur f'kdk;r ij dh x;h 
dkjZokbZ ,oa lacaf/kr lwpuk dh ekax dqy 6 fcanqvksa ds varxZr dh FkhA mYys[kuh; gS fd izi= ds lkFk 

f'kdk;r dh izfr layXu ugha gSA 

lafpdk esa miyC/k rF;ksa ds vuqlkj fu/kkZfjr vof/k esa dksbZ tokc izkIr ugha gksus ij izkFkhZ us izFke 
vihy lafLFkr dhA ysfdu izFke vihyh; vf/kdkjh dh rjQ ls Hkh izkFkhZ dks dksbZ vkns'k izkIr ugha gqvkA

f–rh; vihy@Second Appeal/ No.:- CIC/MHOME/A/2024/104105

izkFkhZ us fnukad 24-10-2023 ds izLrqr vkosnu ds ek/;e ls vius layfXur f'kdk;r ij dh x;h 
dkjZokbZ ,oa lacaf/kr lwpuk dh ekax dqy 6 fcanqvksa ds varxZr dh FkhA mYys[kuh; gS fd izi= ds lkFk 
f'kdk;r dh izfr layXu ugha gSA 

lafpdk esa miyC/k rF;ksa ds vuqlkj fu/kkZfjr vof/k esa dksbZ tokc izkIr ugha gksus ij izkFkhZ us izFke 
vihy lafLFkr dhA ysfdu izFke vihyh; vf/kdkjh dh rjQ ls Hkh izkFkhZ dks dksbZ vkns'k izkIr ugha gqvkA
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f–rh; vihy@Second Appeal/ No.:- CIC/MHOME/A/2024/104104

izkFkhZ us fnukad 24-10-2023 ds izLrqr vkosnu ds ek/;e ls vius layfXur f'kdk;r ij dh x;h 
dkjZokbZ ,oa lacaf/kr lwpuk dh ekax dqy 6 fcanqvksa ds varxZr dh FkhA mYys[kuh; gS fd izi= ds lkFk 
f'kdk;r dh izfr layXu ugha gSA

lafpdk esa miyC/k rF;ksa ds vuqlkj fu/kkZfjr vof/k esa dksbZ tokc izkIr ugha gksus ij izkFkhZ us izFke 
vihy lafLFkr dhA ysfdu izFke vihyh; vf/kdkjh dh rjQ ls Hkh izkFkhZ dks dksbZ vkns'k izkIr ugha gqvkA

f–rh; vihy@Second Appeal/ No.:- CIC/MHOME/A/2024/105479

izkFkhZ us fnukad 23-10-2023 ds izLrqr vkosnu ds ek/;e ls vius layfXur f'kdk;r ij dh x;h 
dkjZokbZ ,oa lacaf/kr lwpuk dh ekax dqy 4 fcanqvksa ds varxZr dh FkhA mYys[kuh; gS fd izi= ds lkFk 
f'kdk;r dh izfr layXu ugha gSA

lafpdk esa miyC/k rF;ksa ds vuqlkj fu/kkZfjr vof/k esa dksbZ tokc izkIr ugha gksus ij izkFkhZ us izFke 
vihy lafLFkr dhA ysfdu izFke vihyh; vf/kdkjh dh rjQ ls Hkh izkFkhZ dks dksbZ vkns'k izkIr ugha gqvkA

f–rh; vihy@Second Appeal/ No.:- CIC/MHOME/A/2023/149196

izkFkhZ us fnukad 25-09-2023 ds izLrqr vkosnu ds ek/;e ls vius fnukad 25-08-2023 dks bZ&esy ds 
ek/;e ls izsf’kr dh x;h f'kdk;r ij dh x;h dkjZokbZ ,oa lacaf/kr lwpuk dh ekax dqy 4 fcanqvksa ds 
varxZr dh FkhA

lafpdk esa miyC/k rF;ksa ds vuqlkj fu/kkZfjr vof/k esa dksbZ tokc izkIr ugha gksus ij izkFkhZ us izFke 
vihy lafLFkr dhA ysfdu izFke vihyh; vf/kdkjh dh rjQ ls Hkh izkFkhZ dks dksbZ vkns'k izkIr ugha gqvkA

f–rh; vihy@Second Appeal/ No.:- CIC/MHOME/A/2023/149209

izkFkhZ us fnukad 25-09-2023 ds izLrqr vkosnu ds ek/;e ls vius fnukad 25-08-2023 dks bZ&esy ds 
ek/;e ls izsf’kr dh x;h f'kdk;r ij dh x;h dkjZokbZ ,oa lacaf/kr lwpuk dh ekax dqy 4 fcanqvksa ds 
varxZr dh FkhA

lafpdk esa miyC/k rF;ksa ds vuqlkj fu/kkZfjr vof/k esa dksbZ tokc izkIr ugha gksus ij izkFkhZ us izFke 
vihy lafLFkr dhA ysfdu izFke vihyh; vf/kdkjh dh rjQ ls Hkh izkFkhZ dks dksbZ vkns'k izkIr ugha gqvkA

f–rh; vihy@Second Appeal/ No.:- CIC/MHOME/A/2023/149207

izkFkhZ us fnukad 25-09-2023 ds izLrqr vkosnu ds ek/;e ls vius fnukad 25-08-2023 dks bZ&esy ds 
ek/;e ls izsf’kr dh x;h f'kdk;r ij dh x;h dkjZokbZ ,oa lacaf/kr lwpuk dh ekax dqy 4 fcanqvksa ds 
varxZr dh FkhA 
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lafpdk esa miyC/k rF;ksa ds vuqlkj fu/kkZfjr vof/k esa dksbZ tokc izkIr ugha gksus ij izkFkhZ us izFke 
vihy lafLFkr dhA ysfdu izFke vihyh; vf/kdkjh dh rjQ ls Hkh izkFkhZ dks dksbZ vkns'k izkIr ugha gqvkA

f–rh; vihy@Second Appeal/ No.:- CIC/MHOME/A/2023/149195

izkFkhZ us fnukad 25-09-2023 ds izLrqr vkosnu ds ek/;e ls vius fnukad 25-08-2023 dks bZ&esy ds 
ek/;e ls izsf’kr dh x;h f'kdk;r ij dh x;h dkjZokbZ ,oa lacaf/kr lwpuk dh ekax dqy 4 fcanqvksa ds 
varxZr dh FkhA

lafpdk esa miyC/k rF;ksa ds vuqlkj fu/kkZfjr vof/k esa dksbZ tokc izkIr ugha gksus ij izkFkhZ us izFke 
vihy lafLFkr dhA ysfdu izFke vihyh; vf/kdkjh dh rjQ ls Hkh izkFkhZ dks dksbZ vkns'k izkIr ugha gqvkA

f–rh; vihy@Second Appeal/ No.:- CIC/MHOME/A/2024/105541

izkFkhZ us fnukad 17-11-2023 ds izLrqr vkosnu ds ek/;e ls vius layfXur f'kdk;r ij dh x;h 
dkjZokbZ ,oa lacaf/kr lwpuk dh ekax dqy 4 fcanqvksa ds varxZr dh FkhA mYys[kuh; gS fd izi= ds lkFk 
f'kdk;r dh izfr layXu ugha gSA

lafpdk esa miyC/k rF;ksa ds vuqlkj fu/kkZfjr vof/k esa dksbZ tokc izkIr ugha gksus ij izkFkhZ us izFke 
vihy lafLFkr dhA ysfdu izFke vihyh; vf/kdkjh dh rjQ ls Hkh izkFkhZ dks dksbZ vkns'k izkIr ugha gqvkA

f–rh; vihy@Second Appeal/ No.:- CIC/MHOME/A/2024/104108

izkFkhZ us fnukad 24-10-2023 ds izLrqr vkosnu ds ek/;e ls vius layfXur f'kdk;r ij dh x;h 
dkjZokbZ ,oa lacaf/kr lwpuk dh ekax dqy 6 fcanqvksa ds varxZr dh FkhA mYys[kuh; gS fd izi= ds lkFk 
f'kdk;r dh izfr layXu ugha gSA

lafpdk esa miyC/k rF;ksa ds vuqlkj fu/kkZfjr vof/k esa dksbZ tokc izkIr ugha gksus ij izkFkhZ us izFke 
vihy lafLFkr dhA ysfdu izFke vihyh; vf/kdkjh dh rjQ ls Hkh izkFkhZ dks dksbZ vkns'k izkIr ugha gqvkA

f–rh; vihy@Second Appeal/ No.:- CIC/MHOME/A/2024/104110

izkFkhZ us fnukad 24-10-2023 ds izLrqr vkosnu ds ek/;e ls vius layfXur f'kdk;r ij dh x;h 
dkjZokbZ ,oa lacaf/kr lwpuk dh ekax dqy 6 fcanqvksa ds varxZr dh FkhA mYys[kuh; gS fd izi= ds lkFk 
f'kdk;r dh izfr layXu ugha gSA

lafpdk esa miyC/k rF;ksa ds vuqlkj fu/kkZfjr vof/k esa dksbZ tokc izkIr ugha gksus ij izkFkhZ us izFke 
vihy lafLFkr dhA ysfdu izFke vihyh; vf/kdkjh dh rjQ ls Hkh izkFkhZ dks dksbZ vkns'k izkIr ugha gqvkA

f–rh; vihy@Second Appeal/ No.:- CIC/MHOME/A/2024/104116

izkFkhZ us fnukad 24-10-2023 ds izLrqr vkosnu ds ek/;e ls vius layfXur f'kdk;r ij dh x;h 
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dkjZokbZ ,oa lacaf/kr lwpuk dh ekax dqy 6 fcanqvksa ds varxZr dh FkhA mYys[kuh; gS fd izi= ds lkFk 
f'kdk;r dh izfr layXu ugha gSA

lafpdk esa miyC/k rF;ksa ds vuqlkj fu/kkZfjr vof/k esa dksbZ tokc izkIr ugha gksus ij izkFkhZ us izFke 
vihy lafLFkr dhA ysfdu izFke vihyh; vf/kdkjh dh rjQ ls Hkh izkFkhZ dks dksbZ vkns'k izkIr ugha gqvkA

f–rh; vihy@Second Appeal/ No.:- CIC/MHOME/A/2024/104109

izkFkhZ us fnukad 24-10-2023 ds izLrqr vkosnu ds ek/;e ls vius layfXur f'kdk;r ij dh x;h 
dkjZokbZ ,oa lacaf/kr lwpuk dh ekax dqy 6 fcanqvksa ds varxZr dh FkhA mYys[kuh; gS fd izi= ds lkFk 
f'kdk;r dh izfr layXu ugha gSA 

lafpdk esa miyC/k rF;ksa ds vuqlkj fu/kkZfjr vof/k esa dksbZ tokc izkIr ugha gksus ij izkFkhZ us izFke 
vihy lafLFkr dhA ysfdu izFke vihyh; vf/kdkjh dh rjQ ls Hkh izkFkhZ dks dksbZ vkns'k izkIr ugha gqvkA

f–rh; vihy@Second Appeal/ No.:- CIC/MHOME/A/2024/104265

izkFkhZ us fnukad 24-10-2023 ds izLrqr vkosnu ds ek/;e ls vius layfXur f'kdk;r ij dh x;h 
dkjZokbZ ,oa lacaf/kr lwpuk dh ekax dqy 6 fcanqvksa ds varxZr dh FkhA mYys[kuh; gS fd izi= ds lkFk 
f'kdk;r dh izfr layXu ugha gSA 

lafpdk esa miyC/k rF;ksa ds vuqlkj fu/kkZfjr vof/k esa dksbZ tokc izkIr ugha gksus ij izkFkhZ us izFke 
vihy lafLFkr dhA ysfdu izFke vihyh; vf/kdkjh dh rjQ ls Hkh izkFkhZ dks dksbZ vkns'k izkIr ugha gqvkA

f–rh; vihy@Second Appeal/ No.:- CIC/MHOME/A/2024/104102

izkFkhZ us fnukad 24-10-2023 ds izLrqr vkosnu ds ek/;e ls vius layfXur f'kdk;r ij dh x;h 
dkjZokbZ ,oa lacaf/kr lwpuk dh ekax dqy 6 fcanqvksa ds varxZr dh FkhA mYys[kuh; gS fd izi= ds lkFk 

f'kdk;r dh izfr layXu ugha gSA 

lafpdk esa miyC/k rF;ksa ds vuqlkj fu/kkZfjr vof/k esa dksbZ tokc izkIr ugha gksus ij izkFkhZ us izFke 
vihy lafLFkr dhA ysfdu izFke vihyh; vf/kdkjh dh rjQ ls Hkh izkFkhZ dks dksbZ vkns'k izkIr ugha gqvkA

f–rh; vihy@Second Appeal/ No.:- CIC/MHOME/A/2024/104101

izkFkhZ us fnukad 24-10-2023 ds izLrqr vkosnu ds ek/;e ls vius layfXur f'kdk;r ij dh x;h 
dkjZokbZ ,oa lacaf/kr lwpuk dh ekax dqy 6 fcanqvksa ds varxZr dh FkhA mYys[kuh; gS fd izi= ds lkFk 
f'kdk;r dh izfr layXu ugha gSA

lafpdk esa miyC/k rF;ksa ds vuqlkj fu/kkZfjr vof/k esa dksbZ tokc izkIr ugha gksus ij izkFkhZ us izFke 
vihy lafLFkr dhA ysfdu izFke vihyh; vf/kdkjh dh rjQ ls Hkh izkFkhZ dks dksbZ vkns'k izkIr ugha gqvkA
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f–rh; vihy@Second Appeal/ No.:- CIC/MHOME/A/2024/104103

izkFkhZ us fnukad 24-10-2023 ds izLrqr vkosnu ds ek/;e ls vius layfXur f'kdk;r ij dh x;h 
dkjZokbZ ,oa lacaf/kr lwpuk dh ekax dqy 6 fcanqvksa ds varxZr dh FkhA mYys[kuh; gS fd izi= ds lkFk 
f'kdk;r dh izfr layXu ugha gSA

lafpdk esa miyC/k rF;ksa ds vuqlkj fu/kkZfjr vof/k esa dksbZ tokc izkIr ugha gksus ij izkFkhZ us izFke 
vihy lafLFkr dhA ysfdu izFke vihyh; vf/kdkjh dh rjQ ls Hkh izkFkhZ dks dksbZ vkns'k izkIr ugha gqvkA

f–rh; vihy@Second Appeal/ No.:- CIC/MHOME/A/2024/103187

izkFkhZ us fnukad 04-11-2023 ds izLrqr vkosnu ds ek/;e ls vius layfXur f'kdk;r ij dh x;h 
dkjZokbZ ,oa lacaf/kr lwpuk dh ekax dqy 6 fcanqvksa ds varxZr dh FkhA mYys[kuh; gS fd izi= ds lkFk 
f'kdk;r dh izfr layXu ugha gSA 

lafpdk esa miyC/k rF;ksa ds vuqlkj fu/kkZfjr vof/k esa dksbZ tokc izkIr ugha gksus ij izkFkhZ us izFke 
vihy lafLFkr dhA ysfdu izFke vihyh; vf/kdkjh dh rjQ ls Hkh izkFkhZ dks dksbZ vkns'k izkIr ugha gqvkA

f–rh; vihy@Second Appeal/ No.:- CIC/MHOME/A/2024/105470

izkFkhZ us fnukad 23-11-2023 ds izLrqr vkosnu ds ek/;e ls vius layfXur f'kdk;r ij dh x;h 
dkjZokbZ ,oa lacaf/kr lwpuk dh ekax dqy 4 fcanqvksa ds varxZr dh FkhA mYys[kuh; gS fd izi= ds lkFk 
f'kdk;r dh izfr layXu ugha gSA 

lafpdk esa miyC/k rF;ksa ds vuqlkj fu/kkZfjr vof/k esa dksbZ tokc izkIr ugha gksus ij izkFkhZ us izFke 
vihy lafLFkr dhA ysfdu izFke vihyh; vf/kdkjh dh rjQ ls Hkh izkFkhZ dks dksbZ vkns'k izkIr ugha gqvkA

f–rh; vihy@Second Appeal/ No.:- CIC/MHOME/A/2024/104113

izkFkhZ us fnukad 24-10-2023 ds izLrqr vkosnu ds ek/;e ls vius layfXur f'kdk;r ij dh x;h 
dkjZokbZ ,oa lacaf/kr lwpuk dh ekax dqy 6 fcanqvksa ds varxZr dh FkhA mYys[kuh; gS fd izi= ds lkFk 
f'kdk;r dh izfr layXu ugha gSA 

lafpdk esa miyC/k rF;ksa ds vuqlkj fu/kkZfjr vof/k esa dksbZ tokc izkIr ugha gksus ij izkFkhZ us izFke 
vihy lafLFkr dhA ysfdu izFke vihyh; vf/kdkjh dh rjQ ls Hkh izkFkhZ dks dksbZ vkns'k izkIr ugha gqvkA

f–rh; vihy@Second Appeal/ No.:- CIC/MHOME/A/2024/104112

izkFkhZ us fnukad 24-10-2023 ds izLrqr vkosnu ds ek/;e ls vius layfXur f'kdk;r ij dh x;h 
dkjZokbZ ,oa lacaf/kr lwpuk dh ekax dqy 6 fcanqvksa ds varxZr dh FkhA mYys[kuh; gS fd izi= ds lkFk 
f'kdk;r dh izfr layXu ugha gSA 
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lafpdk esa miyC/k rF;ksa ds vuqlkj fu/kkZfjr vof/k esa dksbZ tokc izkIr ugha gksus ij izkFkhZ us izFke 
vihy lafLFkr dhA ysfdu izFke vihyh; vf/kdkjh dh rjQ ls Hkh izkFkhZ dks dksbZ vkns'k izkIr ugha gqvkA

f–rh; vihy@Second Appeal/ No.:- CIC/MHOME/A/2024/108019

izkFkhZ us fnukad 05-12-2023 ds izLrqr vkosnu ds ek/;e ls vius layfXur f'kdk;r ij dh x;h 
dkjZokbZ ,oa lacaf/kr lwpuk dh ekax dqy 4 fcanqvksa ds varxZr dh FkhA mYys[kuh; gS fd izi= ds lkFk 
f'kdk;r dh izfr layXu ugha gSA 

lafpdk esa miyC/k rF;ksa ds vuqlkj fu/kkZfjr vof/k esa dksbZ tokc izkIr ugha gksus ij izkFkhZ us izFke 
vihy lafLFkr dhA ysfdu izFke vihyh; vf/kdkjh dh rjQ ls Hkh izkFkhZ dks dksbZ vkns'k izkIr ugha gqvkA

f–rh; vihy@Second Appeal/ No.:- CIC/MHOME/A/2024/108041

izkFkhZ us fnukad 05-12-2023 ds izLrqr vkosnu ds ek/;e ls vius layfXur f'kdk;r ij dh x;h 
dkjZokbZ ,oa lacaf/kr lwpuk dh ekax dqy 4 fcanqvksa ds varxZr dh FkhA mYys[kuh; gS fd izi= ds lkFk 
f'kdk;r dh izfr layXu ugha gSA 

lafpdk esa miyC/k rF;ksa ds vuqlkj fu/kkZfjr vof/k esa dksbZ tokc izkIr ugha gksus ij izkFkhZ us izFke 
vihy lafLFkr dhA ysfdu izFke vihyh; vf/kdkjh dh rjQ ls Hkh izkFkhZ dks dksbZ vkns'k izkIr ugha gqvkA

f–rh; vihy@Second Appeal/ No.:- CIC/MHOME/A/2024/105481

izkFkhZ us fnukad 23-11-2023 ds izLrqr vkosnu ds ek/;e ls vius layfXur f'kdk;r ij dh x;h 
dkjZokbZ ,oa lacaf/kr lwpuk dh ekax dqy 4 fcanqvksa ds varxZr dh FkhA mYys[kuh; gS fd izi= ds lkFk 
f'kdk;r dh izfr layXu ugha gSA 

lafpdk esa miyC/k rF;ksa ds vuqlkj fu/kkZfjr vof/k esa dksbZ tokc izkIr ugha gksus ij izkFkhZ us izFke 
vihy lafLFkr dhA ysfdu izFke vihyh; vf/kdkjh dh rjQ ls Hkh izkFkhZ dks dksbZ vkns'k izkIr ugha gqvkA

f–rh; vihy@Second Appeal/ No.:- CIC/MHOME/A/2024/108030

izkFkhZ us fnukad 05-12-2023 ds izLrqr vkosnu ds ek/;e ls vius layfXur f'kdk;r ij dh x;h 
dkjZokbZ ,oa lacaf/kr lwpuk dh ekax dqy 4 fcanqvksa ds varxZr dh FkhA mYys[kuh; gS fd izi= ds lkFk 
f'kdk;r dh izfr layXu ugha gSA

lafpdk esa miyC/k rF;ksa ds vuqlkj fu/kkZfjr vof/k esa dksbZ tokc izkIr ugha gksus ij izkFkhZ us izFke 
vihy lafLFkr dhA ysfdu izFke vihyh; vf/kdkjh dh rjQ ls Hkh izkFkhZ dks dksbZ vkns'k izkIr ugha gqvkA

f–rh; vihy@Second Appeal/ No.:- CIC/MHOME/A/2024/108039

izkFkhZ us fnukad 28-11-2023 ds izLrqr vkosnu ds ek/;e ls vius layfXur f'kdk;r ij dh x;h 
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dkjZokbZ ,oa lacaf/kr lwpuk dh ekax dqy 4 fcanqvksa ds varxZr dh FkhA mYys[kuh; gS fd izi= ds lkFk 
f'kdk;r dh izfr layXu ugha gSA

lafpdk esa miyC/k rF;ksa ds vuqlkj fu/kkZfjr vof/k esa dksbZ tokc izkIr ugha gksus ij izkFkhZ us izFke 
vihy lafLFkr dhA ysfdu izFke vihyh; vf/kdkjh dh rjQ ls Hkh izkFkhZ dks dksbZ vkns'k izkIr ugha gqvkA

f–rh; vihy@Second Appeal/ No.:- CIC/MHOME/A/2024/108015

izkFkhZ us fnukad 05-12-2023 ds izLrqr vkosnu ds ek/;e ls vius layfXur f'kdk;r ij dh x;h 
dkjZokbZ ,oa lacaf/kr lwpuk dh ekax dqy 4 fcanqvksa ds varxZr dh FkhA mYys[kuh; gS fd izi= ds lkFk 
f'kdk;r dh izfr layXu ugha gSA

lafpdk esa miyC/k rF;ksa ds vuqlkj fu/kkZfjr vof/k esa dksbZ tokc izkIr ugha gksus ij izkFkhZ us izFke 
vihy lafLFkr dhA ysfdu izFke vihyh; vf/kdkjh dh rjQ ls Hkh izkFkhZ dks dksbZ vkns'k izkIr ugha gqvkA

f–rh; vihy@Second Appeal/ No.:- CIC/MHOME/A/2024/109240

izkFkhZ us fnukad 10-12-2023 ds izLrqr vkosnu ds ek/;e ls vius layfXur f'kdk;r ij dh x;h 
dkjZokbZ ,oa lacaf/kr lwpuk dh ekax dqy 4 fcanqvksa ds varxZr dh FkhA mYys[kuh; gS fd izi= ds lkFk 
f'kdk;r dh izfr layXu ugha gSA 

lafpdk esa miyC/k rF;ksa ds vuqlkj fu/kkZfjr vof/k esa dksbZ tokc izkIr ugha gksus ij izkFkhZ us izFke 
vihy lafLFkr dhA ysfdu izFke vihyh; vf/kdkjh dh rjQ ls Hkh izkFkhZ dks dksbZ vkns'k izkIr ugha gqvkA

f–rh; vihy@Second Appeal/ No.:- CIC/MHOME/A/2024/108023

izkFkhZ us fnukad 05-12-2023 ds izLrqr vkosnu ds ek/;e ls vius layfXur f'kdk;r ij dh x;h 
dkjZokbZ ,oa lacaf/kr lwpuk dh ekax dqy 4 fcanqvksa ds varxZr dh FkhA mYys[kuh; gS fd izi= ds lkFk 
f'kdk;r dh izfr layXu ugha gSA 

lafpdk esa miyC/k rF;ksa ds vuqlkj fu/kkZfjr vof/k esa dksbZ tokc izkIr ugha gksus ij izkFkhZ us izFke 
vihy lafLFkr dhA ysfdu izFke vihyh; vf/kdkjh dh rjQ ls Hkh izkFkhZ dks dksbZ vkns'k izkIr ugha gqvkA

f–rh; vihy@Second Appeal/ No.:- CIC/MHOME/A/2024/108027

izkFkhZ us fnukad 05-12-2023 ds izLrqr vkosnu ds ek/;e ls vius layfXur f'kdk;r ij dh x;h 
dkjZokbZ ,oa lacaf/kr lwpuk dh ekax dqy 4 fcanqvksa ds varxZr dh FkhA mYys[kuh; gS fd izi= ds lkFk 
f'kdk;r dh izfr layXu ugha gSA 

lafpdk esa miyC/k rF;ksa ds vuqlkj fu/kkZfjr vof/k esa dksbZ tokc izkIr ugha gksus ij izkFkhZ us izFke 
vihy lafLFkr dhA ysfdu izFke vihyh; vf/kdkjh dh rjQ ls Hkh izkFkhZ dks dksbZ vkns'k izkIr ugha gqvkA
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f–rh; vihy@Second Appeal/ No.:- CIC/MHOME/A/2024/109245

izkFkhZ us fnukad 25-12-2023 ds izLrqr vkosnu ds ek/;e ls vius layfXur f'kdk;r ij dh x;h 
dkjZokbZ ,oa lacaf/kr lwpuk dh ekax dqy 4 fcanqvksa ds varxZr dh FkhA mYys[kuh; gS fd izi= ds lkFk 
f'kdk;r dh izfr layXu ugha gSA

lafpdk esa miyC/k rF;ksa ds vuqlkj fu/kkZfjr vof/k esa dksbZ tokc izkIr ugha gksus ij izkFkhZ us izFke 
vihy lafLFkr dhA ysfdu izFke vihyh; vf/kdkjh dh rjQ ls Hkh izkFkhZ dks dksbZ vkns'k izkIr ugha gqvkA

f–rh; vihy@Second Appeal/ No.:- CIC/MHOME/A/2024/108018

izkFkhZ us fnukad 05-12-2023 ds izLrqr vkosnu ds ek/;e ls vius layfXur f'kdk;r ij dh x;h 
dkjZokbZ ,oa lacaf/kr lwpuk dh ekax dqy 4 fcanqvksa ds varxZr dh FkhA mYys[kuh; gS fd izi= ds lkFk 
f'kdk;r dh izfr layXu ugha gSA 

lafpdk esa miyC/k rF;ksa ds vuqlkj fu/kkZfjr vof/k esa dksbZ tokc izkIr ugha gksus ij izkFkhZ us izFke 
vihy lafLFkr dhA ysfdu izFke vihyh; vf/kdkjh dh rjQ ls Hkh izkFkhZ dks dksbZ vkns'k izkIr ugha gqvkA

f–rh; vihy@Second Appeal/ No.:- CIC/MHOME/A/2024/108014

izkFkhZ us fnukad 05-12-2023 ds izLrqr vkosnu ds ek/;e ls vius layfXur f'kdk;r ij dh x;h 
dkjZokbZ ,oa lacaf/kr lwpuk dh ekax dqy 4 fcanqvksa ds varxZr dh FkhA mYys[kuh; gS fd izi= ds lkFk 
f'kdk;r dh izfr layXu ugha gSA 

lafpdk esa miyC/k rF;ksa ds vuqlkj fu/kkZfjr vof/k esa dksbZ tokc izkIr ugha gksus ij izkFkhZ us izFke 
vihy lafLFkr dhA ysfdu izFke vihyh; vf/kdkjh dh rjQ ls Hkh izkFkhZ dks dksbZ vkns'k izkIr ugha gqvkA

f–rh; vihy@Second Appeal/ No.:- CIC/MHOME/A/2024/108034

izkFkhZ us fnukad 05-12-2023 ds izLrqr vkosnu ds ek/;e ls vius layfXur f'kdk;r ij dh x;h 
dkjZokbZ ,oa lacaf/kr lwpuk dh ekax dqy 4 fcanqvksa ds varxZr dh FkhA mYys[kuh; gS fd izi= ds lkFk 
f'kdk;r dh izfr layXu ugha gSA 

lafpdk esa miyC/k rF;ksa ds vuqlkj fu/kkZfjr vof/k esa dksbZ tokc izkIr ugha gksus ij izkFkhZ us izFke 
vihy lafLFkr dhA ysfdu izFke vihyh; vf/kdkjh dh rjQ ls Hkh izkFkhZ dks dksbZ vkns'k izkIr ugha gqvkA

f–rh; vihy@Second Appeal/ No.:- CIC/MHOME/A/2024/108035

izkFkhZ us fnukad 04-12-2023 ds izLrqr vkosnu ds ek/;e ls vius layfXur f'kdk;r ij dh x;h 
dkjZokbZ ,oa lacaf/kr lwpuk dh ekax dqy 4 fcanqvksa ds varxZr dh FkhA mYys[kuh; gS fd izi= ds lkFk 
f'kdk;r dh izfr layXu ugha gSA 
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lafpdk esa miyC/k rF;ksa ds vuqlkj fu/kkZfjr vof/k esa dksbZ tokc izkIr ugha gksus ij izkFkhZ us izFke 
vihy lafLFkr dhA ysfdu izFke vihyh; vf/kdkjh dh rjQ ls Hkh izkFkhZ dks dksbZ vkns'k izkIr ugha gqvkA

f–rh; vihy@Second Appeal/ No.:- CIC/MHOME/A/2024/108036

izkFkhZ us fnukad 01-12-2023 ds izLrqr vkosnu ds ek/;e ls vius layfXur f'kdk;r ij dh x;h 
dkjZokbZ ,oa lacaf/kr lwpuk dh ekax dqy 4 fcanqvksa ds varxZr dh FkhA mYys[kuh; gS fd izi= ds lkFk 
f'kdk;r dh izfr layXu ugha gSA

lafpdk esa miyC/k rF;ksa ds vuqlkj fu/kkZfjr vof/k esa dksbZ tokc izkIr ugha gksus ij izkFkhZ us izFke 
vihy lafLFkr dhA ysfdu izFke vihyh; vf/kdkjh dh rjQ ls Hkh izkFkhZ dks dksbZ vkns'k izkIr ugha gqvkA

mYys[kuh; gS fd izkFkhZ us vius mijksDr izR;sd vkosnu ds ek/;e ls ,d gh izdkj dh lwpuk dh 
ekax dh gS] izLrqr lHkh 98 f}rh; vihyksa dks la;qDr dj izLrqr vkns'k ds ek/;e ls budk fuLrkj.k 
fd;k tk jgk gSA 

vk;ksx }kjk tkjh uksfVl ds lanHkZ esa lhihvkbZvks] voj lfpo] leUo;&2] x`g ea=ky;] ubZ fnYyh us f}rh;  
vihy la[;k CIC/MHOME/A/2024/105473] CIC/MHOME/A/2024/105552, CIC/MHOME/A/2024/105468, 

CIC/MHOME/A/2024/105474, CIC/MHOME/A/2024/105477 rFkk CIC/MHOME/A/2024/105479 ds lanHkZ esa 
fnukad 30-04-2024 ds vius fyf[kr izfrosnu esa izkFkhZ dh 20 f'kdk;rksa vkSj rnuUrj] izR;sd f'kdk;r 
ds lanHkZ esa izkFkhZ }kjk nkf[ky vkjVhvkbZ vkosnuksa vkSj izFke vihyksa dk fooj.k vk;ksx dks izsf’kr fd;k 
gS] ftuds lanHkZ esa ;g voxr djk;k x;k gS fd izkFkhZ dh mijksDr lHkh f'kdk;rsa foRrh; lsok,a ¼cSafdax 
izHkkx½ vkSj dkiksZjsV dk;Z eaa=ky; ls lacaf/kr Fkha vkSj rnuqlkj izkFkhZ dh mijksDr lHkh f'kdk;rksa dks  
lacaf/kr foHkkx@ea=ky; dks ;Fkksfpr dkjZokbZ gsrq vxzlkfjr dj fn;k x;k FkkA 

vk;ksx }kjk tkjh uksfVl ds lanHkZ esa lhihvkbZvks] lhvkbZ,l fMfotu us Hkh fnukad 06-05-2024 
ds vius fyf[kr izfrosnu esa izkFkhZ dh 79 f}rh; vihyksa ds lanHkZ esa ;g voxr djk;k gS fd buesa ls 
48 f'kdk;rksa ds lanHkZ esa vuqHkkx esa fjdkMZ miyC/k gSa] ftUgsa >kj[kaM iqfyl dks ;Fkksfpr dkjZokbZ gsrq 
vxzlkfjr dj fn;k x;k FkkA izfrosnu esa ;g Hkh crk;k x;k gS fd izkFkhZ ds vkjVhvkbZ vkosnuksa ds lanHkZ 
esa izkFkhZ dks bl rF; ls voxr djk fn;k x;k Fkk fd *iqfyl* vkSj *ykW ,.M vkMZj* lafo/kku dh lkroha 
vuqlwph dk fo’k; gS vkSj bl izdkj ;g jkT; ljdkj ds {ks=karxZr vkrk gS rFkk bl fo’k; esa vijk/k 
dh tkap vFkok jksdFkke dk dk;Z jkT; ljdkj vius dkuwu izorZu e”khujh ds ek/;e ls djkrh gSA

vk;ksx }kjk tkjh uksfVl ds lanHkZ esa lhihvkbZvks] Hkkjrh; fjtoZ cSad dh rjQ ls Hkh fnukad  
09-05-2024 dk ,d fyf[kr izfrosnu vk;ksx esa izkIr gqvk gS] ftlesa ;g voxr djk;k x;k gS fd izkFkhZ 
dh vkbZlhvkbZlhvkbZ cSad ds fo:) ,d f'kdk;r ¼lafpdk la[;k CIC/MHOME/A/2024/105541½ foRrh; 
lsok,a foHkkx ls vxzlkj.k }kjk izkIr gqbZ FkhaA izkFkhZ ds iz'uxr f'kdk;r ds lanHkZ esa ;Fkksfpr dkjZokbZ djrs 
gq, izkFkhZ ds varj.k }kjk izkIr vkjVhvkbZ vkosnu ds lanHkZ esa izkFkhZ dks tokc izsf’kr dj fn;k x;k FkkA 
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lquokbZ ds nkSjku izkdV~; lqlaxr rF;:

izLrqr okn dh lquokbZ fofM;ks dkWUQzasflax ds ek/;e ls dh x;hA vk;ksx }kjk uksfVl tkjh fd, 
tkus ds okotwn izkFkhZ lquokbZ ds nkSjku ,uvkbZlh ds ljk;dsyk&[kjlkoka LVwfM;ks esa mifLFkr ugha FksA 
izfroknh i{k x`g ea=ky; ls Jh nhid fojekuh] funs”kd] lkbZcj ØkbZe dksvkfMZusVj lsaVj] Jh fladq 
“kj.k flag] fMIVh dekaMsaV] Jherh jhrk] voj lfpo] lhvkbZlh fMfotu] Jh lh0 ,l0 Bkdqj] mi&lfpo] 
vkjVhvkbZ@iz”kklu] Jh e`R;qat; f=ikBh] voj lfpo] lh,l&1 fMfotu] Jh yfyr diwj] mi&lfpo] 
Jh izoh.k flag] voj lfpo] vkbZ,l&2 fMfotu] izfroknh i{k lM+d ifjogu ,oa jktekxZ ea=ky; ls 
Jh ,l0 ds0 thok] voj lfpo] izfroknh i{k vkSj Hkkjrh; fjtoZ cSad ls Jh lanhi dqekj] fof/k vf/kdkjh 
rFkk Jh iadt xqIrk] izca/kd vk;ksx esa mifLFkr gq,A 

izfroknh i{k] lkbZcj ØkbZe dksvkfMZusVj lsaVj] x`g ea=ky; dh nyhy Fkh fd vk;ksx }kjk izkFkhZ ds 
79 f}rh; vihyksa ds laca/k esa lquokbZ dk uksfVl izkIr gqvk gSA fjdkMZ dk ijh{k.k djus ij izkFkhZ ds 48 
f'kdk;rksa rFkk rnuUrj nkf[ky vkjVhvkbZ vkosnuksa ,oa izFke vihyksa dk fooj.k izkIr gqvk gS] tks lsy esa 
izkIr gq, gSaA izkFkhZ dh izR;sd f'kdk;r ij dkjZokbZ >kj[kaM jkT; iqfyl iz”kklu ls FkkA rnuqlkj izkFkhZ 
dh f'kdk;rksa dks ;Fkksfpr dkjZokbZ gsrq mUgsa vxzlkfjr dj fn;k x;k FkkA blh izdkj izkFkhZ ds vkjVhvkbZ 
vkosnuksa ds lanHkZ esa mUgsa mijksDr rF; ls voxr djk fn;k x;k gS vkSj vkjVhvkbZ vkosnuksa ds lanHkZ esa 
izkFkhZ dh izFke vihy dk fuLrkj.k Hkh izFke vihyh; vf/kdkjh }kjk fd;k x;k gSA 

izfroknh i{k] lhvkbZlh fMfotu dk dguk Fkk fd izkFkhZ dh rjQ ls 20 f'kdk;rsa vkWQykbZu eksM esa 
fofHkUu Mk;jh Øekadksa ds lanHkZ esa izkIr gqbZ Fkh vkSj mu ij dkjZokbZ foRrh; lsok,a ¼cSafdax izHkkx½ vkSj 
dkiksZjsV dk;Z eaa=ky; ls lacaf/kr FkhaA rnuqlkj] izkFkhZ dks lwfpr djrs gq, izkFkhZ dh f'kdk;rksa dks lacaf/
kr ea=ky; ,oa foHkkx dks ;Fkkmi;qDr dkjZokbZ gsrq vxzlkfjr dj fn;k x;k FkkA rRi”pkr] izkFkhZ }kjk 
nkf[ky vkjVhvkbZ vkosnuksa ,oa izFke vihyksa dk fuLrkj.k djrs gq, izkFkhZ dks mijksDr rF;ksa ls voxr 
djk fn;k x;k gSA 

izfroknh i{k] lM+d ifjogu ,oa jktekxZ ea=ky; dh nyhy Fkh fd izkFkhZ dh ,d f'kdk;r x`g 
ea=ky;] ihth lsy ls izkIr gqbZ Fkh] ftls x`g lfpo] >kj[kaM jkT; ljdkj dks ;Fkksfpr dkjZokbZ gsrq 
vxzlkfjr dj fn;k x;k Fkk] D;ksafd izkFkhZ us vius mDr f'kdk;r esa ,d xkM+h uacj dk fooj.k miyC/k 
djkrs gq, mlij dkjZokbZ dh ekax dh Fkh] tks jkT; ljdkj >kj[kaM ds dk;Z{ks= ds varxZr vkrk gSA bl 
rF; ls izkFkhZ dks muds vkjVhvkbZ vkosnu ds tokc esa voxr djk fn;k x;k FkkA 

izfroknh i{k] Hkkjrh; fjtoZ cSad dk dguk Fkk fd izkFkhZ dh vkbZlhvkbZlhvkbZ cSad ds fo:) ,d 
f'kdk;r ¼lafpdk la[;k CIC/MHOME/A/2024/105541½ foRrh; lsok,a foHkkx ls vxzlkj.k }kjk izkIr 
gqbZ FkhaA izkFkhZ ds iz”uxr f'kdk;r ds lanHkZ esa ;Fkksfpr dkjZokbZ djrs gq, izkFkhZ ds varj.k }kjk izkIr 
vkjVhvkbZ vkosnu ds lanHkZ esa izkFkhZ dks tokc izsf’kr dj fn;k x;k FkkA 
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lquokbZ ds nkSjku izfroknh i{kksa dh nyhy Fkh fd izkFkhZ jkT; ljdkj ds fdlh foHkkx vFkok fdlh 

Hkh futh izfr’Bku ds fo:) f'kdk;r Hkstus ds vH;Lr gSa vkSj ckj&ckj mudh rjQ ls ,slh f'kdk;rsa 

izkIr gksrh jgrh gSaA pw¡fd izkFkhZ dh f'kdk;rksa ij dkjZokbZ lacaf/kr jkT; ljdkj ds {ks=kf/kdkj esa vkrh gS] 

f'kdk;rksa dk varj.k mUgsa dj fn;k tkrk gSA iqu% izkFkhZ viuh mDr f'kdk;rksa ij dh x;h dkjZokbZ dh 

lwpuk gsrq vkjVhvkbZ vkosnu nkf[ky djrs gSa vkSj muds vkosnuksa ds lanHkZ esa izkFkhZ dks bl rF; ls voxr 

djk;k tkrk gSA izfroknh i{kksa dh nyhy Fkh fd izkFkhZ vius lwpuk ds vf/kdkj dk oLrqr% nq:Ik;ksx djrs 

gSA blls izkf/kdj.k ds vU; vko”;d dk;ksaZ ds fuLrkj.k esa foyEc Hkh gksrk gSA 

fu.kZ;

izkFkhZ }kjk okafNr lwpuk dk ijh{k.k djus ls ;g Li’V gS fd izkFkhZ us lafpdk la[;k CIC/

MHOME/A/2023/141644 dks NksM+dj vU; lHkh vkosnuksa ds ek/;e ls fofHkUu frfFk;ksa dks izsf’kr vius 

f'kdk;rksa] tks fofHkUu yksd izkf/kdkfj;ksa ls lacaf/kr gSa] ij dh x;h dkjZokbZ dh lwpuk dh ekax dh gSA 

lafpdk la[;k CIC/MHOME/A/2023/141644 ls lacaf/kr fnukad 04-07-2023 ds vkosnu ds ek/;e ls izkFkhZ 

us x`g ea=h dk;kZy; esa inksa dh la[;k] muds inuke] mu inksa ij dk;Z djus okys vf/kdkjh@deZpkfj;ksa 

ds uke] muds x`g ftyk vkfn ls lacaf/kr lwpuk dh ekax dh gSA 

vk;ksx dks izsf’kr vius izR;sd f}rh; vihy izi= esa izkFkhZ us ;g vfHk;ksx yxk;k gS fd u rks muds 

vkjVhvkbZ vkosnu ds lanHkZ esa dksbZ leqfpr tokc mUgsa izkIr gqvk gS vkSj u gh mudh izFke vihy dk 

fuLrkj.k izFke vihyh; vf/kdkjh leqfpr rjhds ls fd;k x;k gSA 

nwljh rjQ] vk;ksx }kjk tkjh uksfVl ds lanHkZ esa lhihvkbZvks] voj lfpo] leUo;&2] x`g 

ea=ky;] ubZ fnYyh us f}rh; vihy la[;k CIC/MHOME/A/2024/105473] CIC/MHOME/A/2024/105552, 

CIC/MHOME/A/2024/105468, CIC/MHOME/A/2024/105474, CIC/MHOME/A/2024/105477 rFkk CIC/

MHOME/A/2024/105479  ds lanHkZ esa fnukad 30-04-2024 ds vius fyf[kr izfrosnu esa izkFkhZ dh 20 f'kdk;rksa 

vkSj rnuUrj] izR;sd f'kdk;r ds lanHkZ esa izkFkhZ }kjk nkf[ky vkjVhvkbZ vkosnuksa vkSj izFke vihyksa dk 

fooj.k vk;ksx dks izsf’kr fd;k gS] ftuds lanHkZ esa ;g voxr djk;k x;k gS fd izkFkhZ dh mijksDr lHkh 

f'kdk;rsa foRrh; lsok,a ¼cSafdax izHkkx½ vkSj dkiksZjsV dk;Z eaa=ky; ls lacaf/kr Fkha vkSj rnuqlkj izkFkhZ dh 

mijksDr lHkh f'kdk;rksa dks lacaf/kr foHkkx@ea=ky; dks ;Fkksfpr dkjZokbZ gsrq vxzlkfjr dj fn;k x;k 

FkkA rnuqlkj] izkFkhZ ds vkjVhvkbZ vkosnuksa dks Hkh lacaf/kr ea=ky;ksa@foHkkxksa dks lwpuk dk vf/kdkj vf/

kfu;e dh /kkjk 6¼3½ ds varxZr varfjr dj fn;k x;k vkSj izkFkhZ dh izFke vihyksa dk fuLrkj.k Hkh izFke 

vihyh; vf/kdkjh }kjk fd;k x;k gS ftlesa] lhihvkbZvks }kjk dh x;h dkjZokbZ dks lgh Bgjk;k x;k 

gSA izfrosnu esa izkFkhZ ds vkosnuksa ds lanHkZ esa izsf’kr tokc vkSj ikfjr izFke vihyh; vkns'k dh izfr;ka 

Hkh layXu gSA
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blh izdkj] lhihvkbZvks] lhvkbZlh fMfotu us Hkh fnukad 06-05-2024 ds vius fyf[kr izfrosnu esa 

izkFkhZ dh 79 f}rh; vihyksa ds lanHkZ esa ;g voxr djk;k gS fd buesa ls 48 f'kdk;rksa ds lanHkZ esa vuqHkkx 

esa fjdkMZ miyC/k gSa] ftUgsa >kj[kaM iqfyl dks ;Fkksfpr dkjZokbZ gsrq vxzlkfjr dj fn;k x;k FkkA izfrosnu 

esa ;g Hkh crk;k x;k gS fd izkFkhZ ds vkjVhvkbZ vkosnuksa ds lanHkZ esa izkFkhZ dks bl rF; ls voxr djk 

fn;k x;k Fkk fd *iqfyl* vkSj *ykW ,.M vkMZj* lafo/kku dh lkroha vuqlwph dk fo’k; gS vkSj bl izdkj 

;g jkT; ljdkj ds {ks=karxZr vkrk gS rFkk bl fo’k; esa vijk/k dh tkap vFkok jksdFkke dk dk;Z jkT; 

ljdkj vius dkuwu izorZu e”khujh ds ek/;e ls djkrh gSA

lquokbZ ds nkSjku izfroknh i{kksa dh nyhy gS fd izkFkhZ ds yxHkx lHkh f'kdk;rksa dk laca/k vU; 

yksd izkf/kdkfj;ksa ls Fkk vkSj muds lHkh f'kdk;rksa dks lacaf/kr yksd izkf/kdkjh dks ;Fkksfpr dkjZokbZ gsrq 

vxzlkfjr dj fn;k x;k Fkk rFkk rnuqlkj izkFkhZ ds vkjVhvkbZ vkosnuksa ds lanHkZ esa bldh lwpuk Hkh izkFkhZ 

dks izsf’kr dj nh x;h FkhA 

izLrqr lanHkZ esa ;g mYys[k izklafxd gksxk fd lwpuk dk vf/kdkj vf/kfu;e dh /kkjk 6¼1½ ;g  

vf/kdfFkr djrk gS fd dksbZ O;fDr] tks bl vf/kfu;e ds v/khu dksbZ lwpuk vfHkizkIr djuk pkgrk gS] 

fyf[kr esa ;k bysDVªkfud ;qfDr ds ek/;e ls vaxzsth ;k fgUnh esa ;k ml {ks= dh] ftlesa vkosnu fd;k 

tk jgk gS] jktHkk’kk esa ,slh Qhl ds lkFk] tks fofgr dh tk, lacaf/kr dsUnzh; yksd tu lwpuk vf/kdkjh 

dks vkosnu izsf’kr djsxkA 

blh izdkj] lwpuk dk vf/kdkj vf/kfu;e dh /kkjk 6¼3½ ;g izko/kku djrk gS fd tgka dksbZ vkosnu 

fdlh yksd izkf/kdkjh dks fdlh ,slh lwpuk ds fy, vuqjks/k djrs gq, fd;k tkrk gS] tks fdlh vU; yksd 

izkf/kdkjh }kjk /kkfjr gS] ;k ftldh fo’k;&oLrq fdlh vU; yksd izkf/kdkjh ds d`R;ksa ls vf/kd fudV 

:Ik ls lacaf/kr gS] vkosnu dk varj.k lacaf/kr yksd izkf/kdkjh dks fd;k tk,xkA

mYys[kuh; gS fd izkFkhZ us viuh izR;sd f'kdk;r] lhihvkbZvks] x`g ea=ky;] Hkkjr ljdkj dks izsf’kr 

fd;k gS vkSj izsf’kr f'kdk;r ij dkjZokbZ djrs gq, mudh izR;sd f'kdk;r dks lacaf/kr ea=ky;ksa@foHkkxksa] 

jkT; ljdkj] >kj[kaM dks ;Fkksfpr dkjZokbZ gsrq vxzlkfjr fd;k x;k gS] ftldh lwpuk izkFkhZ dks Hkh 

iznku dh x;h gSA bl izdkj] izkFkhZ dh f'kdk;rksa ij dh x;h dkjokbZ dh lwpuk dk /kkjd lacaf/kr yksd 

izkf/kdj.k vkSj >kj[kaM jkT; ljdkj] ftUgsa izkFkhZ dh f'kdk;rsa dkjZokbZ gsrq vxzlkfjr dh x;h gS] gksxkA 

bl rF; ds okotwn izkFkhZ us dh x;h dkjZokbZ dh lwpuk gsrq viuk vkjVhvkbZ vkosnu] lhihvkbZvks] x`g 

ea=ky;] ubZ fnYyh dks izsf’kr fd;k gS] u fd lacaf/kr yksd izkf/kdkjh] ftls izkFkhZ dh f'kdk;r dkjZokbZ 

gsrq vxzlkfjr dh x;h gSA 

lhihvkbZvks] x`g ea=ky; }kjk izkFkhZ dks lwfpr djrs gq, izkFkhZ ds dbZ vkjVhvkbZ vkosnuksa dks lacaf/

kr yksd izkf/kdkjh dks lwpuk dk vf/kdkj vf/kfu;e dh /kkjk 6¼3½ ds varxZr varfjr Hkh fd;k gSA ysfdu 

fnypLi rF; ;g gS fd blds okotwn Hkh izkFkhZ us izFke vihy] izFke vihyh; vf/kdkjh] x`g ea=ky; 
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dks izsf’kr fd;k gS vkSj rnuUrj] f}rh; vihy Hkh lhihvkbZvks] x`g ea=ky;] Hkkjr ljdkj] ubZ fnYyh ds 

fo:) nkf[ky fd;k gSA bl izdkj] izkFkhZ lHkh rF;ksa ls iw.kZr;k ifjfpr gksrs Hkh viuk vkjVhvkbZ vkosnu 

rFkk izFke vihy lacaf/kr izkf/kdj.k ds lhihvkbZvks dks izsf’kr ugha dj] ,d vU; izkf/kdj.k ds lhihvkbZvks 

dks izsf’kr fd;k gS vkSj varr% f}rh; vihy Hkh ftl izkf/kdj.k ds lhihvkbZvks ds fo:) izsf’kr dh x;h 

gS] mldk iz'uxr ekeys ls dksbZ laca/k ugha gSA mYys[kuh; gS fd izkFkhZ us vius oSls vkjVhvkbZ vkosnuksa 

ds lanHkZ esa f}rh; vihysa vk;ksx dks izsf’kr dh gSa] ftldk ;Fkksfpr tokc vkSj visf{kr leLr lwpuk 

izkFkhZ dks lacaf/kr yksd izkf/kdkjh }kjk iznku dj nh x;h gSA 

mYys[kuh; gS fd lwpuk vf/kdkj vf/kfu;e dh /kkjk 2¼p½ ds izko/kkuksa ds varxZr dsoy og lwpuk] 
tks yksd izkf/kdkjh ds ikl miyC/k vkSj mlds }kjk /kkfjr vFkok mlds fu;a=.kk/khu gS] iznku dh tk 
ldrh gSA ,d tu lwpuk vf/kdkjh ls ;g vis{kk ugha dh tk ldrh gS fd og ml lwpuk dk fuekZ.k 
djs] tks fjdkMZ dk fgLlk ugha gSA mlls ;g Hkh visf{kr ugha gS fd og ifjdfYir iz”uksa dk tokc ns 
vFkok lwpuk dh O;k[;k djsA bl izdkj] izkFkhZ ds izR;sd vkjVhvkbZ vkosnu dk lhihvkbZvks] x`g ea=ky; 
}kjk vf/kfu;e ds izko/kkuksa ds varxZr ;Fkksfpr jhfr ls fuLrkj.k fd;k gS vkSj izLrqr ekeyksa esa izfroknh 
i{k dks dksbZ Hkh funsZ”k fn, tkus dh vko”;drk ugha gSA 

rnuUrj] izLrqr lanHkZ esa ;g mYys[k Hkh izklafxd gksxk fd izkFkhZ dh izR;sd lafpdk dk ijh{k.k djus 
ls ;g Li’V gS fd izkFkhZ us ,d fnu esa yxHkx 15 ls 20 vkjVhvkbZ vkosnu nkf[ky fd;k gS] tks muds 
15 ls 20 nkf[ky dh x;h f'kdk;rksa ls lacaf/kr gSA vkSj bl izdkj izkFkhZ us dsoy lhihvkbZvks] x`g ea=ky; 
ds fo:) vk;ksx esa dqy 98 f}rh; vihysa lafLFkr dh gSaA vk;ksx dh jk; esa izkFkhZ ds lwpuk izkIr djus 
dh ;g “kSyh oLrqr% lwpuk dk vf/kdkj dk nq:Ik;ksx gS] D;ksafd blls izkf/kdj.k ds Je ,oa lalk/kuksa 
dk foiFku gksrk gS vkSj blls izkf/kdj.k ds vU; vko”;d dk;Z izfrdwyrk ls izHkkfor gksrs gSaA mPpre 
U;k;ky; us vius ,d vkns'k] lhch,lbZ cuke vkfnR; ca/kksik/;k; ,oa vU; [MANU/SC/0932/2011] esa ;g 
vf/kdfFkr fd;k gS fd jk’Vª ,slk ifjn`’; ugha pkgrk] ftlesa yksd izkf/kdkjh ds 75 izfr’kr vf/kdkjh@
deZpkjh viuk 75 izfr’kr le; vkjVhvkbZ vkosnuksa ds fuLrkj.k esa u”V djsaA

izkFkhZ }kjk vusdksa f'kdk;r vkSj izfrosnu nkf[ky djus vkSj rnksijkar lwpuk vkosnu nkf[ky dj 
mudk vuqlj.k djus dh ;g “kSyh enzkl mPp U;k;ky; }kjk ,d fjV ;kfpdk la[;k 26781@2013 
fnukad 17-09-2014 ¼tu lwpuk vf/kdkjh] jftLVªkj&Ikz’kklu] enzkl mPp U;k;ky; cuke ch0 Hkkjrh½ esa 
fn;s x, fu.kZ; dks Hkh vkd”V djrk gS] ftlesa U;k;ky; us ;g vf/kdfFkr fd;k gS fd dbZ f'kdk;rsa 
vkSj vH;kosnu Hkstus vkSj fQj vkjVhvkbZ vkosnuksa ds ek/;e ls muij dh x;h dkjZokbZ dh lwpuk izkIr 
djus dk ;g rjhdk f'kdk;r fuokj.k dk rjhdk ugha gks ldrk gSA ;g lkoZtfud fgr ds fo:) gS fd 
,d vkosnd lwpuk ekaxrs le; fdlh yksd izkf/kdkjh ij vR;f/kd vuko”;d ncko Mkys vFkok mls  
izkf/kdj.k ds lalk/kuksa dk vlaxr mi;ksx djus gsrq ck/; djsA
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lwpuk dk vf/kdkj vf/kfu;e dh izLrkouk O;ogkfjd “kklu i)fr dh LFkkiuk dh ckr djrk gS] 
ftldk mn~ns'; ukxfjd ,oa yksd izkf/kdkjh ds chp fe=or laaca/k fodflr djrs gq, ,d ikjn”khZ 
“kklu iz.kkyh dh LFkkiuk djuk gSA ysfdu vk;ksx dh jk; esa izkFkhZ dk ;g dk;Z oLrqr% vf/kdkfj;ksa dks 
ijs”kku djuk gh vf/kd vkSj lwpuk izkIr djuk de ;k ux.; gSA

mijksDr rF;ksa ds vkyksd esa vk;ksx lhihvkbZvks] x`g ea=ky; }kjk izkFkhZ ds lwpuk vkosnuksa ds lanHkZ 
esa dh x;h dkjZokbZ dks Ik;kZIr ekurk gS rFkk izkFkhZ dh mijksDr lHkh f}rh; vihyksa dks fujLr djrk gSA 

mijksDrkuqlkj izLrqr vihysa fuLrkfjr dh tkrh gSA

Heeralal Samariya ¼ghjkyky lkefj;k½
Chief Information Commissioner  ¼eq[; lwpuk vk;qDr½
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Central Information Commission
Second Appeal No. CIC/PASOF/A/2019/124108

Ms. Hansa Mishra
Vs.

Zonal Passport Office, Lucknow

Date of Decision 01.10.2021

Decided by Shri Y.K. Sinha, Chief information Commissioner

Provisions Involved in This Case:

Section 8(1)(j) of the RTI Act 2005 in context of Matrimonial Matters.

The appellant, Ms. Hansa Mishra, filed an RTI application dated 13.02.2019 seeking information 
related to the reissuance and validity of her estranged husband’s passport. The information was 
sought as part of a court case initiated by the appellant, who claimed to be the legally wedded wife 
of Mr. Govind Mishra. The RTI application included four queries regarding the passport reissuance, 
basis on which it was reissued, and the validity date of the newly issued passport. 

During the hearing, the appellant contended that since her husband’s passport was previously 
impounded and he had deserted her, she had a legitimate reason to seek information about the new 
passport. 

Held

The Commission, after hearing both parties and relying on precedents including Union of 
India v. R. Jayachandran and Reena vs Regional Passport Officer, ruled that information about 
whether a passport was reissued and its validity date (points 2 and 4) could be disclosed as it does 
not cause unwarranted invasion of privacy. However, disclosure of full passport details and other 
associated documents was exempt under Section 8(1)(j) of the RTI Act, 2005, being third-party 
personal information. The Commission directed the CPIO to provide information on points 2 and 
4 by 15.11.2021.

Orbiter Dicta

In addressing the balance between privacy under Section 8(1)(j) of the RTI Act and the right 
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to information in matrimonial disputes, the Commission emphasized that when a legally wedded 
spouse seeks limited information (such as whether a passport has been reissued and its period of 
validity), such disclosure may not infringe upon privacy rights. 

The Commission differentiated between personal data that would lead to an unwarranted 
invasion of privacy and the data dissemination of which would not cause any such kind of 
unwarranted invasion. In certain matrimonial contexts, the spouse may be entitled to partial 
information regarding passport status without compromising privacy protections.

Cases Referred: 

1.	 Union of India v. R. Jayachandran WP (C) 3406/2012
2.	 Reena vs Regional Passport Officer, Jaipur, CIC/PASOF/A/2019/108227
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Central Information Commission
Second Appeal No. CIC/HCOST/A/2018/156230

Sh. Radhe Shyam Jangid
Vs.

PIO Rajasthan High Court Jaipur

Date of Decision 15.02.2021

Decided by – Shri Y.K. Sinha, Chief Information Commissioner

Provisions Involved in This Case:

Section 25 (5) of RTI Act 2005; Section 19 of RTI Act 2005, Rule 7(1)(b) of Rajasthan Right to 
Information (High Court and Subordinate Courts) Rules, 2006.

The appellant, Shri Radhe Shyam Jangid, had filed an RTI application on 04.04.2018 to the PIO 
of the Rajasthan High Court, Jaipur, seeking information on four points relating to Case No.16710, 
actions taken from 2012 to 2018, and a Gram Sabha decision dated 03.09.2012. On not receiving 
any response, the appellant filed a First Appeal on 10.05.2018, but the matter remained unheard, 
prompting him to approach the Central Information Commission with the Second Appeal. During 
the hearing on 09.02.2021, it was revealed that the appeal was rejected by the FAA on grounds of 
non-compliance with procedural requirements of the Rajasthan Right to Information (High Court 
and Subordinate Courts) Rules, 2006.

Held:

The Commission observed that the appellant’s First Appeal was not in the prescribed form 
and did not include the requisite fee of ₹100 as stipulated under Rule 7(1)(b) of the Rajasthan 
RTI Rules. However, it also acknowledged that neither the appellant nor the respondent made any 
new submissions during the Second Appeal hearing. On examining the legality of charging such 
a fee, the Commission delved into the statutory framework under the RTI Act, 2005, and found 
that the imposition of a fee for filing First Appeals is not supported by the principal Act. Hence, 
while disposing of the Second Appeal, the Commission emphasized that such fees are not legally 
sustainable.
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Orbiter Dicta:

In its observations, the Commission strongly criticized the imposition of Rs.100 as a fee for 
filing First Appeals under Rule 7(1)(b) of the Rajasthan Right to Information (High Court and 
Subordinate Courts) Rules, 2006. Citing the Supreme Court judgment in Common Cause vs. High 
Court of Allahabad, it emphasized that application fees under RTI should normally not exceed Rs.50, 
and per-page charges should not exceed Rs.5. The Commission further highlighted that Section 19 
of the RTI Act, 2005 does not empower any public authority to levy fees at the appeal stage and that 
such a provision under the Rajasthan Rules contravenes the parent statute. Referring also to State 
of UP vs. Renusagar Power Co., it stressed that subordinate legislation must conform strictly to the 
parent Act. Accordingly, the Commission recommended the Registrar, Rajasthan High Court to 
initiate a review of the said Rule by placing the matter before the competent authority, highlighting 
that the imposition of such a fee is legally untenable and contrary to the RTI Act’s spirit.

Cases Referred:

1.	 Common Cause vs. High Court of Allahabad & Anr WP (Civil) No. 194 of 2012 

2.	 State of UP & Ors vs. Renusagar Power Co. & Ors 1988 AIR 1737
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Central Information Commission
Second Appeal No. CIC/PMOIN/A/2019/600261

Shri Prasenjit Bose 
Vs.

PIO/ Under Secretary, Prime Minister Office, South Block, New Delhi and 
PIO/ Nodal Officer, RTI D/o Finance Services, North Block, New Delhi

Date of Decision: 28.09.2021

Decided by: Shri Y.K. Sinha, Chief Information Commissioner

Provisions Involved in This Case:

Section 2(f), Section 6(1), Section 6(3), Section 8(1)(e), Section 8(1)(h), Section 8(1)(j) of RTI 
Act 2005

Section 45E of the RBI Act, 1934

The appellant, Shri Prasenjit Bose, filed an RTI application seeking details from the Prime 
Minister’s Office (PMO) and the Department of Financial Services regarding whether a letter was 
sent by former RBI Governor Dr. Raghuram Rajan to the PMO. The letter purportedly contained 
a list of high-profile bank fraud cases urging coordinated legal action. The appellant requested the 
date of receipt of the letter, action taken, and whether the letter could be shared. Additionally, he 
sought bank-wise data on loan frauds over ten years and whether the PMO issued any directives 
to initiate legal action in such matters. The PMO initially denied the information on the grounds 
that the queries were vague, sought opinions, or were exempt under Section 2(f) of the RTI Act, 
2005. The response was considered unsatisfactory by the appellant, leading to a first appeal, which 
resulted in a direction from the First Appellate Authority (FAA) to seek fresh inputs on point No. 1, 
3 and 5 and provide information to the Appellant within 15 days. The matter was further escalated 
as a second appeal when the replies remained unsatisfactory. The PIO later confirmed receipt of Dr. 
Raghuram Rajan’s letter but refused to disclose it, citing confidentiality under Section 45E of the 
RBI Act and ongoing investigations.
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Orbiter Dicta:

The Commission emphasized that public authorities are not bound to create or interpret 
information under RTI, nor provide opinions or advice. It reiterated that a request for information 
must be precise and must pertain to records held or under the control of the authority. Further, if 
an authority is not the custodian of the requested information, it cannot be held liable for non-
disclosure. RBI and concerned Public Sector Banks are the actual custodian of information, which 
has been sought by the appellant. The Department of Financial Services having received the RTI 
Application, had thus correctly transferred the RTI Application to the relevant custodians of the 
information vide letter dated 12.12.2018, invoking Section 6(3) of the RTI act. A public authority 
which is not the custodian of the information cannot be held liable for furnishing the information. 

Held:

The Commission held that the information sought by the appellant had been duly transferred to 
the appropriate public authorities like RBI and PSBs under Section 6(3) of the RTI Act. The replies 
furnished were found to be specific and satisfactory as per the RTI Act. As such, no legal infirmity 
was found in the responses provided by the respondents. The appeal was accordingly disposed of.

Court Cases Referred:	

1.	 RBI vs. Jayantilal Mistry [(2016) 3 SCC 525]

2.	 Girish Mittal vs. Parvati Sundaram [(2019) 20 SCC 747]

3.	 CBSE vs. Aditya Bandopadhyay [dated 9 August, 2011]
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Central Information Commission
Complaint No. CIC/DSSSB/C/2018/128865

Ms. Manju Rani
Vs.

PIO/ Dy. Secy. (Secret Cell – I), Govt. of NCT of Delhi

Date of Decision: 05.02.2020

Decided by: Shri Y.K. Sinha, Information Commissioner

Provisions Involved in This Case:

None

The complainant, Ms. Manju Rani, had filed an RTI application seeking a copy of her OMR 
sheet for the TGT (Computer Science) examination held on 21.05.2017 under DSSSB. The PIO 
of the Secret Cell-I, DSSSB, responded on 21.08.2017 stating that the information could only be 
provided after the declaration of final results. Dissatisfied, the complainant filed the First Appeal 
on 03.10.2017. The First Appellate Authority (FAA) directed the PIO on 01.12.2017 to provide 
the OMR sheet within 15 days. However, despite this direction, the information was not provided, 
prompting the complainant to file a second appeal/complaint before the Central Information 
Commission (CIC).

During the CIC hearing, the complainant reiterated that no information had been provided 
till date. The respondent justified non-disclosure by relying on the Supreme Court judgment in 
UPSC vs. Angesh Kumar & Ors., citing concerns related to disclosure of answer sheets. However, 
the Commission noted that the facts of that case differed significantly from the present one. The 
CIC thus examined the issue independently, keeping in mind the principles of transparency and 
accountability under the RTI Act.

Orbiter Dicta:

The Information Commissioner observed that while transparency and accountability are vital, 
there is a need to balance them with concerns of confidentiality and proper use of public resources. 
Mechanically applying the ratio of the UPSC vs. Angesh Kumar case in every examination would 
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be inappropriate. Additionally, citing a case law without demonstrating its relevance to the current 
factual scenario does not suffice—the doctrine of stare decisis requires a meaningful comparison 
of facts. The Commission reiterated that public authorities must enforce RTI provisions strictly and 
furnish information to uphold transparency in public examination processes.

Held:

The Central Information Commission held that the PIO had unjustifiably denied the information 
sought, failing to comply with the FAA’s order. The Commission directed the PIO to provide the 
complainant with a copy of her OMR sheet (both sides) from the written examination held on 
21.05.2017 within three weeks from the date of the order. 

Court Cases Referred in the Case:

1.	 * UPSC vs. Angesh Kumar & Ors., in Civil Appeal No. 6159-6162 of 2013
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Central Information Commission
Second Appeal No. CIC/MHOME/A/2019/107928

Ehtesham Qutubuddin Siddiqui
Vs.

Ministry of Home Affairs (MHA), New Delhi

Date of Decision 29.11.2019

Decided by: Coram- Shri Sudhir Bhargava, Chief Information Commissioner, Shri Bimal Julka, 
Information Commissioner and Shri Suresh Chandra, Information Commissioner.

Provisions Involved in This Case:

Section 8(1)(j), Section 8(3) of the RTI Act 2005 & Article 21 of Indian Constitution

The appellant, Ehtesham Qutubuddin Siddiqui, had filed an RTI application with the Ministry 
of Home Affairs (MHA), seeking copies of UPSC application forms and appointment-related 
documents of 12 IPS officers whose appointments dated back over 20 years. The CPIO denied the 
information under Section 8(1)(j) of the RTI Act, citing it as personal information of third parties 
with no public interest involved. The appellant contested this, arguing that the information should 
not be considered private due to the time lapsed (20 years), and thus exemption under Section 8(3) 
applies, making the information accessible after that period.

Held:

The matter was heard by a three-member bench of the Central Information Commission (CIC), 
which deliberated on the conflict between the right to information and the right to privacy under 
Article 21. While the Commission acknowledged that the RTI Act under Section 8(3) permits 
disclosure of personal information after 20 years unless it is exempt under Section 8(1), it also 
emphasized the continuity of the privacy right. Given the ambiguity on when the 20-year period 
should be calculated and whether the privacy interest truly ends, the Commission ruled that the 
appeal be dismissed, noting that final authority on the date computation lies with the Central 
Government as per the RTI Act.
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Orbiter Dicta:

The Commission, in its orbiter dicta, noted that the Right to Privacy has been recognized by the 
Supreme Court of India as an essential aspect of personal liberty under Article 21. The Commission 
referred to landmark cases such as K.S. Puttaswamy v. Union of India and R. Rajagopal v. State of 
Tamil Nadu, affirming that privacy and the autonomy to control dissemination of personal data are 
fundamental rights as these are implicit in the right to life and liberty guaranteed to the citizens by 
Article 21. However, it acknowledged that neither the right to privacy nor the right to information 
is absolute; both must be balanced based on public interest and context.

Further, the CIC emphasized that Section 8(3) of the RTI Act is intended to promote transparency 
by enabling access to information after 20 years, but this cannot override constitutional guarantees 
unless there’s a rational nexus with public interest. The Commission opined that drawing a fixed 
line of disclosure after 20 years is not always tenable, especially when privacy implications are 
continuing. The final authority on computing the 20-year period rests with the Central Government, 
and the Commission’s role must align with this statutory framework.

Cases Referred:

1.	 K.S. Puttaswamy v. Union of India WP (C) No. 494/2012

2.	 R. Rajagopal v. State of Tamil Nadu 1995 AIR 264
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Central Information Commission
Second Appeal No. CIC/POSTS/A/2023/119699

Shri Susanta Kumar Acharya
Vs.

CPIO: Department Of Posts, Baripada

Date of Decision: 03.01.2025

Decided by: Smt. Anandi Ramalingam, Information Commissioner

Provisions Involved in This Case:

Sections 11, 10 & 13 – Inquiry Report – POSH Act, 2013, Principles of Natural Justice, Visakha 
Guidelines (as guiding principles under POSH)

The appellant, Susanta Kumar Acharya, filed an RTI application seeking a copy of the inquiry 
report related to a sexual harassment allegation made against him by Smt. Tulasi Sahu under the 
POSH Act, along with details of action taken on that report. The CPIO denied the information 
under Section 11 of the RTI Act, citing that the complainant (third party) refused consent for 
disclosure and that the information did not serve any public interest. The First Appellate Authority 
upheld this decision. Dissatisfied, the appellant filed a second appeal with the Central Information 
Commission (CIC).

During the hearing, the appellant argued that he could not be considered a third party in this 
matter since the inquiry concerned allegations made against him and he was entitled to know 
the outcome. The respondent defended the denial on grounds that the information pertained to a 
complaint filed by a third party and her consent for disclosure was not granted. The Commission 
examined the facts, legal provisions and considered whether denial under Section 11 was justified 
when weighed against the principles of natural justice and provisions of the POSH Act mandating 
disclosure of inquiry reports to concerned parties.

Held:

The Commission held that the appellant, being the accused in the POSH inquiry, was entitled 
to access the inquiry report under both the POSH Act and the RTI Act. It ruled that the denial of 
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information on the basis of refusal by the complainant was improper, especially when the personal 
details could have been redacted under Section 10. Accordingly, the CIC set aside the CPIO’s 
decision and directed the respondent to disclose the information sought by the appellant after 
removing any third-party personal information under Section 10 of the RTI Act within three weeks.

Orbiter Dicta:

The Commission clarified that Section 11 of the RTI Act gives the CPIO discretion to consult 
third parties for consent when disclosure might affect their interests. However, such refusal is not 
conclusive and may be overridden in larger public interest. The CIC emphasized that when a person 
is the subject of an inquiry particularly in cases under the POSH Act, principles of natural justice 
require that they be informed of the findings and be given an opportunity to defend themselves. The 
Commission cited judgments from the Supreme Court and High Courts which underscore that the 
inquiry report must be shared with concerned parties. Additionally, it observed that the CPIO erred 
in seeking consent from the complainant when the information sought did not concern her personal 
details, and any such sensitive data could have been severed under Section 10 of the RTI Act.

Court Cases Referred in this Case:

1.	 R.K. Jain Vs. Union of India [(2009) 8 SCC 273]

2.	 Rashi Vs. Union of India and Another [AIRONLINE 2020 DEL 1557]

3.	 Dr. T.V. Ramakrishnan Vs. Kannur University [WP(C).No. 17484 of 2018]
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Central Information Commission
Second Appeal No. CIC/DRADO/A/2023/136735

Shri Bhupinder Singh
Vs.

CPIO: Defence Geoinformatics Research Establishment, Chandigarh

Date of Decision: 23.09.2024

Decided by: Smt. Anandi Ramalingam, Information Commissioner 

Provisions Involved in This Case:

Section 24(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Proviso to Section 24(1), Section 2(f) of the RTI Act 2005.

The appellant, Bhupinder Singh, filed an RTI application seeking copies of complaints, 
reminders etc. submitted by his deceased brother Jasvinder Singh to DGRE/DRDO, Chandigarh, 
alleging harassment by senior officials that led to his suicide on 21.03.2023. He also sought video 
footage of relevant offices, details of any departmental inquiries against the named officials in the 
suicide note, and records of actions taken on his brother’s complaints. The DRDO, being an exempt 
organization under Section 24(1) of the RTI Act, initially denied the information, stating it was not 
a case of corruption or human rights violation.

However, the appellant argued in his second appeal that the matter involved a serious violation 
of human rights, as the deceased was allegedly harassed over years, denied promotions multiple 
times, and ultimately took his life within office premises. A suicide note naming four DRDO officials 
was recovered, and an FIR was lodged against them. The appellant alleged no departmental inquiry 
was conducted, and the organization failed to act on the suicide and previous grievances. Given 
the serious nature of allegations, the Commission examined additional evidence from both parties, 
including the suicide note, FIR, and letters from the deceased.

Held:

The Central Information Commission held that the allegations made by the appellant do, in 
fact, involve a case of human rights violation as per the proviso to Section 24(1) of the RTI Act. 
Consequently, it directed the CPIO of DGRE/DRDO to provide a revised, point-wise reply to the 
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RTI application in line with the information/reply placed on the record of the Commission. The 
said direction shall be complied with by the Respondent within 15 days of the receipt of the order, 
free of cost.

Orbiter Dicta:

The Commission emphasized that while DRDO is ordinarily exempt from the RTI Act under 
Section 24(1), this exemption does not apply in cases involving allegations of human rights 
violations. The Commission highlighted that the facts and documents submitted such as the suicide 
note, the FIR naming DRDO officials, and the lack of any internal inquiry raise serious questions 
about the conduct of the organization. The bench observed that the sensitivity and gravity of the 
issue warranted disclosure of information, despite the DRDO’s exempt status, in adherence to the 
proviso of Section 24(1).

Court Cases Referred: None
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Central Information Commission
Second Appeal No. CIC/CBIND/A/2022/657726

Shri Tathya Sinha
Vs.

CPIO: Central Bank of India, Gaya, Bihar

Date of Decision: 03.01.2024

Decided by: Smt. Anandi Ramalingam, Information Commissioner

Provisions Involved in This Case:

Section 2(f) Section 8(1)(j) of the RTI Act, 2005 

Section 16 of the POSH Act, 2013 

Section 17 of the POSH Act, 2013

The appellant, Tathya Sinha, an ex-employee of Central Bank of India, filed an RTI application 
seeking information regarding the constitution of the Internal Complaints Committee (ICC) 
formed by the Regional Office, Gaya, to investigate a sexual harassment complaint filed by her. 
Specifically, she asked whether a senior Presiding Officer and members with social work or legal 
background were part of the ICC, and if yes, their names and qualifications. The Central Public 
Information Officer (CPIO) denied the information citing exemptions under Section 8(1)(j) of the 
RTI Act and Sections 16 and 17 of the POSH Act, 2013, stating that the details sought do not fall 
under the definition of “information” under the RTI Act.

Dissatisfied with the reply, the appellant filed a First Appeal. She then approached the Central 
Information Commission (CIC) in a Second Appeal. During the hearing, she emphasized that as 
the complainant herself, she was entitled to know the formation of Internal Complaints Committee 
(ICC) constituted to enquire into complaint of sexual harassment filed by her. The respondent bank, 
however, maintained that such information was confidential and exempt under the POSH Act. The 
CIC examined the case and found that the bank have not taken holistic approach. In the instant case 
the Appellant had sought the constitution of the ICC which did not involve any such information as 
indicated under Section 16 of POSH Act or personal details of third parties exempted under Section 
8(1)(j) of the RTI Act.
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Orbiter Dicta:

The Commission underscored that the POSH Act’s Section 16 prohibits the disclosure of 
sensitive details such as the identities of parties and contents of inquiry proceedings. However, 
the CIC clarified that this provision does not restrict the disclosure of the constitution of the 
ICC, especially when such information is sought by the complainant herself. The Commission 
further noted that a holistic and contextual reading of Section 16 of the POSH Act must be done 
in conjunction with the spirit of transparency under the RTI Act. It emphasized that administrative 
fairness and justice demand that the complainant be allowed access to basic details regarding the 
inquiry process initiated on her complaint.

Held:

The Commission held that the reply of the CPIO was perfunctory and lacking a comprehensive 
understanding of the applicable legal provisions. It directed the Central Bank of India, Regional 
Office, Gaya, to revisit the RTI application and provide information with respect to constitution 
of ICC formed by Regional Office, Gaya and to enquire into Appellant’s complaint of sexual 
harassment by bringing out the names and designations of the officials in ICC, to the Appellant. 
Further directed compliance within three weeks from the date of the order.

Court Cases Referred: None
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Central Information Commission
Second Appeal No. CIC/DODEF/A/2024/102902

Shri Pawan Kumar
Vs.

PIO, Sainik School, Kunjpura, Karnal, Haryana

Date of Decision: 26.06.2025

Decided by: Shri Vinod Kumar Tiwari, Information Commissioner

Provisions Involved in This Case:

Section 6(3), Section 8(1)(j) RTI Act, 2005

The appellant, Shri Pawan Kumar, submitted an RTI application to the PIO of Sainik School, 
Kunjpura, Karnal, Haryana, seeking detailed information regarding Assistant Hindi Teachers 
appointed in the school between. January 2014 to 31 January 2023. The requested details included 
names, appointment status (permanent/temporary), appointment records, etc. However, the CPIO 
failed to respond to the application, prompting the appellant to file a First Appeal on 01.12.2023. 
Still dissatisfied, the appellant filed a Second Appeal before the Central Information Commission 
(CIC).

During the hearing, the Respondent claimed that the appellant was a former contractual 
employee whose contract extension was denied by the High Court in 2016. The Respondent denied 
information citing Section 8(1)(j) of the RTI Act, arguing that it involved third-party personal 
information. However, the Commission observed that the appellant was seeking numeric/statistical 
data and comparative records of similarly placed staff to substantiate his own service grievance. 
The Commission noted that blanket denial of information under Section 8(1)(j) of the RTI Act is 
not correct. 

Orbiter Dicta:

The Commission clarified that a blanket denial of information under Section 8(1)(j) is not 
sustainable when the applicant seeks statistical or comparative data involving similarly placed staff 
for the purpose of defending his own service matter. Referring to the judgment of the Hon’ble High 
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Court of Karnataka in A.S. Mallikarjunaswamy v. SIC & Ors., it was observed that when disclosure 
of service records is essential for substantiating a grievance or defending one’s position, the 
exemption under Section 8(1)(j) cannot be invoked. Denial of such information, in fact, obstructs 
justice and deprives the applicant of a fair opportunity to present his case.

Held:

The Commission held that the exemption under Section 8(1)(j) of the RTI Act, as invoked by 
the respondent, was not tenable in the given context. It directed the PIO to revisit the contents of the 
RTI application and furnish a revised, point-wise reply including relevant information, free of cost, 
within two weeks. The Commission also instructed the First Appellate Authority (FAA) to ensure 
compliance with these directions. The appeal was accordingly disposed of.

Court Cases Referred:

1.	 * A.S. Mallikarjunaswamy v. SIC & Ors., W\.P. No. 23695 of 2022, decided on 22.08.2023 by 
the Hon’ble High Court of Karnataka

2.	 * CWP-5235-2016, Punjab & Haryana High Court (regarding appellant’s own contract 
extension; dismissed on 27.04.2016)
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Central Information Commission
Second Appeal No. CIC/IARMY/A/2024/105863

Premshankar Mishra, Advocate
Vs.

PIO, 4 INF DIV SIG REGT, PIN - 908404, C/o 56 APO, Prayagraj

Date of Decision: 22.05.2025

Decided by: Shri Vinod Kumar Tiwari, Information Commissioner

Provisions Involved in This Case:

Section 8(1)(j), Section 11 of the Right to Information Act, 2005, Article 21 of the Constitution of 
India. 

The appellant, Advocate Premshankar Mishra, filed an RTI application on behalf of his client 
Anubhav Singh, seeking details of the educational qualifications of Mrs. Pratibha Singh, who is 
the wife of the RTI applicant. The RTI was submitted to the Public Information Officer (PIO), 4 
Infantry Division Signal Regiment, Prayagraj. However, the concerned office declined to provide 
the information, citing exemption under Section 8(1)(j) of the RTI Act, which deals with personal 
information. Despite filing a first appeal, no record of any FAA order was found. Dissatisfied with 
the response and lack of remedy, the appellant approached the Central Information Commission 
(CIC) via second appeal. During the hearing, the appellant contended that the denial of information 
was incorrect and unjustified, especially since it pertained to his client’s wife. However, the 
respondent reiterated that the disclosure of personal information like educational qualifications, 
not linked to public activity or interest, attracts exemption under Section 8(1)(j) of the RTI Act, and 
also invoked privacy protection under Article 21 of the Constitution.

Orbiter Dicta:

The Commission emphasized that the disclosure of educational qualifications, without 
the consent of the individual, particularly in a private dispute, would amount to an invasion of 
privacy and a violation of their fundamental rights. Citing the Supreme Court’s judgment in KS 
Puttaswamy v. Union of India (2017), the Commission reinforced that disclosure of women’s 
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educational qualification to her husband without her consent and outside legal proceedings, would 
be unwarranted invasion of privacy and violation of her fundamental rights. The Commission also 
relied on Girish Ramchandra Deshpande v. CIC (2013), reiterating that even educational details are 
protected unless tied to a significant public interest.

Held:

The Central Information Commission dismissed the second appeal, holding that the information 
sought pertains to personal details of an individual not engaged in any public activity and hence falls 
under the ambit of Section 8(1)(j) of the RTI Act. The Commission ruled that there is no overriding 
public interest to warrant disclosure and that the denial by the PIO was proper and lawful. Further, 
it held that the RTI Act cannot be used as a tool for personal or legal vendetta, especially by an 
advocate on behalf of a client, where the information relates to private disputes.

Court Cases Referred:

1.	 KS Puttaswamy (Retd.) v. Union of India, (2017) – Right to Privacy

2.	 Girish Ramchandra Deshpande v. CIC, (2013) 1 SCC 212

3.	 N. Saravanan v. The Chief Commissioner/2nd Appellate Authority & Ors., W\.P. (MD) No. 
4336 of 2017, Madras High Court
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Central Information Commission
Second Appeal No.  CIC/SECRL/A/2023/142208

Shri Vinay Kumar Singh
Vs.

PIO, South East Central Railway, Personnel Department, Bilaspur

Date of Decision: 12.02.2025

Decided by: Shri Vinod Kumar Tiwari, Information Commissioner

Provisions Involved in This Case:

Sections 8(1)(j) & 25(5) of the RTI Act, 2005 

Vinay Kumar Singh, the appellant, filed an RTI application seeking marks obtained in written 
CBT exam and viva voice of himself and other candidates for provisional panel of ADEE (Group-B) 
against 30% LDCE quota (9th cycle) in the Electrical Department of South East Central Railway. 
Though his individual marks were provided, the CPIO denied information related to the other 
candidates citing Section 8(1)(j) of the RTI Act, stating such data qualifies as personal information. 
Dissatisfied with the response and the First Appellate Authority’s upholding of the same, the 
appellant approached the CIC. During the hearing, the respondent maintained that the requested 
bifurcated marks of other candidates were exempt from disclosure under Section 8(1)(j). However, 
the Commission found that the exam was internal to the department meant for departmental 
candidates only, not open to the general public, and hence, the protection of third-party personal 
information did not apply strictly. 

Orbiter Dicta:

The Commission underscored the importance of transparency in departmental selection 
processes, especially when confined to internal candidates. It held that disclosing names and marks 
of selected candidates does not constitute an unwarranted invasion of privacy. Such disclosure is 
aligned with the broader public interest and strengthens institutional trust. Referring to the Hon’ble 
Bombay High Court judgment, the CIC highlighted that in public recruitment or departmental 
selections, the disclosure of marks enhances credibility and public faith in the fairness of the 
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procedure. The Commission remarked that “sunlight is the best disinfectant,” affirming that 
unnecessary secrecy fosters suspicion and undermines the accountability of public authorities.

Held:

The Commission noted that the Respondent failed to explain as to how marks obtained in 
interview and written examination was considered as personal information of third-party. It also 
noted that the said exam was meant for departmental candidates only, and the third-party personal 
information in such a scenario does not apply in strict sense. However, as far as marks for APAR 
grading are concerned, giving total marks for all the years considered should suffice instead of year 
wise break-up which should NOT be given. Based on which the Commission directed the South 
East Central Railway to revisit the RTI application and furnish the list of selected candidates along 
with their marks in written exams and interviews to the appellant, free of cost, within four weeks of 
the date of receipt of this order. The First Appellate Authority was instructed to ensure compliance 
of this order.

Court Cases Referred: 

1.	 Shri Onkar Dattatray Kalmankar vs. PIO, Registrar, District and Session Court, Pune and 
Ors., Writ Petition No. 9648 of 2021, Bombay High Court, Order dated 11.11.2024
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Central Information Commission
Second Appeal CIC/GNCTD/A/2024/108412

Shri Sanjeev Kumar
Vs.

PIO, Directorate General of Health Services, GNCTD, Nursing Home Cell

Date of Decision: 16.01.2025

Decided by: Shri Vinod Kumar Tiwari, Information Commissioner

Provisions Involved in This Case:

Sections 2(f), 5(4), 6(3), 7(6), 8(1)(j), 19(8)(b), 20(1) & 25(5) 

The appellant, Sanjeev Kumar, filed an RTI application, seeking detailed information from 
the Directorate General of Health Services (DGHS), GNCTD, regarding the licensing status and 
regulatory action on Artemis Lite Hospital, New Friends Colony, New Delhi. The appellant’s wife 
was hospitalized there on 07.04.2023 and 08.04.2023 and was allegedly charged an exorbitant 
medical bill. He contended that the hospital lacked a valid license during the treatment period 
as the renewed certificate was dated 01.08.2023, post-dating the hospitalization. He further 
alleged malpractices and regulatory lapses, including failure to act on complaints and evasion of 
responsibility through vague or misleading responses under the RTI Act. Despite repeated follow-
ups, and requests, the information provided by the PIOs remained incomplete, contradictory, and 
legally deficient. The appellant raised serious allegations, including retrospective licensing to shield 
the hospital, non-disclosure of action taken, denial of information, and obstruction of information 
flow. He requested compensation under Section 19(8)(b) of the RTI Act, penalty to be imposed 
on Respondent and point wise information to be provided. The Commission noted that the PIO 
failed to apply due diligence in acquiring information from Artemis Hospital (which is under the 
regulatory ambit of DGHS). 

Held:

The Central Information Commission (CIC) held that this case to be a fit case for imposition of 
penalty on the erring official i.e., Sh. Sandeep Kumar Agarwal, Medical Superintendent-cum-PIO, 
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Nursing Home Cell, Directorate General of Health Service, GNCTD, Delhi. In view, of this, the 
Commission imposed a penalty of Rs. 15,000 under Section 20(1) of the RTI Act on Sh. Sandeep 
Kumar Agarwal, Medical Superintendent-cum-PIO, for violation of the provisions of the RTI Act, 
2005. The amount will be deducted from his salary. However, in the absence of service of notice 
to the then PIO, Dr. Nitin Kumar, the Commission does not find it justifiable to initiate any action 
against him. Hence, the SCN issued to him is dropped. In addition to the above, the Respondent 
is directed to comply with the previous order dated 07.10.2024 of the Commission by giving a 
point wise updated reply against point No. 2,3,4,7,8,9,10 of the RTI Application, free of cost, 
to  the Appellant, within 6 weeks of the date of receipt of this order. Additionally, under Section 
19(8)(b), the Commission awarded compensation of Rs. 45,000, to be paid by DGHS, for loss, 
harassment and detriment suffered by him as the DGHS, Delhi has failed to give timely specific 
information to the Appellant and compelled him to run time and again by blindly ignoring his 
tender old age and also by not addressing the issue flagged by the Appellant in toto. The CIC also 
recommended advisory under Section 25(5) of the RTI Act, to amend the applicable regulations 
governing renewal of licenses of private hospitals so as to afford an opportunity of hearing to the 
citizens affected by the deeds of the hospitals besides stopping the practice of issuing ex post facto 
renewal of license. 

Obiter Dicta:

The Commission observed that almost all the basic public services are being gradually privatized 
by the Government, which denies applicability of RTI Act being private sector entities. This is a 
sure-shot demise of this sunshine legislation and its eco-system run in conjunction with similar 
legislations like Right to Service Act because the private units are not held accountable. Entities 
providing Public Services being essential for the citizens have to be included in the definition 
of the ‘Public Authority’ by bringing in a state-specific amendment of the RTI Act which is a 
concurrent list subject. However, it is not a moot question to be answered in this case, yet the fact 
remains that allegation of appellant regarding exorbitant prices/bills raised by the Artemis Hospital 
cannot be ruled out in entirety as the respondent as well as the third party i.e. Artemis Lite Hospital 
have failed to file any counter submission to buttress the arguments of the appellant, therefore, the 
balance of convenience favours the appellant.

Court Cases Referred:

1.	 Shri P.R. Shenai vs. CPIO, SEBI 

2.	 Vibhore Dileep Barla vs. Central Excise and Customs 
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Central Information Commission
Second Appeal No. CIC/CCEM1/A/2023/118019

Shri Arun Panchal
Vs.

CPIO, O/o the Commissioner, CGST and Central Excise Commissionerate,  
Mumbai

Date of Decision: 05.07.2024

Decided by: Shri Vinod Kumar Tiwari, Information Commissioner 

Provisions Involved in This Case:

Sections 8(1)(d), 8(1)(e), 8(1)(j) & 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005

The appellant, Arun Panchal, filed an RTI application seeking details regarding show-cause 
notices (SCNs) issued to M/s Reliance Industries Ltd. and Transocean Offshore International 
Ventures Ltd. by the CGST authorities concerning alleged service tax evasion related to services 
provided to joint ventures in oil exploration. He specifically sought the present status of these 
SCNs, copies of OIOs, etc. The appellant argued that this information relates to the collection 
of public revenue and therefore is in larger public interest and not covered under exemptions of 
Section 8 of the RTI Act.

The CPIO denied the information citing Sections 8(1)(d) and 8(1)(j) of the RTI Act, stating that 
the requested data involved third-party information and commercial confidence, and disclosure 
could harm competitive positions. Consequently, the appellant approached the CIC in second 
appeal.

Orbiter Dicta:

The Commission noted that mere curiosity or generalized assertions of public interest do not 
suffice to override statutory exemptions protecting third-party information and confidentiality. It 
also emphasized that the applicant must establish bona fide reasons or larger public interest, which 
was absent in this case.
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Held:

The CIC held that the information sought is exempt under Sections 8(1)(d), 8(1)(e), and 8(1)(j) 
of the RTI Act. The appellant did not establish any bona fide requirement or larger public interest 
warranting disclosure. Therefore, the Commission upheld the decision of the CPIO and FAA 
denying the requested information and disposed of the appeal accordingly.

Court Cases Referred:

1.	 Central Public Information Officer, Supreme Court of India Vs. Subhash Chandra Agarwal 
(CA No. 10044/2010 etc.)

2.	 Bihar Public Service Commission vs. Saiyed Hussain Abbas Rizwi (CA No. 9052/2012)

3.	 State of Gujarat vs. Mirzapur Moti Kureshi Kasab Jamat (Appeal (Civil) 4937-4940/1998)

4.	 S.P. Gupta v. President of India [AIR 1982 SC 149]
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Central Information Commission
Second Appeal No. CIC/CCCAZ/A/2023/138025

Shri Arun Panchal
Vs.

PIO, O/o Pr. Commissioner of Customs (Prev.) Jamnagar

Date of Decision: 05.07.2024

Decided by: Shri Vinod Kumar Tiwari, Information Commissioner

Provisions Involved in This Case:

Sections 2(j), 8(1)(g), 8(1)(h), and 8(1)(j) of the RTI Act, 2005.

In this case, the appellant, Arun Panchal, filed an RTI application seeking inspection and copies 
of documents and records related to summons and a Show Cause Notice (SCN) issued to him by the 
Customs Preventive, Jamnagar, concerning M/s. Suave Chemicals. The appellant argued that as he 
was made a noticee and penalized party in the OIO, the information requested was not third-party 
information and was not exempt under Section 8 of the RTI Act.

The CPIO denied the request stating that the documents sought were already listed in the relied 
upon documents (RUD) attached with the SCN, and no unlisted documents were there. The First 
Appellate Authority (FAA) upheld the denial citing Sections 8(1)(g), 8(1)(h), and 8(1)(j) of the 
RTI Act, which exempt disclosure on grounds of endangerment to safety, potential impediment to 
investigation, and protection of personal information.

Obiter Dicta:

The Commission emphasized that the appellant did not establish any substantial larger public 
interest justifying disclosure of third-party personal information. It referred to several Supreme 
Court judgments highlighting that ‘public interest’ must be narrowly construed and weighed against 
the right to privacy. 
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Held:

The Commission held that the denial by CPIO and FAA was justified and aligned with the RTI 
Act. It ruled that no relief could be granted as the appellant failed to establish larger public interest 
warranting disclosure. The appeal was accordingly disposed of.

Court Cases Referred:

1.	 Bihar Public Service Commission vs. Saiyed Hussain Abbas Rizwi & Anr. [CIVIL APPEAL 
NO.9052 OF 2012]

2.	 S. P. Gupta v President of India, [AIR 1982 SC 149]

3.	 State of Gujarat vs. Mirzapur Moti Kureshi Kasab Jamat & others [Appeal (Civil) 4937-4940 
of 1998]
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Central Information Commission
Second Appeal Nos. CIC/LICOI/A/2023/669885 and CIC/LICOI/A/2023/101941

Saeed Fatima and Jagjit Kaur Anand
Vs.

CPIO, LIC, Div. Office, Faizabad and CPIO, LIC of India, Satara

Date of Decision: 07-02-2024

Decided by: Shri Vinod Kumar Tiwari, Information Commissioner

Provisions Involved in This Case:

Sections 2(f) & 4(1)(a) of the RTI Act 

The case involved appellants seeking information from LIC regarding life insurance policies 
of their deceased relatives. The first appellant sought details of policies, nominee information, and 
procedures related to her deceased husband’s policies without providing policy numbers. Initially, 
the CPIO denied information citing absence of policy numbers, but the First Appellate Authority 
provided partial information based on further details given at appeal stage. The second appellant 
requested details of any unclaimed policy in her father’s name from the 1950-65 period but was 
denied as records are maintained only policy number-wise, and no policy number was given.

During hearings, the Commission found that LIC’s rigid insistence on policy number for 
providing any information undermines the purpose of the RTI Act. The Commission noted that 
ordinary citizens, especially legal heirs and nominees, often do not have policy numbers, particularly 
when the policyholder has passed away unexpectedly, and that LIC’s practices cause unnecessary 
hardship to genuine claimants.

Orbiter Dicta:

The Commission observed that LIC, being a public sector undertaking, has an obligation under 
Section 4(1)(a) of the RTI Act to maintain records in a manner facilitating access and transparency. 
It emphasized that denial of information solely on technical grounds (like non-availability of policy 
number) frustrates the purpose of the RTI Act and public trust. The Commission advised LIC to 
establish systems and procedures, including web-based facilities and officer-level authorizations, to 
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trace policy details based on other identifiers such as name, date of birth, and nominee information. 
The Commission also remarked that LIC should develop mechanisms to guide claimants on how to 
proceed when policy numbers are unavailable, including specific tabs and SOPs.

Held:

The Commission held that LIC cannot deny information merely due to non-mention of policy 
numbers when the applicant is a nominee or legal heir. It advised LIC to create a robust system 
that enables the identification of policies without policy number, specifically designed to address 
unforeseen circumstances effectively so as to achieve full compliance with Section 4(1)(a) of the 
RTI Act. 

Court Cases Referred:

1.	 Madhao Laxman Kapil v. LIC of India, MP State Consumer Disputes Redressal Commission 
(09.05.2014)

2.	 Sayyed Education Society v. State of Maharashtra, Bombay High Court WP 1305/2011 
(12.02.2014)

3.	 Bihar Public Service Commission v. Saiyed Hussain Abbas Rizwi: (2012) 13 SCC 61
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Central Information Commission
Second Appeal Nos. CIC/ARMHQ/A/2022/607266

Lt. Col. Haridasan V (Retd.)
Vs.

CPIO Additional Dte. General of Army Edu. MoD (Army) New Delhi

Date of Decision 06.03.2023

Decided by – Mrs. Vanaja N. Sarna, Information Commissioner

Provisions Involved in This Case:

Section 8(1)(j) of the RTI Act 2005 regarding selection board proceedings, including ACR 
gradings and DPC assessments, are exempt from disclosure under the RTI Act due to their 
sensitive nature.

In this second appeal before the Central Information Commission (CIC), the appellant Lt. 
Col. Haridasan V (Retd.) had sought detailed information regarding the proceedings of the No. 3 
Selection Board (SB) held in December 2016 and a Special Review Case in 2017. He specifically 
asked for benchmark ratings of officers found fit for promotion to Colonel, his own rating during 
the board proceedings, and reasons for his non-empanelment. The CPIO, however, denied parts of 
the information citing exemption under Section 8(1)(j) of the RTI Act, 2005, arguing that selection 
board proceedings are sensitive and non-disclosable due to their implications on national security.

Held:

During the hearing, the respondent reiterated that only disclosable information was provided, 
and anything concerning the selection board proceedings was withheld under the RTI exemption 
provisions. The Commission noted that disclosure of such information could reveal confidential 
grading and remarks from ACRs (Annual Confidential Reports), thereby indirectly disclosing 
exempted content. Based on past Supreme Court and High Court rulings, the CIC upheld the denial 
of information related to the board proceedings and observed that the policy guidelines requested 
by the appellant had already been shared with him. Consequently, the second appeal was disposed 
of without further directions.
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Orbiter Dicta: 

The Commission, while referring to the Supreme Court’s ruling in Dev Dutt v. Union of 
India and the Delhi High Court’s decision in Jagjit Pal Singh Virk v. Union of India, highlighted 
that the selection board proceedings, including ACR gradings and DPC assessments, are exempt 
from disclosure under the RTI Act due to their sensitive nature. It observed that disclosing such 
internal assessment information could affect organizational cohesion and objectivity in promotions. 
Furthermore, the Commission affirmed that reasons for non-empanelment do not qualify as 
“information” under the definition of Section 2(f) of the RTI Act. It reinforces the broader principle 
that RTI cannot be used as a mechanism to demand subjective reasoning form military promotion 
boards.

Cases Referred: 

1.	 Dev Dutt v. Union of India, Civil Appeal No. 7631 of 2002

2.	 Jagjit Pal Singh Virk v. Union of India W.P.(C) 5052/2022
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Central Information Commission
File No. CIC/STAQC/A/2019/148958

Shri Venkatesh Nayak
Vs.

CPIO Standardization Testing and Quality Certification (STQC) Directorate,
 M/o Electronics & IT

Date of Decision: 28.07.2021

Decided by: Mrs Vanaja N. Sarna, Information Commissioner

Provisions Involved in This Case:

Sections 8(1)(d), 8(1)(j) & 10 of the RTI act 2005. 

The appellant, Venkatesh Nayak, sought information under the RTI Act regarding the names 
and designations of members of the STQC team who tested the firmware of Electronic Voting 
Machines (EVMs) and VVPATs used in the 2019 Lok Sabha elections. He argued that such 
disclosure was in the larger public interest, especially considering the transparency required in the 
functioning of voting systems and the concerns of possible tampering raised by political parties. 
The CPIO denied the information under Section 8(1)(d) of the RTI Act, claiming that the requested 
details were of “commercial confidence” as STQC operates as third-party independent testing/audit 
organization levying charges for its services. The FAA upheld this denial, stating disclosure could 
influence testing processes and harm competitive positioning. However, the appellant contended 
that such reasoning was untenable because only ECIL and BEL are two organisations involved in 
the manufacturing and supply of EVMs and VVPATs, but that does not automatically mean that 
the testing also would be done by them. Further, the broader picture is that any kind of speculation 
would be prejudicial to the interest of the nation. 

Orbiter Dicta:

The Commission emphasized that public interest in ensuring transparency in the EVM and 
VVPAT testing process outweighs vague claims of commercial confidentiality. It reiterated that 
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while personal information of individuals involved in testing (like names and designations) could 
be exempt under Section 8(1)(j), statistical and non-sensitive details must be disclosed. The 
Commission also observed that FAA orders should include the name and designation, upholding 
procedural fairness in RTI responses.

Held:

The Commission partly allowed the appeal, directing the CPIO to revisit the denied points 
no. 4,5,9,10 and point no. 2 and 3 (especially statistical and general data like dates disclosing the 
numbers and geographical locations). It further held that as far as point No. 1 is concerned names 
and designations of the testing personnel need not be disclosed being personal in nature and the 
same may influence the process of testing of EVM’s and VVPAT’s. However, other information 
like testing dates and statistical data are disclosable. As far as point No. 6,7 and 8 are concerned, 
the CPIO shall re-visit the RTI application and provide suitable replies amplifying the exemption 
clause applicability with full justification read with section 10 of the RTI Act. The Commission 
instructed the CPIO to comply with its directions within 10 days.

Court Cases Referred:

1.	 * Sunil Kishore Ahya vs CPIO, Election Commission of India & CPIO ECIL & CPIO BEL, 
CIC/ECOMM/A/2017/171660, decision dated 11.09.2018.
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Central Information Commission
Second Appeal No. CIC/DOIPP/A/2021/625997

Saurav Das
Vs.

Dept. for Promotion of Industry and Internal Trade (DIIPT), IPR Copyright 
Section

Date of Decision 29.11.2019

 Decided by – Mrs. Vanaja N. Sarna, Information Commissioner

Provisions Involved in This Case:

Sections 8(1)(a), 8(1)(d) and 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 

Seeking detailed information about a 9-member committee constituted in April 2020 under the 
chairmanship of the DPIIT Secretary for ensuring adequate availability of medical oxygen during 
the COVID-19 pandemic. The information sought included the list of meeting dates, certified 
agendas, minutes, presentations, and related documentation. 

The CPIO responded on 11.06.2021 with a blanket denial citing exemptions under Sections 
8(1)(a) and 8(1)(d) of the RTI Act, 2005. Dissatisfied, the appellant filed the first appeal and then a 
second appeal under the life and liberty clause (Section 7(1)), asserting that the issue had implications 
on public health, human life, and government accountability. The appellant emphasized that timely 
disclosure of such information could have enabled preventive public and judicial intervention, 
potentially saving lives during the second wave of COVID-19. 

Held: 

The Commission examined the maintainability of the second appeal, the relevance of the “life 
and liberty” clause, and the validity of the exemptions claimed. While the Commission did not find 
sufficient grounds to invoke the 48-hour urgency clause under Section 7(1), it still admitted the 
second appeal in view of larger public interest. It directed the CPIO to provide a point-wise reply 
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within 10 days, ensuring that if any information was denied, it must be clearly justified with proper 
reasoning under the applicable RTI exemptions.

Obiter Dicta:  

The Commission made several significant observations that contribute to the jurisprudence of 
the RTI Act:

* The term “life and liberty” under Section 7(1) is not to be interpreted loosely. The Commission 
reiterated that the 48-hour response timeline is triggered only when an imminent threat to the life 
or liberty of a person exists, and the same must be substantiated with credible evidence. Broad or 
generic claims of public interest are insufficient unless clearly linked to the personal safety of an 
individual.

* Further, the Commission warned against procedural evasion. If an RTI application is treated 
as involving life or liberty, and is not replied to within 48 hours, the CPIO must record and 
communicate their rejection decision promptly. Silence or delay amounts to denial.

* Importantly, the Commission held that locus standi is not a barrier under RTI Act in general, 
but if one invokes the life and liberty clause for another person, they must establish a clear and 
bonafide connection showing how the information would preserve or protect that individual’s life 
or liberty.

* The Commission emphasized that even where exemptions under Section 8(1)(a) and 8(1)(d) 
are claimed, public authorities must provide specific and reasoned justification as to how disclosure 
would prejudicially affect national security or commercial confidence. Blanket exemptions without 
analysis are unacceptable.

Cases Referred:

1.	 Central Board of Secondary Education (CBSE) & Anr. vs. Aditya Bandhopadhyay and Ors. 
[(2011) 8 SCC 497]

2.	 Union of India vs Rakesh Malhotra & Anr SLP (Civil) Diary No(s). 11622/2021

3.	 Vekatesh Nayak vs Department Of Defence dated 24 July, 2019

4.	 Shekhar Singh, Aruna Roy & Ors. vs. Prime Minister’s office

5.	 Pratap Kumar Jena vs. PIO, Central Institute of Psychiatry, Ranchi

6.	 Dr. Raja Muzaffar Bhat/ Dr. Mushtaq Ahmad vs. PIO, G.B Pant Hospital, Srinagar

7.	 Mr. Satish Kumar Gupta v. PIO & AR, University of Delhi
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Central Information Commission
Second Appeal No. CIC/DOPWR/A/2021/611598

Mr. Hisamuddin
Vs.

Power Department, Delhi Secretariat IP Estate  
New Delhi

Date of Decision 30.06.2022

Decided by – Shri Uday Mahurkar, Information Commissioner

The appellant, Mr. Hisamuddin, a retired government officer, filed an RTI application seeking 
detailed information regarding the provision of new electricity connections for domestic and 
commercial use in unauthorized buildings. His queries covered departmental policies, DERC 
office order, building area provisions, etc. Dissatisfied with the CPIO’s reply, and with no response 
from the First Appellate Authority (FAA), he filed a second appeal with the CIC. His grievance 
specifically targeted the actions of BSES Yamuna Power Ltd. (BYPL), a DISCOM under a joint 
venture between the Delhi Government and Reliance Infrastructure Ltd., for denying him a new 
electricity connection and allegedly acting against public interest.

During the hearing, the appellant argued that BYPL was avoiding its public responsibilities 
by citing a Delhi High Court order of 542/2007 dated 23.01.2007 which declared BYPL a private 
company not falling under the RTI Act. He emphasized that the company was acting against public 
interest by not providing connections to many common and poor people and putting them under 
hardships and when political and other pressures are brought on the company it gives connection 
even to people living in unauthorized buildings. 

Held: 

He invoked the Supreme Court’s 15.10.2020 judgment in the Asian Resurfacing of Road 
agency Pvt Ltd & Anr. Vs. CBI, which ruled that all stay orders granted by any court would 
automatically lapse after six months unless reviewed. Based on this, he contended that BYPL’s 
claim of exemption from RTI based on an old stay order was invalid, and urged the CIC to direct 
the Delhi Government to act in public interest by bringing BYPL under the definition of a public 



120

authority. Based on which CIC directed the Respondent to re-examine and provide updated revised 
reply to the Appellant. 

Orbiter Dicta: 

The Commission noted that entities like BYPL, which provide essential services to the public, 
must not evade transparency under the garb of being private companies. The CIC criticized 
BYPL’s continued refusal to treat itself as a public authority despite being a joint venture with the 
government and serving vital societal needs. Referring to the Supreme Court’s decision in Asian 
Resurfacing of Road Agency Pvt. Ltd. v. CBI (2020), the Commission held that BYPL’s reliance 
on a stay order from 2007 is untenable as all stay orders must be deemed expired after six months 
unless specifically renewed. The Commission further observed that it is the responsibility of the 
Government to bring such private entities within the purview of the RTI Act in the interest of the 
public, especially in the larger public interest of the society and common consumers of electricity 
in Delhi. 

Cases Referred:

1.	 Asian Resurfacing of Road Agency Pvt. Ltd. v. CBI (Supreme Court’s 15.10.2020 judgment)
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Central Information Commission
Second Appeal No. CIC/IDBIL/A/2019/652226

Samir Sardana
Vs.

IDBI Bank Ltd. Cuffe Parade, Mumbai

Date of Decision 01.11.2021

Decided by – Shri Suresh Chandra, Information Commissioner

Provisions Involved in This Case:

Sections 2(f) and 7(9) of the RTI Act, 2005

In this case, the appellant, Mr. Samir Sardana, filed a comprehensive RTI application dated 
30.07.2019 to the CPIO, IDBI Bank Ltd., seeking detailed statistical and procedural information 
regarding MUDRA loan accounts—specifically Shishu, Kishor, and Tarun categories—including 
data on NPAs, disbursal patterns, borrower demographics, wilful defaulters, audit procedures, 
credit insurance, ERP systems, third-party involvement, audits and inspections etc. The CPIO 
responded partially, providing aggregate NPA figures and disbursal data while rejecting the rest 
of the queries under Section 7(9) and Section 2(f) of the RTI Act, citing that most queries were 
hypothetical, involved collation of voluminous data, or requested explanations/clarifications that 
do not constitute “information” under the Act. The First Appellate Authority (FAA) upheld this 
view.

The appellant, dissatisfied, filed a second appeal seeking imposition of maximum penalties 
on the CPIO and FAA, compensation, administrative action, and refund of the RTI fee. He argued 
that the information was available in electronic format and already shared with government bodies 
like the Ministry of Finance, thus not burdensome to retrieve. However, the Commission, after 
hearing both sides and reviewing applicable case law, held that most of the queries were not in the 
nature of “information” under Section 2(f) and involved seeking confirmation or analysis not held 
in material form. It was concluded that the CPIO had already provided material information to the 
extent available, and therefore, the appeal was dismissed.
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Held: 

In this case, the Central Information Commission held that the appeal lacked merit and 
dismissed it, stating that the information sought by the appellant was either already provided in 
material form or did not fall within the definition of “information” under Section 2(f) of the RTI 
Act, as many queries sought confirmations, clarifications, or analysis rather than existing records. 
The Commission emphasized that public authorities are not obligated to create, interpret, or collate 
information to suit an applicant’s request and found no mala fide in the CPIO’s or FAA’s actions. 
Therefore, no penalty or further intervention was warranted.

Orbiter Dicta: 

The Commission emphasized that under the RTI Act, only that information which exists 
in material form and is held by or under the control of the public authority can be disclosed. 
Hypothetical queries, explanations, or justifications fall outside the ambit of Section 2(f). Referring 
to landmark judgments like Khanapuram Gandaiah v. Administrative Officer and CBSE v. Aditya 
Bandopadhyay, the Commission reiterated that the Act is not intended to compel public authorities 
to create or deduce information to suit an applicant’s request. Furthermore, the Commission noted 
that while RTI is a powerful tool for transparency, indiscriminate use for voluminous or non-existent 
data risks disrupting public authority efficiency. Thus, citizens must exercise RTI responsibly, 
limiting applications to information that is clearly defined, existing, and relevant to public interest.

Cases Referred:

1.	 Khanapuram Gandaiah v. Administrative Officer and Ors. SLP (Civil) No. 34868 Of 2009

2.	 CBSE v. Aditya Bandopadhyay  & Ors. 2011 (8) SCC 645 SC
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Assam Information Commission
Case No. 382687/NLB/53/2023

Sri Pankaj Choudhary
Vs.

The SPIO, O/o the District Commandant of Home Guards, Nalbari, Assam

Date of Decision 21.06.2024

Decided by Shri Bhaskar Jyoti Mahanta, State Chief Information Commissioner, Assam

Provisions Involved in This Case:

Section 8(1) of the Right to Information Act, 2005, Section 3(2) of the Assam Home Guards Act, 1947, 
Assam Government Notification No. PLA.384/2005/54 dated 08-03-2006

The case pertains to an RTI application filed by Mr. Pankaj Choudhary, seeking certain 
information from the office of the District Commissioner, Nalbari, Assam. The application was 
transferred to the District Commandant of Home Guards, Nalbari, who rejected the request citing 
Assam Government Notification No. PLA.384/2005/54  dated 08-03-2006 and Section 8 of the 
RTI Act, 2005. The information sought was allegedly related to the deployment and movement of 
Home Guards, which the authorities claimed to be exempt from disclosure.

Appellant challenged the denial through a First Appeal, which was also rejected on similar 
grounds by the First Appellate Authority, who reiterated that the information fell within exempted 
categories related to the movement of security forces. Dissatisfied, the appellant approached the 
Assam State Information Commission in Second Appeal. The Commission observed that mere 
reference to exemptions Section and government notifications is not sufficient unless logical 
justification is provided as to how such exemptions apply to the specific query. Nonetheless, upon 
examining the Assam Home Guards Act, 1947, the Commission concluded that Home Guards 
qualify as a “force” under Section 3(2), thereby validating the exemption invoked by the authorities.

Held:

The Assam Information Commission held that the denial of information by the SPIO and 
the FAA was valid, as the Home Guards are recognized as a “force” under Section 3(2) of the 
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Assam Home Guards Act, 1947. Hence, information relating to their deployment falls within the 
exempted category under the Assam Government Notification dated 08-03-2006, which aligns with 
the provisions of the RTI Act, 2005. Which says that the information pertaining to deployment of 
force is exempted from disclosure. However, the Commission cautioned both authorities that in 
future they must provide proper reasoning and not rely solely on citing legal provisions to deny 
RTI queries.

Obiter Dicta:

The Commission observed that it is not adequate for the SPIO or First Appellate Authority 
to merely cite legal provisions of the RTI Act or government notifications to deny information. 
Instead, they must present a reasoned justification that clearly explains the applicability of such 
provisions to the particular RTI request. 

Court Cases Referred in this Case: None.



125

Assam Information Commission
Case No. 423980/(KPM)/312/2023

Sri Bikash Bucha
Vs.

The SPIO, O/o the Directorate of Vigilance & Anti-Corruption, Srimantapur 
Guwahati

Date of Decision 11.03.2024

Decided by Shri Bhaskar Jyoti Mahanta, State Chief Information Commissioner, Assam

Provisions Involved in This Case:

Section 24 of the RTI Act, 2005, Section 17A of the Prevention of Corruption Act, 1988, Previous 
order in SIC/KP(M).129/2021 by the Assam Information Commission

The appellant, Shri Bikash Bucha, filed an RTI application with the SPIO, Directorate of 
Vigilance & Anti-Corruption, Assam, seeking information on ten points, most notably the copy of 
an enquiry report dated 20.05.2023 concerning corruption allegations against ex-MLA Dr. Durlav 
Chamua. The SPIO denied the request for the enquiry report stating that the competent authority 
had ordered closure of the matter, rendering it infructuous. Dissatisfied with the response, the 
appellant filed a First Appeal, stating that information on six of the ten points was not furnished. 
The FAA, however, upheld the SPIO’s response, prompting the appellant to file a Second Appeal 
before the Assam State Information Commission.

In the Second Appeal, the appellant emphasized that the enquiry related to allegations of 
corruption, which as per Section 24 of the RTI Act, should not be exempted from disclosure. He 
also cited a previous Commission order dated 16.09.2021 stating that enquiry reports should be 
disclosed unless such disclosure hampers future action. The appellant further challenged the legality 
of seeking prior government approval before proceeding with a criminal investigation, referencing 
the Delhi High Court’s judgment in Devender Kumar vs. CBI. 

Obiter Dicta:

While the RTI Act’s Section 24 allows for disclosure of corruption related information even 
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from exempted organizations, the context of this case must be understood in light of Section 17A of 
the Prevention of Corruption Act. Section 17A requires prior approval before initiating an enquiry 
against a public servant for acts done in discharge of official duty. However, the Delhi High Court 
in Devender Kumar vs. CBI clarified that such protection is not available when the act is ex-facie 
criminal. 

Held:

The Assam Information Commission held that the relevant information is to be furnished 
provided it does not adversely affect further action being initiated or are required to be initiated on 
the basis of findings of the said enquiry report. 

Court Cases Referred:

1.	 Devender Kumar vs. Central Bureau of Investigation & Others, WP(C) 3247/2018 & Crl. M.A. 
Nos. 34807-08/2018, Delhi High Court
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Assam Information Commission
Case No. 353905/(JRT)/4/2023

Sri Prasanta Kumar Das
Vs.

The SPIO, O/o the Chief Executive Officer,  
Jorhat Zilla Parishad, Distt. Jorhat, Guwahati

Date of Decision 24.01.2024

Decided by Shri Bhaskar Jyoti Mahanta, State Chief Information Commissioner, Assam

Provisions Involved in This Case:

None

The case arises from an RTI application filed by Sri Prasanta Kumar Das, wherein he sought 
detailed information under 11 heads concerning his exclusion from the PMAY-G (Pradhan Mantri 
Awas Yojana-Gramin) beneficiary list and denial of other welfare schemes like Orunodoy and a 
ration card. He questioned the transparency of the list-making process and highlighted that several 
of his acquaintances were included as beneficiaries despite his continued deprivation. He also 
sought clarification whether the process of preparation of list of PMAY-G was transparent and free 
of corruption. Dissatisfied with the response or lack thereof, he filed the first appeal to the Chief 
Minister’s Secretariat, which then forwarded the matter to the Panchayat & Rural Development 
Department (P&RD). The matter reached the State Information Commission as a second appeal 
when no substantial response was given. The SPIO of Jorhat Zilla Parishad eventually responded 
with a reply gathered from the BDO, North West Jorhat Development Block.

Obiter Dicta:

The Commission made a strong observation on the bureaucratic neglect exhibited by the 
P&RD Department and Jorhat Zilla Parishad in handling the RTI petition. Despite directions 
from the Chief Minister’s Office, no timely action was taken. The Commission highlighted that 
such lapses severely undermine the spirit of transparency and accountability envisaged under the 
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RTI Act. It stressed that schemes like PMAY-G and Orunodoy are meant for socio-economically 
disadvantaged citizens, and the delay and denial in addressing the queries of an evidently poor 
applicant were “very unfortunate”. Further, it emphasized that communication of the RTI reply 
should be directly to the petitioner and explained in simple language if required, to ensure actual 
access to information.

Held:

The Commission directed the SPIO, Jorhat Zilla Parishad, to immediately contact the 
petitioner and explain the RTI reply in a comprehensible manner within 12 days. Additionally, the 
Commission mandated submission of an Action Taken Report by 12.02.2024, thereby disposing of 
the second appeal with strong directions for proactive and empathetic implementation of the RTI 
Act’s objectives.

Court Cases Referred in this Case: None 
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Assam Information Commission
Case No. 346990/(KMJ)/2/2023

Md. Wahiduzzaman
Vs.

The SPIO, O/o the Secretary, Asimganj Gaon Panchayat, PO Kanaibazar, Distt. 
Karimganj, Guwahati

Date of Decision 11.01.2024

Decided by Shri Bhaskar Jyoti Mahanta, State Chief Information Commissioner, Assam

Provisions Involved in This Case:

Section 4 of the RTI Act, 2005.

The case concerns a complaint filed by Md. Wahiduzzaman against the SPIO, Office of the 
Secretary, Asimganj Gaon Panchayat, Assam, for not providing the requested information related 
to expenses incurred against work of construction under the 14th Finance Commission. The 
public authority cited unavailability of documents as the reason for their inability to furnish the 
information. It emerged that official documents were not handed over properly by the predecessor 
SPIO to the successive SPIO. 

An internal enquiry report submitted by the BDO, Patharkandi Development Block, highlighted 
significant lapses and discrepancies in record-keeping and charge handovers. It pointed out how 
one of the former secretaries, Shri Rajesh Kanti Das, retained official documents personally, which 
is both irregular and brings criminal apprehension on him. Based on the report, an FIR was lodged 
against him, and doubts were raised about missing bank records.

Obiter Dicta:

The Commission observed with grave concern the “attitude of disrespect” shown by the BDO 
and others towards legal orders of a statutory body like the State Information Commission. It 
remarked that the failure to submit documents, despite directions, indicated a nexus among officials 
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to suppress facts relating to public expenditure. Such conduct not only violates the letter and spirit 
of the RTI Act but also undermines public accountability.

Held:

The Assam State Information Commission held that the failure to provide information was 
not merely an administrative lapse but pointed to possible criminal misconduct by public officials. 
It directed the Superintendent of Police, Karimganj, to ensure registration of a criminal case and 
proper investigation based on the FIR submitted by the BDO. Additionally, it ordered the BDO to 
publish all mandatory disclosures under Section 4 of the RTI Act within 20 days and instructed the 
Commissioner of Panchayat & Rural Development to conduct a thorough enquiry based on the 
petitioner’s allegations. The case was accordingly disposed of.

Court Cases Referred in this Case: None
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Assam Information Commission
Case No. 357196/(SSM)/18/2023

Saiful Islam and Ashik Ali
Vs.

The SPIO, O/o the Executive Engineer, Public Health Engineering 
 Department, Hatsingimari Devision

Date of Decision 01.12.2023

Decided by Shri Bhaskar Jyoti Mahanta, State Chief Information Commissioner, Assam

Provisions Involved in This Case:

Section 6(1) of the Right to Information Act, 2005.

In this case, Saiful Islam and Ashik Ali, acting as President and Secretary of the RTI Karmi 
Sanstha, filed a Right to Information (RTI) application addressed to the State Public Information 
Officer (SPIO) of the Public Health Engineering (PHE) Department, South Salmara Hatsingimari 
Division, Assam. The application sought extensive information under 25 heads, covering a vast 
range of official records such as work orders, vehicle movement, purchase of fuel and lubricants 
(POL), supply orders, security deposits, MoUs, GST-related data, Jal Jeevan Mission allocations, 
Swachh Bharat expenditures, and Anganwadi-related documentation. The petitioners alleged non-
cooperation from the SPIO’s office despite follow-ups.

The Assam State Information Commission observed that the RTI application had been filed 
in the name of an organization (RTI Karmi Sanstha), which is inconsistent with Section 6(1) of 
the RTI Act that allows only individual citizens to seek information. Furthermore, the quantum 
and breadth of information requested were deemed excessive, to the extent that over 75% of the 
department’s staff would be required to compile the response, hampering normal departmental 
functions and broader public service delivery. The Commission criticized both the manner and 
scale of the RTI application.



132

Obiter Dicta:

The Commission remarked that filing RTI applications in the name of organizations contravenes 
Section 6(1) of the RTI Act, which confers the right only on individual citizens. Additionally, it 
emphasized that public authorities cannot be compelled to devote disproportionate resources to 
fulfil RTI requests when it seriously impairs their ability to perform core functions. It warned that 
such bulk and unreasonable requests amount to harassment of the staff and are contrary to the 
spirit of the Act, which intends to promote transparency, not disrupt public administration. The 
Commission reiterated the Supreme Court’s caution in the CBSE vs. Aditya Bandopadhyay case.

Held:

The Assam State Information Commission dismissed the RTI petition on two primary grounds: 
first, it was filed by an organization rather than an individual citizen, violating Section 6(1) of the 
RTI Act; and second, the scale of information sought was excessive and unreasonable, likely to 
obstruct regular departmental operations. The Commission exempted the public authority from 
furnishing the requested information.

Court Case Referred: 

1.	 Central Board of Secondary Education & Anr. vs. Aditya Bandopadhya
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Assam Information Commission
Case No. 335222/(KPM)/6/2023

Shri Joydeb Das
Vs.

The SPIO, Assam Seeds Corporation Ltd. Khanapara, Guwahati

Date of Decision 03.10.2023

Decided by Shri Bhaskar Jyoti Mahanta, State Chief Information Commissioner, Assam

Provisions Involved in This Case:

Section 4 of the RTI Act, 2005, Section 25(5) of the RTI Act, 2005

The case pertains to an RTI application filed by Shri Joydeb Das on 21.11.2022, addressed 
to the SPIO of Assam Seeds Corporation Ltd. He had sought information under seven distinct 
points primarily concerning government-sanctioned posts, names of employees appointed, related 
officer details, and newspaper advertisements for selection of posts. Dissatisfied with the reply 
dated 29.12.2022, the petitioner moved the First Appellate Authority (FAA) twice on 09.01.2023 
and again on 23.03.2023 highlighting inadequacies in the replies. Eventually, a complaint was filed 
before the Assam Information Commission on 08.05.2023.

During the hearing, the appellant expressed partial satisfaction, mentioning that only query 
no. 1 remained unresolved. The deemed PIO admitted that their office did not possess the original 
government notification sanctioning the post and assured to trace the record. The Commission 
observed negligence and a casual attitude by the officers in adhering to both the RTI Act and office 
procedure. It emphasized that the non-availability of such crucial records and failure to update 
websites with information under Section 4 of the RTI Act undermines transparency and public trust.

Held:

The Assam Information Commission directed the SPIO to inform the highest authority in the 
Corporation to update its website as per the mandate of Section 4 of the RTI Act by 27th November 
2023. The Commission underlined that voluntary disclosure, especially of sanction notifications, 
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would not only fulfil statutory requirements but also assist the office concerned to refer to the same 
as and when required. It instructed the Managing Director to report compliance; failure to do so 
would invite necessary measures from the Commission. With these directions, the petition was 
disposed of.

Obiter Dicta:

The Commission made a significant observation and stressed the mandatory obligation of 
public authorities under Section 4 of the Act to maintain records in a catalogued and accessible 
format and to ensure proactive disclosure. The Commission also cited the Supreme Court’s ruling 
in Kishan Chand Jain vs. Union of India & Ors. (W.P. (C) No. 990/2023) that directed Information 
Commissions to continuously monitor Section 4 compliance. It recommended that proactive 
disclosures especially about sanctioned posts on official websites can reduce unnecessary RTI 
filings and improve administrative efficiency and transparency.

Court Cases Referred in This Case:

1.	 Kishan Chand Jain vs. Union of India and Others, W.P. (C) No. 990/2023, Supreme Court of 
India
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Assam Information Commission
Case No. 344560/(KPM)/142/2023

Shri Dhrubajyoti Talukdar
Vs.

The SPIO, O/o the District Commissioner Kamrup (M), Hengrabari,  
Guwahati

Date of Decision 05.09.2023

Decided by Shri Bhaskar Jyoti Mahanta, State Chief Information Commissioner, Assam

Provisions Involved in This Case:

Section 3 of the Right to Information Act, 2005.

In this case, Shri Dhrubajyoti Talukdar, the General Secretary of Assam Public Works, filed an 
RTI application with the SPIO, O/o Deputy Commissioner, Kamrup (Metro), seeking photocopies 
of land records and legal documents regarding land allegedly held by M/s Buildworth Pvt. Ltd. He 
also requested the Jamabandis and the legal provisions that authorized the Deputy Commissioner 
to transfer this land. The SPIO transferred the petition to ADC (Land Revenue Branch), and the 
Circle Officer of Dispur Revenue Circle who in turn replied that no records of premium deposited 
by the said company were available. The FAA held a hearing and denied the appeal on the ground 
that the applicant was a third party.

The appellant contended that he was involved in ongoing court cases (case nos. 536/2016 and 
520/2019) related to the land, hence he should not be treated as a third party. However, the State 
Chief Information Commissioner examined the RTI application and observed that the application 
was submitted under the name and designation of the General Secretary of an association (Assam 
Public Works), and not in his personal capacity. The Commission, invoking Section 3 of the RTI 
Act, which confers the right to information solely on “citizens,” concluded that an association or 
body corporate does not have this statutory right, and hence, the RTI application and the consequent 
second appeal were not maintainable.
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Held:

The Assam State Information Commission held that since the RTI application was filed by 
the appellant as General Secretary of Assam Public Works, and not in his personal capacity, it 
amounted to an application filed by an association. Therefore, it did not fall within the purview of 
Section 3 of the RTI Act, 2005, which restricts the right to information to individual citizens. As a 
result, the second appeal stemming from such an application was deemed not maintainable and was 
accordingly dismissed.

Orbiter Dicta:

The Commission observed that when an RTI application is filed by an individual in the capacity 
of an office bearer of an association, he ceases to represent himself personally and instead represents 
the collective identity of the association or organization. As per Section 3 of the RTI Act, the right 
to seek information vests only in individual “citizens” and not in associations, corporate bodies, 
NGOs, or other collective entities. 

Court Cases Referred in This Case:

1.	 Case No. 536/2016 (pertaining to the same plot of land)

2.	 Case No. 520/2019 (also relating to the same plot of land)
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Bihar Information Commission
Case No. A6799/2018

Shri Aman Amit
Vs.

PIO, Bihar School Examination Board (BSEB)

Date of Decision 02.09.2019

Decided by Shri Om Prakash, State Information Commissioner, Bihar

Provisions Involved in This Case:

Article 19(1)(a), Article 21, Section 2(f) RTI Act, Section 4(1)(a), Section 19(8)(b), Section 20(1)

The appellant had filed an RTI application to the Bihar School Examination Board (BSEB) 
seeking (i) copies of his evaluated answer books for the Intermediate Examination, 2017, and 
(ii) his mark sheet and reasons for being declared unsuccessful in the Intermediate Practical 
Examination, 2016. However, no information was provided in a timely manner. After filing a First 
Appeal and receiving no satisfactory response, the appellant approached the State Information 
Commission in a Second Appeal. The Board replied that the evaluated answer books had already 
been disposed of through auction and hence could not be provided, while the second part of the 
information was denied on the ground that it did not fall within the definition of “information” 
under Section 2(f) of the RTI Act. The Commission found that the answer books were indeed 
available when the RTI application was filed and were destroyed 18 months later without supplying 
the requested information. The explanation offered by the then PIO, Sri Kameshwar Prasad Gupta, 
cited simultaneous responsibilities of staff. 

Held:

The State Information Commission held that the appellant was entitled to compensation for 
the loss suffered due to non-supply of information within the prescribed period, especially since 
the evaluated answer books were destroyed despite being available when the RTI was filed. The 
Commission directed the BSEB to pay Rs. 2,00,000 as compensation under Section 19(8)(b) and 
imposed a penalty of Rs. 25,000 under Section 20(1) of the RTI Act on erring staff and the then 
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PIO. The Commission also directed that departmental proceedings against responsible officials be 
expedited and concluded within six months.

Obiter Dicta:

The Commission strongly emphasized that the delay in providing the evaluated answer books 
deprived the appellant of his right to timely self-assessment potentially impacting his future 
educational opportunities. It held that invoking administrative burden or the excuse of non-
availability of staff is not a legally valid justification for the denial of information under the RTI 
regime. 

Court Cases Referred in this Case:

1.	 Khanapuram Gandhi v. Administrative Officer, (2010) 2 SCC 1

2.	 State of U.P. v. Raj Narain, 1975 SC 885

3.	 S.P. Gupta v. Union of India, 1981 Supp SCC 87

4.	 Secretary, Ministry of I\&B v. Cricket Association of Bengal, (1995) 2 SCC 161

5.	 CBSE v. Aditya Bandopadhyay, (2011) 8 SCC 497

6.	 Suresh and Anr. v. State of Haryana, Criminal Appeal No. 420 of 2012 (judgment dated 
28.11.2014)

7.	 CIC order in SP Goyal v. CPIO, CBEC, RTI Cell (dated 28.05.2015)
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Bihar Information Commission
Case No. 3957/17

Shri Arvind Prasad Singh
Vs.

FAA, L.N. Mithila University, Darbhanga, Bihar

Date of Decision 19.07.2017

Decided by Shri Om Prakash, State Information Commissioner, Bihar

Provisions Involved in This Case:

Section 22 of the RTI Act, Section 8(1)(e) of the RTI Act, Section 18(1) and 18(8)(d), Section 
19(8)(a)(iv), Article 14 of the Constitution of India.

In this case, the appellant sought a copy of the evaluated answer book of his son from L.N. 
Mithila University, Darbhanga, under the Right to Information Act, 2005. The Public Information 
Officer (PIO) denied the request citing the university’s notification dated 25.12.2014, which 
permitted access to such answer books only within six months of the result declaration and upon 
payment of a fee of Rs.2000 per copy. The appellant contended that these conditions were arbitrary 
and in violation of the RTI Act. 

The Information Commission, upon examining the matter, found that the university’s policy of 
restricting access to answer scripts both in terms of time and excessive fees was inconsistent with 
the spirit and provisions of the RTI Act. The Commission referred to the Supreme Court’s ruling 
in CBSE v. Aditya Bandopadhyay to assert that such restrictions cannot override the statutory 
right to information granted under the RTI Act. The arbitrary pricing and time bar not only hinder 
transparency but also discriminate against economically weaker students, thereby violating the 
principles of equality and accessibility.

Obiter Dicta:

The Commission strongly observed that universities and public authorities cannot use their 
internal regulations to bypass the clear mandate of the RTI Act. The imposition of unreasonable 
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fees and time restrictions for access to evaluated answer scripts reflects a deliberate attempt to 
discourage transparency and accountability. 

Held:

The Commission held that the university’s policy of charging Rs. 2000 per evaluated answer 
script and allowing access only within six months was arbitrary and in violation of the RTI Act. It 
directed the PIO to provide the requested information at Rs.2 per page within 30 days. Furthermore, 
the Vice Chancellor of L.N.M. University was instructed under Section 19(8)(a)(iv) of the RTI Act 
to amend the existing notification in conformity with the RTI provisions and the Commission’s 
observations.

Court Cases Referred:

1.	 CBSE v. Aditya Bandopadhyay & Ors. (2011) 8 SCC 497

2.	 Abne Ingty v. CPIO, Delhi University (CIC decision)
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Goa Information Commission
Appeal No. 81/2022/SCIC 

Mr. Devanand C. Mandrekar
Vs.

The First Appellate Authority, Goa Gazetteer Department, Panaji-Goa

Order dated: 20/02/2023

Decided by Shri. Vishwas R. Satarkar, State Chief Information Commissioner, Goa

Provisions Involved in This Case:

Section 3, 19(8)(a) of the RTI Act, 2005, Article 19(1)(a) of Constitution of India.

The case revolves around Mr. Devanand C. Mandrekar, who, while being the Public Information 
Officer (PIO) of the Goa Gazetteer Department himself, filed an RTI application with the Goa Public 
Service Commission (GPSC) seeking information regarding the status and observations related to 
his own probation under GPSC Order No. 1/36/2016-GGEB-1066. The GPSC, under Section 6(3) 
of the RTI Act, transferred the application to the Goa Gazetteer Department. However, due to the 
unusual situation where the appellant was also the designated PIO, the request was forwarded to 
the senior authority, and then back to him with instructions to liaise with the UDC (Upper Division 
Clerk), the custodian of the information. The appellant did not receive the information and eventually 
filed a first appeal, and later a second appeal with the Goa State Information Commission. The 
First Appellate Authority (FAA) argued that the appellant, being the PIO and senior-most officer, 
had direct access to the information and failed to take initiative to retrieve it from the UDC or the 
department’s administrative unit. The FAA had, however, passed an order on 16/03/2022 directing 
the UDC to provide inspection of the relevant service file. But the UDC failed to comply with this 
direction. The Commission, noting the lack of coordination and trust among department officials 
and recognising the appellant’s entitlement under Section 3 of the RTI Act, found that the matter 
could be resolved by ensuring access to information and held that the UDC, as deemed PIO, must 
provide the requested records.
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Held:

The Goa State Information Commission held that despite the internal complexity arising from 
the appellant himself being the PIO, he was still entitled to receive the requested information under 
the RTI Act. The Commission found that the UDC, as the deemed PIO and custodian of the relevant 
service file, had failed to comply with the FAA’s order. Accordingly, under Section 19(8)(a), the 
Commission directed the UDC, Shri Rajendra B. L. Carvalho, to provide inspection of the file 
and furnish the requested documents within 15 days of receiving the order, thus upholding the 
appellant’s right to information.

Obiter Dicta:

1. The whole purpose of the Act is to secure the information under the control of public 
authorities in order to promote transparency and accountability in the working of every public 
authority.

2. “The source of right to information emerges from the constitutional guarantees under Article 
19(1)(a)... The Act is merely an instrument that lays down statutory procedure in the exercise of 
this right.” (citing Secretary General, Supreme Court of India v. Subhash Chandra Agarwal, AIR 
2010 Delhi 159)

Cases Referred:

1.	 Secretary General, Supreme Court of India v. Subhash Chandra Agarwal, AIR 2010 Delhi 159

2.	 Union of India v. Prabhakaran Vijaya Kumar, 2008 ACJ 1895
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Goa Information Commission
Complaint No. 15/2022/SCIC 

Minal Manohar Shirodkar
Vs.

The Registrar, Deemed Public Information Officer, Goa Nursing Council

Order dated: 29/11/2022

Decided by Shri. Vishwas R. Satarkar, State Chief Information Commissioner, Goa

Provisions Involved in This Case:

Section 2(h)(c), 8(1)(j) of the RTI Act, 2005.

The case arises from an RTI application filed by Minal Manohar Shirodkar, seeking copies 
of applications for registration of certain candidates with the Goa Nursing Council. The Registrar 
of the Council refused the information citing exemption under Section 8(1)(j) of the RTI Act, 
claiming the data sought was personal in nature. Aggrieved, the complainant filed a first appeal, 
which was dismissed on the ground that the Goa Nursing Council is an autonomous body under a 
2012 State Act and allegedly does not have provisions for appointing a Public Information Officer 
(PIO) or First Appellate Authority (FAA). Dissatisfied with this stance, she approached the State 
Information Commission under Section 18 of the RTI Act.

Held: 

During the proceedings, it was established that the Goa Nursing Council is indeed a “public 
authority” as defined under Section 2(h)(c) of the RTI Act, since it was constituted by a law made 
by the State Legislature and is substantially financed and controlled by the Government of Goa. 
The Registrar’s defense that no PIO or FAA had been appointed was rejected by the Commission, 
which noted that such obligations are statutorily imposed on every public authority under the RTI 
Act. The Commission emphasized that non-appointment of PIO/FAA cannot absolve the authority 
of its duties under the Act.
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Obiter Dicta:

The Commission underscored that every public authority constituted under a State Act and 
financed or controlled by the government falls squarely within the purview of the RTI Act. It 
reiterated the principle laid down by the Delhi High Court in Delhi Sikh Gurudwara Management 
v. Mohinder Singh Mathura that once a body is constituted by an enactment by Parliament or State 
Legislature, then nothing more need to be shown that it is a public authority. 

Cases Referred:

1.	 Chief Information Commission & Anrs. Vs. State of Manipur (2012 (1) ALL MR 948 (SC))

2.	 Delhi Sikh Gurudwara Management v. Mohinder Singh Mathura (AIR 2010 (NOC)
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Goa Information Commission
Appeal No. 167/2021/SCIC

Mrs. Aishwarya Salgaonkar
Vs.

The Public Information officer, Joint Director of Accounts, Accounts Section,  
Goa Medical College and Hospital, Bambolim-Goa

Order dated: 19/09/2022

Decided by Shri. Vishwas R. Satarkar, State Chief Information Commissioner, GOA

Provisions Involved in This Case:

Section 8(1)(e) and 8(1)(j) of the RTI Act, 2005. 

In the present case, Mrs. Aishwarya Salgaonkar filed an RTI application seeking certified 
copies of records related to Non-Goan patients registered at the casualty billing counter of Goa 
Medical College (GMC) between 2018 and 2021. The information was partly furnished, with some 
information being provided after inspection. However, the remaining information was denied by 
the PIO citing confidentiality. 

The Goa State Information Commission held that the information sought by the appellant 
regarding Non-Goan patients is exempt from disclosure under Sections 8(1)(e) and 8(1)(j) of the 
RTI Act, as it constitutes personal information held in fiduciary capacity. Since the appellant failed 
to establish a larger public interest for disclosure, and the information involved medical records 
protected under doctor-patient confidentiality, the appeal was dismissed and the proceeding closed.

Obiter Dicta:

1. Information gathered during medical treatment is held by doctors in a fiduciary capacity and 
disclosure without patient consent breaches confidentiality.

2. Section 8(1)(e) of the RTI Act protects information arising from fiduciary relationships such 
as between doctor and patient, and cannot be disclosed unless public interest justifies it.

4. The judgment of the Hon’ble Supreme Court in *Central Public Information Officer v. 
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Subhash Chandra Agarwal* clarified the distinction between privacy and anonymity, holding that 
while anonymous health data may serve public interest, disclosing identifiable patient data amounts 
to an invasion of privacy.

5. The Delhi High Court in *Vijay Prakash v. UOI* stated that the burden to prove public 
interest lies on the appellant; merely asserting that the information relates to a public authority does 
not establish such interest.

6. Mere availability of information with a public authority does not nullify its classification 
as “personal information” if it has no link to public activity and its disclosure causes unwarranted 
invasion of privacy.

Case Referred:

1.	 Central Public Information Officer, Supreme Court of India  Vs. Subhash Chandra Agarwal 
(Civil Appeal No. 10044/2010)

2.	 Vijay Prakash Vs. UOI (W.P. No. 803/2009)

3.	 CBSE Vs. Aditya Bandopadhyay & Ors. (2011 8 SCC 497)

4.	 Union Public Service Commission v/s R. K. Jain (W.P.(c). No. 1243/2011)

5.	 Kashinath J. Shetye v/s PIO & Ors. (Writ Petition No. 1/2009)

6.	 Subhash Chandra Agarwal v/s Registrar, Supreme Court of India ((2018) 11 SCC 634)
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Goa Information Commission
Appeal No. 190/2020

Shri. Rama Kankonkar
Vs.

The PIO, Government Polytechnic, Altinho,  
Panaji-Goa

Order dated: 18/08/2022

Decided by Shri. Vishwas R. Satarkar, State Chief Information Commissioner, Goa

Provisions Involved in This Case:

Section 6(1), 7(9) of the RTI Act, 2005.

The appellant, Shri Rama Kankonkar, filed an RTI application on 16/03/2020 seeking 
information on eight points from the Government Polytechnic, Panaji. Due to the COVID-19 
lockdown, the institution was non-operational, and the Public Information Officer (PIO) offered the 
appellant an opportunity to inspect records once restrictions were eased. The appellant visited the 
office on 18/06/2020. Dissatisfied, he filed a first appeal and subsequently a second appeal before 
the Goa State Information Commission, seeking complete information free of cost and imposition 
of penalty on the PIO for delay and denial.

Held: 

The Goa State Information Commission dismissed the second appeal on the grounds that the 
PIO had provided all available information and had acted in a fair considering the COVID-19 
lockdown. The Commission held that the nature of the RTI request being vague, voluminous, and 
non-specific justified the offer of inspection instead of direct providing of data. As the appellant 
refused the inspection and did not engage proactively, no penalty was imposed on the PIO.

Orbiter Dicta:

1. The Commission emphasized that inspection of records is a legitimate means of access to 
information under Section 2(j) of the RTI Act, especially when the information is voluminous and 
difficult to collate.
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2. Denial of information due to vagueness, non-specificity, or voluminous nature is justified if 
it would disproportionately divert the resources of the public authority, as per Section 7(9) of the 
Act.

Case Referred:

1.	 Ram Jethmalani Vs. Union of India (W.P. No.(c) 176/2009)

2.	 Sakiri Vasu Vs. State of U.P. and Others (Appeal (crl) 1685/2007)

3.	 Vinod Surana Vs. LIC (F.No. CIC/MA/A/2006/00617)

4.	 ICAI Vs. Shaunak H. Satya and others (AIR 2011 SCC 336) 
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Goa Information Commission
Appeal No. 249/2021/SCIC

Remedios Peter D’Souza
Vs.

SPIO/ Deputy Superintendent of Police, Legal & Vigilance

Order dated: 23/06/2022

Decided by Shri. Vishwas R. Satarkar, State Chief Information Commissioner, Goa

Provisions Involved in This Case:

Section 2(f), 2(j), 6(1), 6(3), 7(1), 19 of the RTI Act, 2005.

The appellant, Mr. Remedios Peter D’Souza, filed an RTI application on 16/04/2021 to the 
Director General of Police, Goa, seeking details regarding a complaint he had sent via email on 
31/10/2020 against Mr. Shailesh Suresh Sangodkar, proprietor of M/s Diamond Real Estate. He 
had alleged cheating and sought registration of a non-bailable offence. The RTI application was 
transferred to the Dy. Superintendent of Police, Legal and Vigilance, who responded on 24/05/2021 
with partial information. Dissatisfied, the appellant filed a first appeal under Section 19(1) of the 
RTI Act, which was allowed by the First Appellate Authority (FAA), directing the PIO to provide the 
complete information free of cost within 15 days. However, the appellant alleged non-compliance 
with the FAA’s order and claimed the PIO had provided incomplete and misleading information. 
He filed a second appeal under Section 19(3) before the Goa State Information Commission, 
demanding a direction to the PIO for information delivery, along with a penalty, disciplinary action 
against the respondents, and compensation. 

Held: 

The Goa State Information Commission held that the PIO had fulfilled the obligations under the 
RTI Act by providing the appellant with all available and existing information related to the enquiry 
conducted on his complaint, including inspection of files. Hence, no further action was taken, and 
no Action Taken Report was available beyond the enquiry report already shared. The Commission 
found no grounds to impose penalty or award compensation and accordingly dismissed the appeal.
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Obiter Dicta:

The Commission reaffirmed that under Sections 2(f) and 2(j) of the RTI Act, the PIO is only 
required to furnish existing information as held by the public authority. There is no obligation to 
create, analyze, deduce, or justify the information sought by an applicant.

In support, *CBSE v. Aditya Bandopadhyay (SC)* was cited, which clarified that RTI access 
is limited to “existing and available” information. If the information sought is not part of records 
or not required to be maintained by law, no obligation arises to collect or create such information 
for disclosure.

Cases Referred:

1.	 CBSE Vs. Aditya Bandopadhyay (SC) (Civil Appeal No. 6456 of 2011)

2.	 Shekhar Chandra Verma Vs. State Information Commission (Patna HC) (L.P.A. 1270/2009)

3.	 Divakar S. Natarajan Vs. State Information Commissioner (Andhra Pradesh HC) (W.P. No. 
20182/2008) 

4.	 Dr. Celsa Pinto Vs Goa State Information Commission (Bombay HC) (LNIND 2008 GOA S1)
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Goa Information Commission
Appeal No. 75/2021/SCIC 

Smt. Esmeralda M. Barreto 
Vs.

The Sr. Technical Examiner, PIO, Technical Section, Directorate of Vigilance, 
Altinho, Panaji Goa

Order dated: 11/04/2022

Decided by Shri. Vishwas R. Satarkar, State Chief Information Commissioner, Goa

Provisions Involved in This Case:

Section 8(1)(h) of the RTI Act, 2005.

In this case, the appellant, Smt. Esmeralda M. Barreto, filed an RTI application under Section 
6(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, seeking information regarding the action taken on a complaint filed by 
on behalf of her father, concerning alleged encroachment on her private property by the Public 
Works Department (PWD) for road construction. She claimed that the road was built without due 
permission or legal acquisition, and no response had been forthcoming from the authorities for 
over seven years. The Public Information Officer (PIO) rejected her request invoking Section 8(1)
(h) of the Act, which allows withholding information that could impede an ongoing investigation. 
Dissatisfied, the appellant filed a first appeal which was also dismissed. This led her to file a second 
appeal before the Goa State Information Commission. The core issue revolved around whether the 
information sought could justifiably be withheld under Section 8(1)(h). The appellant argued that 
the denial lacked specific justification and that a delay of seven years in concluding the investigation 
was unjustified. She cited relevant judicial precedents, including Bhagat Singh v. CIC, B.S. Mathur 
v. PIO Delhi High Court, and Adesh Kumar v. UOI, all emphasizing that exemption under Section 
8(1)(h) must be based on reasonable grounds and cannot be a blanket excuse. The Commission 
found that the PIO failed to provide convincing reasons or evidence that disclosure would hamper 
the investigation, especially when the matter had been pending for such a long time.
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Held: 

The Commission directed the PIO to furnish the requested information to the appellant within 
fifteen days. 

Obiter Dicta:

* Section 8 exemptions, including 8(1)(h), must be strictly construed, and cannot be used as a 
pretext to withhold information without substantiated reasons.

* The mere pendency of an investigation does not justify denial of information. Authorities 
must establish how disclosure would specifically impede the process of inquiry.

Cases Referred:

1.	 Bhagat Singh Vs. CIC, (2008 (100) DRJ 63)

2.	 B.S. Mathur Vs. PIO Delhi High Court (2011 (125) DRJ 508)

3.	 Mr. Arun Kumar Agarwal v/s The CPIO of SEBI (CIC/MP/A/2014/001006-BJ).

4.	 Adesh Kumar Vs. UOI (W.P. No. 3542/2014)
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Goa Information Commission
Penalty 02/2024 in Appeal No. 366/2023/SIC

Mr. Joseph S. Carneiro
Vs.

FAA, Block Development Officer of Bardez at Mapusa, Goa
PIO Village Panchayat of Siolim Sodiem, Siolim, Bardez, Goa

Date of Decision 24.10.2024

Decided by Shri Atmaram R. Barve, State Information Commissioner, Goa

Provisions Involved in This Case: 

Sections 6(1), 7(1), 20(1) & 20(2) 

The case arises from an RTI application filed by Mr. Joseph S. Carneiro, seeking information 
from the Public Information Officer (PIO) of the Village Panchayat Siolim-Sodiem, Goa. When 
no response was received within the stipulated time, the appellant filed a First Appeal before the 
Block Development Officer of Bardez, who, as the First Appellate Authority (FAA), directed the 
PIO to provide an inspection and the requested information. Despite this direction, the PIO did 
not comply, compelling the appellant to approach the Goa State Information Commission with a 
Second Appeal.

Held: The Commission conducted hearings, observed non-compliance, and found that the PIO had 
acted in breach of his obligations under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005. Even after being directed 
through an earlier order dated 19/01/2024 to show cause, the then PIO, Shri Akhil Mahalker, failed 
to justify the delay or non-action. After his transfer, the new PIO, Smt. Navanya Goltekar, also 
failed to respond adequately or attend hearings. Consequently, the Commission imposed a penalty 
of ₹25,000 on the former PIO and directed the current PIO to furnish the requested information. 

Obiter Dicta: The Goa State Information Commission emphasized that the role and responsibility 
of a Public Information Officer cannot be evaded simply by transfer or by claiming lack of 
information. The Commission underlined that PIOs are expected to act diligently and within the 
statutory time frame prescribed under the RTI Act, and their inaction or negligent behavior cannot 
be excused by administrative transitions. 

Court Cases Referred: No court cases were cited in this order.
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Gujarat Information Commission
Appeal No. 2169/2025

Shri Dipakbhai Satishbhai Sharma
Vs.

Roads & Buildings Sub-Division, M.P.O. Chikhli

Date of Decision 16.07.2025

Decided by Dr. Subhash Soni, State Chief Information Commissioner, Gujarat

Provisions Involved: None

Hearing & Order before the Commission:  

The appellant stated that he requires information for points no. (2), (3), (7) and (9) from his 
application and requested that orders be issued to provide this information. 

The Public Information Officer, through a letter dated 13/01/2025, had informed the appellant 
to pay Rs.582/- for certified copies. However, since this letter was issued on the 31st day and the 
appellant is entitled to the said information for the mentioned points, the Public Information Officer 
present agreed to provide the information.

Accordingly, the Public Information Officer is directed to provide the information for points 
no. (2), (3), (7) and (9) from the appellant’s application within 10 days from the date of receipt of 
this order, via RPAD (Registered Post Acknowledgement Due), free of cost.

A Copy of the letter dated 14/02/2025, sent by the Public Information Officer to the Police 
Inspector, Chikhli Police Station, was submitted before the Commission. As per the letter, it was 
alleged that the appellant entered the office without permission, started videography, attempted 
blackmail, and when restrained, scuffled with the officer and broke the video camera, allegedly 
trying to extort money. 

In view of this representation, the Public Information Officer is informed that if any citizen 
misuses the provisions of the Right to Information Act to cause harassment, a complaint should 
be filed with the concerned police station, and if the demand for information is made for purposes 
other than the noble objectives of the RTI Act, a detailed report should henceforth be brought to the 
attention of the Commission. 

The appeal is thus disposed of in accordance with this order. 
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Gujarat Information Commission
Appeal No. A-4732-2023

Shri Atul Mehra
Vs.

Office of the Deputy State Tax Commissioner, 
Mamlatdar Office Compound, Componente-35, Deesa

Date of Decision 26.11.2024

Decided by Dr. Subhash Soni, State Chief Information Commissioner, Gujarat

Provisions Involved: Section 8 (1) (d), 11 (1) of RTI Act 2005.

Hearing before the Commission and Order: 

In view of the details of the application of the respondent available with the Commission, the 
respondent has sought information on behalf of HCL Infosystems Ltd. In this regard, the following 
provision has been made in paragraph 16 of the Guide published for the implementation of the 
Right to Information Act vide Office Memorandum dated 28/11/2013 of the Ministry of Personnel 
Public Grievances & Pensions, Department of Personnel & Training, Government of India.”-

“16. The Act gives right to information only to the citizens of India. It does not make provision 
for giving information to Corporations, Associations, Companies etc. which are legal entities/
persons, but not citizens. However, if an application is made by an employee or office-bearer of 
any Corporation, Association, Company, NGO etc. indicating his name and such employee/office 
bearer is a citizen of India, information may be supplied to him/her. In such cases, it would be 
presumed that a citizen has sought information at the address of the Corporation etc."

Considering the above details, since the information has been sought by the disputant on behalf 
of the company, the Commission has accepted the second appeal and heard it.

The advocate appearing on behalf of the disputant states that since they have not received the 
information as requested, orders should be made to provide the information as requested.

The disputant further states in relation to their request for information that an assessment has 
been made by the Public Information Officer's office in relation to the accounts of their company 
and after this assessment, an additional tax demand has been made. This additional tax demand is 
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in relation to the transactions of them and M/s Krishna Sales Agency. Since there is a mismatch in 
the accounts of them and M/s Krishna Sales Agency, they have demanded information.

This information has been sought for the purpose of making a proper representation in the 
context of additional tax demand and for the purpose of initiating legal action against their buyer. 
However, since the Public Information Officer has expressed his disagreement with the disclosure 
of information by M/s Krishna Sales Agency as per the provisions of Section-11 of the Act, the 
information has been refused without due consideration of their representation, which has been 
held to be correct by the First Appellate Authority under the provisions of Section-8(1)(d) and 
Section-11(1) of the Act.

The disputant states that the information sought by them relates to the third party whose 
relationship they have with the third party is that of a seller and buyer and that both parties are 
directly involved in and aware of the information regarding the mismatch transaction they have 
sought.

As per Section 8(1)(d) of the Act, no information has been sought which would prejudice 
the competitive position of M/s Krishna Sales Agency by providing the information sought by 
them, nor has any information been sought which would prejudice their commercial confidentiality, 
business secrets or intellectual property.

Since the Public Information Officer and the First Appellate Authority have refused to provide 
information without due consideration, their request for information should be upheld.

In view of the submissions of the representative of M/s Krishna Sales Agency and the Public 
Information Officer present and the papers placed before the Commission, no proper explanation 
has been given by the third party present or the Public Information Officer as to how the disclosure 
of the information sought by the disputant as per the provisions of Section 8(1)(d) of the Act may 
harm the competitive position of the third party or how the commercial confidentiality, business 
secrets or intellectual property of the third party may be harmed or those matters have not been 
clarified in their decision/order.

In addition, the Public Information Officer, who was present in response to the Commission's 
question, states that the information sought by the disputant is likely to be disclosed during the 
hearing of the appeal filed by the disputant against the tax demand under the VAT Act and the final 
decision on the tax related appeal has to be taken only after taking that into consideration. Thus, 
since the information sought by the disputant is available/deserving of disclosure in connection 
with the appeal regarding the tax demand, this information does not have to be provided under the 
Right to Information Act.
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Considering the above submissions of various parties, the Commission finds that the disclosure 
of the information sought by the company is useful for the company to take a proper decision 
regarding the additional tax demand made by the company and to make a proper representation 
before the competent authority. According to the submission of the disputant, the company is a 
public limited company and the interests of several stakeholders of the company are involved in the 
interests of the company and therefore there is a huge public interest in disclosing this information.

In support of their submission, the disputants have placed before the Commission for 
consideration some judgments of the Central Information Commission and other courts, out of 
which the judgments relating to Section 8(1)(6) of the Act are in a different context, and therefore, 
those judgments are not considered worthy of consideration by the Commission. Apart from that, 
the following judgments have been taken into consideration by the Commission to the extent that 
they are sufficient to understand the circumstances of larger public interest stated therein.	

1.	 W.P. No. 2912/2011, Shonkh Technology International Ltd Vs State Information 
Commission, Maharashtra and also W.P. No. 3137/2011, United Telecom Limited Vs 
State Information Commission, Maharashtra, Decided by High Court of Bombay on July 
01, 2011.

2.	 Appeal No. CIC/CC/A/2015/002488-SA, Rajni Goyal Vs. Deptt of Trade &amp; Taxes, 
decided by Central Information Commission, New Delhi on 05/09/2016.

3.	 Appeal No. CIC/CCSTD/A/2017/142250-BJ-FINAL, Shri Harinder Dhingra Vs, Office 
of the Commissioner of service Tax Delhi-Gurgaon, Haryana, decided by Central 
Information Commission, New Delhi on 17/08/2017 and 29/12/2017.

Considering the above details, the disclosure of the information sought by the disputant does 
not appear to be likely to harm the competitive position of M/s Krishna Sales Agency as per the 
provisions of Section 8(1)(d) of the Act nor does it contain any information which would prejudice 
their commercial confidentiality, business secrets or intellectual property. 		

In addition, taking into account the interests of the various stakeholders associated with the 
dispute, it appears appropriate to disclose the information sought by the dispute in the larger public 
interest for the purpose of enabling the dispute to make a proper representation.	

However, as per the principles established by the Supreme Court in its judgment dated 
04/03/2020 in SC Section No. 1966-67/2020, when alternative means of obtaining information 
are available, then the alternative means of obtaining information has to be used and the Right to 
Information Act does not have to be used.

In the said details, the Public Information Officer is informed that the information sought by 
the disputant should be provided to the disputant free of cost through R.P.A.D. letter within 20 days 
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from the date of receipt of the order of the Commission and a copy of it should be submitted to the 
Commission.

The disputant is informed that if he has an alternative system available to obtain information 
under the tax appeal, care should be taken not to use the Right to Information Act to obtain such 
information in future.

The appeal presented is disposed of under the said order.
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Gujarat Information Commission
APPEAL No. A-2178-2024
APPEAL No. A-2739-2024

Shri Nanjibhai Kalubhai Jitiya
Vs.

O/o Collector, Jilla Seva Sadan, Surendranagar

Date of Decision 01.02.2025

Decided by Dr. Subhash Soni, State Chief Information Commissioner, Gujarat

Provisions Involved: 

Section 2 (f), 2 (j), 3, 4 (1) (b), 6 (1), 7 (9), 20 (1) and 20 (2) of RTI Act 2005. 

Hearing before the Commission and order: 

The Commission has taken note of the written submission of the Applicant. 

The Commission has held hearing of 11 (eleven) different appeals of the appellants today. 
Looking at the details of the application of Form - “A” related to all these appeals, the appellants 
have stated that since they are BPL holders, the information is available free of cost and they do 
not have to use the government’s online or website themselves and get the information at their own 
expense.

Looking at the submissions related to all the other appeals filed today, the contention has largely 
been of the same nature. In the second appeal, the Applicant has submitted that since he is a BPL 
holder, the information is available free of cost. Since there is an expense involved in appearing in 
person, they did not appear in person. Orders should be made taking into account their submissions. 
The first appellate authority does not pass impartial orders on merits. The appeals are rejected/filed 
without the Commission considering their submissions.

The Applicants have raised various issues in most of their applications under Form-A and 
have sought information and supporting evidence, including details of the applicable circulars, 
resolutions, policies, rules of the Government, in relation to the decision taken on each matter.
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The Right to Information Act provides the following provisions for seeking information.

•	 Section-6(1): “A person desiring to obtain any information under this Act may, in writing 
or through electronic means, in English or Hindi or the official language of the area in 
which the application is made, specify the particulars of the information sought by him 
or her, together with such fee as may be prescribed...” 

•	 The provisions of clause (3) of Form-A prescribed by the State Government for seeking 
information are as follows.

Sr. No. Specifics/details of information 
required (in brief)

Specific period of information 
required

•	 Section 7(9) of the Right to Information Act provides the following provisions regarding 
seeking information.

Section 7(9): “Information shall generally be provided in the form in which it is sought, unless 
it would disproportionately divert the resources of the public authority or would prejudice the 
security and preservation of the record in question.”

Thus, the Applicant has to make a request for information by specifying the specific details 
of the information required in accordance with the provisions of Section 6(1) of the Right to 
Information Act and paragraph (3) of Form-A prescribed by the State Government for seeking 
information. While seeking such information, the resources of the public authority should not be 
disproportionately used.

The manner in which the information is sought by the Applicants is not in accordance with 
the provisions of the Act. By seeking information in this manner, they are not entitled to any 
information as per the said provisions. The information sought by the Applicant through a large 
number of applications is resulting in a disproportionate use of the resources of the public authority 
due to applications made by a single individual.

The information sought by the Applicant is generally requested by the concerned Public 
Information Officers to seek information by specifying the specific details of the information 
required as per the provisions of Section 6(1) of the Act and Clause (3) of Form-A prescribed by 
the State Government for seeking information and/or despite the fact that the Applicant is provided 
with the specific webpage link of the relevant public authority's website to obtain information from 
the pro-active disclosure published on the website of that public authority, the Applicant chooses 
to file a first appeal and then a second appeal instead of obtaining the information published on the 
website.

According to the provisions of the Right to Information Act-2005, only information which 
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is available to the public authority and cannot be accessed by the citizens can be requested. Self-
published information, including BPL card holders, has to be accessed by all citizens themselves. 
Since information placed in the Public Domain is “public”, its request is inappropriate.

(1)	 Earlier, the Commission, in its order dated 31/01/2022 in Appeal No. 2-4420-2021, has 
informed the Applicant as follows.

“..... Most of the information they demand is available on the website www.charitycommissioner.
gujarat.gov.in. They can also get information from the website ....”

(2)	 Earlier, the Commission, in its order dated 07/12/2022 in Appeal No. A-3360-2022, has 
informed the Applicant as follows.

“...... In view of the detailed issues of the dispute and the attempt to take action against 
the public interest and obstruct the work of the public authority by repeatedly making various 
applications seeking information, the Commission warns the disputer Shri Nanjibhai Kalubhai 
Jitiya that from now on, the right to information sought under the Right to Information Act-2005 
should be exercised judiciously. Applications seeking only limited information that is in public 
interest should be made, otherwise, if any application is received by the Commission to any Public 
Information Officer of any public authority in the state, the Commission will be obliged to order 
the provision of the information only after paying the application fee and collecting the prescribed 
fee for the information provided. Also, the Commission will be obliged to recover from them 
the cost of replying to such applications under useless and vexatious application, prohibiting the 
information provided free of cost by the public authority under the first appeal and the second 
appeal and the time spent by the public authority ....”

(3)	 Earlier, the Commission has informed the Applicant as follows by passing orders dated 
15/02/2022 in Appeal No. A-4291-2022 and other appeals.

“....In points (1) to (8) of the application of Form-K, they have demanded copies of various 
circulars, resolutions, policies etc. of the government as guidance regarding unauthorized pressure 
and other issues. Circulars, resolutions, policies of the state government are available online on the 
website of the Revenue Department. These details are also available on the website of the Collector's 
office. If the applicant needs any such circulars, he can download them from the website. After the 
information on the issues has been placed in the Public Domain, the concerned Public Information 
Officer is not considered as the custodian for that information. Such information is available 
online for any citizen. He can download it from there. Further, there is no provision in the Right 
to Information Act to interpret the provisions of the relevant resolutions, circulars or policies and 
provide it. Information is admissible only in the form in which it is available. Therefore, the replies 
given by the concerned Public Information Officers regarding these issues. Which is correct. The 
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Applicant has been given the opportunity to inspect the records repeatedly. However, he does not 
appear for the inspection of the records. The Public Information Officer and Mamlatdar, Vadhwan 
also submitted that the necessary resolutions are available on their website and the clarification 
given by the Talati cum Mantri is correct...”

However, the Applicant has continued to make disproportionate applications under the Right 
to Information Act.

As per the information available with the Commission, the following second appeal/complaint 
has been filed by the Applicant before the Commission in the last ten years, year by year.

Sr. No. Year Number of other appeals/complaints filed with the 
Commission

1 2016 23

2 2017 20

3 2018 22

4 2019 69

5 2020 0

6 2021 82

7 2022 90

8 2023 51

9 2024 78

10 2025 13

Total 448

The Commission has observed from experience that the Applicants do not appear in the hearing 
of the first appeal or the second appeal. The Applicants do not seek information by specifying the 
specific details of the information required as per the provisions of Section 6(1) of the Act and 
Clause (3) of Form-A prescribed by the State Government for seeking information. The Applicants 
seek information as published on the website of the public authority.

Facts and decision relating to the appeal presented in the said perspective

In view of the details of the application dated 13/03/2024 of the complainant available with 
the Commission regarding Appeal No. A-2178-2024, the complainant has sought information on 
the basis of the circulars, resolutions, policies, rules of the Government in a total of 11 issues on 
various matters.
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Since the specific details of the information required by the complainant have not been 
indicated, the Public Information Officer has sent the information of the specific webpage link of 
the GR Book published on the website of the Revenue Department of the State Government to the 
complainant by letters dated 26/03/2024 and 19/04/2024, which has been deemed appropriate by 
the First Appellate Authority.

Under a total of 14 points of the petition dated 03/04/2024 of the Applicant relating to Appeal 
No. A-2739-2024, the Applicant has sought information on the basis and evidence of the State 
Government's circulars, resolutions, methods, decisions, policies, rules on various matters.

The Public Information Officer has informed the Applicant by letter dated 30/04/2024 that 
since the specific number/date of the specific circular/resolution sought by them is not mentioned 
in the information, they should apply afresh indicating the specific number and date of the required 
order. In addition, the Applicant has been informed that since the information regarding the order 
sought by him is available on the website of the Revenue Department of the State Government, 
the specific webpage link of the Revenue Department's website has been sent. The decision of the 
Public Information Officer has been upheld by the First Appellate Authority.

Considering the details of the applications of Form-A related to the said appeal of the respondent 
available with the Commission, the information provided by the Commission is considered to 
be "appropriate and sufficient" as the Public Information Officer has sent the information of the 
specific webpage link of the Revenue Department website, despite the fact that the respondent 
has requested information without indicating the specific details of the information required in 
accordance with the provisions of Section-6(1) of the Act and paragraph- (3) of Form-A prescribed 
by the State Government for seeking information.

However, the Commission, having consulted the Public Information Officer with a view to 
making orders to provide the required information to the complainant in the context of Revision 
Case No. 62/2022, Note No. 17801 and Raw Note No. 14124 mentioned in the petition, has 
brought the facts to the notice of the Commission by the Public Information Officer vide letter 
dated 29/01/2025.

“The applicant has made a submission regarding RRT Revision Case No. 62/2022, which has 
been pending in this office, according to which,

(1)	 The land Survey No. 778 (Old Year No. 927) Hectare 1-56-43 Aarey at Khodu Taluka 
Vadhwan is held in the name of Kalubhai Govabhai and others. Out of which Kalubhai Govabhai 
passed away on 13/10/2010, his direct heirs are Nanjibhai Kalubhai Jitiya, Lakshmiben Kalubhai 
Jitiya, Manjibhai. An application was filed to enter the name of this Kalubhai Jitiya in the village 
office, and a change note regarding inheritance No. 14124 was entered in the village office on 
03/03/2014. The note dated 02/06/2014, which is not subject to the notice of 135-D issued by the 
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Mamlatdar, Vadhwan, the generation date is 2010, and the heirs are not verified, the note has been 
rejected.

(2)	 An appeal has been filed in the court of Deputy Collector, Vadhwan by the applicant Shri 
Nanjibhai Kalubhai Jitiya against the decision rejecting the inheritance note No. 14124 mentioned 
in para-1. The appeal application, which was pending, has been filed by the applicant with a delay 
of about 7 years since the order No. RRT Appeal No. 24/2022 dated 21/03/2022 and the reasons 
given for the waiver of delay do not seem reasonable or no specific evidence has been presented in 
support of it and he has stated that he does not want to submit any supporting evidence while asking 
to submit the affidavit by the deadline of 21/03/2022. The said appeal application has been ordered 
to be rejected on the grounds of delay and on the basis of merits, whose order note No. was filed in 
the village office on 22/06/2023 and the note was certified on 10/07/2023.

(3)	 The Deputy Collector, Vadhwan mentioned in para-2 filed a revision application under 
rule-108(6) of the Land Revenue Rules against the order number RRT Appeal No. 24/2022 dated 
21/03/2022 in this court on 18/04/2022, case no. RRT Revision Case No. 62/2022 was taken up in 
the case register, the first term of which was fixed as 25/01/2023, after which the successive terms 
were taken up on the final term date of 25/07/2024.

(4)	 Thereafter, a resolution was issued on 20/09/2023, the details of which are as follows:

The land situated at Khodu, Ta. Vadhwan, Survey No. 778 (Old Survey No. 927) is held in 
the joint name of the applicant's late father, Kalubhai Govabhai and others. After the death of the 
applicant's father, Kalubhai Govabhai, on 13/10/2010, the application for registration of inheritance 
was registered in the land in question as inheritance no. 14124 dated 03/03/2014, but the notice of 
135-D was not issued and the generation of the year 2010 was rejected by the Mamlatdar, Vadhwan 
on 02/06/2014. Aggrieved by the decision, the applicant appealed to the Deputy Collector, Vadhwan 
on 11/11/2021, and the order of the Deputy Collector, Wadhwan, RRT Appeal No. 24/2022 dated 
21/03/2022, stating that the appeal application was not admissible on the grounds of time limit and 
merits, was dismissed, but the land in question is held in the joint name of the deceased father of 
the applicant and others and as per the provisions of the Government, it is mandatory to enter the 
names of the direct heirs of the deceased account holder and the applicant cannot be deprived of his 
inheritance rights due to delay, taking into account which the revision application of the applicant 
was partially approved and the inheritance of the land situated at Moje Khodu, Vadhwan, S. No. 
778 (Old S. No. 927) He. 1-56-43 Aarey was dismissed. Note No. 14124, dated 03/03/2014, the 
decision of the Mamlatdar,  Vadhwan dated 02/06/2014 regarding the rejection and the decision 
of the Deputy Collector, Vadhwan R.R.T. Appeal No. 24/2022 dated 21/03/2022 has been ordered 
to be cancelled and along with this, the applicant will have to apply afresh at the Mamlatdar's 
office, Vadhwan along with the death certificate, latest family tree, affidavit regarding inheritance 
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and correspondence addresses of all co-sharers and all other necessary supporting evidence. The 
Mamlatdar, Vadhwan is informed to file a standard note as per the application submitted and to take 
the appropriate decision on the basis of the record of rights regarding the said note. Accordingly, the 
conclusion has been drawn and an order has been made regarding which the decree note No. 17801 
dated Entered on 10/10/2023 and certified on 25/10/2023.

(5)	  Against the order mentioned in para-4, the applicant has filed a review application under 
Rule-108(6-A) of the Land Revenue Rules with the Secretary, Revenue Department (Disputes), 
Ahmedabad, which case No. MVV/HKP/SNR/50/2023 was filed, which was followed by an order 
dated 04/06/2024, which rejected the applicant's review application, regarding which Order Note 
No. 18121 was filed on 18/06/2024 and certified on 04/07/2024.

Thus, since the above details are correct, and the applicant's note/appeal revision application 
has been rejected/partially approved successively and finally the re-examination application has 
been rejected in the court of Revenue Department (Disputes), Ahmedabad, now if there is any 
objection or dispute in this regard, the applicant should file an application in the competent court 
against the decision of the Secretary, Revenue Department (Disputes), Ahmedabad, vide order 
number MVI/HKP/SNR/50/2023 dated 04/06/2024 and obtain the appropriate remedy.

Further, it is to draw your attention that, in the interim orders dated 25/10/2024 and 28/10/2024 
respectively, in the second appeal no. 5541/2023 and second appeal no. 5437/2023 pending in your 
court, a joint team has been formed to visit the applicant and submit a report, and a detailed report 
has been sent to you vide letter no. JSP/Vashi-3027/12/2024 dated 11/12/2024, the brief details of 
which are as follows.

"Regarding the interim order of your Excellency, a joint team of all the concerned Public 
Information Officers and the First Appellate Officer has been formed, and they have been personally 
visited the residence of the applicant and questioned him in detail regarding the necessary 
information. In this regard, after observing his submissions and questions in depth, the applicant 
has been given all the information that was eligible for information as per the rules under the Right 
to Information Act-2005. Also, he has been given an understanding that the information that the 
applicant has sought in the form of descriptive and questioning in different applications is not 
available to him under this Act. Furthermore, the team present thereafter informed the applicant that 
what is the difficulty he has regarding the final order made in the work of R.R.T. Revision Case No. 
62/2022, which was pending in the court of the Collector's Office, Surendranagar? In this regard, 
the applicant stated that as per the order made regarding this order The applicant has verbally stated 
that he does not have to submit any evidence and that it is the responsibility of the government to 
enter the note in village sample number 6 without submitting any evidence. Therefore, as explained 
to them by all the members of the team present, if there is any objection or dispute against the order 
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of the Collector, Surendranagar, then an appeal will have to be filed in the higher court, i.e. the court 
of the Secretary, Revenue Department (Disputes), Ahmedabad. 

Taking into account the details of the said report, going beyond the provisions of the Right to 
Information Act, all efforts have been made at all levels to understand the question of the Applicant 
and provide them with the necessary information/guidance. However, it is clear that there is no 
positive and constructive response from the Applicant.

Since the resources of the public authority are being disproportionately used due to the 
large number of applications made by the Applicant, despite being a BPL card holder, due to the 
information sought by him, the applications made by a single person, the Commission has found 
it necessary to consider the following matters, so that the Applicant does not make inappropriate/
excessive/disproportionate use of the resources of various public authorities.

(1) 	 The various observations made in the judgment given by the Supreme Court in C.A. No. 
6454/2011 dated 09-08-2011 including paragraphs 35 and 37 have been taken into consideration. 
The details of paragraphs 35 and 37 are as follows:

“Para-35_At this juncture, it is necessary to clear some misconceptions about the RTI Act. 
The RTI Act provides access to all information that is available and existing. This is clear from a 
combined reading of section 3 and the definitions of 'information' and 'right to information' under 
clauses (f) and (j) of section 2 of the Act. If a public authority has any information in the form of 
data or analysed data, or abstracts, or statistics, an applicant may access such information, subject 
to the exemptions in section 8 of the Act. But where the information sought is not a part of the 
record of a public authority, and where such information is not required to be maintained under 
any law or the rules or regulations of the public authority, the Act does not cast an obligation upon 
the public authority, to collect or collate such non-available information and then furnish it to an 
applicant. A public authority is also not required to furnish information which require drawing of 
inferences and/or making of assumptions. It is also not required to provide 'advice' or 'opinion' to an 
applicant, nor required to obtain and furnish any 'opinion' or 'advice' to an applicant. The reference 
to 'opinion' or 'advice' in the definition of 'information' in section 2(f) of the Act, only refers to such 
material available in the records of the public authority. Many public authorities have, as a public 
relation exercise, provide advice, guidance and opinion to the citizens. But that is purely voluntary 
and should not be confused with any obligation under the RTI Act."

"Para-37__Indiscriminate and impractical demands or directions under 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 counter-productive 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 
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be misused or abused, to become a tool to obstruct the national development and integration, or to 
destroy the peace, tranquillity 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."

(2) 	 The Supreme Court in Civil Appeal No. 7571/2011 dated 02/09/2011 (The Institute of 
Chartered Accountants of India Vs. Shaunak H. Satya & Ors) in para no. 26 of the judgment has 
observed as follows:

“We however agree that it is necessary to make a distinction in regard to information intended 
to bring transparency, to improve accountability and to reduce corruption, falling under section 
4(1) (b) and (c) and other information which may not have a bearing on accountability or reducing 
corruption. The competent authorities under the RTI Act will have to maintain a proper balance 
so that while achieving transparency, the demand for information does not reach unmanageable 
proportions affecting_other_public interests, which include efficient operation of public authorities 
and government, preservation of confidentiality of sensitive information and optimum use of 
limited fiscal resources." 

In the above para number 26, it is clearly stated that steps should be taken as per the law to 
prevent misuse of the Right to Information Act so that public confidence in this Act is not lost due 
to misuse of this Act.

(3) 	 The following observations have been made by the High Court, New Delhi in its judgment 
dated 05/02/2014 in W.P(C) No.845/2014 in paragraph no.10. 

"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 
"sunshine Act". A beneficent Statute, when made a tool for mischief and abuse must be checked in 
accordance with law. A copy of this order is directed to be sent by the Registry to Defence and Law 
Ministry, so that they may examine the aspect of misuse of this Act, which confers very important 
and valuable rights upon a citizen."

(4)	 Despite this, the disproportionate use of the “Right to Information” by the Applicants has 
been continued every year.

(5)  	 The question of what use is made by the Applicants of the information obtained by making 
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such a large number of applications remains unanswered.

(6)	 No institution dedicated to democracy, including the Information Commission, can agree 
to the disproportionate/uncontrolled use of such a sacred Act, which was framed with the noble 
intention of embodying the high ideals of democracy as expressed in the preamble of the Act:

(7)	  The resources of the public authority have to be used to provide public services. It is 
the sacred responsibility of all institutions dedicated to democracy, including the Information 
Commission, to see that their systems are not disrupted by the disproportionate/uncontrolled use of 
the Right to Information Act by a small number of citizens.

(8)	 The Commission has ordered not to entertain any application of another citizen under the 
Act relating to Rajkot Municipal Corporation. The appeal filed by the respondent in the High Court 
against the order of the Commission vide R/SCA No. 18416-2023, dated 07-01-2025, has been 
“dismissed” by the order of the High Court.

(9)	 As mentioned in the preamble of the Act without hesitation, the Commission finds it 
necessary to decide that proportionate applications should be made by the respondent for the purpose 
of achieving the objectives of the Act of achieving harmony between the conflicting interests.

(10)	 In such circumstances, the Commission has found it necessary to determine the proportion 
of appeals/complaints filed by the Applicants and therefore, the Commission has liberally considered 
a maximum of 12 (twelve) applications of Form-"A" in a calendar year as proportionate in the case 
of the present appeal. Even if 12 (twelve) applications are filed by all the citizens of the state, 
the administrative system will be disrupted! However, since applications are not filed by all the 
citizens under the Right to Information Act and considering the ideals mentioned in the preamble 
of the Act and the duties of "harmonization" assigned to the Commission, even though 12 (twelve) 
applications per year by the Applicants appear to be more, the Commission has liberally considered 
12 (twelve) applications per year under the Right to Information Act as proportionate in the case of 
the Applicants at this stage.

Taking into consideration the above details, the Commission issues the following orders to the 
respondent:

(1)	 A maximum of 12 applications under the Right to Information Act may be made in each 
calendar year from the date of this order.

(2)	 In each such application, information may be sought on a maximum of two chapters and 
on a maximum of 5 (five) points.

(3)	 In every application made to the public authority after the date of this order, they shall 
give the following undertaking.
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	 “It is hereby certified that, as per the order passed by the Commission in Appeal No. A-2178-
2024 and A-2739-2024 dated 01/02/2025, the present application is numbered as ...................... out 
of a total of 12 (twelve).” Having thus made the undertaking; the Applicant shall sign and date it.

Public Information Officers and First Appellate Authorities of all public authorities in the state 
are hereby informed that, as per the said order of the Commission, if the Applicant has not provided 
the undertaking or has submitted more than 12 applications, the Applicant's application on the 
grounds of non-providing the guarantee and/or having submitted more than 12 applications should 
be filed with the office and the Applicant should be informed thereof.

The Commission informs the Secretary that, a copy of the present order of the Commission may 
be sent to all the departments and public authorities under the departments of the State Government 
and informed to implement it.

The Commission informs the Registrar that, after the present order of the Commission, if the 
above undertaking has not been given by the Applicant in the application of Form-"A" attached to 
the second appeal/complaint being filed or if more than 12 applications have been filed by them 
in a calendar year, their second appeal/complaint received in relation to more than 12 (twelve) 
applications shall not be presented for hearing. Such appeal/complaint shall be filed in the office 
and the Applicant shall be informed thereof.

Considering the details of the information/response provided by the Public Information Officer 
in the said details, the submission to take action against the Public Information Officer under Section 
20(1) and/or 20(2) of the Act or to pay costs or compensation to the Applicant is not maintainable. 

Both the appeals filed under the said orders are “dismissed”.
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Gujarat Information Commission
Appeal No. A-3992-2024

Shri Khushal R Verma
Vs.

Municipal Corporation, Estate and Town Planning Development Office,
Dr. Harubhai Mehta Bhavan, Zonal Office, East Zone 

Date of Decision 29.01.2025

            Decided by Dr. Subhash Soni, State Chief Information Commissioner, Gujarat

Provisions Involved: 

Section 2 (f), 2 (j), 4 (1) (b), 4 (1) (c), 6 (1), 7 (9), 20 (1) and 20 (2) of RTI Act 2005.

Hearing and order before the Commission:

The written submission of the Applicant has been taken into consideration by the commission.

In connection with the hearing of 22 other appeals of similar type of the Applicant held today 
by the Commission, the Applicant has shown objection without giving any reasonable reasons and 
stated that, the hearing of their different appeals should not be held on the same day.

Additionally, the Applicant has also submitted without giving any reasonable reasons to 
not adjudicate their Appeal before the particular State Information Commissioner / State Chief 
Information Commissioner. The Applicant has also made allegations against the commission 
without submitting evidence. 

On different – different dates the Applicant has not to remain present before the Commission 
for their submission, the concerned Public Information Officers and the concerned First Appellate 
Authorities also do not have to appear before the Commission on different dates, the Commission 
do not have to adjudicate at different–different time and date of the appeal again and again of 
different appeals  in regards to same parties and same subject and consequently the adjudication of 
the Appeal of other Applicants could be done expeditiously and consequently the number pending 
appeals can be reduced quickly, considering all such beneficial situation for all the stakeholders, 
the commission has decided to schedule the hearing of different appeals of the Applicant on the 
same day.
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The Commission has found from its experience that, when different petitions of similar nature 
are presented before the Courts of Justice, various Courts including the Supreme Court, with a view 
to expeditiously, conveniently and to maximize the utilization of the resources of the stakeholders, 
conduct multiple hearings in this manner simultaneously or jointly.

The details of the total number of other appeals/complaints received by the Commission at the 
end of 2024 from the Applicants are as follows.

Year
Department wise number of second 

appeals/complaints related to 
Ahmedabad Municipal Corporation

Number of second appeals 
/ complaints related to 

public authorities other than 
Ahmedabad Municipal 

Corporation

Total received 
second appeal  

/ complaint

Estate 
Department

Other 
Department Total

2006-07 0 3 3 2 5
2007-08 0 4 4 2 6
2008-09 4 1 5 4 9
2009-10 8 2 10 10 20
2010-11 5 8 13 19 32
2011-12 9 4 13 7 20

2012 6 4 10 0 10
2013 4 4 8 5 13
2014 21 6 27 8 35
2015 22 33 55 21 76
2016 45 4 49 18 67
2017 17 3 20 10 30
2018 62 5 67 20 87
2019 26 3 29 8 37
2020 27 3 30 5 35
2021 115 30 145 58 203
2022 158 14 172 38 210
2023 130 9 139 20 159
2024 17 6 23 56 79
Total 676 146 822 311 1133

Reject 88
Total 1221

Percentage 60 13 73 27 100
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Perusing the above details, it appears that a total of 1221 second appeals / complaints have 
been filed by the Applicant before the Commission till the year 2024. Among them, about 676 
(60%) second appeals/complaints are only related to Estate Department of Ahmedabad Municipal 
Corporation. All the second appeals scheduled for hearing today also pertain to the Estate 
Department.

Generally/mainly the following information regarding illegal commercial construction is 
sought by the Applicant from the Estate Department of Ahmedabad Municipal Corporation.

1. 	 Information on action taken in regards to illegal commercial construction in the ward by 
indicating only the duration,

2. 	 Information of notices issued under 260(1) and 260(2) in regards to illegal commercial 
construction,

3. 	 Information of office memorandum sent for police arrangement to remove illegal 
commercial constructions,

4. 	 Information on administrative fees charged in regards with illegal commercial construction,

5. 	 If illegal commercial construction is sealed, then its information.

6. 	 Information of illegal commercial construction including T. P., F. P., Survey number, area.

Looking at the above details, it is clear that the Applicant don’t know about he requires 
information of which properly. The Applicant has; by only showing the period, information is 
sought on the action taken in connection with the illegal commercial construction during that period.

First seeking Information, the provision of RTI Act is as below: -  

Section-6(1): “A person, who desires to obtain any information under this Act, shall make a 
request in writing or through electronic means in English or Hindi or in the official language of the 
area in which the application is being made, accompanying such fee as may be prescribed…….……. 
specifying the particulars of the information sought by him or her…….” 

•	 The following are the provisions of Serial – “3” of Form- “A” prescribed by the State 
Government for seeking information.

Sr. No. Particulars / details of specific 
necessary information (in brief)

Specific period of necessary 
information 

•	 In relation to seeking information, provision has been made as below under Section 7 (9) 
of the Right to Information Act.

Section-7(9): “An information shall ordinarily be provided in the form in which it is sought 
unless it would disproportionately divert the resources of the public authority or would be 
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detrimental to the safety or preservation of the record in question.” 

Thus, the Applicant has to make a demand for information by specifying the specific details of 
the information sought, as per the provisions of Section-6(1) of the Right to Information Act and 
Serial - 3 of Form- “A” for seeking information prescribed by the State Government. While seeking 
such information, the resources of public authorities should not be used disproportionately.

The information sought by the Applicant is not in conformity with the provisions of the Act. 
By seeking information in this way, he is not entitled to receive any information as per the said 
provisions. Due to the large number of applications sought by the Applicant due to the information 
sought by a single individual, it is causing disproportionate use of the resources of the Public 
Authority and hence some Public Information Officers/First Appellate Authorities have rejected 
to give the information for this reason. Additionally, the time of the Public Information Officers of 
Public Authorities, First Appellate Authorities and the Commission is consumed unnecessarily and 
disproportionately and there is a delay occurs in getting justice to genuine applicants.

However, the commission has so far issued several orders of information, in consultation with 
the Public Information Officers and First Appellate Authorities, deriving from the information 
available in their computer data, with a view to liberally implement the spirit, purpose and provisions 
of the Act, appeal numbers of some of which are as under: -

A-3758-2022 A-5938-2022 A-0515-2023 A-0905-2023

A-5932-2022 A-5939-2022 A-0516-2023 A-0908-2023

A-5933-2022 A-6032-2022 A-0580-2023 A-1299-2023

A-5934-2022 A-6040-2022 A-0582-2023 A-1300-2023

A-5935-2022 A-6256-2022 A-0583-2023 A-1302-2023

A-5936-2022 A-0513-2023 A-0903-2023 A-1303-2023

A-5937-2022 A-0514-2023 A-0904-2023

Additionally, the Commission has informed the Applicant s by giving repeated warnings that, 
while seeking information. regarding action taken in connection with illegal construction, from 
them in future to states specific details about the property as per the provisions of Section-6(1) 
of the Act, Requesting the information by merely stating the period and obtaining / preparing the 
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information accordingly disproportionately utilizes the resources of the public authority, bearing 
such topics should keep in mind. The appeal numbers relating to some of such orders are as follows.

A-5013-2023 A-0903-2023 A-2035-2023 A-1299-2023

A-0514-2023 A-0904-2023 A-2036-2023 A-1300-2023

A-0515-2023 A-1038-2023 A-2037-2023 A-1301-2023

A-516-2023 A-2030-2023 A-2038-2023 A-1302-2023

A-0580-2023 A-2031-2023 A-2039-2023 A-1303-2023

A-0581-2023 A-2032-2023 A-0905-2023 A-1304-2023

A-0582-2023 A-2033-2023 A-1297-2023

A-0583-2023 A-2034-2023 A-1298-2023

Considering the totality of various types of information sought by the Applicant s in several 
applications and several other appeals, furnishing the information sought by them creates a situation 
of disproportionate use of the resources of the public authority under the provisions of Section-7(9) 
of the Act. Hence, many Public Information Officers, First Appellate Authorities refuse to provide 
the such type of sought information. It is only because of the generosity and consultation of the 
Commission that they have given the information so far by showing consent for the purpose of 
upholding the dignity of the Commission.

Joint order passed in Commission Appeal No. A-1480-2022 and other appeals dated 03/08/2022 
and appeal no. A-0879-2022 and other appeals dated 06/08/2022 is stated as follows:

“Considering the number of applications, first appeals and second appeals made by the 
respondents under the RTI Act, the Commission, in consultation with the Applicant, has directed 
him to make applications under the RTI Act for the specific limited information sought and in a 
limited number and Applicant has accepted it.”

Despite this, Applicant continue to make disproportionate applications under the RTI Act.

The preamble to the Right to Information Act-2005 states that

“…. and whereas revelation of information in actual practice is likely to conflict with other public 
interests including efficient operations of the Governments, optimum use of limited fiscal resources 
and the preservation of confidentiality of sensitive information; and whereas it is necessary to 
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harmonize these conflicting interests while preserving the paramountcy of the democratic ideal…
therefore, it is expedient to provide for furnishing certain information to citizens who desire to have 
it.”

Taking into account the possibilities of "conflict" mentioned in the preamble of the Act, the 
expressed ideal of 'harmonization' and the mandate to provide "certain" information, the Information 
Commission has to take a holistic view, taking a conscientious decision in the perspective of the 
ideals and objectives set out in the provisions of the Act.

The Commission cannot remain silent for long on the inappropriate / excessive / disproportionate 
use of an Act which has been enacted by the Parliament of the nation to achieve the supreme ideals 
of democracy.

The Applicant also objects to the hearing of several appeals/complaints of the similar manner 
on the same day for the benefit of the all-stake holder and hence he demands that only a limited 
number of appeals should be heard on each day. Following are the numbers of petitions filed by the 
Applicants in the Gujarat High Court against such decisions of the Commission.

1. 	 S. C. A no. 17826-2023

2. 	 S. C. A no. 19108-2023

3. 	 S. C. A no. 19376-2023

4. 	 S. C. A N. 19553-2023

Facts and decision in regards to the present submitted appeal 

As the Applicant was not present in the hearing, taking into account his written submission, 
the information sought by the Applicant and the information provided by the Public Information 
Officer, the Commission has decided on the merits and demerits of each issue in consultation 
with the Public Information Officer regarding the information to be provided and the remaining 
information to provide and the details thereof are as follows.

In regards to the information demanded by the Applicant, taking into consideration the details 
of the reply sent to the letter dated 25/06/2024 of the Public Information Officer. On consultation 
with the Public Information Officer present regarding the information available and receivable, he 
states that Shublakshmi Estate does not exist in Viratnagar Ward. Whereas, the information of the 
action taken regarding the unauthorized construction in Subhash Estate and Panna Estate has been 
sought by the Applicant. But, the term period of information required by the Applicant or the details 
required for identification of the property have not been mentioned. However, on the advice of the 
Commission, the Public Information Officer has agreed to provide the information of action taken 
in connection with unauthorized construction in the last one year from the date of application. By 
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the Applicant after checking the records of their office for information available regarding illegal 
construction in the concerned Subhash Estate and Panna Estate.

In regards to the above details, the Public Information Officer is informed that, during the last 
one year from the date of application of the Applicant, if any action has been taken in relation to 
unauthorized construction in Subhash Estate and Panna Estate in Viratnagar Ward, after verifying 
its records, the receivable information / reply should be given to the Applicant free of charge within 
15 days from the date of receipt of the order of the Commission.

Other than that, information has been sought by the Applicant only by indicating the period 
under point number-(6), (7), (10) and (11). According to the submission of the Public Information 
Officer, the information as sought by the Applicant, such integrated information is not available on 
their record. The information sought by the Applicant has to be made ready and given and since 
making information ready is tantamount to creating (making) new information, there is no mandate 
in the Act to give information by creating (making) it. Hence, the submission of the information as 
demanded cannot be accepted.

As per the above submission of the Public Information Officer, the demand for information on 
point no. - (6), (7), (10) and (11) is not accepted for the following reasons.

(1) 	 Information has not been sought by the Applicant showing the particulars of the specific 
property in accordance with Section-6 (1) of the Act and as per the provisions of Serial (3) of 
Form-“A” prescribed by the State Government for seeking information.

(2) 	 The submission to give information in the manner in which information is sought is 
tantamount to creating (making) new information. The Act does not mandate the provision to 
give such information.

(3) 	 Due to the exaggerated / disproportionate use of “Right to Information” received under 
Right to Information, the time of the Public Information Officers, First Appellate Authorities 
and the Commission is unnecessarily and disproportionately consumed and the resources of the 
Public Authority are disproportionately used as per the provisions of Section-7(9) of the Right 
to Information Act-2005.

(4) 	 It is causing delay in getting justice for genuine applicants.

(5) 	 Considering the following observations made by the Hon. Supreme Court in paragraphs 
no. 35 and 37 of the judgment dated 09-08-2011 in CA No. 6454/2011, the submission pass 
orders for furnishing the information cannot be accepted.

“Para–35 : At this juncture, it is necessary to clear some misconceptions about the RTI Act. 
The RTI Act provides access to all information that is available and existing. This is clear from a 
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combined reading of section 3 and the definitions of ‘information’ and ‘right to information’ under 
clauses (f) and (j) of section 2 of the Act. If a public authority has any information in the form of 
data or analyzed data, or abstracts, or statistics, an applicant may access such information, subject 
to the exemptions in section 8 of the Act. But where the information sought is not a part of the 
record of a public authority, and where such information is not required to be maintained under 
any law or the rules or regulations of the public authority, the Act does not cast an obligation upon 
the public authority, to collect or collate such non available information and then furnish it to an 
applicant. A public authority is also not required to furnish information which require drawing of 
inferences and/or making of assumptions. It is also not required to provide ‘advice’ or ‘opinion’ 
to an applicant, nor required to obtain and furnish any ‘opinion’ or ‘advice’ to an applicant. The 
reference to ‘opinion’ or ‘advice’ in the definition of

‘information’ in section 2(f) of the Act, only refers to such material available in the records of 
the public authority. Many public authorities have, as a public relation exercise, provide advice, 
guidance and opinion to the citizens. But that is purely voluntary and should not be confused with 
any obligation under the RTI Act.’’

“Para-37: Indiscriminate and impractical demands or directions under 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 nonproductive 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 information/reply provided by the Public Information Officer and as consent is shown to 
provide information/reply by verifying the record, the submission to take action against the Public 
Information Officer under Section-20(1) and/or Section-20(2) of the Act cannot be accepted.

As there is no provision in the Act to proceed against the first appellate authorities, the 
Commission has not any power for the same.

As the resources of the public authority are being used disproportionately due to the large 
number of applications sought by the Applicant s and due to the applications made by any one 
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person, taking into account the following points, the Commission finds it necessary to consider 
measures to prevent inappropriate/excessive/ disproportionate use of the resources of various 
public authorities by the Applicant

(1) 	 The various observations made by the Supreme Court in CA No.6454/2011 dated 09-08-
2011 including in paragraph no-35 and 37 of the judgment have been taken into consideration. The 
details of paragraph no.35 and 37 have been stated earlier in the present order.

(2) 	 In Civil Appeal No. 7571/2011 dated 02/09/2011 (The Institute of Chartered Accountants 
of India Vs. Shaunak H. Satya & Ors) in Para No. 26 of the judgment passed by the Supreme Court, 
the following has been observed:

"We however agree that it is necessary to make a distinction in regard to information intended 
to bring transparency, to improve accountability and to reduce corruption, falling under section 
4(1)(b) and (c) and other information which may not have a bearing on accountability or reducing 
corruption. The competent authorities under the RTI Act will have to maintain a proper balance 
so that while achieving transparency, the demand for information does not reach unmanageable 
proportions affecting other public interests, which include efficient operation of public authorities 
and government, preservation of confidentiality of sensitive information and optimum use of 
limited fiscal resources."

It is clearly resolved in the above para no. 26 that measures should be taken as per law to 
prevent misuse of the RTI Act so that the public does not lose faith in the RTI Act due to its misuse.

(3) 	 In the judgment passed by High Court, New Delhi, W. P (C) No. 845/2014B dated 
05/02/2014, the following has been observed in paragraph no. 10.

"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 
"sunshine Act". A beneficent Statute, when made a tool for mischief and abuse must be checked in 
accordance with law. A copy of this order is directed to be sent by the Registry to Defence and Law 
Ministry, so that they may examine the aspect of misuse of this Act, which confers very important 
and valuable rights upon a citizen."

(4) 	 As it can be seen by the Commission that there is disproportionate use of the “Right to 
Information” received under the provisions of the Right to Information Act by the Applicant, the 
Commission has on several occasions informed the Applicant s as per their several appeals to 
ensure that the Applicant s exercise the right to information in a proper and proportionate manner. 
In regards to the same, it has been previously mentioned in the present judgment. 

(5) 	 Even then, the Applicant has continued the disproportionate exercise of the “Right to 
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Information”. As due to the orders passed by the Commission as mentioned above to control 
disproportionate use, some of the purposes of the Applicant are not met and hence, allegations are 
made by the Applicant against the Commission without any proof. A representation is also made 
by the Applicant that his appeal should not be heard by a particular Commissioner. Despite this, the 
Commission has heard a number of appeals of the Applicant s sparingly and liberally with the hope 
that the conscience of the Applicant will be awakened and he will realize the reasonable right and 
reduce the number of applications and has ordered the same. 

(6) 	 It remains unanswered as to which (what) use is made of the information obtained by such 
a large number of applications by the Applicant.

(7) 	 The request of the Applicant not to adjudicate more than one appeal in a day cannot be 
understood. It is the fact to be taken into consideration that the Applicant himself wants to delay the 
hearing and decision.

(8) 	 No institution devoted to democracy, including the Information Commission, can concur 
in the disproportionate / uncontrolled use of such a sacred Act enacted with the noble intention of 
embodying the high ideals of democracy stated in the Preamble of the Act:

(9) 	 The resources of the public authority are to be utilized for providing services of public utility. 
All democratic institutions, including the Information Commission, have a sacred responsibility to 
ensure that their systems are not disrupted by disproportionate/uncontrolled use of the RTI Act by 
some of the citizens.

(10) 	 Order has been passed by the commission not to entertain any application relating to the 
Rajkot Municipal Corporation of another citizen on the ground of his conduct under the Act. R/
SCA No. 18416/2023 filed by the Applicant in the High Court against the order of the Commission 
has been “dismissed” by order dated 07-01-2025.

(11)	 As stated in the preamble of the Act, the Commission finds it imperative to ensure that 
proportionate applications are made by the Applicant for the purpose of achieving the objectives of 
the Act of balancing the conflicting interests. 

(12)  	 In such circumstances the Commission has found it necessary to prescribe the proportion of 
appeals/complaints presented by the Applicant and therefore liberally, a maximum of 25 (twenty-
five) Form - "A" applications in case of dispute of appeals presented in one calendar year are 
considered proportionate by the Commission. Even if 25 applications are submitted by all the 
citizens of the state, the administrative system will be disrupted. However, since RTI applications 
are not submitted by all citizens and considering the ideals stated in the preamble of the Act and 
the "conciliation" duties assigned to the Commission, 25 RTI applications per year by an Applicant 
although may seem excessive, the Commission has in the case of the Applicant liberally considered 
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25 applications per year under the Right to Information Act to be proportional at the present stage.

Taking into consideration the above details, the Commission orders the following to the 
Applicant:

(1)	 A maximum of 25 applications under the Right to Information Act may be made in each 
calendar year from the date of this order.

(2)	 Information may be sought in each such application relating to a maximum of two chapters 
and in a maximum of 5 (five) points.

(3) 	 In every application made to a public authority after the date of this order, they shall give 
the following undertaking.

"It is hereby certified that, as per the order dated 29/01/2025 passed by the Commission in 
Appeal No.3992/2024, the present application is numbered ____ out of total 25." Showing such 
undertaking, the Applicant shall affix signature and date thereunder.

The Public Information Officers and First Appellate Authorities of all the State Public 
Authorities are hereby informed that, if the undertaking has not been given by the Applicant  or 
more than 25 applications have been submitted, as per the said above order of the Commission, the 
application of the Applicant  should be dismissed by the office for the reason of non-submission of 
the undertaking or for the reason of submitting more than 25 applications and the same should be 
informed to the Applicant.

The Secretary of the Commission is directed to send a copy of this order of the Commission to 
all the Departments and Public Authorities of the State Government for implementation.

The Registrar is directed by the Commission that, after the present order of the Commission, 
if the above undertaking has not been given by the Applicant in the application in Form-"A" in 
regards to the second appeal/complaint presented or if more than 25 applications have been filed 
by him in one calendar year, his second appeal/complaint shall not be presented for hearing. Such 
Appeal / Complaint should be dismissed, and the same shall be informed to the Applicant.

The appeal is disposed of as per the above order.
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Gujarat Information Commission
Appeal No. A-5346, 5347, 5369, 5370, 5379-2021

Mr. UK Nair, Mr. Brijesh Chavada and   
Mr. Chintan Mekwan

Vs.
U N Mehta Institute of Cardiology and  

Research Centre, Ahmedabad

Date of Decision:  11.03.2022

            Decided by - Shri Ramesh J. Karia, State Information Commissioner

Provisions Involved in This Case:

Section 19 and Section 18(3)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005

This case involves five second appeals filed by employees of Cube Construction Engineering 
Ltd. against the U.N. Mehta Institute of Cardiology and Research Centre, Ahmedabad, under 
Section 19 of the RTI Act, 2005. The appellants alleged that despite filing RTI applications and 
subsequently first appeals, the necessary information was not furnished by the Public Information 
Officer (PIO). All five appeals followed a similar pattern the PIO had sent replies and the First 
Appellate Authority (FAA) disposed of the first appeals. Dissatisfied, the appellants approached the 
Gujarat Information Commission (GIC) through second appeals, claiming denial of information.

During the hearing, it came to light that a total of 51 RTI applications had been filed by 
employees of Cube Construction, all directed at the same public authority. The Commission noted 
suspicious patterns in the signatures and submissions across these applications, indicating they 
may have been drafted by the same person as part of a coordinated effort. The public authority 
submitted that the applicants were misusing the RTI process to harass the institution in retaliation 
for legal and contractual disputes involving project delays and alleged poor quality of work by 
Cube Construction. Based on the evidence, the Commission inferred that the RTI mechanism had 
been misused maliciously in an organized and obstructive manner.
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Held: 

The Gujarat Information Commission held that the Right to Information Act, 2005 had been 
misused in a deliberate and organized manner by employees of Cube Construction Engineering 
Ltd., who had filed 51 RTI applications with malicious intent to harass the U.N. Mehta Institute 
of Cardiology and Research Centre amid ongoing contractual and legal disputes. The Commission 
found that the applications bore similarities suggesting they were drafted by the same person 
and were part of a conspiracy to obstruct the functioning of the public authority. Consequently, 
invoking its powers under Section 18(3)(b) of the RTI Act, the Commission directed that all such 
RTI applications, pending or future, from Cube Construction employees regarding this matter 
should not be entertained, and recommended the Commissioner of Police, Ahmedabad to conduct 
investigation into the matter and take appropriate legal action.

Orbiter Dicta: 

The Gujarat Information Commission emphasized that while the Right to Information is a 
fundamental tool to ensure transparency and accountability in public institutions, its misuse in 
the form of bulk, vexatious, and motivated applications is condemnable. Drawing from the CIC’s 
precedent in H.K. Bansal v. DoT and the Delhi High Court ruling in Shail Sahni v. Sanjeev Kumar, 
the Commission noted that if such activities are left unchecked, it would obstruct public authorities 
from performing their core functions and would erode public faith in the RTI Act. The Commission 
asserted that RTI should not be weaponized for personal vendetta or commercial rivalry.

Cases Referred:

1.	 CIC H.K. Bansal v. DoT CIC/BS/A/2014/002319

2.	 Shail Sahni v. Sanjeev Kumar & Ors. W.P (C) 845/2014
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Gujarat Information Commission
Appeal No. A-3428-2021

A Sattar A Majid Khalifa
Vs.

O/o District Education Officer Modasa, 

Date of Decision 31.12.2021

Decided by – Shri K.M. Adhvaryu, State Information Commissioner 

Provisions Involved in This Case:

Article 19 (2) of the Constitution of India, Section 8(1)(j) of the RTI Act 2005

The case revolves around RTI application dated 25/02/2021 filed by Shri A. Sattar A. Majid 
Khalifa seeking various information regarding a surprise inspection conducted on 23/02/2021. The 
applicant demanded documents, details of the posts inspected, related remarks and orders. The 
Public Information Officers (PIOs) from multiple authorities-District Education Officer (DEO), 
Principal of Makhadoom Higher Secondary School, and the DEO Himmatnagar responded through 
various letters. However, dissatisfied with the responses and alleging intentional withholding of 
information, the applicant filed a first appeal. Subsequently, the applicant filed a second appeal 
before the Gujarat Information Commission.

Held: 

Upon hearing, the Commission observed that the applicant had a history of filing repeated 
RTI applications on the same subject matter and was using RTI as a tool of vendetta against the 
educational institution. The Commission found that the information sought had already been 
denied earlier under Section 8(1)(j) of the RTI Act, following the Supreme Court judgment in 
Girish R. Deshpande. Furthermore, it noted that despite being provided with sufficient responses, 
the applicant continued to harass authorities with repetitive queries, consuming disproportionate 
resources. Due to the misuse of the RTI process, the Commission barred him from seeking any 
further information related to the school or associated DEO offices.
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Orbiter Dicta: 

The Gujarat Information Commission made significant observations in this case which serve 
as guiding principles for preventing abuse of the RTI Act. It held that a citizen has no right to 
repeat identical RTI queries, as such repetition constitutes an abuse of the process, affecting the 
efficiency and functioning of public authorities. Referring to the Supreme Court judgment in CBSE 
v. Aditya Bandopadhyay and K.K. Modi v. K.N. Modi, the Commission reaffirmed that RTI is a 
tool for promoting transparency not personal vendetta or harassment. It emphasized that the right 
to information, being part of freedom of speech under Article 19(1)(a), is subject to reasonable 
restrictions under Article 19(2) when misused capriciously or maliciously. The Commission warned 
that misuse of RTI to pressurize authorities or settle scores is contrary to public interest and cannot 
be permitted. 

Cases Referred:

1.	 CBSE vs. Aditya Bandopadhyay (2011) 8 SCC 497.
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High Court of Gujarat at Ahmedabad
R/Special Civil Application No. 10042 Of 2022

Sajeev @ Sanjay Bhargav Ezhava
Vs.

State of Gujarat & 2 Other(S)

Date of Decision 28.04.2023

Decided by Hon’ble Justice Vaibhavi D. Nanavati

Provisions Involved in This Case:

Sections 7(1), 8(1)(j), 11 & 19(3) of the RTI Act 2005

The petitioner, Sajeev @ Sanjay Bhargav Ezhava, filed an RTI application on 26.10.2020 
seeking comprehensive information related to towing vehicles engaged by Surat Traffic Police, 
including towing charges, challans issued, and CCTV footage recordings from 23.03.2020 to 
30.09.2020. While most of the information was supplied, the critical point of dispute arose around 
the denial of CCTV footage (point no. vi), which the authorities claimed would take significant 
time to prepare and required a payment of Rs. 19,900 for 398 CDs. The petitioner, invoking Section 
7(6) of the RTI Act, contended that the information should be provided free of cost since it wasn’t 
supplied within the stipulated time.

Despite the first appellate authority initially directing that the CDs be provided, the order was 
altered in a later appeal, stating that such disclosure was subject to third-party (crane agency) 
consent. Upon denial of consent, the petitioner approached the High Court through a writ petition 
challenging the legality of the authorities’ decisions and sought free access to the information, along 
with punitive action against the officials for the delay. The core issue revolved around balancing the 
petitioner’s right to information with third-party rights under Section 11 of the RTI Act.

Held:

The Gujarat High Court disposed of the petition by allowing the petitioner to inspect the 398 
CDs related to CCTV footage of 22 cranes, under the supervision of an authorized officer, instead 
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of ordering their free supply. The Court accepted the respondent’s submission that such inspection 
would serve the interest of justice while respecting third-party rights. It concluded that the relief 
sought by the petitioner, particularly under point no. vi, had been substantially met through the 
proposed mode of inspection and therefore required no further direction.

Orbiter Dicta:

The High Court emphasized that when information sought under RTI concerns third parties, 
especially involving confidentiality, the provisions under Section 11 must be strictly followed. It 
was noted that although RTI promotes transparency, it must be harmonized with exemptions under 
Section 8(1)(j) and third-party interests under Section 11. Moreover, the Court underscored that 
inspection of third-party information can be permitted where the public interest justifies it, even if 
direct supply is denied. The decision highlighted that public authorities must act judiciously while 
dealing with third-party content and apply the test of larger public interest in each case.

Court Cases Referred:

1.	 Girish Ramchandra Deshpande v. CIC & Ors., (2013) 1 SCC 212

2.	 Canara Bank v. C.S. Shyam & Anr., (2018) 11 SCC 426

3.	 R.K. Jain v. Union of India & Anr., (2013) 14 SCC 794

4.	 Central Public Information Officer, Supreme Court of India v. Subhash Chandra Agrawal, 
(2020) 5 SCC 481

5.	 Gujarat High Court Judgment in Special Civil Application No. 15973 of 2019
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High Court of Gujarat at Ahmedabad
R/Special Civil Application No. 14733 of 2020

Nimish Mahendra Kapadia
Vs.

The Dy. Secretary, Gujarat Information Commission

Date of Decision 13.02.2023

Decided By Hon’ble Justice Biren Vaishnav 

Provisions Involved in This Case:

Section 8(1)(e) of the RTI Act, 2005 

Section 126 of the Indian Evidence Act, 1872 

Article 226 of the Constitution of India – Writ jurisdiction of the High Courts

The petitioner, a practicing advocate in the Gujarat High Court, filed an RTI application seeking 
details of internal correspondence between government departments and the Government Pleader’s 
office regarding a Letters Patent Appeal and an application for condonation of delay filed by the 
State in a matter where the petitioner himself was representing the respondent. His RTI application 
was rejected by the Public Information Officer (PIO), and subsequently, his First Appeal also 
failed. The PIO rejected the application citing exemptions under Section 8(1)(e)of the RTI Act. The 
petitioner challenged the order in the High Court under Article 226 of the Constitution.

The Court observed that the petitioner, being an advocate representing a party in the same 
matter, was using the RTI Act to support his litigation strategy rather than seeking information as 
an ordinary citizen. The Court emphasized that the information sought pertained to professional 
communication between the State and its legal counsel and was thus exempt from disclosure under 
Section 8(1)(e) of the RTI Act, which protects fiduciary relationships.
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Held:

The Gujarat High Court dismissed the petition, holding that the information sought by the 
petitioner under the RTI Act was exempt from disclosure under Section 8(1)(e) as it involved 
professional communication between the State and its legal counsel. The Court held that such 
correspondence falls within the ambit of fiduciary relationships.

Orbiter Dicta:

Reference in this context may be had to Section 126 of the Evidence Act which reads as 
follows:- 126. Professional communications.—

No barrister, attorney, pleader or vakil shall at any time be permitted, unless with his client‘s 
express consent, to disclose any communication made to him in the course and for the purpose of 
his employment as such barrister, pleader, attorney or vakil, by or on behalf of his client, or to state 
the contents or condition of any document with which he has become acquainted in the course and 
for the purpose of his professional employment, or to disclose any advice given by him to his client 
in the course and for the purpose of such employment: Provided that nothing in this section shall 
protect from disclosure—

(1) Any such communication made in furtherance of any 1[illegal] purpose; 

(2) Any fact observed by any barrister, pleader, attorney or vakil, in the course of his employment 
as such, showing that any crime or fraud has been committed since the commencement of his 
employment. It is immaterial whether the attention of such barrister, 2[pleader], attorney or vakil 
was or was not directed to such fact by or on behalf of his client. Explanation.—The obligation 
stated in this section continues after the employment has ceased.

Court Cases Referred:

1.	 Union of India v. R.K. Jain – Delhi High Court, LPA No. 168 of 2015

2.	 CBSE v. Aditya Bandopadhyay, (2011) 8 SCC 497 – Supreme Court

3.	 Kokkanda B. Poondacha v. K.D. Ganapathi, (2011) 12 SCC 600 – Supreme Court
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Gujarat Information Commission
Appeal No. A-4296-2023

Shri Mahendrasingh Amrutlal Brahmbhatt 
Vs.

Deputy Executive Engineer, Police Campus (R & B) Sub – Section & Ors.

Date of Decision 12.09.2024

Decided by Dr. Subhash Soni, State Chief Information Commissioner, Gujarat

Provisions Involved in This Case:

Section 6 (1), 7 (9) of the RTI Act 2005.

Hearing before the Commission and order:  

Looking at the details of the application of the disputant available with the Commission, 
various types of information including work orders, contracts and purchases of all the works carried 
out by the Road and Building Department, City, Rajkot in the year 2022, the money spent, three 
quotations and one fixed bill, if any, have been sought under three points. The disputant has sought 
information for a very extended period from 01/01/2022 to 31/12/2022.

In view of the documents available with the Commission, the petition of the petitioner has been 
transferred to several Public Information Officers. Most of which are of a large scale, the petitioner 
has been asked to inspect the records and obtain the information. The First Appellate Authority has 
also ordered to provide the information to the petitioner after inspecting the records and collecting 
the fee as per the rules.

In view of the details of the application of the respondent available with the Commission, 
the respondent has not sought information by specifying the specific details of the information 
required as per the provisions of Section-6(1) of the Act and Clause-(3) of Form - “A”. Providing 
the information sought may lead to disproportionate use of the resources of the public authority as 
per the provisions of Section-7(9) of the Act.
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In view of the above, all the concerned Public Information Officers and First Appellate Authority 
are hereby informed that, henceforth, when the information is sought by the citizen/dispute in the 
present case specifying the exact details of the information required and if the information to be 
provided is of a large extent, the citizen/dispute may be called for inspection of the records only 
for the purpose of not having to pay the prescribed copying fee for unnecessary information. Care 
should be taken to complete this entire procedure within the time limit of 30 days as mentioned in 
the Act.

When a citizen or a litigant in a given case has not specified the exact details of the information 
required as per the provisions of Section 6(1) of the Act and Order (3) of Form-A prescribed by 
the State Government for seeking information and a large amount of information has been sought, 
then in view of the observations made by the Supreme Court in Civil Appeal No. 6454/2011 dated 
09/08/2011 and in accordance with the provisions of Section 7(9) of the Act, if the resources of the 
office/public authority are being used disproportionately, the information has to be refused.

The respondent in the present case, Shri Mahendrasingh Amritlal Brahmabhatt, has filed several 
applications over the years, seeking information in this manner before several public authorities 
and has filed the first and second appeals. Pursuant to several other appeals of the respondent, the 
Commission has passed orders directing the respondent to seek information only by specifying 
the specific details of the information required as per the provisions of the Act. However, the 
respondent has continued to seek such information. It is hereby reiterated to the respondent that 
from now on, while making an application under the Right to Information Act, the information 
should be sought by keeping in view the said provisions. If such application(s) and/or first/second 
appeals have been filed by him in that regard, he is requested to withdraw those application(s).

Such applications not only burden the machinery of the public authority but also delay the 
hearing of the appeals of genuine appellants, thereby creating a situation of delay in getting justice 
for them.

The disputant is informed to take note that if the provisions of the Act are not properly complied 
with by the complainant and due to these various types of burden are created on the public authority 
and consequently on the citizens of the state due to hearing of such appeal, the Commission will be 
bound to pass prohibitory orders against them.

The appeal is “dismissed” as the appellant has not filed an application in accordance with the 
said provisions of the Act.
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Gujarat Information Commission
Complaint No.- F-0189-2022

Ms. Pankti D. Jog
Vs.

District Planning Office, O/O The District Collector,  
District Seva Saddan & Ors.

Date of Decision 17.10.2022

Decided by Shri K. M. Adhvaryu, State Information Commissioner, Gujarat

Provisions Involved in This Case:

Section 4 (1) (b), 19 (8) (4) of the RTI Act 2005

The complainant, through the application dated 22/01/2022, Form-A, sought information in 
the details mentioned in the application of Form-A, including the annual recommendation for the 
last five financial years for the allocation of money from the Local Development Fund by the State 
MLAs, as well as the technical estimate for each work in the last five financial years, a certified 
copy of the budget, annual information on the works approved in the last five years, record-based 
information on the works that have been completed and those that are to be completed now among 
the approved works.

2. The Public Information Officer gave information/decision to the complainant by letters dated 
08/02/2022 and 17/02/2022. Aggrieved by this, the complainant filed another appeal on 25/05/2022.

3. The hearing was held at the Commission on 26/08/2022 through video conferencing. The 
complainant Ms. Pankit D. Jog is present in the hearing. On the respondent side, Mr. V.B. Solanki, 
Public Information Officer and Research Officer, District Planning Office is present.

4. During the hearing before the Commission, the complainant submitted that through the 
application dated 22/01/22 and Form-A dated 12/05/2022, he had sought information such as the 
annual recommendations received for the allocation of funds from the MLA Local Development 
Fund, technical estimates in this regard, records of work approved in the budget, details of any 
work disapproved, records of actual expenditure incurred, annual date sheet etc. Such details were 
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sought from the district planning officers of different districts. But the district planning offices were 
asked to transfer such information to different public information officers of the district and provide 
the information repeatedly. Similar proceedings were taken by the District Planning Officers in 
different districts. Hence, in order to have a comprehensive consideration of all these cases, a notice 
was issued to the Gujarat Information Commission, Public Information Officer, District Planning 
Office, Ahmedabad as a party and to submit a representation regarding all the applications.

5.  In this regard, the applicant has made the following submission.

I had sought information about MLA LAD Fund from the office of PIO Collector Ahmedabad 
through the above RTI application. My application was transferred to the office of District Planning 
Officer on 31/01/2022.

I sought record-based details of where, for what purpose and how the MLAs of different 
assembly constituencies of Ahmedabad have spent their local development fund budget.

Partial information was provided by the P I O of the District Planning Officer’s office on 
28/07/2022 and he was called for a personal record check on 28/07/2022. He was given information 
on how the details of the MLA Fund are maintained and was guided on how to view the information 
through the IOJN portal. This inspection was provided free of cost. In the PIO’s reply dated 
26/07/2022, there are no details of MLA LAD Fund on the website www.ahmedabad.gujarat.gov.
in  but there are partial details on www.iojn.guj.nic.in.

Then I was provided with 4 years of information through email on 02/08/2022 which was 
shown to me online. The information was provided in an excel file which contained details of 
works sanctioned from MLA LAD fund, expenditure incurred etc.

During the in-person inspection, I was informed by the Planning Office staff who guided me that 
the information is not maintained on the IOJN portal as I am requesting consolidated information 
for 5 years per MLA and per job.

On the IOJN portal, you can get statistical details like how many works were approved in 
MLA LAD in a year in any assembly constituency, how many were completed, how many were 
cancelled, etc. If you want to see the details of the works, there is a separate file for each work.

The Public Information Officer does not maintain records as per Section 4(1)(b), it is clear 
from his reply. It is understandable that the Public Information Officer may not be in his power to 
maintain information in a manner that is easily understandable to the citizens and to make necessary 
arrangements.

But there is a huge public interest associated with this record. It is very important to keep it 
in a way that citizens can understand and use. The amount of MLA LAD fund of all MLAs of 
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Gujarat goes over 1300 crores. This is a significant amount, and it becomes necessary to increase 
transparency in its expenditure.

MLAs recommend spending money from the MLA LAD Fund in relation to development 
works demanded by the voters of their constituencies. Therefore, it becomes very important that 
the voters get this information in a “dynamic” form.

MLA LAD is a scheme. Its annual budget is Rs 273 crore. According to Section 4(1)B of the 
Right to Information Act, the details of the benefits received under this scheme (including details 
of the beneficiary) fall under the category of disclosure. Moreover, the law also mentions the matter 
of disclosing the information in the local language and in a manner that the people can understand.

The MLA LAD and MP LAD funds are coordinated from the Planning Branch of the General 
Administration Department. A web portal www.mplads.gov.in has been created for the MP LAD 
fund. In it, any citizen can see the details/data with graphs per MP, per year, work wise. That is, 
any citizen can know the total amount spent on water from MP LAD in 5 years with the click of a 
button. This portal is kept updated by the GAD with the help of the Planning Officer.

I request you to please ensure that if a transparent and informed system is established so 
that citizens can easily get information, citizens will not have to file an RTI application to seek 
information. As per Section 19(8)(4) of the Act, the Information Commission has the power to make 
necessary changes in the manner of record maintenance and management, as may be necessary to 
ensure compliance with the provisions of this Act.

I request you to please grant me the request that in order to increase transparency and 
accountability in the management and utilization of MLA LAD Fund in support of the larger public 
interest, the General Administration Department be made a party in the hearing of this complaint 
and please pass appropriate orders to ensure that a completely transparent portal is created for MLA 
LAD Fund like the MP LAD web portal www.mplads.gov.in.

6. The applicant is very knowledgeable about the Right to Information Act. Regarding his 
submission on the government’s web portal, it was submitted by the Public Information Officer, 
Officer of the Institution, District Planning Office, Ahmedabad that he has transferred issue no. 1, 
3 and 5 to another public authority by letter dated 01/02/2022. While the information on issue no. 
1,2,4 and 6 is abundant with year-wise work details for the last five financial years, it was asked 
to be present in the office on 02/03/2022. The complainant was present on 28/07/2022 and the 
information was provided through e-mail on 02/08/2022.

7. In this regard, the details submitted by the applicant are very important, the details of MLA 
LAD and MP LAD funds are compiled in the Planning Branch of the General Administration 
Department. A separate web portal has been created by the Government of India for the MP 
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LAD fund, in which the details of any MP year and work can be seen with a graph, that is, the 
details of planning and expenditure done for any purpose are not available in MLA LAD, But 
the information can be found in different forms, hence the web portal of MP LAD will be very 
useful for the Government of India and MLA LAD for the management and utilization of MLA 
LAD fund and the details of the utilization of this fund by the Government of Gujarat will be 
available immediately. The Commission also finds the submission of the complainant appropriate. 
The Commission feels that it would be very useful in the public interest if a web portal is created 
for MLA LAD like the MP LAD web portal. But the decision regarding this cannot be taken by 
the District Planning Officer of any district.  Therefore, the Commission has attached the Public 
Information Officer of the General Administration Department, Planning Division as a party to the 
hearing of the complaint, considering the submission of the complainant, considering the creation 
of a transparent web portal for the MLA LAD Fund like the MP LAD Fund, and has issued an 
order dated 14-09-2022 to present the opinion of the General Administration Department/Planning 
Division in the next period.

8. Hearing was held before the Commission on 14-10-2022. In the hearing, the complainant 
Ms. Pankti D. Jog was present in person at the Commission. On behalf of the respondent, Public 
Information Officer and Research Officer Shri B.M. Parmar, Research Officer, District Planning 
Office, District Seva Sadan, Ahmedabad was present through video conference. Public Information 
Officer and Section Officer, Ms. Sonal Bhatt is present in person. Also Ms. Yogina Patel, First 
Appellate Authority and Deputy Secretary (MPLADS) is present in person.

9. In the hearing, it was submitted by the First Appellate Officer and the Deputy Secretary 
(Planning), General Administration Department that they have carefully gone through the details 
of the Commission’s order dated 14-09-2022, Complaint-189/2022. The details of MPLA are 
available online and the necessary information can be obtained from it. However, in this regard, 
the complainant submitted that just as the Government of India has created a separate web portal 
for MPLAD funds, in which details/data can be viewed per MP, per year, per work with graphs. 
They have submitted that if a similar portal or other arrangement is made for MLA LAD, it would 
increase transparency. Considering that their submission is also appropriate for the Commission, 
the Commission suggests to the General Administration Department, Planning Division that 
the web portal created by the Central Government for the MPLAD fund should be studied and 
consideration should be given to creating such a web portal for the MLA LAD fund as well or to 
create a system where information can be collected and accessed on another website. If necessary, 
the complainant Ms. Pankti D. Jog, who is very well versed in the Right to Information Act, should 
also be associated with this work.

10. The complaint is disposed of as no special action is required in this regard.
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Gujarat Information Commission
Appeal No. A-3925-2023

Shri Manoj Jivabhai Parmar
Vs.

Amroli Police Station, Amroli, Surat City, Tal. & Dist. Surat

Date of Decision 18.07.2024

Decided by Shri Amrut Patel, State Chief Information Commissioner, Gujarat

Provisions Involved in This Case: None

The Commission approves the response and action taken by the Public Information Officer to 
the complainant regarding the complaint. The Commission does not find it necessary to take any 
further action regarding the second appeal filed by the complainant before the Commission.

As per the directions given in the judgment of the Hon’ble Supreme Court dated 02/1/2020 
No. S.L.P.(C)3543/2020, it is hereby ordered that a copy of this order of the Commission be sent to 
the DGP, Gujarat State and Additional Chief Secretary, Home Department, Secretariat for review, 
necessary action and directions by the DGP, Gujarat for fixing a specific time limit for the storage, 
maintenance, availability of CCTV footage and for its effective implementation.

This second appeal before the Commission is hereby disposed of.
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Gujarat Information Commission
Appeal No. A-4408-2023

Shri Nazarul Hayat Muzaffar Hayat Sheikh
Vs.

Town Development Inspector, Ahmedabad Municipal Corporation, 
Scheme Implementation Department, Mahnagar Seva Sadan, 

Estate And Town Development Department

Date of Decision 23.09.2024

Decided by Shri Nikhil Bhatt, State Information Commissioner, Gujarat

Provisions Involved in This Case: 

Section 3, 7 (9), 18, 19, 20 of RTI Act 2005 & Rule 3 (1) of Gujarat RTI Rules 2010.

The disputant was not present during the hearing. Shri Sanjaybhai Limbachiya, Public 
Information Officer and Town Development Inspector, Ahmedabad and Shri D.M. Makwana, 
Assistant TDO, on behalf of the First Appellate Authority and Dy. Estate Officer/Dy. T.D.O., 
Ahmedabad is present.

The Public Information Officer stated that the complainant has sought information about the plot 
reserved in Danilimda ward in Form-A and other related information. In addition, the complainant 
has sought similar information from Behrampura ward in Form-A-4409-2023. Therefore, the 
information sought by the complainant for Danilimda and Behrampura wards has been jointly 
provided on 26/12/2023 in person with the signature of the complainant. In this situation, if the 
information has been provided to the complainant, the application has been disposed of.

Under Section 3 of the Right to Information Act, 2005, only citizens of India have the right to 
seek information. Accordingly, in the form of application for obtaining information prescribed in 
Form-A, prescribed under Rule 3(1) of the Gujarat Right to Information Rules, 2010, the applicant 
has to make the following declaration in No. 5 - 5. I hereby declare that I am a citizen of India.

Thus, as per Rule 3(1) of the Gujarat Right to Information Rules-2010, any citizen of India 
has to declare in Form “A” before getting information that he is a citizen of India. In this case, 
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the disputant had stated that he had applied in a printed form available from the City Civic Centre 
of the Ahmedabad Municipal Corporation. In which no such declaration has been shown in the 
application of Form-A.

Therefore, the attention of the Commissioner, Ahmedabad Municipal Corporation is drawn to 
this matter and it is stated that this is a very sensitive matter related to national security. Information 
under the Right to Information Act-2005 is to be provided only if there is a printed form in the form 
of Sample- “A” as prescribed in the Gujarat Right to Information Rules-2010 from various City 
Civic Centres in Ahmedabad city as prescribed in the said rules.

If the applications under the Right to Information Act which are currently pending at various 
stages. In them, the application will have been made only in the printed form available at the Civic 
Centers. In which there will be no admission as per the rules that they are Indian citizens. Therefore, 
all the Public Information Officers and First Appellate Officers under your command are requested 
to inform the matter that, before providing information under the Right to Information Act-2005, it 
should be verified whether the applicant is an Indian citizen. During this verification, it should be 
kept in mind that the time limit prescribed under Sections-7 and 19 of the Right to Information Act-
2005 is not violated. If there is any delay in providing the information to the disputant, the disputant 
may request the Commission to take necessary action against the Public Information Officer under 
Section 18 or Section 20 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 and demand information free of 
cost. Therefore, the Commission orders to issue instructions to expedite the verification of his/her 
status as an Indian citizen.

To prevent this from happening in future, it is imperative that the printed form given to all the 
City Civic Centers in Ahmedabad city for applying under the Right to Information Act-2005 be 
withdrawn with immediate effect (defective form) and instead, the applicants should be given a 
printed draft as per Sample A in the Right to Information Rules. This procedure should be completed 
within 30 days from the date of the order of the Commission and a written report should be sent to 
the Commission.

The Public Information Officer has provided the information/response within the time limit. 
Therefore, the submission to take punitive action against him is not acceptable.

The second appeal filed by the Commission is disposed of with the above order.
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Gujarat Information Commission
Appeal No. 5970-2022

Shri Maheshbhai M. Budhwani
Vs.

Rajkot Municipal Corporation 

Date of Decision 11.07.2023

Decided by Shri Ramesh J. Karia, State Information Commissioner, Gujarat

Provisions Involved in This Case: Section 19 of RTI Act 2005.

In the case of the Hon’ble High Court of India, Shail Sahni V/s Sanjeev Kumar and Ors. (Wp 
(C)) 845/2014, in paragraph no. 10 it is observed that 	 appropriate steps should be taken to 
prevent misuse of the Act of the Right to Information Act otherwise people will lose faith and 
confidence in this Act. If misuse is done to harass the public interest Act, it should be stopped 
under the provisions of the Act. Preventing the indiscriminate misuse of the Right to Information 
Act like the Sun Shine Act does not prevent the hindrance in the functioning of the Governments, 
as it does not prevent the Governments from paying attention to their transparent functioning. 
Making unnecessary, indiscriminate and incessant requests seeking information is detrimental to 
the interests of 	 the people. It is proven. The Commission cannot allow such a development of the 
dispute to continue without any hesitation nor can it approve it.

Taking into account the above details, the applicant makes applications which are not his for 
personal interest and due to personal enmity and since the action is not taken by the officers / 
employees of Rajkot Municipal Corporation against the respondent as expected, he keeps making 
complaints /representations against the officers / employees of Rajkot Municipal Corporation 
and keeps making model applications seeking information about his personal and service-
related details. Due to which he does not break the morale of the employees/ officers of Rajkot 
Municipal Corporation and keeps increasing the administrative work load of Rajkot Municipal 
Corporation by seeking information which is not in his interest. Which is a matter of personal 
interest and it cannot be accepted taking into account the observation made in the above paragraph. 
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Therefore, the Commission hereby exempts the Rajkot Municipal Corporation from considering 
any application filed by the applicant Maheshbhai M. Budhwani under the provisions of the Right 
to Information Act, 2005, from the date of this order. Similarly, if any information is pending in 
any previous application filed by the applicant Maheshbhai M. Budhwani or if any previous first 
appeal application is pending or if the order of the first appeal officer is pending, the Commission 
hereby exempts the Rajkot Municipal Corporation from considering any application filed by the 
applicant Maheshbhai M. Budhwani under the provisions of the Right to Information Act, 2005, 
from considering any application filed by the applicant Maheshbhai M. Budhwani.

In the above case, since there is no significant discrepancy in the information sought by 
the respondent in the application dated 25/07/2022 and the reply given to the applicant by the 
Information Officer is considered sufficient, the appeal is dismissed by the Commission. Along 
with this, the show cause notice given by the Commission to the Information Officer on 01/06/2023 
is cancelled.
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High Court of Gujarat at Ahmedabad
R/Special Civil Application No. 18416 of 2023

Maheshbhai M Budhrani
Versus

State of Gujarat & Ors.

Date of Decision 07.01.2025

Decided by Hon’ble Justice Aniruddha P. Mayee

Provisions Involved in This Case: None

1.	 The present Special Civil Application is taken on board.

2.	 It is submitted by the learned counsel for the petitioner that the petitioner is an RTI activist 
and collects information from the respondent authorities. The respondent authority does not give 
proper information and due to personal difficulty of the petitioner, the respondent authorities have 
blacklisted the present petitioner. Learned counsel submits that by the impugned order, it has been 
stated that if any application is received under RTI Act, the same will not be considered. He submits 
that the respondent authority cannot blacklist any person from collecting any information from 
the authorities. He submits that the petitioner had valid reasons for collecting information under 
the RTI Act. He, therefore, submits that the impugned order passed by the Gujarat Information 
Commission dated 11.7.2023 be quashed and set aside.

3.	 Heard the leaned counsel for the petitioner and considered the documents on record.

4.	 The only averment made in the writ petition is that the petitioner was seeking information in 
public interest and that he is an RTI activitist. The writ petition does not raise any ground challenging 
the impugned order or showing any error in the impugned order passed by the respondent No.2 
Commission.

5.	 By the impugned order, the respondent Commission has given a categorical finding that 
the petitioner is in habit of making applications under the RTI Act to harass the employees of the 
Municipal Corporation and to bring down their moral. It is further observed that the information 
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which is being sought by the petitioner is not in the public interest at all and in fact is against 
the public interest. Looking at the conduct of the petitioner in past, the Information Commission 
has passed the impugned order. No infirmity is made out either in the grounds of appeal or in 
the arguments challenging the impugned order. From the documents on record, it is found that 
the impugned order is just and proper and is based on cogent reasons. The present Special Civil 
Application is devoid of merits and is accordingly DISMISSED. No order as to costs. 
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Himachal Pradesh Information Commission 
Appeal Nos. 0028/2021-22, 0150/2021-22 & 0054/2021-22

Sh.  Naresh Kumar
Vs.

PIO-cum-Superintendent, office of the SDM, Solan Distt. Solan (HP)

Date of Decision: 11.04.2022

Decided by Shri Narinder Chauhan, State Chief Information Commissioner (HP)

Provisions Involved in This Case:

Sections 2 (j), 8 (1) (j), 11, 20 (1) & (2) of the RTI Act 2005

The present appeals were filed by candidates seeking information under the RTI Act from Dr. 
Y.S. Parmar University of Horticulture and Forestry, Nauni, regarding recruitment interviews for 
Assistant Professor positions. The appellants requested access to details like names, qualifications, 
experience, research publications of candidates who appeared for the interview and waiting list for 
the said post, if any. The First Appellate Authority partially allowed access.

Held: 

The Himachal Pradesh State Information Commission (SIC), however, notes that such 
information, being related to public appointments, is not personal or confidential in a manner 
that would exempt it under Sections 8 or 11 of the RTI Act. It held that the University being a 
public authority must comply fully with the RTI Act and directed to provide information relating to 
detailed scorecard and educational qualification. As per RTI Application. The Vice Chancellor and 
Registrar were also issued show-cause notices 

Obiter Dicta:  

The distinction between personal and confidential information must be evaluated through the 
lens of public interest, information forming the basis of selection to a public post enters the public 
domain once appointments are made. The proviso to Section 11 allows disclosure if public interest 
outweighs the potential harm to third parties. 
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Cases Referred:

1.	 Institute of Chartered Accountants of India Vs. Shaunak H. Satya (2011) 8 SCC 781

2.	 UPSC Vs. N. Sugathan, LPA797/2011 

3.	 CBSE vs. Aditya Bandopadhaya (2011) 8 SCC 497

4.	 Dev. Mohan Singh Vs. CPIO, IG CRPF, in case no. CIC/Vs/A/2014/001096/SB 

5.	 Madras High Court in WP 16108,(2019) 

6.	 Dr. Ambedkar law Univ Vs. Tamil Nadu SIC WP 16108,(2019)

7.	 Mahendra Singh Chaudhry Vs. BEL, CIC (2016/000624/SB)

8.	 UPSC Vs. Angesh Kumar, (Civil Appeal 6159-6162 of 2013)
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Himachal Pradesh Information Commission
Appeal No. 0216/2021-22

Sh. Mohan Lal 
Vs.

PIO-cum-XEN, Project Division, BBNDA, Baddi, Distt. Solan (HP)

Date of Decision: 11.04.2022

Decided by Shri Narinder Chauhan, State Chief Information Commissioner, HP

Provisions Involved in This Case:

Sections 2(j), Section 4 and Section 7(9) of the RTI Act 2005, Rule 3(2) of the HP RTI Rules, 
2006

In this case, the appellant, Shri Mohan Lal, filed a second appeal with the Himachal Pradesh 
State Information Commission alleging that the PIO-cum-Executive Officer of the Baddi Barotiwala 
Nalagarh Development Authority (BBNDA), Baddi, failed to provide information in response to 
his RTI application dated 29.05.2021. He had sought details regarding inspection of works executed 
by BBNDA, including measurement books, expenditure details, estimates, and tender notices. The 
PIO responded stating that the application was too general and lacked specificity, and also invoked 
Rule 3(2) of the HP RTI Rules, 2006, which requires separate applications for each subject and year. 
The First Appellate Authority upheld this view, instructing the appellant to specify the documents 
he intended to inspect. 

Held: 

The State Information Commission, while considering the provisions of Section 2(j) and Section 
4 of the RTI Act, held that the right to information includes inspection of works and associated 
records. It observed that expecting citizens to specify exact files without prior knowledge defeats 
the objective of transparency. Thus, it directed that the appellant be allowed to inspect records 
related to two works of his choosing, and be provided relevant test reports on payment basis, as per 
RTI Rules.
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Obiter Dicta:

* The right to information under Section 2(j) of the RTI Act is not limited to documents alone 
but includes the inspection of works.

* The requirement under Rule 3(2) of HP RTI Rules, 2006 for separate applications for different 
subjects or years should not be used as a tool to deny or delay information that is in public interest.

* While Section 7(9) of the RTI Act permits denial of information that would disproportionately 
divert resources, it should not be misused to discourage legitimate inspection requests.

Cases Referred: None
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Himachal Pradesh Information Commission 
Appeal No.0228/2021-22

Sh.  Naresh Kumar
Vs.

PIO-cum-Superintendent, office of the SDM, Solan Distt. Solan (HP)

Date of Decision: 11.04.2022

Decided by Shri Narinder Chauhan, State Chief Information Commissioner, HP

Provisions Involved in This Case:

Sections 74, 76 of Indian Evidence Act 1872.

The appellant, Sh. Naresh Kumar, filed an RTI application dated 21.06.2021 seeking copies 
of records related to mutation numbers 89 and 91, particularly those attested on 26.08.1975 under 
the Himachal Pradesh Ceiling on Land Holdings Act, 1972. The Public Information Officer (PIO), 
instead of furnishing the information under the RTI Act, directed the appellant to obtain the records 
through the Copying Agency by citing procedural hurdles and the requirement of file numbers. The 
First Appellate Authority (FAA) upheld this response, stating that the appellant should approach 
the Copying Agency and not use the RTI route for such information. The Himachal Pradesh State 
Information Commission found this approach incorrect. It held that the denial of information on 
the grounds that the appellant should approach the Copying Agency was unsustainable, as it added 
an unauthorized exemption to Section 8 of the RTI Act. The Commission ruled that the appellant 
must be provided with copies of the requested mutation record under the RTI Act and should be 
allowed to inspect the records free of cost to identify the required documents. The order of the First 
Appellate Authority was set aside accordingly.

Obiter Dicta:

* Remedies under the Copying Agency Rules and the RTI Act are not mutually inclusive, they 
serve different purpose, and a public authority cannot restrict access to records by insisting on one 
procedure over the other.
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* Section 74 and Section 76 of the Indian Evidence Act, 1872 clarify that public officers having 
custody of public documents must provide certified copies upon demand and payment of fees.

* The Department of Personnel & Training (DoPT) Office Memorandum dated 06.12.2015 
mandates that certified copies under RTI must be endorsed as “true copies”, signed with date, name 
and seal.

* A public authority cannot add new grounds for denial beyond those specified under Section 
8 of the RTI Act, 2005.

Cases Referred: None
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Himachal Pradesh Information Commission 
Appeal No. 0215/2021-22

Sh. Shanti Parkash
Vs.

PIO-cum-Executive Officer, Nagar Parishad, Dehra, Distt. Kangra

Order dated 21.03.2022

Decided by – Shri Narinder Chauhan, State Chief Information Commissioner, HP

Provisions Involved in This Case:

Sections 8(1)(d), 8(1)(j), Section 10 and 11 of the RTI Act 2005.

The appellant, Sh. Shanti Parkash, had sought documents from the Nagar Parishad, Dehra 
(Himachal Pradesh), regarding the approval of house plans and related records for constructions 
on certain khasra numbers by private individuals (Amit and Vikas). The Public Information Officer 
(PIO) refused to disclose the requested documents citing Section 11 of the RTI Act, classifying it 
as “third party information”. This decision was upheld by the First Appellate Authority as well. 
The appellant argued that the documents sought are public records and are also relevant to a civil 
court case, thus falling under the category of “public documents” as defined under Sections 74 and 
76 of the Indian Evidence Act, 1872. It was also submitted that public interest in the disclosure 
outweighed any possible harm to third-party interests, particularly when the information did not 
concern internal dimensions of the house but rather outer dimensions. 

Held: 

The PIO was accordingly directed to sever exempt portions under Section 10 of the RTI Act 
and to provide to the appellant outer dimensions of the houses or provide horizontal plan and omit 
the internal room arrangements of the plan within two weeks, thus allowing disclosure in a limited 
and structured form in public interest.
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Obiter Dicta: 

The Commission observed that while internal room arrangements in house plans may be 
protected under Section 8(1)(d) and 8(1)(j) of the RTI Act due to privacy and intellectual property 
concerns, this protection does not extend to outer dimensions and external architectural elements 
of a building approved by public authorities. The Commission emphasized the balancing of public 
interest under the proviso to Section 11 of the RTI Act, allowing severability under Section 10 to 
prevent infringement of exempt portions while still ensuring transparency.

Cases Referred: None
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Himachal Pradesh Information Commission 
Complaint No. 0037/2021-22

Smt. Poonam 
Vs.

PIO-cum-Asstt. Engineer, Dharamshala Municipal Corporation,  
Dharamshala, Distt. Kangra

Date of Decision: 19.03.2022

Decided by Shri Narinder Chauhan, State Chief Information Commissioner, HP

Provisions Involved in This Case:

Sections 2(j), 5(4), 5(5), 7(1), 8(1)(e) of the RTI Act 2005.

The complainant, Smt. Poonam, filed an RTI application on 07.08.2021 seeking site plan 
and completion-related documents regarding a specific property in Dharamshala. The Assistant 
Public Information Officer (APIO) of Dharamshala Municipal Corporation denied the information 
stating that no such building plan was approved. However, the complainant contended that similar 
information was earlier provided to, Sh. Sanjay Kumar, in 2019 after due fee payment. This 
raised concerns about the inconsistent application of RTI rules by the same office, amounting to 
discrimination and arbitrary behaviour. 

Held:

The State Information Commission held that the Assistant Draftsman had provided false 
information and violated the provisions of the RTI Act. Consequently, a penalty of ₹5000 was 
imposed on him under Section 20 of the Act. The Commission also directed the Commissioner, 
Dharamshala Municipal Corporation, to ensure recovery of the amount and submit a compliance 
report, thereby disposing of the complaint.

Obiter Dicta: 

The State Information Commission emphasized that officials whose assistance is sought under 
Section 5(4) of the RTI Act become “deemed PIOs” under Section 5(5) and are equally responsible 
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for complying with the provisions of the Act. Any such officer is liable for contraventions as if they 
were the designated PIO. The Commission also noted that providing inconsistent or misleading 
information, particularly when similar information has been furnished to others earlier, constitutes 
a serious lapse in duty. Such behaviour undermines the spirit of transparency and accountability 
envisaged under the RTI Act and must be dealt with sternly to ensure effective implementation of 
the law.

Cases Referred: None
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Himachal Pradesh Information Commission 
Appeal No. 0030/ 2021-22

Sh. Ravinder Shyam 
Vs.

The PIO-cum-AGM (Admn.) The HPSCB Ltd. Head office, Shimla (HP)

Order dated 17.01.2022

Decided by – Shri Narinder Chauhan, State Chief Information Commissioner, HP

Provisions Involved in This Case:

Sections 8(1)(j) and 11 of the RTI Act 2005

The present appeal was filed by Sh. Ravinder Shyam against the H.P. State Co-operative Bank 
Ltd., challenging the denial of information regarding the educational qualifications of two bank 
employees, Sh. Kapil Shandil and Smt. Renu Kumari. The appellant had sought detailed information 
such as the names of institutions, mode of study (regular or correspondence), and recognition status 
of the degrees. The Public Information Officer (PIO) refused to disclose the information citing 
Sections 8(1)(j) and 11 of the RTI Act, arguing that it was third-party personal information, and the 
First Appellate Authority upheld this denial by relying upon the Supreme Court’s rulings in Canara 
Bank vs. C.S. Shyam and Girish Ramchandra Deshpande vs. CIC. 

Held: 

The State Chief Information Commissioner, Narinder Chauhan, while hearing the second 
appeal, held that if educational details are protected as personal information, it leaves a lot of 
scope for manipulation, corruption and misrepresentation. Accordingly, the appeal was allowed, 
the earlier orders were set aside, and the PIO was directed to furnish the requested information 
within three weeks.

Obiter Dicta:

* It was emphasized that protecting such educational details as personal allows scope for 
manipulation and corruption, undermining the objective of transparency in public service.
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* The proviso to Sections 8(1)(j) and 11 of the RTI Act allows disclosure when larger public 
interest is involved; and in this case, the public interest in ensuring fair and transparent promotions 
clearly outweighs any potential privacy concerns.

Cases Referred:

1.	 Canara Bank vs. C.S. Shyam & Anr.

2.	 Girish Ramchandra Deshpande vs. CIC (2013) 1SCC 212 

3.	 CBSE vs. Aditya Bandopadhaya (2011) 8 SCC 497

4.	 Kewal Singh Gautam vs. State of Chattisgarh & Ors. AIR 2011 Chh 143
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Karnataka Information Commission 
Case No: KIC/1286/COM/2007

Sri Benson Issac
Vs.

Bangalore International Airport Limited, represented by Head- Legal

Order dated: 03/05/2023

Decided by Full Bench of Sri N.C. Srinivasa, SCIC, Sri S.M. Somashekara, SIC, Sri K.P. 
Manjunath, SIC Karnataka Information Commission

Provisions Involved in This Case:

Section 18(1), Section 4(1)(b), Section 2(h)(d)(i) of the RTI Act, 2005

The case pertains to a complaint filed under Section 18(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 by Sri Benson 
Issac, seeking a suo motu declaration of information under Section 4(1)(b) from Bangalore 
International Airport Limited (BIAL). BIAL denied the request on the grounds that it is not a 
“public authority” under the RTI Act, asserting that it is a private company with 74% private 
shareholding. However, the complainant highlighted substantial government involvement through 
financial contributions, land grants, and policy-based support, including a ₹350 crore interest-free 
loan, 4000 acres of leased land.

Held: 

The Commission held that Bangalore International Airport Limited (BIAL) is a “public 
authority” under Section 2(h)(d)(i) of the RTI Act, 2005, as it is substantially financed by the 
government through both direct and indirect means. Consequently, BIAL was directed to comply 
with the mandatory disclosure requirements under Section 4(1)(b) of the RTI Act and publish all 
suo motu information within two months from the date of the order.

Obiter Dicta: 

The Commission observed that the definition of “public authority” under Section 2(h)(d)(i) of 
the RTI Act extends to bodies that are substantially financed, even if they are not owned or controlled 
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by the government. Relying on authoritative judgments from the Supreme Court, especially the 
D.A.V. College Trust case, it clarified that substantial financing need not mean majority funding, it 
includes both direct and indirect support of real worth or significance. 

Cases Referred:

1.	 DAV College Trust and Management Society and Ors. Vs. Director of Public Instructions & 
Ors. (2019) 9 SCC 185
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High Court of Karnataka
(Dharwad Bench)

Case No: KIC/1286/COM/2007

Sri Davalsab M. Miyanavar 
Vs.

Karnataka Information Commission & Ors.

DATED THIS THE 25TH DAY OF SEPTEMBER, 2024

BEFORE

THE HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE SACHIN SHANKAR MAGADUM 

WRIT PETITION NO. 101260 OF 2024 (GM-RES)

Between:

1.	 Sri Davalsab M. Miyanavar Age. 41 Years
	 Occ. Editor Parivarthana Jagathu Pakshika Patrike
	 R/O 34/2, Sarvodaya Nagar Bengeri, Hubballi
	 Dist. Dharwad-580 023.� ...Petitioner
	 (By Sri. Vishwanath S. Bichagatti, Advocate) 

	 And:

	 Karnataka Information Commission 
	 Mahiti Soudha, 	Devraj Urs Road Near Vidhana Soudha West Gate-2 Bengaluru-560 001.
	 Represented By Its Secretary.

2.	 Public Information Officer/Pdo 
	 Belavatagi Grama Panchayathi 
	 Belavatagi Tq. Navalagunda
	 Dist. Dharwad-582 208.

3.	 First Appellate Authority/
	 The Executive Officer Navalagunda 
	 Taluk Panchayathi Navalagunda Tq
	 Dist. Dharwad-582 208.� ...Respondents
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(BY SRI.DAYANAND BANDI, ADVOCATE FOR C/R1, R2 AND R3)

THIS WRIT PETITION IS FILED UNDER ARTICLES 226 AND 227 OF THE CONSTITUTION 
OF INDIA, PRAYING TO ISSUE A WRIT IN THE NAUTE OF CERTIORARI OR ANY 
OTHER APPROPRIATE WRIT ORDER OR DIRECTIONS QUASHING THE IMPUGNED 
ORDER DATED 18.08.2023 PASSED BY THE RESPONDENT AT ANNEXURE-A IN APPEAL 
BEARING NO. KIC/ 5592/ APL/ 2022 C/W CASES AS SHOWN IN THE ANNEXURE- A TO N 
OF THE SAID ORDER BEFORE KARNATAKA INFORMATION COMMISSION.

THIS	 WRIT	 PETITION HAVING	 BEEN	 HEARD AND RESERVED FOR 
ORDERS ON 16.07.2024, THIS DAY ORDER WAS PRONOUNCED THEREIN, AS UNDER: 

CORAM: HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE SACHIN SHANKAR MAGADUM

C.A.V. ORDER

The petitioner filed applications under Section 6(1) of the Right to Information Act, 2005 
(for short “RTI Act”) seeking information from various public authorities across 14 departments 
in different districts of Karnataka. After not receiving any response to these applications, the 
petitioner filed appeals before the First Appellate Authority/Executive Officer, Navagul, alleging 
non-compliance with Section 6(1) of the RTI Act. Since no information was provided during 
the appeal process either, the petitioner subsequently filed second appeals before the Karnataka 
Information Commission (KIC), the first respondent. The State Chief Information Commissioner, 
considering	 the significant number of appeals, exercised the powers conferred under the RTI 
Act and constituted a full bench to hear all the appeals.

2. The petitioner was notified via registered post about the hearing scheduled for 26.07.2023. 
While the petitioner remained absent, their counsel appeared, filed a vakalatnama, and requested 
time to submit arguments. After hearing the second appeals, the full bench framed the following 
key issues:

i.	 Whether there is sufficient evidence to show that the appellant is misusing the provisions 
of the RTI Act?

ii.	 Whether there is material on record indicating a lack of bona fides on the appellant’s 
part in filing these second appeals?

iii.	 Whether any directions in these appeals would adversely affect administrative efficiency 
or disproportionately divert the resources of the public authorities concerned?

iv.	 Whether the second appeals listed in Annexures ‘A’ to ‘N’ are maintainable under the 
law?
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v.	 Whether there are reasonable grounds to proceed further with these second appeals?

vi.	 What order is appropriate?

3. After examining the records, the bench concluded that the petitioner had clearly misused and 
abused the provisions of the RTI Act. The bench noted that the petitioner, who identifies as an RTI 
activist, sought irrelevant information through reckless appeals. The bench made a positive finding 
that the petitioner had abused the RTI Act, and further detailed the nature of the information sought 
by the petitioner from various government departments across multiple districts.

4. The petitioner had filed RTI applications in several districts, including Bagalkot, Bellari, 
Badami, Bijapur, Bengaluru Urban, Chamrajnagar, Chickmangalur, Chitradurga, Chikkabellapur, 
Davanagere, Dharwad, Dakshin Kannada, Gadag, Hassan, Haveri, Shivamogga, Kalaburagi, Kolar, 
Kodagu, Mandya, Tumkur, Udupi, Uttar Kannada, and Vijayapura. In total, the petitioner filed 
3,736 RTI applications in the Rural Development and Panchayath Raj Department alone, followed 
by 964 appeals against the Public Works and National Highways Department, 492 against the 
Department of Horticulture, and numerous other appeals across different departments, as detailed 
in the case.

5. The bench observed that there are 42,898 pending cases before the Commission and relied 
on several Landmark Supreme Court judgments to support its reasoning, including:

1.	 CBSE & Another vs. Aditya Bandopadhyay & Others (2011) 8 SCC 497

2.	 Subrata Roy Sahara vs. Union of India (2014) SCC 470

3.	 Institute of Chartered Accountants of India vs. Shaunak H. Satya (2011) 8 SCC 781

4.	 Shail Sahni vs. Sanjeev Kumar & Ors. 2014 SCC Online Del 558

5.	 CPIO, Supreme Court of India vs. Subhash Chandra Agarwal (2020) 5 SCC 481

6.	 Canara Bank vs. Shyam (2018) 11 SCC 426

7.	 Girish Ramchandran Deshpande vs. Central Information Commissioner & Ors. (2013) 
1 SCC 212

8.	 Khanapuram Gandaiah vs. Administrative Officer & Others (2010) 2 SCC 1

6. Referring to these judgments, the bench concluded that public authorities are not obligated 
to supply the information sought by the petitioner. The bench further held that the petitioner had 
abused the RTI Act as a tool, acting without bonafide intent, and noted that entertaining such 
applications would harm administrative efficiency and burden public resources. As a result, all the 
appeals were dismissed.

7. Aggrieved by this common order, the petitioner filed a writ petition challenging the dismissal 
of 9,646 appeals. However, the office raised an objection, stating that the petitioner had not paid 
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the required court fees amounting to Rs. 9,64,600/-. When questioned by the court, the petitioner 
expressed an inability to pay the court fees and indicated a desire to withdraw the petition.

8. Heard the counsel for petitioner and counsel appearing for respondent.

9. The petitioner, claiming to be an RTI activist, filed multiple applications under Section 
6(1) of the RTI Act across various districts in Karnataka, seeking information from a wide range 
of public authorities. These applications were filed in departments such as Rural Development, 
Agriculture, Public Works, Energy, and Water Resources, among others. Despite having filed 
thousands of cases with the KIC, the petitioner claimed to have received no substantive response 
from these authorities, leading him to file second appeals.

10. The sheer volume of appeals filed by the petitioner prompted the State Chief Information 
Commissioner to constitute a full bench to address the matter. During the hearings, it was found 
that the petitioner’s applications and appeals were overwhelming in number, lacked specificity, and 
appeared to be filed without any genuine cause, which raised concerns of abuse of the RTI Act.

11. The full bench of the KIC formulated several points for consideration, including whether 
the petitioner had misused the RTI Act, whether his applications lacked bona fides, and whether 
allowing such appeals would disproportionately burden public authorities and adversely affect 
administrative efficiency. After examining the record, the bench observed that the petitioner had 
indeed misused the provisions of the RTI Act. The commission found that the petitioner had filed 
thousands of applications seeking voluminous and irrelevant information without a clear rationale, 
thereby abusing the process intended to promote transparency and accountability.

12. The commission cited the Supreme Court judgment in CBSE & Another vs. Aditya 
Bandopadhyay & Others1, where it was held that the right to information is not an unbridled right 
and that frivolous or vexatious applications could be rejected. In the present case, the commission 
found that the petitioner’s conduct demonstrated a reckless disregard for the spirit of the RTI Act, 
with applications being filed solely to burden the public authorities.

13. The RTI Act is a tool designed to empower citizens by providing access to information held 
by public authorities. However, several judicial pronouncements have recognized the potential 
for misuse of the Act. The Supreme Court, in Khanapuram Gandaiah vs. Administrative Officer 
and Others2, emphasized that the RTI Act should not be used as a means of harassment or to 
serve personal vendettas. It was held that the Act is not meant to facilitate fishing inquiries into 
irrelevant or frivolous matters. The petitioner in the present case filed thousands of RTI applications 
and appeals, many of which sought irrelevant information, thereby misusing the Act as a tool of 
harassment.

1)  (2011) 8 SCC 497

2) (2010)2 SCC 1
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14. Similarly, in Institute of Chartered Accountants of India vs. Shaunak H. Satya3, the 
Supreme Court reiterated that the purpose of the RTI Act is to secure access to information that is 
in the public interest and should not be employed to flood public authorities with frivolous queries, 
which would divert their attention and resources from their core functions.

15. Further, the Delhi High Court in Shail Sahni vs. Sanjeev Kumar & Ors.4, observed that 
the RTI Act should not be misused by filing multiple and repeated applications that serve no public 
purpose. The court held that misuse of the Act amounts to an abuse of the legal process and can be 
discouraged through appropriate judicial intervention.

3)   (2011) 8 SCC 781

4)    2014 SCC Online Del. 558

16. In the present case, the KIC found that the petitioner’s actions mirrored the concerns 
highlighted in these judgments. By filing 9,646 second appeals and burdening multiple departments 
with irrelevant and unnecessary queries, the petitioner had misused the provisions of the 
RTI Act to such an extent that it impeded the efficiency of the administration. The commission, 
citing these judicial precedents, rightly dismissed the appeals on the grounds of abuse of the Act.

17. One of the key issues considered by the KIC was the adverse impact of the petitioner’s 
actions on the functioning of public authorities. The commission observed that allowing such 
frivolous applications and appeals would divert the limited resources of public authorities and 
impair their ability to efficiently discharge their duties. This observation is supported by the 
Supreme Court’s ruling in Central Public Information Officer, Supreme Court of India vs. 
Subhash Chandra Agarwal5, wherein it was held that while the RTI Act is a powerful instrument, 
it should not result in disproportionately burdening public resources or obstructing administrative 
functioning.

5)   (2020) 5 SCC 481

18. The present case is a classic example of how indiscriminate use of the RTI Act can adversely 
affect public administration. The petitioner’s actions, if	 allowed to continue, would not only 
waste valuable public resources but would also delay the processing of genuine RTI applications 
filed by citizens seeking information in good faith.

19. Upon considering the facts and circumstances of this case, along with the relevant judicial 
precedents, this Court is of the opinion that the petitioner has clearly misused the provisions of 
the RTI Act. The petitioner’s conduct in filing thousands of RTI applications across multiple 
departments, without any legitimate reason or cause, constitutes an abuse of the process of law. 
The petitioner’s request to withdraw the writ petition without paying the requisite court fees is not 
acceptable, as it would set a dangerous precedent and encourage further misuse of the RTI Act.
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20. In light of the petitioner’s failure to pay the requisite court fees, and considering the abuse 
of the legal process in this case, this Court is not inclined to entertain the petitioner’s request to 
withdraw the writ petition without addressing the deficit court fee. Allowing such a withdrawal 
would set a harmful precedent and could encourage others to misuse legal provisions without facing 
any consequences. The writ petition is devoid of merits and is liable to be dismissed. The order 
under challenge does not warrant interference at the hands of this court.

21. The registry is directed to take necessary steps to recover the deficit court fee of Rs. 
9,64,600/- from the petitioner in accordance with law. The petitioner shall be liable to pay the entire 
deficit amount as per the objections raised by the office of this Court.

22. In view of the above, this Court proceeds to pass the following:

ORDER

i.	 The writ petition is dismissed.

ii.	 The registry is directed to initiate appropriate proceedings for recovery of the 
deficit court fees from the petitioner.

iii.	 There shall be no order as to costs.
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Kerala Information Commission 
Appeal Petition No. 1148(1)/2023/SIC

Sri P.R. Ramachandran

Vs.

SPIO & DR (Admn.), Registrar of Co-operative Societies 

Order dated:  17.08.2024

Decided by – Sri V. Hari Nair, Chief Information Commissioner Kerala

Provisions Involved:

1.   RTI Act, 2005: Section 6(1), Section 8(1)(d), Section 8(1)(e), Section 19(1) & 19(3), Section 
20(1) 

2.   Kerala Co-operative Societies Act: Section 66(4), Rule 176, Section 65(a) – Scope of 
Registrar’s enquiries.

Sri P.R. Ramachandran, the appellant, had filed an RTI application under Section 6(1) of the 
RTI Act seeking information from the State Public Information Officer (1st Respondent) regarding 
a construction agreement and General Body meeting minutes of the Muppathadam Service Co-
operative Bank. The 1st Respondent denied the request based on a letter from the 3rd Respondent 
(the Bank), stating that the bank is not obligated under RTI as it is not under the administrative 
control of the Registrar of Co-operative Societies. Aggrieved by this, the appellant filed a first 
appeal under Section 19(1), which was also rejected, and subsequently filed a second appeal under 
Section 19(3) before the State Information Commission. The Commission had initially dismissed 
the second appeal. The appellant then moved to the Hon’ble High Court of Kerala, which in Writ 
Appeal No. 729/2024 directed the State Information Commission to reconsider the second appeal in 
light of the law laid down in the Thalappalam Service Co-operative Bank case. The core issue was 
whether the Registrar, through his supervisory authority under the Kerala Co-operative Societies 
Act, could access the information requested and therefore obligate the 1st Respondent to provide it 
under RTI. The Commission re-evaluated the matter accordingly.
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Obiter Dicta:

The documents such as construction agreements and general body meeting minutes are not 
commercially confidential by default, especially when transparency is crucial to prevent misuse 
or corruption. The Commission further clarified that supervisory control under the Co-operative 
Societies Act empowers the Registrar to access such information.

Held: 

The Commission held that the 1st Respondent (SPIO) is legally obliged to furnish the requested 
information to the appellant, as the Registrar of Co-operative Societies has supervisory and 
administrative control over the 3rd Respondent (the Co-operative Bank) and is empowered under 
Section 66(4) of the Kerala Co-operative Societies Act to access such information. Therefore, the 
1st Respondent must obtain and provide the information. However, since no malafide intention or 
willful denial was established, the Commission declined to impose any penalty under Section 20(1) 
of the RTI Act.

Court Cases Referred:

1. Thalappalam Service Co-operative Bank Ltd. and Others Vs. State of Kerala & Others (Civil 
Appeal No. 9017/2023)

2. Thalappalam Service Co-operative Bank case in Puthiyatheru Urban Co-operative Society 
Ltd. Vs. Joint Registrar of Co-operative Societies (General), Kannur & Others (2017 (2) KHC 838)

3. Joseph P.J. Vs. State Information Commission and Another (2020 KHC 4128)
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Kerala Information Commission 
Case No. 345(4)/2023/SIC

Smt. Alfa Maryam V.P.
Vs.

The SPIO District Medical Office (Health), Malappuram 

Date of Decision: 01.06.2023

Decided by Dr. K.M. Dileep, State Information Commissioner, Kerala

Provisions Involved in This Case:

* Section 2(f), 5(4), 5(5), and 20(1) of the RTI Act, 2005

* Regulations 1.3.1 & 1.3.2 of Medical Council of India (Professional Conduct, Etiquette and 
Ethics) Regulations, 2002 (as amended)

* Section 40 & 44 of the Kerala Clinical Establishments (Registration and Regulation) Act, 2018

* Article 21 and Article 19(1)(a) of the Constitution of India

* Section 3 of the Consumer Protection Act, 1986

The appellant had submitted an RTI application dated 27.02.2023 seeking certified copies of 
her medical records from Melepurackal Hospital and Rajagiri Hospital, Malappuram, as well as 
documents related to her treatment under the PMJAY Health Insurance Scheme. The State Public 
Information Officer (SPIO) refused to provide the documents, stating that the information pertained 
to private hospitals and was unavailable in their office. The appellant filed a first appeal, which 
was allowed, with directions issued to the SPIO to obtain and provide the documents free of cost. 
However, no documents were provided, prompting the appellant to escalate the matter to the second 
appeal stage. The State Information Commission, during its hearing on 01.06.2023, took serious 
note of the non-compliance and held that the medical records sought by the appellant are covered 
under the definition of “information” under Section 2(f) of the RTI Act. The Commission observed 
that three enactments Right to Information Act, Consumer Protection Act and Medical Council Act, 
provide the Appellant a strong and undeniable right to information of her own medical records. The 
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Commission also noted that the failure to provide the information created undue hardship for the 
appellant and violated her right to information and health.

Held:

The Commission held that the appellant was entitled to receive all medical records and 
PMJAY related documents free of cost and directed the respondent authority to furnish the same. 
The Commission further issued a show cause notice to the 1st Respondent asking why penalty 
under Section 20(1) of the RTI Act should not be imposed for obstructing access to information 
and disregarding the lawful direction of the appellate authority. The Commission noted that the 
information should have ideally been furnished by 02.03.2023 which was not by the SPIO’s.

Orbiter Dicta:

The Commission emphasized that the right to medical records is a component of the fundamental 
right to life under Article 21 of the Constitution, and this right is not confined to public hospitals but 
extends to all hospitals (private or public) and also individual doctors. 

Court Case Referred:

1.	 * Rajappan vs. Sree Chitra Tirunal Institute for Medical Science and Technology, ILR 2004 (2) 
Kerala 150



226

Kerala Information Commission
Appeal No. 1212 (1)/2013/SIC

Sh. Ouseph Antony & Others
Vs.

State Public Information Officer & Appeal Authority, CIAL

Order dated 20.06.2019

Decided by – Shri S. Somnathan Pillai, State Information Commissioner Kerala

Provisions Involved in This Case:

Section 2(h) and Section 8 (1) of the Right to Information Act, 2005.

The appeal arose from a petition filed by Sri Ouseph Antony and others against the State Public 
Information Officer and the Appellate Authority of Cochin International Airport Ltd. (CIAL). The 
key issue before the Kerala State Information Commission was whether CIAL qualifies as a “public 
authority” under Section 2(h) of the Right to Information Act, 2005.

Held: 

After evaluating the structure and functioning of CIAL, the Commission noted that it was an 
institution of self-government established through a government order and that the government 
exercises deep and pervasive control over its functioning. Furthermore, CIAL was found to be 
substantially financed by government resources. These factors led to the consideration that CIAL 
meets the essential ingredients of Section 2(h) of the RTI Act, justifying its inclusion within the 
scope of public authorities. Accordingly, the Commission directed the State Public Information 
Officer of CIAL to provide the requested information to the appellants, except for any data exempt 
under Section 8(1) of the RTI Act.

Orbiter Dicta: 

The Commission emphasized that in determining whether a body is a public authority under 
Section 2(h), what matters is not the label or nomenclature of the institution but the extent of 
government control and financial involvement. The phrase “substantially financed” must be 
interpreted in the context of the RTI Act’s objective to ensure transparency and accountability. 

Cases Referred: None
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Kerala Information Commission
Appeal No. 318 (3)/2015/SIC

Adv. DB Binu
Vs.

State Public Information Officer Revenue Divisional Office, Kottayam

Order dated 31.12.2018

Decided by – Shri S. Somnathan Pillai, State Information Commissioner Kerala

Provisions Involved in This Case:

Section 2(j) of the Right to Information Act, 2005.

The case arises from a complaint filed by Adv. D.B. Binu against the State Public Information 
Officer (SPIO) of the Revenue Divisional Office, Kottayam. The SPIO had instructed the applicant 
to personally visit the office to inspect the relevant file and obtain the required information and 
copies of documents. The complainant challenged this direction, arguing that it is the SPIO’s 
statutory obligation to provide the information in the mode requested by the applicant, and not to 
compel physical inspection as the only method of access.

Held: 

The Kerala State Information Commission held that the action of the State Public Information 
Officer, in directing the applicant to inspect the file in person to obtain information, was contrary 
to the provisions of Section 2(j) of the RTI Act. The SPIO has a statutory duty to collect and 
furnish the information in the format requested by the applicant, and cannot impose the mode of 
access. The Commission thus allowed the complaint and directed compliance in accordance with 
the applicant’s preferred mode of receiving information.

Obiter Dicta: 

The Commission emphasized that the discretion of mode of access under the RTI Act lies with 
the applicant and not the public authority. It underscored that the RTI framework is applicant-centric 
and that the statutory obligation to provide information cannot be evaded by transferring the burden 
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of information collection back to the citizen. The ruling also highlighted that physical inspection 
can be a supplementary option only when handling large or complex volumes of information, and 
even then, only with the consent or at the choice of the applicant. Any attempt to routinely divert 
applicants to physical inspection is inconsistent with the objectives of the RTI Act and undermines 
transparency.

Cases Referred: None
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Maharashtra Information Commission
Bench at Chhtrapati Sambhajinagar

Appeal No. 6896 to 6902 & Ors.

Shri. Janak Ramrao Gaikwad
Vs.

Total 81 Gram Panchayat Officer Dist. Nanded

Date of Decision 04.07.2025

Decided by:  Shri Prakash Indalkar, State Information Commissioner, Bench at Chhtrapati 
Sambhajinagar

Provisions Involved in This Case:

Section 7(9) of the Right to Information Act 2005

Shri. Janak Ramrao Gaikwad filed a total of 81 second appeals in the State Information 
Commission during the period October and November 2023, on which the Commission held a 
hearing on 04-07-2025. During the hearing, when the appellant was asked about the information 
submitted in large quantities and the first appeal application and the role in filing the same number of 
second appeals with the Commission in that regard, he informed that despite being a social activist 
and journalist himself, the information sought under the Right to Information is not available, the 
fear of the Right to Information has disappeared, and the information has been demanded because 
of large-scale irregularities and corruption in government work. During the hearing, the Public 
Information Officer present informed that the appellant has sought the same information from most 
of the Gram Panchayat offices. The appellant has sought information in a broad and comprehensive 
manner and on more than one subject. The appellant has been informed about the observation in 
accordance with the information application. He has mentioned in the information application that he 
wants the information in person. For this, he was required to contact the Public Information Officer, 
however, the appellant has not fulfilled such a responsibility. When the appellant was contacted on 
mobile phone, he did not answer the call. During the hearing, the First Appellate Officer informed 
that the first appeal of the appellant has been heard and the decision has been passed. Independent 
Public Information Officers are posted in all the Gram Panchayat offices where the appellant has 
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submitted information applications. However, only one First Appellate Officer is posted for all such 
Public Information Officers. Most of the time, the appellant files almost as many first appeals as 
the number of information applications he files. In this situation, it is a struggle to take action on 
the first appeal filed by the appellant while taking care of the daily work. The adverse effect of the 
large number of applications received on the daily work of the government makes it impossible to 
provide justice to the common citizens.

Held –

In the present case, the appellant has filed the second appeal with the Commission on the ground 
that the information sought by the appellant in his application for information is not furnished 
in the application. On perusal of the information sought by the appellant in his application for 
information, it is found that the information sought by the appellant is extensive, comprehensive 
and voluminous in nature. In order to collect such information, a large amount of manpower and 
resources of the public authority have to be diverted. This is not justified under Section 7(9) of 
the Right to Information Act, 2005. Such applications for information are not viable. Because the 
purpose and object of the Right to Information are not achieved. Therefore, the said 81 second 
appeals are dismissed.

Orbiter Dicta - 

Applicants who repeatedly apply for information do so to achieve their personal objectives, 
and since personal interest is considered in it, public interest will not be achieved. Therefore, the 
statutory objective stated in the Right to Information Act, 2005 is clearly not achieved. Also, it will 
cause delay in government work and this is not the intention of the Right to Information Act, the 
Commission is of the clear opinion that the same will not be done.

Case Referred: 

1.	 Hon. Supreme Court of India - civil Appeal No.6454 OF2011 Central Board Of Sec. Education 
& Anr  vs Aditya  Bandopadhyay & Ors on 9 August, 2011

2.	 Hon’ble High Court of Andhra Pradesh, Hyderabad –Writ Petition No.20182 dated 27.01.2009

3.	  Central Information Commission vide CIC/LS/2012/00858-SA to 00872-SA dated 04.07.2014

4.	 CIC/SG/C/2011/000760,CIC/SM/2011/000926G,CICSM/A/2011/001111/SG,CIC/SM/
A2011/002909 Dated 17th January, 2012
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Maharashtra Information Commission
(Nagpur Bench) 

Second Appeal No. 1833/2023

Shri. Lallan Kishor Singh
Vs.

Commissioner of Police, Nagpur City

Date of Decision: 05.09.2023

Decided by:  Shri Rahul B. Pande, State Information Commissioner, Nagpur Bench 

Provisions Involved in This Case:

Section 8 (1) (g) and (j) and Section 24(4) of the RTI Act, 2005 in context of exemption from 
revealing the information under RTI Act.

The Appellant has primarily requested the information from Commissioner of Police, Nagpur 
City office regarding 

1.	 When RSS is not registered institution how the Police Department provides security 
cover to Sate RSS Chief.

2.	 Monthly expenditure for providing the Security,

3.	 Total expenditure incurred till date.

4.	 Whether such expenditure is recovered from RSS.

The SPIO rejected the application according to Government Notification, GAD No. CRTI 
2005/C.R.265/05/2005, dt.11.10.2015 read with Section 24 (4) of RTI Act, 2005.  Not satisfied the 
reply, appellant filed first appeal stating information not received.  The first appellate authority also 
upheld the action taken by the SPIO.  Therefore, being aggrieved the appellant filed second appeal.  
During the hearing both the parties were present.   

Held: 

During the hearing the documents were submitted by the SPIO and the documents on 
record were thoroughly scrutinized including the Government Notification, GAD No. CRTI 
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2005/C.R.265/05/2005, dt.11.10.2015.  Section 24(4) of the RTI Act has specifically exempted the 
following govt. departments from the purview of the Act:

i.	 State Intelligence Department and its subsidiaries 

ii.	 ‘Special Branch’ of all Police Commissionerate’s  

iii.	 Dist. Special Branch of all District Superintendents of Police in all the districts

Besides this technical reason the information sought by the appellant is rightly rejected by the 
SPIO and FAA according to Section 8 (1) (g) and (j) of the RTI Act.  Also, it is not binding on them 
to reveal the information in view of above.  During the hearing, it was submitted by the SPIO that 
providing security to any individual or institution depends on the threats to life of the concerned 
individual / institution. This information is gathered through reports of various intelligence 
agencies.  Upon receiving this a high level committee of senior police officials considers all the 
reports and decides to provide the security / to increase or reduce security.  Keeping in view this 
legal factual position, rivalling of such information regarding providing security to individual / 
institution automatically leads to information of names of staff, vehicles and weapons provided to 
them.  This does not cater to any public interest.  Also, the action taken by the SPIO and FAA is in 
consistence with the provision of the RTI Act.  

In this context, Hon’ble Supreme Court and High courts have defined the public interest in 
various decisions as it is generally accepted that the public interest is not synonymous with what is 
of interest to the public, in the sense of satisfying public curiosity about some matters.  There is a 
difference between what the public has a right to know and what some elements of the public want 
to know.  In essence, it is the difference between what is in the public interest and what the public 
finds interesting.  

As no public interest is seen in the information sought by the appellant the second appeal is 
rejected.  

Cases Referred: Nil
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Maharashtra Information Commission
Bench at Chhtrapati Sambhajinagar

Appeal No. 3131 to 3140/2023 

Shri Keshavraje Nimbalkar
Vs.

Total 2788 Public Authority of State

Date of Decision 26.06.2024

Decided by: Shri Makarand Ranade, State Information Commissioner, Bench at Chhtrapati 
Sambhajinagar

Provisions Involved in This Case:

Section 19 (3) of the Right to Information Act, 2005.

The appellant, Shri Keshavraje Nimbalkar has filed 2788 secondary appeals under Section 
19 (3) of the Right to Information Act, 2005, with the State Information Commission, Bench 
Chhatrapati Sambhajinagar from 2021 to 10 June 2024. That is, the appellant has submitted 2788 
information applications and 2788 first appeals to the respective authorities. The Commission is 
left with the question of why the appellant felt the need to file such a large number of information 
applications and first appeal applications. Also, when reviewing all the information applications in 
the present case, the appellant has sought the same information from the respective authorities by 
changing the time period and the words.

Shri Keshavraje Nimbalkar has filed 2788 secondary appeals under Section 19 (3) of the Right to 
Information Act, 2005, with the State Information Commission, Bench Chhatrapati Sambhajinagar 
from 2021 to 10 June 2024. That is, the appellant has submitted 2788 information applications 
and 2788 first appeals to the respective authorities. The Commission is left with the question of 
why the appellant felt the need to file such a large number of information applications and first 
appeal applications. Also, when reviewing all the information applications in the present case, the 
appellant has sought the same information from the respective authorities by changing the time 
period and words.
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During the hearing, the appellant informed that since there is no restriction on how many 
applications an applicant can make, the applications have been submitted as per the authority 
received. The Commission asked the appellant as to what public interest was achieved by 
submitting such a large number of RTI applications to independent authorities or by obtaining 
such information. However, the appellant has not been able to provide any valid reasons to the 
Commission in this regard. The appellant further informed the Commission that about 10,000 of 
his RTI applications, first appeals and second appeals are pending with various government offices/
authorities and different benches of the State Information Commission.

Held - 

Assuming an average cost of Rs. 100/- for each appeal, the appellant has spent Rs. 2,78,800/- 
for his 2788 second appeals. The appellant must exercise the right granted to him in a moderate 
manner. But it appears that the appellant has made unrestricted and unreasonable use of the Right to 
Information Act. The habit of applying in such a limited format has also created a risk of consuming 
a lot of valuable time and energy of the concerned government offices/authorities and having a 
serious impact on the important government work that the said government offices are intended to 
provide to the general public.

Orbiter Dicta - 

Applicants who repeatedly apply for information do so to achieve their personal objectives, 
and since personal interest is considered in it, public interest will not be achieved. Therefore, the 
statutory objective stated in the Right to Information Act, 2005 is clearly not achieved. Also, it will 
cause delay in government work and this is not the intention of the Right to Information Act, the 
Commission is of the clear opinion that the same will not be done.

Case Referred: 

1.	 Hon. Supreme Court of India - civil Appeal No.6454 OF2011 Central Board Of Sec. Education 
& Anr  vs Aditya  Bandopadhyay & Ors on 9 August, 2011

2.	 Hon’ble High Court of Andhra Pradesh, Hyderabad –Writ Petition No.20182 dated 27.01.2009

3.	  Central Information Commission vide CIC/LS/2012/00858-SA to 00872-SA dated 04.07.2014

4.	 CIC/SG/C/2011/000760,CIC/SM/2011/000926G,CICSM/A/2011/001111/SG,CIC/SM/
A2011/002909 Dated 17th January,2012
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Manipur Information Commission
Appeal Case No. 67 of 2024

Ngangbam Roben Singh
Vs.

The SPIO/ Joint Secretary/ Deputy Secretary (DP) Govt. of Manipur & Anr.

Date of Decision: 18.10.2024

Decided by Shri K. Radhashyam Singh, State Chief Information Commissioner, Manipur

Provisions Involved in This Case:

Sections 6(1), 7(8)(i), 8(1)(a), 8(1)(j), 5(2) & 5(3) of RTI Act 2005

The appellant, Shri Ngangbam Roben Singh, an IAS officer, filed an RTI application, seeking 
information from the Department of Personnel, Government of Manipur. He requested two sets 
of information: (i) file notings and documents relating to the issuance of a transfer order and  (ii) 
file notings and correspondence regarding a court order dated 29.12.2023. The Public Information 
Officer (PIO) denied the information under Section 8(1)(j), and later referred to Section 8(1)(a), 
without giving adequate reasoning. Dissatisfied, the appellant filed a First Appeal and subsequently 
a Second Appeal before the Manipur Information Commission.

During the hearings, the appellant argued that the denial was vague, procedurally flawed (since 
an ASPIO responded instead of the SPIO), and did not meet the requirement under Section 7(8)
(i) which mandates providing reasons for denial. He further contended that the cited exemption 
under Section 8(1)(a) did not apply, as the transfer-related information did not concern national 
security or internal security. The SPIO, on the other hand, justified the exemption by stating that 
the transfer was made in light of ethnic strife in Jiribam, and releasing the file notings could impact 
state security or incite unrest.

Orbiter Dicta:

The Commission observed that decisions related to postings of an IAS officer, particularly in 
sensitive areas like Jiribam during ethnic unrest, must be viewed in the context of administrative 
exigencies and broader public interest. The Commission emphasized that Section 8(1)(a) is an 
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overriding provision and is absolute in nature. Hence, there is no obligation to give any information 
to the citizen when the disclosure of information may affect sovereignty, integrity, or security. 

Held:

The Manipur Information Commission upheld the denial of information by the Department 
of Personnel, Government of Manipur, stating that the refusal was justified under Section 8(1)
(a) of the RTI Act. It accepted the SPIO’s reasoning that the transfer and related documents were 
connected to sensitive security considerations during ethnic unrest in Jiribam. Given the potential 
impact on state security and the possibility of incitement, the Commission ruled that the matter 
fell within the scope of exempted information. Therefore, no further intervention was deemed 
necessary, and the appeal was dismissed.

Court Cases Referred: None
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Manipur Information Commission
Appeal Case No. 7 of 2024

S. Dhanabir Mangang
Vs.

The SPIO/ Director (YAS), Manipur & Anr.

Date of Decision: 12.8.2024

Decided by Shri K. Radhashyam Singh, State Chief Information Commissioner, Manipur

Provisions Involved in This Case:

Sections 6(1), 19(3), 19(8)(b), 20(1) & (2) of RTI Act 2005.

The appellant, S. Dhanabir Mangang, filed an RTI application, seeking information on 19 
points from the SPIO/Director, Youth Affairs & Sports (YAS), Manipur, concerning the creation 
of Physical Education Teacher posts in the department. Dissatisfied with the response, he filed a 
first appeal on 10.10.2023 and subsequently a second appeal on 08.01.2024 before the Manipur 
Information Commission. Despite repeated hearings and Commission directions, the YAS 
Department consistently failed to furnish satisfactory or complete information and often sent 
unprepared representatives.

Throughout multiple hearings, the Commission noted that the YAS Department not only delayed 
the transfer of relevant queries to the Education (S) Department but also provided misleading and 
inaccurate information (e.g., use of non-definitive terms such as “may be”, “may not be” and 
“approximately” and discrepancies in sanctioned posts). The SPIO failed to respond to show cause 
notices and did not appear during several hearings. The appellant expressed dissatisfaction with 
vague and evasive responses. Consequently, the Commission imposed a penalty of Rs.25,000 on 
the SPIO/Director (YAS) under Section 20(1) of the RTI Act and directed that the amount be 
deducted from the salary of the concerned officer. The Public Authority ultimately furnished the 
information and deposited the penalty, and the case was closed.
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Orbiter Dicta:

The Commission strongly criticized the repeated non-compliance and irresponsible behavior 
of the SPIO/Director (YAS), including the failure to attend hearings, serve timely responses, and 
provide accurate information. It observed that such conduct undermines the spirit and purpose 
of the RTI Act and erodes public trust. The Commission emphasized that furnishing misleading 
or approximate information such as “may be,” “may not be,” and “approximately” in response 
to specific queries is unacceptable and indicative of a lack of seriousness. The Commission also 
clarified that once a second appeal is initiated, any verbal requests for additional information 
beyond the original RTI application should not be entertained and must be addressed through a 
fresh RTI application. 

Held:

The Commission held that the Public Authority (YAS Department) ultimately furnished all the 
information sought under the original RTI application, and any further requests by the appellant 
amounted to new information demands, which should be addressed through a fresh RTI. Given 
the consistent non-compliance and misinformation earlier in the case, the Commission upheld the 
imposition of a Rs.25,000 penalty under Section 20(1) of the RTI Act on the SPIO/Director (YAS), 
which was duly deposited. With all points addressed, the Commission found no grounds for further 
intervention and disposed of the second appeal.

Court Cases Referred: None 
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Manipur Information Commission
Appeal No. 2 of 2022

Th. Hemjit Meetei
Vs.

The SPIO/Additional Director (Grievance Cell), Govt. of Manipur & Anr.

Order dated 05.01.2023

Decided by – Shri O. Sunil Singh, State Chief Information Commissioner Manipur 

Provisions Involved in This Case:

Section 2 (f), of the Right to Information Act, 2005.

The appellant, Th. Hemjit Meetei, filed an RTI application on 11-10-2021 seeking detailed 
information related to a complaint filed against a teacher, R.K. Jillasana Singh, alleging misconduct 
and irregularities. The information sought included names of responsible officials, reasons for 
delay, action taken reports, relevant rules, and communications on the matter. Despite the statutory 
time limit, the SPIO failed to provide any response, prompting the appellant to file a first appeal 
and consequently, the appellant filed a second appeal before the Manipur Information Commission 
seeking both the requested information and penal action against the erring officials.

Held: 

During the proceedings spanning over several months, it was revealed that the file containing 
original documents related to the matter had gone missing. The SPIO cited the COVID-19 lockdown, 
procedural delays, and lack of records as reasons for the non-furnishing of information. While the 
SPIO eventually submitted some information in written statements and replies, the Commission 
found that there was a delay of 147 days in providing any response. Though the Commission did 
not find malafide intent, it directed the Education Department to pay a compensation of ₹4000 to 
the appellant for the detriment suffered.

Obiter Dicta:

* 	 The Commission expressed deep concern over the failure of both the Education Department 
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and the concerned School Management Committee (SMC) in identifying and correcting an 
error in the Date of Birth of the teacher in question, which led to an absurd allegation that he 
was appointed at the age of 8.

* 	 The Commission was “aghast” at the casual manner in which the office file containing 
crucial original documents was misplaced and stressed that such administrative negligence 
could bring disrepute to the department.

* 	 The Commission observed that even though there was a pandemic, official diligence and 
record-keeping must not be compromised, and misplacement of files should prompt internal 
inquiry.

* 	 A caution was issued by the Commission that the Education Department should avoid 
similar future episodes that could undermine the credibility of governance and erode public 
confidence.

Cases Referred: None



241

Manipur Information Commission
Appeal No. 61 of 2022

Mayengbam Tomcha Singh
Vs.

The SPIO/ Director (Vety. & AH), Manipur & Anr.

Order dated 29.12.2022

Decided by – Shri O. Sunil Singh, Chief State Information Commissioner Manipur

Provisions Involved in This Case:

Section 6 (1), and Section 19 of the Right to Information Act, 2005.

The case originated from an RTI application filed by Shri Mayengbam Tomcha Singh on 
14.12.2020, seeking information regarding the outstanding due wages as an Agricultural/Casual 
Labourer in the Directorate of Veterinary & Animal Husbandry (Vety. & AH), Manipur. The Public 
Information Officer (SPIO) responded on 06.01.2021, stating that the queries “do not arise,” which 
the appellant contested as vague and unsatisfactory. He then filed a first appeal and subsequently a 
second appeal with the Commission. During hearings, the appellant’s counsel argued that the RTI 
queries specifically about pending wages and employment status were ignored with misleading 
replies. 

Held: 

The Manipur Information Commission held that it has no authority under the RTI Act to order 
payment of back wages amounting to Rs. 30,000 as requested by the appellant. It found that the 
issue of employment and wage entitlements had already been considered and disposed of by the 
Department in compliance with orders of the Hon’ble High Court. Consequently, the Commission 
directed the SPIO to furnish a concise reply to the RTI queries but dismissed the prayer for wage 
payments, thereby disposing of the appeal.
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Obiter Dicta: 

The Commission emphasized that although the public authority must respond to RTI queries 
transparently and substantively, demands such as back wage payments or employment verification 
must be pursued through appropriate forums. This serves as a precedent reinforcing that the RTI 
mechanism is not a substitute for grievance redressal.

Cases Referred: None 
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Manipur Information Commission
Appeal No. 114 of 2022

Shri Th. Dhanachandra Singh 
Vs.

The SPIO/Secretary (COHSEM), Govt. of Manipur & Anr.

Order dated 23.12.2022

Decided by – Shri O. Sunil Singh, State Chief Information Commissioner Manipur

Provisions Involved in This Case:

None

In Appeal Case No. 114 of 2022 before the Manipur Information Commission, the appellant, 
Shri Th. Dhanachandra Singh, sought information under the RTI Act from the SPIO/Joint Secretary 
(Academic), Council of Higher Secondary Education, Manipur (COHSEM), concerning his son’s 
evaluated answer scripts from the Higher Secondary Examination 2022. The SPIO allowed the 
appellant to inspect the answer sheets. However, the appellant claimed that he did not receive 
copies of the evaluated answer sheets within time, which delayed his opportunity to address 
potential discrepancies in his son’s marks. Subsequently, the appellant pursued both the first and 
second appeals, alleging harassment, denial of information to his wife without proper grounds, 
and demanded penalty and compensation against the SPIO. The SPIO contended that he made 
repeated efforts to facilitate access to the information but the appellant either failed to appear for 
the scheduled inspections or sent an unauthorized representative. 

Held: 

The Commission, upon hearing both parties and reviewing records, concluded that there was no 
wilful delay or malafide intention by the SPIO. Based on which the Commission rejected the prayer 
for compensation or penalty, finding no grounds for harassment or deliberate non-compliance, and 
disposed of the appeal accordingly.
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Obiter Dicta: 

The Commission observed that although the RTI Act allows access to information related to 
“life and liberty” within 48 hours, in this case, the request did not qualify for such urgency as 
it pertained to the son of the appellant and not directly to the appellant himself. Moreover, the 
Commission emphasized the importance of following due procedures, such as authorization when 
a third party seeks to collect information. It also noted that procedural misunderstandings or lack 
of cooperation from the applicant’s side, such as missing scheduled appointments or not providing 
proper authorization for representatives, can obstruct the smooth implementation of RTI provisions, 
and such conduct should not automatically be interpreted as denial or delay by the SPIO. 

Cases Referred: None
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Mizoram Information Commission 
Second Appeal- 32/2013- MIC

Mr. Z. Khawzawl
Vs.

SPIO, Departmental Appellate Authority, GAD, Govt of Mizoram

Date of Decision: 04.03.2014

Decided by Shri Lal Dingliana, State Chief Information Commissioner, Mizoram

Provisions Involved in This Case:

Sections 8(1)(g), 8(1)(j) & 11(1) of the RTI Act 2005

The appellant, Mr. Z. Khawzawl, had been engaged as a Muster Roll Receptionist at Mizoram 
House, Silchar under the Government of Mizoram since 1998. He was dismissed from service 
in 2012 on the grounds that his integrity and trustworthiness were in doubt. He challenged this 
dismissal before the Guwahati High Court, which quashed the dismissal order and directed the 
authorities to reconsider his case under the “Regularization of Muster Roll Employees Mizoram 
Scheme, 2000”, taking into account his 14 years of service. Following this, the appellant requested 
re-engagement, but GAD declined, citing limited sanctioned posts and disciplinary concerns based 
on the feedback from 27 employees of Mizoram House, Silchar. Mr. Khawzawl then filed an RTI 
seeking copies of these employee statements. The SPIO denied the request citing Section 8(1) 
of the RTI Act (privacy grounds). The first appeal was also rejected, and upon filing a second 
appeal, the Mizoram Information Commission reviewed the case, considering both the appellant’s 
arguments and the GAD’s reasoning.

Orbiter Dicta:

The Mizoram Information Commission observed that the former SPIO and DAA had failed to 
clearly invoke and justify the applicability of Sections 8(1)(g) and 8(1)(j) of the RTI Act in their 
response to the RTI application. The Commission emphasized that vague or combined references 
to these sections without specific reasoning lead to confusion and dissatisfaction among applicants. 
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Furthermore, the order emphasized the necessity to establish public interest before disclosing such 
content under RTI. The Commission also reiterated that statements given in confidence cannot be 
disclosed unless larger public interest is clearly demonstrated.

Held:

The Mizoram Information Commission upheld the decision of the SPIO and the Departmental 
Appellate Authority (DAA), GAD, not to disclose the statements provided in confidence by 27 
employees of Mizoram House, Silchar. The Commission concluded that the appellant failed to 
establish any bona fide public interest or utility in seeking access to such third-party confidential 
information. The appeal was thereby disposed of.

Court Cases Referred: None
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Mizoram Information Commission 
Second Appeal No. 08/07 – MSIC

T. Lalbiakdika
Vs.

FAA & DIG (Range) and SPIO & S.P. Aizawl 

Date of Decision: 21.01.2008

Decided by Shri Robert Hrangdawla, State Chief Information Commissioner, Mizoram

Provisions Involved in This Case:
Section 6(1), Section 7(1), Section 7(3), Section 7(8), Section 8(1)(h) of RTI Act 2005.

The appellant, T. Lalbiakdika, a journalist, filed an RTI application seeking information 
regarding the unnatural death of Pastor Chanchinmawia, which was under police investigation. 
He submitted a set of 14 questions to the SPIO, Pu L.T. Hrangchal, on 23.10.2007. However, the 
SPIO declined to provide the requested information citing that the matter was under investigation 
and such information could not be disclosed. Dissatisfied, the appellant filed a first appeal claiming 
the matter involved the “life and liberty of a person” and hence, as per Section 7(1), information 
should have been provided within 48 hours. The First Appellate Authority also rejected the appeal. 
However, it was found that neither the SPIO nor the Appellate Authority cited the specific clause of 
Section 8 under which the information was denied. Furthermore, both authorities maintained that 
since the investigation report had been submitted to the court, they were no longer in possession 
of the information. The Commission rejected these claims, stating that the denial lacked legal 
justification.

Orbiter Dicta:

The Commission observed that for denying information under Section 8 of the RTI Act, it is 
essential for the SPIO or any appellate authority to provide a clear, reasoned justification showing 
how disclosure would impede the process of investigation or prosecution. A vague or unexplained 
rejection is bad in law. The Commission relied on the fact that reasonless orders are not sustainable 
as per the RTI Act.
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Held:

The Mizoram State Information Commission held that the SPIO and First Appellate Authority 
failed to justify the denial of information sought by the appellant. The denial was not in accordance 
with the provisions of the RTI Act. The Commission ordered that the requested information be 
provided to the appellant, duly attested and free of cost, within 48 hours from receipt of the order, 
treating it as information involving the life and liberty of a person. 

Court Cases Referred: None
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Odisha Information Commission
Second Appeal Nos. 1274/2020, 1929/2020

Dibya Singh Das
Vs.

PIO O/o Tehasildar. Derabish Tahasil, District Kendrapara

Date of Decision: 11.09.2024

Decided by Shri Jalada Kumar Tripathy, State Chief Information Commissioner, Odisha

Provisions Involved in This Case:
Section 6(3), Section 18(1)(b), Section 19(8)(b), Section 20(2), Rule 7(1)(c)  of Odisha 
Information Commission (Appeal Procedure) Rules, 2006 

The appellant, Dibya Singh Das, had filed two RTI applications seeking information pertaining 
to certain land-related records under the custody of the Office of the Tahasildar, Derabish Tahasil, 
District-Kendrapara. The public authority failed to respond appropriately. The core issue revolved 
around the delay and negligence by the concerned PIO in transferring the RTI application to the 
appropriate public authority (Tahasildar, Kendrapara), as the information sought pertained to that 
office and not Derabish.

The appellant approached the Odisha Information Commission after facing prolonged 
inaction. It was found during hearings and submission review that the records were not available 
with Derabish Tahasil due to the bifurcation of the Tahasil. The Commission observed that the 
authorities failed to transfer the application under Section 6(3) of the RTI Act to the concerned 
Tahasildar at Kendrapara, and further failed to inform the appellant timely. The lapse continued for 
over three years, and the Commission noted negligence, resulting in denial of rightful information 
to the appellant.

Obiter Dicta: 

The Commission took serious note of the lapses and non-compliance of statutory timelines 
under the RTI Act. It emphasized that even simple requests, like transferring an application under 
Section 6(3), if not fulfilled in time, could result in unjust denial of rights under the RTI framework. 
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The judgment underscored the importance of strict adherence to statutory provisions under RTI to 
avoid hardship to citizens and maintain transparency in governance.

Held:

The Odisha Information Commission held that the Office of the Tahasildar, Derabish Tahasil, 
had failed in its statutory duty under Section 6(3) of the RTI Act to transfer the application and 
provide timely information. The Commission imposed a compensation of Rs. 20,000 to be paid to 
the appellant by the public authority for the hardship caused due to negligence. Furthermore, the 
First Appellate Authority was reprimanded for failing to discharge its statutory duty effectively. The 
Commission authorizes the present Sub-Collector, Kendrapara, under Rule 7(1)(c) of the Odisha 
Information Commission Rules 2006, to cause a thorough probe into such srious lapses and initiate 
appropriate Disciplinary action under Section 20(2) in respect of all concerned found liable for 
such lapses, on the basis of the findings of the enquiry.

Court Cases Referred: None
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Odisha Information Commission
Second Appeal No.547 /2021

Sk. Mohammed Ali Zinna 
Vs.

Public Information Officer, Rural Development Department, Government of 
Odisha

Order dated: 03/09/2022

Decided by – Shri Jalada Kumar Tripathy, State Chief Information Commissioner, Odisha

Provisions Involved in This Case:
Section 6(3), Section 8(1)(j)  of the RTI Act

The appellant, Sk. Mohammed Ali Zinna, filed an RTI application before the PIO, Rural 
Development Department (R.D. Department), Government of Odisha, seeking information 
regarding the statements of movable and immovable properties submitted by various categories 
of engineers serving across several districts from 2005 onwards. The PIO, R.D. Department, 
transferred the application to the PIO, Works Department, under Section 6(3) of the RTI Act. The 
Works Department PIO, in turn, had already transferred an identical earlier RTI application by the 
appellant to multiple PIOs of the relevant departments, requesting them to respond directly to the 
appellant. Dissatisfied with the lack of direct information, the appellant pursued a second appeal 
before the Odisha Information Commission. During hearings, the First Appellate Authority and 
PIOs of the Works Department contended that the requested information was exempt under Section 
8(1)(j) of the RTI Act, as the property statements were personal in nature and stored in sealed 
cover, accessible only for inquiries by competent authorities. The appellant argued that a 2021 
Government Resolution supporting transparency in the administration, implying no confidentiality 
should exist, even for older records. However, the Commission ruled that the older statements 
confidential and exempt from disclosure under Section 8(1)(j).

Held: 

Thus, it held The Odisha Information Commission held that property statements submitted by 
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government servants prior to the year 2016–17 constitute “personal information” under Section 
8(1)(j) of the RTI Act, and are exempt from disclosure. The second appeal was therefore disposed 
of.

Obiter Dicta: 

The Commission emphasized that circulars mandating proactive disclosure such as online 
submission of property statements cannot be given retrospective effect unless explicitly mentioned. 
It clarified that prior to 2016–17, property statements were treated as confidential and submitted in 
sealed cover, and such procedural confidentiality still applies unless a legal mandate overrides it. 

Cases Referred:

1.	 Girish Ramachandra Despande Vs. Central Information Commissioner & others (2013) 1 SCC 212)
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Odisha Information Commission
Second Appeal No. 1815/2023

Basanta Manjari Rout
Vs.

PIO & FAA,  O/o District Education Officer, Cuttack 

Date of Decision: 11.09.2024

Decided by Shri S.K. Mohanty, State Information Commissioner, Odisha

Provisions Involved in This Case:
Section 6(3), Section 20(1) & 20(2), Rule 7(1)(C) of Odisha Information Commission (Appeal 
Procedure) Rules, 2006 

The appellant, Ms. Basanta Manjari Rout, filed an RTI application seeking information regarding 
the educational qualification and training of Smt. Nilima Patra (Assistant Teacher), copies of ROR 
and Sale Deed of Gokan High School, and details of electricity installations and bills for specific 
periods. Despite clear directions from the First Appellate Authority (FAA), the required information 
was not provided by the concerned PIOs. The RTI was transferred to the Headmaster of Gokan 
High School under Section 6(3) of the RTI Act, but there was consistent failure in furnishing the 
complete details. Gokan High School and its PIO failed to provide the educational certificate of 
Smt. Nilima Patra, citing third-party exemption and claiming non-availability of records. However, 
due to allegations of submission of fake B.Ed. certificates, the matter was further investigated. The 
Additional District Magistrate conducted an inquiry, during which Smt. Nilima Patra did not appear 
or submit a response. The inquiry established that her certificate was doubtful as her roll number 
was not found in university records, leading to the conclusion that she had submitted a fake B.Ed. 
certificate. Consequently, her services were terminated.

Orbiter Dicta:

This case highlights the critical role of the RTI Act in exposing fraudulent practices within 
public institutions, particularly concerning appointments based on fake documents. The 
Commission emphasized that repeated failure to supply requested information, especially when 



254

such information concerns public interest and transparency, constitutes a serious breach of duty by 
the Public Information Officer. 

Held:

The Odisha State Information Commission held that Smt. Nilima Patra had submitted a fake 
B.Ed. certificate at the time of her appointment as Assistant Teacher at Gokan High School. The 
Commission directed the termination of her services based on the findings of the ADM’s inquiry. It 
also found the PIO guilty of non-disclosure and misrepresentation by citing third-party exemption 
and not furnishing the educational certificate despite multiple directions. The Commission 
recommended disciplinary action against the PIO under Section 20(2) of the RTI Act for deliberately 
obstructing the flow of information and suppressing facts.

Court Cases Referred in this Case: None
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Punjab Information Commission
Appeal Case No. 4645 of 2022 

Sh. Prem Kumar Rattan
Vs.

PAO and FAA O/o The Medical Superintendent, Rajindra Hospital, Patiala

Date of Decision: 14.05.2025

Decided by – Shri Inderpal Singh Chief Information Commissioner Punjab

Provisions Involved in This Case:
Section 11, Code of Civil Procedure, 1908 – Res judicata doctrine, preventing re-litigation of the 
same issue.

The appellant, Sh. Prem Kumar Rattan, filed an RTI application seeking certain information 
from the office of the Medical Superintendent, Rajindra Hospital, Patiala. A similar RTI application 
with identical queries had already been filed earlier under Appeal Case No. 4648 of 2022, which was 
adjudicated and disposed of by the Commission on 19.06.2023. The information in that case was 
provided by the respondent authority, and the appellant was given liberty to file any submissions 
within four weeks, which he failed to do. Despite that, the appellant filed another appeal (Appeal 
Case No. 4645) without disclosing that the earlier matter had already been resolved on identical 
grounds, thereby misleading the Commission. The respondent reiterated that both appeals sought 
the same information, from the same custodian, regarding a handicapped-category booth allotted to 
one Sh. Gurjeet Singh Walia, and no new facts or deficiencies had been pointed out. 

Obiter Dicta:

The Punjab State Information Commission strongly emphasized that the RTI Act must not be 
misused to mislead the Commission or to pressurize public authorities. The Commission invoked 
the principle of Res Judicata from Section 11 of the Code of Civil Procedure, 1908, underlining 
that matters already adjudicated upon between the same parties cannot be reopened on identical 
grounds. Furthermore, the Commission advocated for the responsible exercise of the right to 
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information and upheld the integrity of adjudicatory processes by imposing a 180-day bar on the 
appellant from filing any RTI-related cases within Punjab’s jurisdiction.

Held:

The Punjab State Information Commission held that the appellant deliberately concealed the 
fact that an earlier identical appeal (Appeal Case No. 4648 of 2022) had already been adjudicated 
and closed with liberty provided to raise deficiencies, which the appellant failed to do. In light 
of this concealment and to prevent misuse of the RTI mechanism, the Commission invoked the 
doctrine of Res Judicata, imposed a temporary 180-day bar on the appellant from filing further RTI 
matters in Punjab.

Court Cases Referred:

* Central Board of Secondary Education (CBSE) vs. Aditya Bandopadhyay and Others*, Civil 
Appeal No. 6454 of 2011 (Supreme Court of India)
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Punjab Information Commission
Appeal Case No. 1223/2023 & 23 Ors.

Sh.  Lajpat Rai Garg
Vs.

PIOs representatives of various departments (Government of Punjab)

Date of Decision: 12.03.2025

Decided by – (1) Shri Virinderjit Singh Billing, State Information Commissioner Punjab

(2) Shri Sandeep Singh Dhaliwal, State Information Commissioner Punjab

Provisions Involved in This Case:
Section 7(9) – Information that would disproportionately divert the resources of the public 
authority

The present matter involved a batch of 24 appeals/complaints filed under the RTI Act, 2005 
by Shri Lajpat Rai Garg against various Public Information Officers (PIOs) across municipal and 
local government bodies in Punjab. The Commission observed that the RTI applications submitted 
by the appellant were vague, ambiguous, and lacks specificity, making it difficult for the concerned 
departments to understand the specific information sought. These applications lacked clarity and 
precision, which hindered the transparency objective of the RTI Act and placed an undue burden 
on public authorities.

It was further noted that many of the RTI requests revolved around seeking personal information 
of government employees with whom the appellant allegedly had prior disputes. One such dispute 
had even led to the registration of an FIR against the appellant. Despite receiving responses and 
being offered the opportunity to inspect records, the appellant pointed out non-cooperation from the 
concerned departments and refused inspection. 

Obiter Dicta:

The Commission emphasized that while the RTI Act is a powerful tool for transparency, it must 
not be allowed to become an instrument of personal vendetta, harassment, or fishing inquiries. The 
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Commission also recognizes that every citizen has the right to seek information, provided that the 
request is reasonable and in public interest.

Held:

The Punjab State Information Commission dismissed all 24 RTI cases, stating that the 
information sought was either exempt under the RTI Act or not in public interest, and appeared to 
be driven by personal grievances. The appellant was issued a strict warning against filing frivolous 
and vexatious applications. The Commission advised all PIOs to use Section 7(9) of the RTI Act to 
deny requests that are disproportionate or likely to disrupt functioning. Future applications from the 
appellant may be summarily rejected if found to lack merit or public interest.

Court Cases Referred:

1.	 Central Board of Secondary Education & Anr. v. Aditya Bandopadhyay & Ors. [(2011) 8 SCC 497]
2.	 Union of India v. Namit Sharma [(2013) 10 SCC 359]
3.	 Girish Ramchandra Deshpande v. Central Information Commissioner & Ors. [(2013) 1 SCC 212]
4.	 Vijay Kumar v. State Information Commission [Punjab & Haryana High Court, CWP No. 4787 of 

2011]
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Punjab Information Commission
Appeal Case No. 2035/2022 & 69 Ors. 

Sh.   Manjinder Singh
Vs.

PIO’s & FAA’s various Regional Transport Authority (Government of Punjab)

Date of Decision: 08.01.2025

Decided by –Shri Sandeep Singh Dhaliwal, State Information Commissioner Punjab

Provisions Involved in This Case:
Section 7(9), Section 2(j), Section 4(1)(a) of RTI act 2005

The appellant, Shri Manjinder Singh, filed more than 70 second appeals before the Punjab 
State Information Commission (PSIC), seeking detailed information from various Regional 
Transport Authorities (RTAs) across Punjab. His RTI applications demanded records regarding 
speed governors, NOC applications, national permits, vehicle registrations, insurance and fitness 
certificates. However, the information sought was found to be vague, repetitive, and overly 
burdensome, placing a significant strain on public authorities. Upon examination, the Commission 
noted a pattern of misuse and harassment. Several RTAs submitted complaints alleging that the 
appellant was involved in professional blackmail by demanding money under the guise of exposing 
corruption. Despite being given several opportunities, the appellant failed to establish any genuine 
public interest in the information sought or justify how the information was being used. 

Obiter Dicta:

The Commission emphasized that the RTI Act, while a vital tool for ensuring transparency, 
must not be used to burden public authorities with repetitive and malicious requests. It observed 
that the RTI regime should not become a platform for extortion or personal vendettas. The principle 
of constructive res judicata was highlighted, stating that applicants are expected to seek all related 
information in a single application rather than file fragmented and voluminous requests.
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Held:

The Punjab State Information Commission held that Shri Manjinder Singh’s conduct constituted 
abuse of the RTI process, characterized by repetitive, vague applications and malafide intent. 
Consequently, the Commission debarred him from filing any further RTI applications before the 
PSIC for one year. Additionally, all 70 pending second appeals were dismissed, and previously 
imposed penalties and compensations against public authorities were dropped. Authorities were 
also advised to disregard future RTI applications from the appellant under Section 7(9) of the RTI 
Act if found repetitive or burdensome.

Court Cases Referred:

1.	 Ramesh Chand Jain vs. Delhi Transport Corporation (CIC/AD/A/2013/001326-SA)

2.	 Prem Prakash Kumar vs. NFL, Panipat (Decision No. 246/IC/(A)/2006)

3.	 Gopal Soni vs. New India Assurance Co. Ltd. (F. No. CIC/AT/A/2008/00097)

4.	 CBSE & Anr. vs. Aditya Bandopadhyay & Ors. (C.A. No. 6454 of 2011, Supreme Court)

5.	 Registrar of Supreme Court of India vs. Commodore Lokesh K. Batra & Ors. (Delhi High 
Court, LPA 24/2015)

6.	 Keshav Sahebrao Raje Nimbalkar vs. Krishna Khore Irrigation Corporation (Maharashtra 
SIC, Pune
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jktLFkku lwpuk vk;ksx

f}rh; vihy la[;k RIC/NMTH/A/2024/013667

Jh nkeksnj flag
cuke

vfrfjDr iqfyl v/kh{kd] ftyk uhedkFkkuk ¼jkt-½

fu.kZ; fnukad % 03-02-2025

fu.k;Z fy;k x;k % jkT; lwpuk vk;qDr Jh lqjs'k pUæ xqIrk

bl ekeys esa 'kkfey çko/kku%
Section 8 (1) (d), 8 (h), 22 of RTI Act 2005 & 172 (3) of the Cr. P.C.

1-	 vihykFkhZ dh vksj ls Jh Hkxor xkSM] vf/koDrk] mifLFkrA

2-	 izR;FkhZ i{k dh vksj ls Jh ohjsUnz flag] SI, mifLFkrA 

3-	 eSaus mHk; i{k dks lquk rFkk i=koyh esa miyC/k i=kfn dk ifj’khyu fd;kA  

4-	 vihykFkhZ us vkosnu fnukad 29-04-2024 ls ,Q-vkbZ-vkj- uEcj 272@2005 dh dsl Mk;jh dh lR; 

izfrfyfi miyC/k djkus ds laca/k esa 02 fcUnqvksa dh lwpuk pkgh FkhA lwpuk ugha feyus ds dkj.k vihykFkhZ 

us vUrr% f}rh; vihy vk;ksx esa izLrqr dhA  

5-	 vk;ksx }kjk tkjh uksfVl ds lanHkZ esa izR;FkhZ ds izfrfuf/k us lquokbZ ds nkSjku  vihyksÙkj fnukad 27-01-

2025 izLrqr djrs gq, ;g voxr djok;k fd vihykFkhZ dks i= fnukad 25-05-2024 ls urhtk fjiksVZ] 

uD’kk ekSdk] c;ku] pksV izfrosnu fjiksVZ dh izekf.kr izfr layXu dj fHktok;h xbZ gS rFkk tgka rd dsl 

Mk;jh dk iz’u gS] izdj.k U;k;ky; eas fopkjk/khu py jgk gSA vr% mDr lwpuk] lwpuk dk vf/kdkj vf/

kfu;e] 2005 dh /kkjk 8¼1½¼t½ esa vns; gSA mijksDr vihyksÙkj fnukad 27-01-2025 ds ek/;e ls ;g Hkh 

voxr djok;k fd dsl Mk;jh /kkjk 172¼3½ lhvkj-ih-lh-  ¼orZeku esa /kkjk 192¼5½ ¼ch-,u-,l-,l-½ ds 

rgr ns; ugha gksus ds dkj.k ugha nh tk ldrhA mijksDr tkudkjh vihykFkhZ dks vihy fu.kZ; fnukad 

23-07-2024 ls Hkh fHktok nh xbZ gSA mijksDr vk/kkj dks mfpr ekurs gq, izFke vihyh; vf/kdkjh }kjk 

Hkh vihykFkhZ dh izFke vihy dks vLohdkj dj fn;k x;k gSA 



262

6-	 vihykFkhZ ds vf/koDrk us viuh f}rh; vihy esa o lquokbZ ds nkSjku izR;FkhZ i{k ds fofu’p; o izFke  

vf/kdkjh ds fu.kZ; ls vlarqf"V izdV djrs gq, vkosnu eas pkgh xbZ dsl Mk;jh dh izekf.kr izfr;k miyC/k 

djokus dh ekax dh o lquokbZ ds nkSjku ;g Hkh fuosnu fd;k fd vxj lEiw.kZ dsl Mk;jh dh izfrfyfi 

lwpuk dk vf/kdkj vf/kfu;e] 2005 dh /kkjk 8¼1½¼,p½ eas vns; gS rks vihykFkhZ dks lwpuk dk vf/kdkj  

vf/kfu;e] 2005 dh /kkjk 10 ds varxZr ,slh lwpuk ftlds izdVu ls U;k;ky; esa dsl ds vfHk;kstu 

dk;Zokgh ij foijhr izHkko iM+us dh laHkkouk gS] mldks fNikrs@gVkrs gq, 'ks"k dsl Mk;jh dh izekf.

kr izfr vihykFkhZ dks miyC/k djokbZ tkosaA vius mijksDr rdZ ds leFkZu esa vihykFkhZ ds vf/koDrk 

us vuqjks/k fd;k fd jktLFkku lwpuk vk;ksx dh f}rh; vihy la[;k 1575@2009 ds fu.kZ; fnukad  

04-11-2009 rFkk f}rh; vihy la[;k 100418@2019 ds fu.kZ; fnukad 07-02-2019 ds vuqlkj ,slh lwpuk 

ftlls vfHk;kstu ij foijhr izHkko iM+us dh laHkkouk gS] mldks lwpuk dk vf/kdkj vf/kfu;e] 2005 

dh /kkjk 10 ds varxZr i`Fkd djrs gq, ‘ks”k lwpuk dh izekf.kr izfr vihykFkhZ dks miyC/k djokbZ tkosA 

7-	 izR;FkhZ ds izfrfuf/k us lquokbZ ds nkSjku ;g fuosnu fd;k fd izdj.k esa izR;FkhZ ds fofu’p; dks mfpr 

ekurs gq;s izFke vihy vf/kdkjh }kjk vius izFke vihy fu.kZ; esa vihykFkhZ dh izFke vihy dks vLohdkj 

dj fn;k x;k gSA vr% vU; dksbZ lwpuk fn;k tkuk visf{kr ugha gS rFkk lwpuk xksiuh; izd`fr dh gksus 

ds dkj.k Hkh miyC/k ugha djokbZ tk ldrhA 

8-	 eSaus mHk; i{k dks lquk rFkk i=koyh dk ifj’khyu fd;kA vihykFkhZ ds vf/koDrk us lquokbZ ds nkSjku o 

vk;ksx dhs iwoZ f}rh; vihy la[;k 1575@2009 ds fu.kZ; fnukad 04-11-2009 ,oa f}rh; vihy la[;k 

100418@2019 Jh jfo’kadj JhokLro cuke jkT; yksd lwpuk vf/kdkjh ,oa iqfyl v/kh{kd f}rh;] 

Hkz”Vkpkj fujks/kd C;wjks esa fn;s x;s vk;ksx ds fu.kZ; fnukad 07-02-2019 dh izfrfyfi izLrqr djrs gq, 

;g ekax dh gS fd mijksDr nksuks f}rh; vihyksa ds fu.kZ; ds vk/kkj ij orZeku izdj.k esa Hkh lwpuk dk 

vf/kdkj vf/kfu;e] 2005 dh /kkjk 10 dk mi;ksx djrs gq,] ,slh lwpuk ftlds izdVu ls U;k;ky; esa 

fopkjk/khu izdj.k ij izHkko iM+ ldrk gS] mldks gVkrs gq, vihykFkhZ dks lwpuk miyC/k djok nh tk;sA 

izR;FkhZ ds izfrfuf/k us fuosnu fd;k fd  vihykFkhZ }kjk pkgh xbZ lwpuk xksiuh; izd`fr dh gS o fn;s 

tkus ;ksX; ugha gksus ds dkj.k miyC/k ugha djokbZ tk ldrh rFkk lkFk gh ;g Hkh fuosnu fd;k fd 

vihykFkhZ dks leqfpr fofu’p; ls voxr djok fn;k gS ,oa vU; dksbZ lwpuk fn;k tkuk visf{kr ugha gSA 

9-	 vihykFkhZ us vius vkosnu esa of.kZr nks FIR 272@2005 o 275@2005 dh dsl Mk;jh dh lR;izfr;ka 

miyC/k djokus dh ekax dh gSA vihykFkhZ }kjk pkgh xbZ lwpuk esa dsl Mk;jh ,d xksiuh; nLrkost gS] 

ftlesa iqfyl foHkkx }kjk tgka&tgka vUos”k.k ds nkSjku ftu&ftu ls lEidZ fd;k] mudk fooj.k vafdr 

gksrk gS o mlls ,slh lwpuk mtkxj gksus dh laHkkouk jgrh gS] ftlls fdlh vU; O;fDr dks tkueky dk 

[krjk gksus dh laHkkouk jgrh gS o ,slh lwpuk esa izdVhdj.k ls U;k;ky; esa py jgs izdj.k@vfHk;kstu 
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ij foijhr izHkko iM+us dh laHkkouk gksus ds dkj.k ,slh lwpuk] lwpuk dk vf/kdkj vf/kfu;e] 2005 dh 

/kkjk 8¼1½¼,p½ o 8¼1½¼Mh½ ds varxZRk vns;rk dh Js.kh ds lkFk CRPC dh /kkjk 172¼3½ ,oa orZeku BNSS 

dh /kkjk 192¼5½ ds varxZr vns; ekuh x;h gSA 

mijksDr ds lanHkZ esa egsUnz flag pkoyk cuke gfj;k.kk jkT; ,oa vU; ds izdj.k la[;k CWP-36572-

2019 esa ekuuh; mPp U;k;ky; iatkc ,oa gfj;k.kk us fn;s vius fu.kZ; fnukad 17-12-2019 esa ;g 

Li”V vafdr fd;k gS fd%& The information, as sought for by the petitioner, could not be supplied to 
him keeping in view the fact that the investigation, which has been carried out by the Investigating 
Agency, has been concluded and the challan having been presented, the case is under trial before 
the Court. In case, the information is supplied to the petitioner, it would impede the process of 
prosecution of the offenders as there is every likelihood that the said information, as sought for by 
the petitioner, would fall in the public domain which could be shared with the accused as well which 
may impede the prosecution of offenders. The learned State Information Commission has rightly 
relied upon the judgment of the Hon’ble Supreme Court which reads 3 of 5 as follows:- 

Hon’ble Apex Court has observed as under:- 

Object of the Act is to harmonize the conflicting public interests, that is, ensuring transparency to 
bring in accountability and containing corruption on the one hand, and at the same time ensure 
that the revelation of information, in actual practice, does not harm or adversely affect other public 
interests which include efficient functioning of the governments, optimum use of limited fiscal 
resources and preservation of confidentiality of sensitive information, on the other hand; (Institute 
of Chartered Accountants of India Vs. Shaunak H. Satya, AIR 2011 SC 336; (2011) 8 SCC 781;JT 
2011 (10) SC 128:(2011) 9 SCALE 639). 

The case diaries may contain information about sources of information, details of persons who 
deposed against the accused or in favour, details of person who refused to depose, list of witnesses, 
personal information like mobile details, calls details collected, investigation on points to be carried 
out, investigation on points could not be carried out etc. 

Further, the non-obstante clause in Section 22 of the RTI Act does not repeal or substitute any pre-
existing law, including the provisions of the Section 172 (3) of the Cr. P.C. However, it does provide 
for the provisions of the RTI Act to have overriding effect over anything inconsistent with the RTI 
Act. The Commission noted the submissions of the representative of the respondent SPIO that the 
case is under trial and is pending for adjudication before the learned trial Court. If the information 
is shared with the appellant, then it will come in public domain and may be available to accused as 
well and that may impede the prosecution of offender. The commission is of view that when a case 
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is under trial before the Court and has not been decided the case diaries cannot be furnished to 
appellant at this stage.” 

This Court is in agreement with the observations of the State Information Commission while passing 
the impugned order dated 15.11.2019 (Annexure P-17). 

There being no illegality in the order passed by the State Information Commission, Haryana which 
would call for any interference by this Court. 

ekuuh; mPpre U;k;ky; }kjk Hkh CRIMINAL APPEAL NO. 694 of 2017. Arising out of SLP (crl.) 

No. 9314 of 2016 ckydjke cuke mÙkjk[k.M jkT; ,oa vU; esa fn;s fu.kZ; fnukad 19-04-2017 esa ;g 

vafdr fd;k gS fd %& From the afore-mentioned, it is clear that the denial of right to the accused to 
inspect the case diary cannot be characterized as unreasonable or arbitrary. The confidentiality is 
always kept in the matter of investigation and it is not desirable to make available the police diary to 

the accused on his demand. 

jktLFkku jkT; lwpuk vk;ksx us Hkh f}rh; vihy CIC/JPRM/A/2021/116179 Jh eqds'k eksMiVsy cuke 

jkT; yksd lwpuk vf/kdkjh ,oa vfrfjDr iqfyl v/kh{kd ¼vijk/k 'kk[kk½ Hkz"Vkpkj fujks/kd C;wjksa esa fn;s 

fu.kZ; fnukad 30-08-2022 esa Hkh dsl Mk;jh ds nkSjku Vªk;y Hkh miyC/k ugha djok;s tkus dks fof/klEer 

ekurs gq, vihykFkhZ dh vihy dk fuLrkj.k fd;k gSA vr% mijksDrkuqlkj izR;FkhZ i{k }kjk fd;k x;k 

fofu’p; fof/klEer gS rFkk vihykFkhZ }kjk izLrqr vihy ,oa vk{ksi fof/klEer ugha gSA bl vkyksd esa 

vihy esa vc dksbZ dk;Zokgh visf{kr ugha gksus ls vihy fuLrkfjr fd;k tkuk lehphu gSA

10-	 vLrq] vihy mijksDrkuqlkj fuLrkfjr dh tkrh gSA  

11-	 vkns'k dh izfr mHk; i{k dks izsf"kr gksA  

12-	 fu.kZ; ?kksf"krA
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jktLFkku lwpuk vk;ksx

f}rh; vihy la[;k RIC/BIKN/A/2024/007990

latho ;kno
cuke

ek/;fed f'k{kk chdkusj ¼jkt-½

fu.kZ; fnukad % 21-11-2024

fu.k;Z fy;k x;k % jkT; lwpuk vk;qDr Jh Vhdkjke 'kekZ

bl ekeys esa 'kkfey çko/kku%
Section 2 (h), 8 (1) (j) of the RTI Act 2005

1-	 vihykFkhZ vkosnd us lwpuk dk vf/kdkj vf/kfu;e] 2005 ¼ftlesa vkxs vf/kfu;e ls lacksf/kr fd;k x;k 

gS½ dh /kkjk&6¼1½ ds vraxZr vkosnu fnukad 21&03&2024 ds }kjk fgrdkjh fuf/k ds laca/k esa vkosnu 

esa of.kZr 6 fcUnqvksa dh lwpuk miyC/k djokus gsrq jkT; yksd lwpuk vf/kdkjh ds le{k vkosnu fd;k 

ysfdu mls iw.kZ lwpuk miyC/k ugh djokbZ xbZA 

2-	 vihykFkhZ vkosnd dh izFke vihy esa ikfjr fu.kZ; fnukad 16&05&2024 }kjk jkT; yksd lwpuk vf/kdkjh 

dks funsZf’kr fd;k x;k fd og vkosnd }kjk pkgh xbZ lwpuk dk fcUnqokj izfrmRrj lwpuk dk vf/kdkj 

vf/kfu;e] 2005 ds fu;ekuqlkj okafNr lwpuk 3 fnol esa fHktok;saA 

3-	 jkT; yksd lwpuk vf/kdkjh us bl vkns“k dh ikyuk esa fnukad 20&05&2024 ds vkns’k }kjk vkosnd dks 

lwfpr fd;k fd vkosnd }kjk izFke nks fcUnqvksa eas pkgh xbZ va”knku dh izd`fr vkSj va”knku dh njksa dh 

lwpuk,¡a vkWuykbZu csolkbV ij miyC/k gS ckfd lwpuk dk vf/kdkj vf/kfu;e 2005 dh /kkjk 2¼,p½ ds 

vuqlkj fgrdkjh fuf/k ds Lo&foÙkiksf”kr gksus ds dkj.k ‘ks”k xqIr lwpuk,¡ a fdlh O;fDr dks ugha nh tk 

ldrh gSa vkSj blesa yksdfgr Hkh fufgr ugha gSA blds vykok fcUnq la[;k 6 esa pkgh xbZ lwpuk ykHkkfUor 

deZpkfj;ksa ls lacaf/kr gS tks r`rh; i{kdkj dh Js.kh es vkrs gSaA ftudh O;fDrxr lwpuk,a /kkjk 8¼1½ ds 

vuqlkj ns; ugha gSA vihykFkhZ vkosnd us mDr vkns’k ls O;fFkr gksdj ;g f}rh; vihy izLrqr dh gSA   

4-	 lquokbZ ds nkSjku vihykFkhZ vkosnd dk eq[;r% ;g dguk gS fd izFke vihyh; fu.kZ; esa jkT; yksd 
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lwpuk vf/kdkjh dks leLr lwpuk,a miyC/k djokus ds fy, funsZf’kr fd;k x;k gS ysfdu mlus mDr 

vkns’k dh ikyuk ugha dh gS vkSj uk gh mlds fo:} f}rh; vihy izLrqr dh gSA mlus izFke vihyh; 

vf/kdkjh ds vkns”k dh ikyuk djkus vkSj jkT; yksd lwpuk vf/kdkjh dks nf.Mr djokus ds fy, ;g  

f}rh; vihy is”k dh gS tks Lohdkj fd;s tkus ;ksX; gSA mldk ;g Hkh dguk gS fd fgrdkjh fuf/k 

ljdkjh vf/kdkfj;ksa }kjk ljdkjh dkfeZdksa ds fy, xfBr dh xbZ gSA ftlesa dksbZ izkbosV O;fDr ugha gSA 

vr% ;g vf/kfu;e dh /kkjk 2¼,p½ ds varxZr yksd izkf/kdkjh dh Js.kh esa vkrh gSaA jkT; yksd lwpuk 

vf/kdkjh dk vkns”k fof/k fo:} gSaA vihy Lohdkj fd;s tkus ;ksX; gSA 

5-	 lquokbZ ds nkSjku izR;FkhZ dh vkSj ls dgk x;k gS fd fgrdkjh fuf/k dk xBu dkfeZdksa ds dY;k.k ds 

fy, fd;k x;k gS tks ,d Lo&foÙkiksf”kr O;oLFkk gSA ftl ij ljdkj dk dksbZ fu;=a.k ugha gSa vkSj 

ljdkj }kjk dksbZ foÙkh; lgk;rk Hkh ugha nh tkrh gSA ,slh fLFkfr esa flQZ ljdkjh deZpkfj;ksa ds fy, 

Lo&foÙkiksf”kr] vius lnL;ksa ds va”knku ls lapkfyr lLaFkk dks lwpuk dk vf/kdkj vf/kfu;e 2005 dh 

/kkjk 2¼,p½ ds vUrxZr yksd izkf/kdkjh ekus tkus dk dksbZ izko/kku ugha gSA blds vykok okafNr lwpuk 

esa dksbZ foLr`r yksdfgr fufgr ugha gSA fcUnq l[;k 6 dh lwpuk lnL;ks dh O;fDrxr lwpuk gS tks  

/kkjk 8¼1½¼J½ ds rgr ns; ugha gSA izFke vihyh; vf/kdkjh }kjk lwpuk dk vf/kdkj vf/kfu;e 2005 ds 

vUrxZr fu;ekuqlkj  ns; lwpuk,W ,oa izfr mRrj miyc/k djokus ds funsZ”k fn;s x;s gSA ftldh fcUnqokj 

ikyuk dj nh x;h gSA ;g vihy fujk/kkj gksus ds dkj.k [kkfjt ;ksX; gSA  

6-	 geus mHk; i{k dh cgl lquhA i=koyh ij miyC/k fjdkMZ] mHk; i{k }kjk izLrqr fyf[kr cgl ,oa 

U;kf;d fu.kZ;ksa dk xgurk ls ifj’khyu fd;kA  

7-	 mi;qZDr nyhyksa ds lUnHkZ esa izFke vihyh; vf/kdkjh ds fu.kZ; fnukad 16&05&2024 dk lexz voyksdu 

djus ij ;g Li"V gS fd mlds }kjk fcuk fopkj fd;s gh yksd lwpuk vf/kdkjh dks leLr okafNr 

lwpuk,¡W nsus ds funsZ”k ugha fn;s x;s gSa] cfYd lwpuk dk vf/kdkj vf/kfu;e 2005 ds rgr fu;ekuqlkj 

ns; lwpuk,W gh miyC/k djokus ds funsZ”k fn;s x;s gS vkSj lwpuk,¡ ugha nsus dh fLFkfr esa izfr mRrj 

izsf”kr djus dks dgk x;k gSA mDr Li"V funsZ’kksa dh ikyuk esa jkT; yksd lwpuk vf/kdkjh us vius vkns”k 

fnukad 20&05&2024 }kjk okafNr lwpuk,¡ eq[;r% bl vk/kkj ij miyC/k ugh djok;h xbZ dh fgrdkjh 

fuf/k lwpuk dk vf/kdkj vf/kfu;e 2005 dh /kkjk 2¼,p½ ds varxZr yksd izkf/kdkjh dh Js.kh esa ugha 

vkrh gSA ,slh fLFkfr esa bl izdj.k esa ;g fu.kkZ;d iz”u mn~Hkwr gksrk gS fd D;k iz”uxr fgrdkjh fuf/k 

/kkjk 2¼,p½ ds vraxZr yksd izkf/kdkjh dh Js.kh esa vkrh gS\ lwpuk dk vf/kdkj vf/kfu;e 2005 dh /kkjk  

2 ¼,p½ esa yksd izkf/kdkjh dh ifjHkk”kk fuEukuqlkj gS%& 

8-	 ¼d½ ^^yksd izkf/kdkjh^^ ls% 
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9-	 ¼[k½ lafo/kku }kjk ;k mlds v/khu^] 

10-	 ¼x½ laln }kjk cukbZ xbZ fdlh vU; fof/k }kjk( 

11-	 ¼?k½ jkT; fo/kku&eaMy }kjk cukbZ xbZ fdlh vU; fof/k }kjk( 

12-	 ¼aM½ leqfpr ljdkj }kjk tkjh dh xbZ vf/klwpuk ;k fd, x, vkns”k }kjk] LFkkfir ;k xfBr dksbZ  

izkf/kdkjh ;k fudk; ;k Lok;Ùk ljdkjh lLaFkk vfHkizsr gS] vkSj blds varxZr% 

13-	 dksbZ ,slk fudk; gS tks dsUnzh; ljdkj ds LokfeRok/khu] fu;a=.kk/khu ;k mlds }kjk izR;{k ;k vizR;{k 

:i ls miyC/k djkbZ fuf/k;ksa }kjk foÙkiksf"kr gS(

14-	 dksbZ ,slk xSj&ljdkjh laxBu gS tks leqfpr ljdkj] }kjk izR;{k ;k vizR;{k :i ls miyC/k djkbZ xbZ 

fuf/k;ksa }kjk foÙkiksf"kr gSA^^ 

15-	 mDr ifjHkk"kk ds izdk”k esa iz”uxr o fgrdkjh fuf/k ds xBu ls lacaf/kr fgrdkjh fuf/k fu;e 1975 ds 

lexz voyksdu ls Li"V gS fd bldk xBu f”k{kk foHkkx ds dkfeZdksa ,oa muds vkfJrkas ds dY;k.k ds 

fy, fd;k x;k gS] ftlesa dkfeZdks }kjk okf”kZd va”knku fd;k tkrk gSA muds va”knku ls ,df=r jkf'k 

ls gh fofufnZ"V fLFkfr;ksa esa dkfeZdksa dks foÙkh; lgk;rk o iqjLdkj vkfn miyC/k djk;s tkrs gSaA bl 

fuf/k esa ljdkj }kjk dksbZ foÙkh; lgk;rk ;k vuqnku ugha fn;k tkrk gSA vFkkZr~ ;g fgrdkjh fuf/k 

ljdkj dh LokfeRok/khu fu;af=r ;k lkjHkwr :i ls foÙkiksf"kr fudk; dh Js.kh esa ugha vkrh gSA bldk 

xBu lafo/kku ;k mlds v/khu laln }kjk cukbZ xbZ fdlh fof/k ;k fo/kkue.My }kjk cukbZ xbZ fdlh 

fof/k }kjk ugha gqvk gSA bl laLFkk dk xBu leqfpr ljdkj }kjk Hkh ugha fd;k x;k gS cfYd f’k{kk 

foHkkx ds dkfeZdks ds fgr ds fy, muds va’knku ls ,df=r jkf’k ls mUgs fofufnZ"V ifjfLFkfr;ksa es foÙkh; 

lgk;rk miyC/k djkus ds fy, fd;k x;k gSA dsoy ek= ljdkjh foHkkx esa dkfeZdksa ds fudk; gksus ls 

bl Lo&foÙkiksf”kr fudk; dh izd`fr esa dksbZ varj ugha vkrk gSA bl rjg mijksDr ifjHkk”kk ds vuqlkj 

iz”uxr fgrdkjh fuf/k uked fudk; yksd izkf/kdkjh dh Js.kh esa ugha vkrk gSA  

16-	 mijksDr vfHker dh iqf"V ekuuh; mPpre U;k;ky; }kjk flfoy vihy la[;k 9017@2013 

¼Thalapalam Service Coperative Bank Ltd. Vs Union Inida½ esa fn;s x;s fu.kZ; fnukad 07&10&2013 

esa izfrikfnr fof/kd fLFkfr ls iw.kZr;k gksRkh gS ftlds vuqlkj jkT; ljdkj }kjk jkT; ds vf/kfu;e ds  

v/khu xfBr lgdkjh lfefr;ksa dks Hkh yksd izkf/kdkjh ds Js.kh esa ugh ekurs gq, mUgsa lwpuk dk vf/kdkj 

vf/kfu;e&2005 dh ifjf/k ls ckgj j[kk x;k gSA  

17-	 mijksDr vuqlkj iz”uxr fgrdkjh fuf/k ds lwpuk dk vf/kdkj vf/kfu;e&2005 esa ;Fkk ifjHkkf”kr yksd 

izkf/kdkjh dh Js.kh esa ugha vkus ds dkj.k ml ij lwpuk dk vf/kdkj vf/kfu;e&2005 ds izko/kku ykxw 
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ugha gksrs gSaA vFkkZr~ mlds laca/k eas jkT; yksd lwpuk vf/kdkjh dk dksbZ lwpuk miyC/k djkus dk nkf;Ro 

ugha gSA

18-	 foHkkx ds dkfeZdksa ds fgr ds fy, xfBr bl Lo&foÙkiksf”kr fudk; ds laca/k eas izeq[k fooj.k vihykFkhZ 

vkosnd dks jkT; yksd lwpuk vf/kdkjh }kjk ;Fkk lwfpr csolkbV ij vkWuykbZu miyC/k gSA blds 

vfrfjDr bl fuf/k dh okf”kZd vads{k.k fjiksVZ foHkkxh; if=dk esa izdkf”kr gksrh gSA jkT; yksd lwpuk 

vf/kdkjh us vk{ksfir vkns”k fnukad 20&05&2024 esa lacaf/kr fyad vafdr dj fn;s gSaA ‘ks”k fcUnqvkas ds 

laca/k esa izFke vihyh; vf/kdkjh ds vkns”k dh ikyuk esa ldkj.k izfrmRrj izsf"kr dj fn;k gSA fuLd”kZr% 

jkT; yksd lwpuk vf/kdkjh us izFke vihyh; vf/kdkjh ds fdlh funsZ’k dh vogsyuk ugha dh gSA 

19-	 mi;qZDr foospu ls Li"V gS fd vk{ksfir vkns”k iwjh rjg fof/k vuqdwy gSA ftleas gLr{ksi djus dk dksbZ 

;qfDr;qDr vk/kkj ugha gSA izLrqr vihy Lohdkj fd;s tkus ;ksX; ugha gSA  

20-	 ifj.kker% izLrqr f}rh; vihy ,rn~}kjk mi;qZDrkuqlkj fuLrkfjr dh tkrh gSA 

21-	 vkt fnukad 21&11&2024 dks fu.kZ; fy[kk tkdj gLrk{kfjr ,oa eqnzkafdr fd;k x;kA 

22-	 fu.kZ; dh izfr mHk; i{k dks izsf"kr dh tkosA 
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Sikkim Information Commission
Case No. 25/SIC/2023

Mr. Chetan Sapkota.
Vs.

SPIO, Directorate of State Lottery, Finance Department, Gangtok, East Sikkim.

Date of Order: 11.03.2024

Decided by Y.P. Gurung, Chief Information Commissioner (Sikkim)

Provisions Involved in This Case:
Sections 2(j), 8(1)(d), 8(1)(j) & 11(1) of RTI Act 2005

The appellant, Mr. Chetan Sapkota, filed an RTI application seeking detailed information 
from the Directorate of State Lottery, Finance Department, Sikkim, on various aspects related to 
lottery operations, including tax/GST deposits, daily sales and prize distribution data, outlet license 
details, etc. The SPIO provided partial information but claimed that certain information was beyond 
their jurisdiction. Dissatisfied, the appellant filed multiple appeals, arguing that vital information 
affecting public interest had not been disclosed.

The Information Commission, upon multiple hearings, found that the SPIO’s response was 
inadequate, especially for queries 11, 12, 17, and 23. It directed the SPIO to procure relevant data 
from the third party (GGIPL) and furnish it to the appellant, emphasizing that the information 
requested in a generalised format, falls within the ambit of public disclosure. The Respondent’s 
inability to present adequate justification for seeking exemption under Sections 8(1)(d) and 8(1)(j) 
of the RTI Act has not been found legally tenable.

Obiter Dicta:

The Commission highlighted the spirit and intent of the RTI Act to ensure transparency, 
accountability, and the public’s right to access information held by public authorities. It emphasized 
that Sections 8(1)(d) and 8(1)(j), while permitting certain exemptions, include a proviso wherein 
disclosure must be allowed when a larger public interest is involved. Harmonizing confidentiality 
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with transparency is crucial. 

Held:

The Commission held that the information sought in queries 11, 12, 17, and 23 was indeed 
under the control of the public authority and did not fall under the exemption clauses of Section 
8(1)(d) or (j), given the evident public interest. It directed the SPIO and the third party (GGIPL) to 
furnish the information within 21 days from the date of order and file compliance report before the 
Commission on or before 16.12.2024.

Court Cases Referred:
1.	 CBSE vs. Aditya Bandopadhyay (2011) 8 SCC 497
2.	 Dr. Naresh Trehan and Others vs. Rakesh Kumar Gupta
3.	 Visnosh Priyakumar vs. CPIO, Raipur, Chennai
4.	 General Manager Finance, Air India Ltd & Anr vs. Virender Singh (LPA No. 205/2012)
5.	 Public Information Officer, CM’s Office, UP vs. SIC and others (W.P. No. 3262/MB/2008)
6.	 R.K. Jain vs. Union of India (2009) 8 SCC 273
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Sikkim Information Commission
Appeal No. 02/SIC/2020

Shri. Navin Kiran Pradhan 
Vs.

State Public Information Officer, Department of Personnel, Gangtok East

Order dated 17.06.2020

Decided by – Shri M.B. Gurung, Chief Information Commissioner Sikkim

Provisions Involved in This Case:
Section 18, Section 19(3), of the Right to Information Act, 2005.

The appellant, Shri Navin Kiran Pradhan, filed a complaint under Section 18(1)(b) and 
(c) of the RTI Act, 2005 before the Sikkim Information Commission, stating that he had not 
received satisfactory or complete information sought via his RTI application dated 10.02.2020. 
The application sought extensive data regarding all appointments made under the Government of 
Sikkim, including names, addresses, appointment orders, salaries, perks, and selection procedures. 
Although he received a partial reply ten days before the hearing, it was deemed unsatisfactory 
and incomplete by him. He also emphasized that Public Sector Undertakings (PSUs) are part of 
the State Government, and information from those entities should also be furnished under the RTI 
Act. On the other hand, the SPIO explained the reasons for delay in providing the information and 
sought additional time to compile the data in the format sought by the appellant, noting that the 
information would have to be collected from multiple departments. 

Held: 

The Commission found the SPIO’s explanation for the delay to be reasonable and therefore 
exempted him from penalties under Sections 20(1) and 20(2) of the RTI Act. Nonetheless, 
considering the public interest involved and the detailed nature of the RTI query, the Commission 
directed the SPIO to supply the remaining information, including from all relevant PSUs, by 
17.07.2020.
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Obiter Dicta: 

The Commission referred to the Supreme Court ruling in Central Information Commission vs. 
State of Manipur, where it was held that the Information Commission under Section 18 of the RTI 
Act does not possess the jurisdiction to order disclosure of information; such power is conferred 
only under Section 19(3) in a second appeal. The only authority the Commission holds under 
Section 18 is to impose penalties under Section 20 if it finds non-bona fide conduct by the SPIO. 
While acknowledging this legal limitation, the Commission in this case chose to direct the SPIO 
to provide information considering the wider public interest and the need for transparency, despite 
acting on a Section 18 complaint.

Cases Referred: None
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Tamil Nadu Information Commission
Case No. 14639/E/2021 & 14816/E/2021

Public Authority: 
SPIO, Tamil Nadu Medical Council. Arumbakkam, Chennai

Date of Order: 23.08.2023

Decided by Shri Md. Shakeel Akhter, Chief Information Commissioner;

Shri P. Dhanasekarn, Information Commissioner & 

Shri R. Priyakumar, Information Commissioner

Provisions Involved in This Case:
Section 2(h) of the RTI Act, 2005, Section 6 of the RTI Act, 2005, Article 372 of the Indian 
Constitution, Madras Medical Registration Act, 1914

The case revolves around whether the Tamil Nadu Medical Council (TNMC) falls under the 
ambit of the Right to Information (RTI) Act, 2005, and whether it qualifies as a “public authority” 
under Section 2(h) of the Act. The TNMC claimed that it did not receive any financial aid from 
the government and operated entirely by their own funds, and therefore was not bound to disclose 
information under the RTI Act. The Council cited a previous State Information Commission 
decision from 2019 to support this position. However, the issue was referred to a Full Bench of the 
Tamil Nadu State Information Commission to conclusively determine TNMC’s status under the RTI 
framework. After reviewing all materials and arguments, including the statutory role of the TNMC 
under the Madras Medical Registration Act, 1914, and its duties such as licensing, maintaining a 
register of medical professionals, and enforcing professional conduct, the Commission determined 
that TNMC performs public functions with significant public interest. It noted that the TNMC was 
created by a statute and its activities directly serve the public and affect public health governance. As 
such, the Commission had to decide whether the Council meets the definition of “public authority” 
as per Section 2(h) of the RTI Act.
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Orbiter Dicta:

The Commission, while delivering its decision, observed that transparency and accountability 
are integral to institutions governing public functions, especially in sectors involving public 
health and professional ethics. It emphasized that the TNMC, being a statutory body created by 
legislation. It is admitted fact that TNMC was created by Madras Medical Registration Act 1914 
under Article 372 of Indian Constitution. Hence, it is clear that TNMC is a creature of Statute. 
Under Section 2(h) a public authority would mean a body or institution established or constituted- 
by or under the Constitution or by any other law made by the Parliament or the State Legislature. 
Since Madras Medical Registration Act 1914, is a legislation adopted through Article 372, it would 
deemed as if the legislation was passed by our Parliament and therefore is an public authority under 
the definition. 

Held:

The Full Bench of the Tamil Nadu State Information Commission held that the Tamil Nadu 
Medical Council clearly falls under the definition of “public authority” as per Section 2(h) of 
the RTI Act, 2005. Consequently, it is bound to provide information under the RTI Act. The 
Commission directed TNMC to appoint appropriate Public Information Officers (PIOs) and First 
Appellate Authorities, so as to comply with the provisions of the RTI Act and furnish information 
to the public.

Court Cases Referred:

Thalappalam Service Cooperative Bank Ltd. vs State of Kerala & Others*, (2013) 16 SCC 82
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Tamil Nadu Information Commission
Case No. 16356/SCIC/2021

Dr. A. Rajakumari 

Vs.

PIO, Deputy Inspector General of Registration, Nandanam, Chennai 

Date of Order: 09.01.2024

Decided by Shri Md. Shakeel Akhter, Chief Information Commissioner

Provisions Involved:
* Section 6(1), Section 19(1) and 19(3), Section 20(1) and 20(2) of the RTI Act, 2005

The case arises from an RTI application filed by Dr. A. Rajakumari seeking detailed information 
regarding an enquiry into a land grabbing complaint involving Mr. V. Radhakrishnan. The appellant 
specifically requested the name and designation of the officer who conducted the enquiry, as well 
as the statements given by the main accused and other relevant individuals. Despite receiving 
partial replies from the Public Information Officer (PIO) and filing a first appeal, the appellant 
remained unsatisfied and subsequently approached the Tamil Nadu Information Commission via a 
second appeal on 07.12.2021. During the hearing, it was revealed that an enquiry had indeed been 
conducted on 20.09.2019 by the then PIO/DIG Mr. Janarthan, but the enquiry was incomplete. 
Further it was revealed that the Circular No.41530/U1/2017 dated 20-10-2017, which had clearly 
withdrawn a previous circular and prohibited such enquiries regarding fraudulent registrations. The 
Commission found that this enquiry had created confusion in the petitioner’s mind and failed to 
provide natural justice, prompting the need for an explanation from the concerned officer.

Orbiter Dicta:

The Commission emphasized that circulars issued by competent authorities such as the IG 
Registration are binding and must be adhered to by Public Information Officers and Enquiry 
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Officers. The failure to follow these circulars not only undermines the legal sanctity but also leads 
to confusion and potential miscarriage of justice. 

Held:

The Commission directed the current PIO to furnish the correct and complete information on 
the two remaining items sought by the representative of the petitioner in his letter dated 09.01.2024 
within 15 days by registered post, along with a compliance report. Additionally, the Commission 
ordered that the then PIO/DIG, Mr. Janarthan, must send a written explanation within 15 days as 
to why action under Section 20(1) and 20(2) of the RTI Act should not be initiated against him for 
conducting an enquiry on 20.09.2019, in violation of Circular No.41530/U1/2017 issued by the IG 
Registration.

Court Cases Referred:

* Supreme Court judgment in Civil Appeal No. 6673 of 2014
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mÙkjk[k.M lwpuk vk;ksx

vihy la[;k % 41251 ,oa vihy la[;k% 41255

Jh jksfgrk”k “kekZ] ,MoksdsV]
cuke

1- yksd lwpuk vf/kdkjh @ mi funs”kd] mPp f”k{kk funs”kky; mRrjk[k.M] gY}kuh ¼uSuhrky½A

2- MkW0 jhVk “kekZ] izkpk;Z] jktdh; egkfo|ky;] tliqj] ftyk m/keflaguxjA 

3- foHkkxh; vihyh; vf/kdkjh @ funs”kd] mPp f”k{kk funs”kky;] gY}kuh] ftyk uSuhrkyA

fu.kZ; fnukad% 13-05-2025

le{k% Jh ;ksxs'k Hkê] jkT; lwpuk vk;qä] mÙkjk[k.M 

vihy varxZr /kkjk 19 ¼3½ lw- dk vf/k-vf/kfu;e- 2005

vkns'k

vkt lquokbZ ds le; vihykFkhZ mifLFkr gSaA vihykFkhZ }kjk i= fnukad 13@05@2025 ds ek/;e ls viuk 

fyf[kr vfHkdFku izLrqr fd;k x;k] ftls ijh{k.kksijkUr i=koyh dk Hkkx cuk;k x;kA izR;qRrjnkrkx.kksa dh 

vksj ls MkW0 jhVk “kekZ] izkpk;Z] jktdh; egkfo|ky;] tliqj mifLFkr gq;sA mi funs”kd] mPp f”k{kk funs”kky; 

mRrjk[k.M] gY}kuh ¼uSuhrky½ MkW0 vkj0,l0 Hkkdquh Hybrid Hearing Mode ds ek/;e ls mifLFkr gq;sA 

izLrqr vihy dh lquokbZ vk;ksx }kjk fnukad 17-02-2025 dks dh x;h FkhA mDr frfFk dks ikfjr vkns”k dk 

izLrj&2 yxk;r 14 fuEuor gS%

izLrj 2-	 vihy la[;k% 41251 ,oa vihy la[;k 41255 leku fo’k;] leku vihykFkhZ ,oa leku yksd 

lwpuk vf/kdkjh ls lacaf/kr gksus ds dkj.k lquokbZ gsrq ,d lkFk lEc) dh tkrh gSA vihy 

la[;k% 41251 esa vihykFkhZ }kjk vuqjks/k i= fnukad 04@05@2024 yksd lwpuk vf/kdkjh@

funs”kd] mPp f”k{kk funs”kky;] gY}kuh mRrjk[k.M] uSuhrky dks lEcksf/kr dj izsf’kr djrs gq, 

fuEukuqlkj 22 fcUnqvksa ij lwpuk ekaxh x;h%& 
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i.	 ;g fd jktdh; egkfo|ky; tliqj Å/keflag uxj es dk;Zjr çkpk;kZ jhrk 'kekZ] f'k{kdksa ,oa vU; 

deZpkfj;ksa dks o"kZ 2021&22 ls 2023&24 ds uoEcj ekg rd esa ftl ehfVax rFkk vU; dk;Z ls 

egkfo|ky; ls tgk¡&tgk¡ Hkstk x;k rks mudks Hkstus dh vkns'k la[;k] frfFk ,oa o"kZ rFkk muds  

TA, DA vkfn fcy vkgfjr fd;s x;s rks ftruk [kpkZ gqvk dh çekf.kr Nk;kçfr;k¡ miyC/k djkus 

dk d"V djsaA

ii.	 ;g fd jktdh; egkfo|ky; tliqj Å/keflag uxj dh çkpk;kZ egksn;k us l= 2022&23 ,oa 

2023&24 esa vius x`g jkT; dh tks ;k=k,a dh gSa] bl lEcU/k esa vius in dk çHkkj ftls lkSik] ml 

çHkkj gLrkarj.k dks ftl vf/kdkjh dks Hkstk] mldh vof/k] fnuk¡d vkSj ftl ek/;e ls dh tSls eksVj 

okgu] jsyxkM+h vFkok ok;q;ku] iSny vkfn esa ftruk [kpkZ gqvk dh lEiw.kZ tkudkjh ,oa lEiw.kZ i=koyh 

dh çekf.kr Nk;kçfr;k¡ miyC/k djkus dk d"V djsaA

iii.	 ;g fd jktdh; egkfo|ky; tliqj Å/keflag uxj dh çkpk;kZ egksn;k us l= 2022&23 ,oa 

2023&24 esa tks tks jktdh; ;k=k,a dh gSa] vkSj ftlds vkns'k rFkk vuqefr ls dh mu lHkh dh lEiw.kZ 

i=koyh ,oa mldh vof/k] fnuk¡d vkSj ftl ek/;e ls dh tSls eksVj okgu] jsyxkM+h vFkok ok;q;ku 

iSny vkfn esa ftruk [kpkZ gqvk ds TA, DA vkfn fjtosZ'ku] fVfdV] fcy] ckmpj] ystj] ACCOUNT 

BOOK vkfn dh lEiw.kZ tkudkjh ,oa lEiw.kZ i=koyh dh çekf.kr Nk;kçfr;k¡ miyC/k djkus dk d"V 

djsaA

iv.	 ;g fd jktdh; egkfo|ky; tliqj Å/keflag uxj esa l= 2021&22] 2022&23 ,oa 2023&24 es 

fofHkUu oxksaZ SC, ST, OBC, EWS rFkk vYila[;d leqnk; ds ftrus Nk=ksa rFkk Nk=kvksa dks Nk=o`fÙk 

çnku dh x;h muds vkosnu i=ksa ds iathdj.k QkeZ dh çFke i`"B çfr dh lEiw.kZ tkudkjh ,oa lEiw.

kZ i=koyh dh çekf.kr Nk;kçfr;k¡ miyC/k djkus dk d"V djasA

v.	 ;g fd jktdh; egkfo|ky; tliqj Å/keflag uxj esa foÙkh; o"kZ 2022&23 ,oa 2023&24 esa 

egkfo|ky; esa tks&tks lkefxz;k¡ Ø; dh x;h rFkk tgk¡ ls Ø; dh x;h muds fcyksa ckmpj ystj] 

ACCOUNT BOOK vkfn dh çfr;k¡ rFkk bldh fu;ekoyh dh çfr dh lEiw.kZ tkudkjh ,oa lEiw.kZ 

i=koyh dh çekf.kr Nk;kçfr;k¡ miyC/k djkus dk d"V djsaA

vi.	 ;g fd jktdh; egkfo|ky; tliqj Å/keflag uxj dh l= 2022&23 ,oa 2023&24 dh Ø; lfefr 

ds lnL;ksa ds uke rFkk bl vof/k esa Ø; dh x;h lkekfxz;ksa ds Ø; djus ds çLrkoksa ij mudh 

lgefr ds gLrk{kj;qä i= dh çekf.kr Nk;kçfr;k¡ miyC/k djkus dk d"V djsA

vii.	 ;g fd jktdh; egkfo|ky; tliqj Å/keflag uxj esa CCTV dSejs ds fcy] 'kklu }kjk Loh—r 

çLrko rFkk vki }kjk Hkstk x;k bl lEcU/k esa 'kklu dks i= lEiw.kZ tkudkjh ,oa lEiw.kZ i=koyh dh  

çekf.kr Nk;kçfr;k¡ miyC/k djkus dk d"V djsA
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viii.	 ;g fd jktdh; egkfo|ky; tliqj Å/keflag uxj esa l= 2021&22] 2022&23 ,oa 2023&24 esa 

çkpk;kZ@f'k{kdksa@Nk=ksa vkfn ds e/; esa egkfo|ky; esa ;fn dksbZ >xM+k@yMkbZ@naxk vkfn fofHkUu 

oxksaZ SC, ST, OBC, EWS rFkk vYila[;d leqnk; ls lEcfU/kr ?kVuk ?kVh gks dh lEiw.kZ tkudkjh 

,oa lEiw.kZ i=koyh dh çekf.kr Nk;kçfr;k¡ miyC/k djkus dk d"V djsA

ix.	 ;g fd jktdh; egkfo|ky; tliqj Å/keflag uxj dh osclkbV ds fcy vkfn dh lEiw.kZ tkudkjh 

,oa lEiw.kZ i=koyh dh çekf.kr Nk;kçfr;k¡ miyC/k djkus dk d"V djsA

x.	 ;g fd jktdh; egkfo|ky; tliqj Å/keflag uxj esa ftrus fo"k; fjä gS mu ij v/;kid dh 

fu;qfä u gksus dk dkj.k rFkk vkids }kjk bl gsrq tks tks ç;kl fd;s x;s dh çekf.kr Nk;kçfr;ka 

miyC/k djkus dk d"V djsA

xi.	 ;g fd jktdh; egkfo|ky; tliqj Å/keflag uxj ds çkjEHk gksus ls vkt orZeku rd Nk= Nk=kvksa 

dh ftruh ØhM+k çfr;ksfxrk;sa vk;ksftr dh x;h mudh rFkk ftruk O;; bu çfr;ksfxrkvksa esa gqvk 

mldh lEiw.kZ tkudkjh ,oa lEiw.kZ i=koyh dh çekf.kr Nk;kçfr;k¡ miyC/k djkus dk d"V djasA

xii.	 ;g fd jktdh; egkfo|ky; tliqj Å/keflag uxj dh çkpk;kZ dk viuk futh okgu gS dh  

çekf.kr Nk;kçfr;k¡ miyC/k djkus dk d"V djsA

xiii.	 ;g fd okgu ftlds uke ls iath—r gS dh çekf.kr Nk;kçfr;k¡ miyC/k djkus dk d"V djsA

xiv.	 ;g fd çkpk;kZ mlh okgu ls egkfo|ky; vkrh gSa dh tkudkjh dh çekf.kr çfrA

xv.	 ;g fd çkpk;kZ ds okgu dks ljdkjh Mªkboj pykrk gSA çkpk;kZ dks mlds fy, dksbZ HkÙkk feyrk gS] 

;k Mªkboj dks dksbZ HkÙkk feyrk gSA ;fn egkfo|ky; dk dksbZ deZpkjh Mªkbo djrk gS] rks mlds 

fy, dksbZ 'kklukns'k gS ;k mldks dksbZ ekuns; fn;k tkrk gS] vkids }kjk ;k foHkkx }kjk dh  

çekf.kr Nk;kçfr;k¡ miyC/k djkus dk d"V djsA

xvi.	 ;g fd foÙkh; o"kZ 2022&23 es çkpk;kZ@DDO }kjk ftruk ctV ljsUMj fd;k x;kA ljsUMj djus 

ls iwoZ tks egkfo|ky; esa yfEcr lcds TA fcy vkgfjr fd, x, dh çekf.kr çfrA

xvii.	 ;g fd jktdh; egkfo|ky; tliqj Å/keflag uxj tc ls çkjEHk gqvk ls ysdj vkt orZeku rd dh 

leLr v‚fMV fjiksVZ] cSysUl 'khV] vkbZåVhåvkjå] ystj] ACCOUNT BOOK vkfn dh çekf.kr Nk;kçfr;k¡ 

miyC/k djkus dk d"V djsA

xviii.	 ;g fd jktdh; egkfo|ky; tliqj Å/keflag uxj tc ls çkjEHk gqvk ls ysdj vkt orZeku rd 

ftruk ctV dsUæ ljdkj vFkok jkT; ljdkj ds fdlh Hkh foHkkx ls vk;k gS dh çekf.kr Nk;kçfr;k¡ 

miyC/k djkus dk d"V djsA
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xix.	 ;g fd jktdh; egkfo|ky; tliqj Å/keflag uxj tc ls çkjEHk gqvk ls ysdj vkt orZeku rd 

ftruk ctV dsUæ ljdkj vFkok jkT; ljdkj ds fdlh Hkh foHkkx ls vk;k gS vkSj tgk¡ tgk¡ ftl 

ftl esa [kpZ gqvk gS mldh lEiw.kZ i=koyh ,oa mldh leLr çekf.kr Nk;kçfr;k¡ miyC/k djkus dk 

d"V djsA

xx.	 ;g fd jktdh; egkfo|ky; tliqj Å/keflag uxj çkpk;kZ dks fdlh Hkh v/;kid ;k deZpkjh dks 

fcuk uksfVl fn, gq, ;k mlds i{k dks tkus fcuk ;k Li"Vhdj.k fy, fcuk çfrdwy çfof"V nsus dk 

vf/kdkj gS dh çekf.kr Nk;kçfr;k¡ miyC/k djkus dk d"V djsA

xxi.	 jktdh; egkfo|ky; tliqj Å/keflag uxj ds çkpk;kZ dks fdlh Hkh deZpkjh dh lsok iqfLrdk es 

xyr çfof"V vadu djus dk vf/kdkj gS ;g vf/kdkj çkpk;kZ dks ftl 'kklukns'k] vkns'k] fu;e] 

mifu;e vFkok vf/kfu;e rFkk lsok ds vf/kdkjh vkfn ls çkIr gS dh çekf.kr Nk;kçfr;k¡ miyC/k 

djkus dk d"V djsA

xxii.	 bu lHkh nLrkostksa@vfHkys[kksa dh çekf.kr Nk;kçfr miyC/k djkus dh —ik djsaA

izLrj 3-	 MkW0 vkj0,l0 Hkkdquh] yksd lwpuk vf/kdkjh@mi funs”kd] mPp f”k{kk funs”kky; mRrjk[k.M] 

gY}kuh ¼uSuhrky½ }kjk i= fnukad 10 ebZ] 2024 ds ek/;e ls mDr vuqjks/k i= dks vf/kfu;e 

dh /kkjk 6¼3½ ds varxZr yksd lwpuk vf/kdkjh@izkpk;Z] jktdh; egkfo|ky;] tliqj ¼m/

keflaguxj½ dks varfjr fd;k x;kA 

izLrj 4-	 yksd lwpuk vf/kdkjh@izkpk;Z] jktdh; egkfo|ky;] tliqj }kjk i= fnukad 20@05@2024 ds 

ek/;e ls vihykFkhZ dks voxr djk;k x;k fd vkids }kjk ekaxh x;h lwpuk ls dksbZ yksdfgr 

;k tufgr fl) gksrk izrhr ugha gksrk gSA vr% vki vius vuqjks/k i= esa ekaxh x;h lwpukvksa ds 

tufgr@yksdfgr gksus ds dkj.k ,oa izek.k ls egkfo|ky; dk;kZy; dks voxr djkus dk d’V 

djsa] ftlls vkidks egkfo|ky; dk;kZy; esa /kkfjr lwpuk miyC/k djk;h tk ldsA 

izLrj 5-	 lwpuk miyC/k u djk;s tkus dk mYys[k djrs gq, vihykFkhZ }kjk fnukad 07@06@2024 dks 

izFke vihyh; vf/kdkjh@izHkkjh funs”kd] mPp f”k{kk funs”kky; gY}kuh dks lEcksf/kr djrs gq, 

izFke vihy izsf’kr dh x;hA foHkkxh; vihyh; vf/kdkjh@izHkkjh funs”kd] mPp f”k{kk] gY}

kuh ¼uSuhrky½ ds }kjk fnukad 10@07@2024 dks izFke vihy dk fuLrkj.k fd;k x;k] ftlds 

varxZr yksd lwpuk vf/kdkjh dks funsZf”kr fd;k x;k fd vihykFkhZ ds vuqjks/k i= fnukad 04-05-

2024 dk iqu% fcUnqokj voyksdu djsa rFkk lwpuk dk vf/kdkj vf/kfu;e] 2005 ds izkfo/kkuksa ds 

vuq:i tks lwpuk ns; ugha gS mlds laca/k esa dkj.k Li’V djrs gq, ns; lwpuk fuLrkj.k vkns”k 

izkIr gksus dh frfFk ls 15 fnu ds Hkhrj vihykFkhZ dks fu%”kqYd lwpuk miyC/k djkuk lqfuf”pr 

djsaA  
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izLrj 6-	 foHkkxh; vihyh; vf/kdkjh ds funsZ”k ds Øe esa yksd lwpuk vf/kdkjh@izkpk;Z] jktdh; 

egkfo|ky;] tliqj ¼Å/keflaguxj½ }kjk i= fnukad 31@07@2024 ds ek/;e ls vihykFkhZ dks 

lwpuk izsf’kr dh x;h] ftlls larq’V u gksus ij vihykFkhZ }kjk izLrqr f}rh; vihy vk;ksx ds 

le{k ;ksftr dh x;hA 

izLrj 7-	 vihy la[;k 41255 esa vihykFkhZ }kjk vuqjks/k i= fnukad 04@05@2024 yksd lwpuk  

vf/kdkjh@funs”kd] mPp f”k{kk funs”kky;] gY}kuh mRrjk[k.M] uSuhrky dks lEcksf/kr dj izsf’kr 

djrs gq, fuEukuqlkj 30 fcUnqvksa ij lwpuk ekaxh x;h%&

i.	 ;g fd jktdh; egkfo|ky; tliqj Å/keflaguxj es dk;Zjr leLr f'k{kdksa] deZpkfj;ksa]  

f'k{k.ksÙkj deZpkfj;ksa ,oa çkpk;Z ¼LFkk;h ,oa lafonk ij dk;Zjr½ ds fu;qfä i=ksa dh çekf.kr Nk;kçfr;k¡ 

miyC/k djkus dk d"V djsaA

ii.	 ;g fd egkfo|ky; esa dk;Zjr çkpk;Z ds LFkkukarj.k vkns'kksa ,oa LFkkukarj.k LFkxu@fujLrhdj.k 

vkns'kksa dh çekf.kr Nk;kçfr;k¡ miyC/k djkus dk d"V djsaA

iii.	 ;g fd egkfo|ky; eas l= 2021&22 ls 2022&23 rd fofHkUu dk;Z nkf;Roksa ds fuoZgu gsrq xfBr 

lfefr;ksa ds uke o muds çHkkfj;ksa] lgk;d çHkkfj;ksa ds ukeksa dh lwph dh çekf.kr çfr miyC/k djkus 

dk d"V djsaA

iv.	 ;g fd egkfo|ky; esa fofHkUu dk;Z nkf;Roksa ds fuoZgu gsrq xfBr lfefr;ksa ls lEcaf/kr iaftdkvksa ds 

iwfjr i`"Bksa dh çekf.kr Nk;kçfr;k¡ miyC/k djkus dk d"V djsaA

v.	 ;g fd egkfo|ky; esa dk;Zjr leLr LVkQ] f'k{kd ,oa f'k{k.ksÙkj deZpkfj;ksa dh mifLFkfr iaftdk ds 

i`"Bksa ¼fnukad 01&01&2020 ls orZeku rd½ dh çekf.kr Nk;k çfr;k¡ miyC/k djkus dk d"V djsaA

vi.	 ;g fd egkfo|ky; esa dk;Zjr leLr LVkQ f'k{kd ,oa f'k{k.ksÙkj deZpkfj;ksa ,oa çkpk;Z ds fnukad 

01&01&2020 ls orZeku rd vkdfLed vodk'k] çfrdj vodk'k] mikftZr vodk'k] ckY; vodk'k] 

ns[kHkky vodk'k] fof'k"V vodk'k] fir`Ro vodk'k] ;k=k vodk'k rFkk fpfdRlk vodk'k ds ys[kk 

iaftdkvksa dh çekf.kr Nk;kçfr;ka miyC/k djkus dk d"V djsaA

vii.	 ;g fd çkpk;kZ }kjk fy, x, vodk'k fnolksa es çkpk;Z in ds lkekU; lapkyu dk;ZHkkj gLrkarj.k 

i=ksa ¼fnukad 01&01&2020 ls orZeku rd½ dh çekf.kr Nk;kçfr;ka miyC/k djkus dk d"V djsaA

viii.	 ;g fd fnukad 01&01&2020 ls orZeku rd ;fn çkpk;Z in dk foÙkh; çHkkj Hkh gLrkarfjr fd;k 

x;k gks] rks çHkkj gLrkarfjr i=ksa dh çekf.kr Nk;kçfr;ka miyC/k djkus dk d"V djsaA

ix.	 ;g fd ijh{kk dsUæ ds :i esa egkfo|ky; esa vk;ksftr fofHkUu ijh{kkvksa ds ç'u i=ksa ds [kqys fyQkQksa 

dh çekf.kr Nk;k çfr;k¡ miyC/k djkus dk d"V djsaA
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x.	 ;g fd egkfo|ky; esa xr pkj o"kksaZ ds Nk= la?k inkf/kdkfj;ksa ds ukeksa dh lwph miyC/k djkus dk 

d"V djsaA

xi.	 ;g fd ;fn fdlh o"kZ Nk=la?k pquko lEiUu ugha djk;s tk lds rks fof/k lEer lçek.k dkj.kksa dh 

lwpuk miyC/k djkus dk d"V djsaA

xii.	 ;g fd xr rhu o"kksaZ esa miuy ds ek/;e ls fu;qä fd, x;s deZpkfj;ksa ds fu;qfä i=ksa dh çekf.kr 

Nk;kçfÙk;k¡ miyC/k djkus dk d"V djsaA

xiii.	 ;g fd miuy ds ek/;e ls fu;qä ,sls deZpkjh tks xr 3 o"kksaZ esa lsok NksM+ dj pys x;s mudh lwph] 

lsok NksMs tkus ds dkj.kksa lfgr miyC/k djkus dk d"V djsaA

xiv.	 ;g fd foxr 3 o"kksaZ dh egkfo|ky; fofHkUu inksa ds ystj] cgh[kkrk] vk;&O;; fooj.k] fcy o jlhn 

rFkk cSad iklcqDl dh çekf.kr Nk;kçfr miyC/k djkus dk d"V djsaA

xv.	 ;g fd xr 4 o"kksaZ esa egkfo|ky; ds vk;ksftr fofHkUu ijh{kkvksa esa dsUæ O;oLFkkid] ijh{kk çHkkjh] lg 

ijh{kk çHkkjh] d{k fujh{kd rFkk vU; MîwVh dfeZ;ksa ds ikfjJfed ns;dksa ds Hkqxrku lEcU/kh iaftdk 

dh çekf.kr Nk;kçfr;k¡ miyC/k djkus dk d"V djsaA ;fn dksbZ Hkqxrku yfEcr gS rks fof/k lEer 

lçek.k dkj.kksa dh lwpuk miyC/k djkus dj d"V djsaA

xvi.	 ;g fd ;fn egkfo|ky; esa LVkQ ds fy, ck;ksesfVªd mifLFkfr dh O;oLFkk gS] rks xr 3 o"kksaZ dh 

ck;ksesfVªd dk fçaV vkmV dh çekf.kr çfr;k¡ miyC/k djkus dk d"V djsaA

xvii.	 ;g fd egkfo|ky; esa orZeku rd jaxkbZ&iqrkbZ] isafVx] fuekZ.k] lkt lTtk] QuhZpj] LVs'kujh vkfn 

ds Vs.Mj] Hkqxrku vkfn dk iw.kZ fooj.k ls lEcfU/kr i=ktkr dh çekf.kr Nk;kçfr;k¡ miyC/k djkus 

dk d"V djsaA

xviii.	 ;g fd egkfo|ky; esa dk;Zjr leLr LVkQ] çkpk;kZ] f'k{kd o f'k{k.ksÙkj deZpkfj;ksa dh lqxe rFkk nqxZe 

{ks= dh lsok ds fooj.k ls lEcfU/kr i=koyh dh çekf.kr Nk;kçfr;ka miyC/k djkus dk d"V djsaA

xix.	 ;g fd egkfo|ky; ds çfrfnu [kqyus o cUn gksus ls lEcfU/kr 'kkluns'kksa@foHkkxh; vkns'kksa dh  

çekf.kr Nk;kçfr;k¡ miyC/k djkus dk d"V djsaA

xx.	 ;g fd egkfo|ky; esa l= 2022&23 o 2023&24 dh fo"k;@oknu rkfydk dh çekf.kr Nk;kçfr;k¡ 

miyC/k djkus dk d"V djsaA

xxi.	 ;g fd egkfo|ky; esa dk;Zjr leLr LVkQ] çkpk;kZ] f'k{kd ,oa f'k{k.ksÙkj deZpkfj;ksa ds lsok LFky 

ls vkokl dh nwjh rFkk vkokl futh ;k fdjk;s dk gksus lEcU/kh lwpuk miyC/k djkus dk d"V djsaA
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xxii.	 ;g fd egkfo|ky; esa leLr l`ftr] dk;Zjr ,oa fjä inksa dk fooj.k tkfrokj ,oa vkj{k.kokj miyC/k 

djkus dk d"V djsaA

xxiii.	 ;g fd egkfo|ky; esa dk;Zjr leLr LVkQ] çkpk;kZ] f'k{kd ,oa f'k{k.ksÙkj deZpkfj;ksa esa ls dksbZ 

fnO;kaxrk dk fdlh çdkj dk nkok çLrqr dj jgk gS] rFkk fnO;kaxrk dks {kSfrt vkj{k.k dk ykHk ysrs 

gq, dksbZ O;fä fdlh in ij dk;Zjr gks rks] mldk uke o inuke rFkk fnO;kaxrk ds çek.k i= dh 

çekf.kr Nk;kçfr miyC/k djkus dk d"V djsaA

xxiv.	 ;g fd egkfo|ky; esa dk;Zjr leLr LVkQ çkpk;kZ] f'k{kd ,oa f'k{k.ksÙkj deZpkfj;ksa ds uke o 

inukeksa dh lwph] ftUgksaus fnO;kax gksrs gq, Hkh fu;qfä ds le; fnO;kxksa ds fy, {kSfrt vkj{k.k dk 

ykHk ugha fy;k] miyC/k djkus dk d"V djsaA

xxv.	 ;g fd egkfo|ky; esa dk;Zjr leLr LVkQ&çkpk;Z] f'k{kd ,oa f'k{k.ksÙkj deZpkfj;ksa dh lwph] tks 

jktdh; lsok esa jgrs gq, fnO;kax gq,] muds uke] inukeksa dh lwph rFkk muds fnO;kaxrk çek.k&i=ksa 

dh çekf.kr Nk;kçfr;ka miyC/k djkus dk d"V djsaA

xxvi.	 ;g fd egkfo|ky; esa dk;Zjr çkpk;kZ ds fo:) lEiw.kZ lsokdky esa dksbZ f'kdk;r gqbZ gks] l{ke vf/

kdkjh }kjk Li"Vhdj.k pkgk x;k gks] tkap dh x;h gks] foHkkxh; Lrj vkSj U;k;ky;h okn&fookn gqvk 

gks ;k orZeku esa xfreku gks] lsok vfHkys[kksa esa dksbZ çfrdwy çfof"V gqbZ gks] vkfn dk lEiw.kZ fooj.k 

ls lEcfU/kr i=kpkj dh çekf.kr Nk;kizfr;ka miyC/k djkus dk d"V djsaA

xxvii.	 ;g fd egkfo|ky; esa dk;Zjr çkpk;kZ ds leLr “kSf{kd] çf'k{k.k vfHkys[kksa] LFkk;h fuokl çek.ki=] 

tUe çek.ki=] ikliksVZ] tkfr izek.k i= dh çekf.kr Nk;kçfr;k¡ miyC/k djkus dk d"V djsaA

xxviii.	;g fd egkfo|ky; esa dk;Zjr M‚0 fljkt vgen vflVsUV çksQslj Hkwxksy ds fo:) çkpk;kZ }kjk 

ekg fnlEcj 2023 esa mPp vf/kdkfj;ksa dks çsf"kr f'kdk;rh i=ksa dh çekf.kr Nk;kçfr miyC/k djkus 

dk d"V djsaA

xxix.	 ;g fd egkfo|ky; esa lafonk ij dk;Zjr vflå çksQsllZ dks egkfo|ky; ds fofHkUu dk;Z&nkf;Roksa@ 

lfefr;ksa dk çHkkjh u cuk;s tkus ds lEcU/k esa ;fn dksbZ foHkkxh; vkns'k ;k 'kklukns'k çHkkoh gks rks 

ml vkns'k dh çekf.kr Nk;kçfr miyC/k djkus dk d"V djsaA

xxx.	 bu lHkh nLrkostksa@vfHkys[kksa dh çekf.kr Nk;kçfr miyC/k djkus dh d`ik djsaA 

izLrj 8-	 MkW0 vkj0,l0 Hkkdquh] yksd lwpuk vf/kdkjh@mi funs”kd] mPp f”k{kk funs”kky; mRrjk[k.M] 

gY}kuh ¼uSuhrky½ }kjk i= fnukad 10 ebZ] 2024 ds ek/;e ls mDr vuqjks/k i= dks  
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vf/kfu;e dh /kkjk 6¼3½ ds varxZr yksd lwpuk vf/kdkjh@izkpk;Z] jktdh; egkfo|ky;] tliqj  

¼m/keflaguxj½ dks varfjr fd;k x;kA yksd lwpuk vf/kdkjh@izkpk;Z] jktdh; egkfo|ky;] 

tliqj }kjk i= fnukad 20@05@2024 ds ek/;e ls vihykFkhZ dks voxr djk;k x;k fd vkids 

}kjk ekaxh x;h lwpuk ls dksbZ yksdfgr ;k tufgr fl) gksrk izrhr ugha gksrk gSA vr% vki vius 

vuqjks/k i= esa ekaxh x;h lwpukvksa ds tufgr@yksdfgr gksus ds dkj.k ,oa izek.k ls egkfo|ky; 

dk;kZy; dks voxr djkus dk d’V djsa] ftlls vkidks egkfo|ky; dk;kZy; esa /kkfjr lwpuk 

miyC/k djk;h tk ldsA lwpuk miyC/k u djk;s tkus dk mYys[k djrs gq, vihykFkhZ }kjk 

fnukad 07@06@2024 dks izFke vihyh; vf/kdkjh@izHkkjh funs”kd] mPp f”k{kk funs”kky;  

gY}kuh dks lEcksf/kr djrs gq, izFke vihy izsf’kr dh x;hA foHkkxh; vihyh; vf/kdkjh@izHkkjh 

funs”kd] mPp f”k{kk] gY}kuh ¼uSuhrky½ ds }kjk fnukad 10@07@2024 dks izFke vihy dk 

fuLrkj.k fd;k x;k] ftlds varxZr yksd lwpuk vf/kdkjh dks funsZf”kr fd;k x;k fd vihykFkhZ 

ds vuqjks/k i= fnukad 04-05-2024 dk iqu% fcUnqokj voyksdu djsa rFkk lwpuk dk vf/kdkj  

vf/kfu;e] 2005 ds izkfo/kkuksa ds vuq:i tks lwpuk ns; ugha gS mlds laca/k esa dkj.k Li’V djrs 

gq, ns; lwpuk fuLrkj.k vkns”k izkIr gksus dh frfFk ls 15 fnu ds Hkhrj vihykFkhZ dks fu%”kqYd 

lwpuk miyC/k djkuk lqfuf”pr djsaA foHkkxh; vihyh; vf/kdkjh ds funsZ”k ds Øe esa yksd lwpuk  

vf/kdkjh@izkpk;Z] jktdh; egkfo|ky;] tliqj ¼Å/keflaguxj½ }kjk i= fnukad 31@07@2024 

ds ek/;e ls vihykFkhZ dks lwpuk izsf’kr dh x;h] ftlls larq’V u gksus ij vihykFkhZ }kjk izLrqr 

f}rh; vihy vk;ksx ds le{k ;ksftr dh x;hA 

izLrj 9-	 vihykFkhZ }kjk ewy vuqjks/k i= mPp f”k{kk funs”kky; ds yksd lwpuk vf/kdkjh dks izsf’kr fd;k 

x;k FkkA vk;ksx ds laKku esa gS fd egkfo|ky;ksa ,oa funs”kky; ds yksd izkf/kdkjh mPp f”k{kk 

funs”kky; gS ftls bl izdkj dh lwpuk gsrq /kkjk 5¼4½ dk iz;ksx djrs gq, vius Lrj ls vuqjks/k 

i= dk Hkyh&Hkkafr ijh{k.k dj lwpuk nsuh pkfg, Fkh] bl laca/k esa iwoZ esa vU; ekeys esa Hkh 

funs”kky; ds yksd lwpuk vf/kdkjh }kjk lgefr O;Dr dh x;h Fkh ysfdu muds }kjk /kkjk 5¼4½ 

dk iz;ksx u dj vf/kfu;e dh /kkjk 6¼3½ ds varxZr vuqjks/k i= varfjr dj fn;k x;kA  yksd 

lwpuk vf/kdkjh@mi funs”kd] mPp f”k{kk funs”kky; mRrjk[k.M] gY}kuh ¼uSuhrky½ }kjk ;g 

Hkh ugha ns[kk x;k fd ftUgsa vuqjks/k i= varfjr fd;k tk jgk gS og Lo;a r`rh; i{k gSa rFkk 

ekaxh x;h lwpuk mUgh ls lacaf/kr gSA yksd lwpuk vf/kdkjh@mi funs”kd] mPp f”k{kk funs”kky; 

mRrjk[k.M] gY}kuh ¼uSuhrky½ }kjk vuqjks/k i= dk ijh{k.k dj lwpuk dk vf/kdkj vf/kfu;e dh 

/kkjk 11 ds varxZr lacaf/kr r`rh; i{k dks uksfVl nsrs gq, ;g lqfuf”pr fd;k tkuk pkfg, Fkk 

fd ekaxh x;h lwpuk nh tk ldrh gSa vFkok ughaA ysfdu muds }kjk ,slk u dj xSj ftEesnkjkuk 

rjhds ls vuqjks/k i= varfjr dj fn;k x;kA ,slh fLFkfr esa bl izdj.k esa yksd lwpuk vf/kdkjh 

ds :i esa mi funs”kd] mPp f”k{kk funs”kky; mRrjk[k.M] gY}kuh ¼uSuhrky½ dks i{kdkjksa dh 
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lwph esa lwphc) djrs gq, funsZf”kr fd;k tkrk gS fd vkxkeh lquokbZ dh frfFk ij vk;ksx ds 

le{k O;fDrxr :i ls mifLFkr gksdj lqLi’V vk[;k izLrqr djuk lqfuf”pr djsaA Mk0 jhrk 

“kekZ] izkpk;Z] jktdh; egkfo|ky;] tliqj] ftyk m/keflaguxj ftuds laca/k esa lwpuk ekaxh 

x;h gS mUgsa bl izdj.k esa r`rh; i{k ds :i esa i{kdkjksa dh lwph esa lwphc) djrs gq, funsZf”kr 

fd;k tkrk gS fd vkxkeh frfFk ij vk;ksx ds le{k mifLFkr gksdj iz”uxr vihy esa viuk i{k 

izLrqr djuk lqfuf”pr djsaxhA 

izLrj 10-	 izLrqr vihykas esa ewy vuqjks/k i=ksa ds ijh{k.k ls Li’V gS fd vihykFkhZ }kjk lwpuk ,d ,MoksdsV 

ds :i esa ¼jksfgrk”k “kekZ] ,MoksdsV] pSEcj ua0 764] dksVZ dEikm.M] jks”kukckn] gfj}kj½ ekaxh 

x;h gSA vuqjks/k i= esa okafNr lwpuk tliqj egkfo|ky; esa fu;qDr izkpk;Z ls tqM+h O;fDrxr 

lwpuk;sa izrhr gksrh gSaA ,d ,MoksdsV ds :i esa bl rjg dh lwpuk fcuk yksdfgr Li’V fd;s 

ekaxk tkuk bldk izek.k gS fd okafNr lwpuk fdlh vU; O;fDr ds fy;s pkgh x;h gSA ;g Li’V 

fd;k tkrk gS fd lwpuk vf/kdkj ds varxZr dksbZ Hkh ,MoksdsV vke ukxfjd ds rkSj ij rks Lo;a 

lwpuk izkIr dj ldrk gS ysfdu ,MoksdsV ds :i esa eqofDdy ;k vU; fdlh O;fDr ds fy, 

lwpuk ugha ekaxh tk ldrhA enzkl mPp U;k;ky; us Hkh vius ,d QSlys esa ;g Li’V fd;k gSA 

izLrqr vihy esa vihykFkhZ us ftl rjg viuk irk pSEcj ua0 764] dksVZ dEikm.M] jks”kukckn] 

gfj}kj n”kkZ;k x;k gS mlls Li’V gS fd vihykFkhZ }kjk ,MoksdsV ds :i esa lwpuk pkgh x;h 

gSA izLrqr izdj.k esa yksd lwpuk vf/kdkjh ,oa vihyh; vf/kdkjh }kjk bldk laKku ugha fy;k 

x;k tks fd fpUruh; gSA 

izLrj 11-	 foHkkxh; vihyh; vf/kdkjh @ funs”kd] mPp f”k{kk funs”kky;] gY}kuh] ftyk uSuhrky }kjk Hkh 

ljljh rkSj ij izFke vihy dk fuLrkj.k djrs gq, yksd lwpuk vf/kdkjh dks lwpuk miyC/k 

djk;s tkus ds funsZ”k ns fn;s x;sA muds }kjk vuqjks/k i= dk fcUnqokj ijh{k.k dj ;g lqfuf”pr 

ugha fd;k x;k fd vuqjks/k i= vf/kfu;e ds izkfo/kkuksa ds vuqlkj gS vFkok ugha rFkk vuqjks/k 

i= ds lkis{k dkSu&dkSu ls fcUnq dh lwpuk ns; gS rFkk dkSu ls fcUnqvksa dh lwpuk ugha nh tk 

ldrh gSA vkt lquokbZ ds le; foHkkxh; vihyh; vf/kdkjh dh vksj ls dksbZ mifLFkr ugha 

gSA lquokbZ ds laaca/k esa iwoZ lwpuk ds mijkar vihyh; vf/kdkjh dk lquokbZ esa mifLFkr ugha 

gksuk vFkok mifLFkr u gksus ds laca/k esa lwfpr ugha fd;k tkuk fuanuh; gSA lquokbZ ds le; 

foHkkxh; vihyh; vf/kdkjh ,oa funs”kky; ds yksd lwpuk vf/kdkjh MkW0 vkj0,l0 Hkkdquh ls 

nwjHkk’k ij lEidZ djus dh dksf”k”k dh x;h ysfdu muds }kjk Qksu fjlho u djus ds dkj.k 

lEidZ LFkkfir ugha gks ik;kA 

izLrj 12-	 foHkkxh; vihyh; vf/kdkjh dks pkfg, Fkk fd izFke vihy dh lquokbZ ds nkSjku lacaf/kr r`rh; 

i{k@izkpk;Z] jktdh; egkfo|ky;] tliqj dks vf/kfu;e dh /kkjk 11 ds varxZr uksfVl nsrs 

gq, O;fDrxr lwpukvksa ds laca/k esa mudh vkifRr ekaxrs rFkk vkifRr ds vuq:i ;g lqfuf”pr 
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djrs fd dkSu&dkSu ls fcUnq O;fDrxr lwpuk ls lacaf/kr gSa rFkk fdu fcUnqvksa ij lwpuk nh 

tkuh gSA ,slk djrs gq, foHkkxh; vihyh; vf/kdkjh }kjk fcUnqokj fLFkfr Li’V dj xq.k&nks’k 

ds vk/kkj ij izFke vihy dk fuLrkj.k djuk pkfg, Fkk ysfdu muds }kjk ,slk u dj ljljh 

rkSj ij izFke vihy dk fuLrkj.k djrs gq, lwpuk miyC/k djkus ds funsZ”k nsdj vius drZO;ksa 

dh bfrJh eku yh x;hA iz”uxr vihy esa foHkkxh; vihyh; vf/kdkjh @izHkkjh funs”kd] mPp 

f”k{kk funs”kky;] gY}kuh] ftyk uSuhrky ds bl xSj ftEesnkjkuk fuLrkj.k ,oa O;ogkj ds fy;s 

lwpuk vf/kdkj vf/kfu;e dh /kkjk 20¼2½ ds varxZr bl vk”k; dk uksfVl tkjh fd;k tkrk gS 

fd D;ksa ugha muds fo:) vf/kfu;e dh lqlaxr /kkjkvksa ds varxZr dk;Zokgh laLrqr dh tk;sA 

foHkkxh; vihyh; vf/kdkjh@izHkkjh funs”kd] mPp f”k{kk funs”kky;] gY}kuh] ftyk uSuhrky }kjk 

mijksDr dkj.k crkvks uksfVl ds lkis{k vxyh lquokbZ dh frfFk rd viuk Li’Vhdj.k fyf[kr 

:i esa izLrqr djrs gq, vxyh lquokbZ dh frfFk ij vk;ksx ds le{k mifLFkr gksdj viuk i{k 

izLrqr fd;k tk;sxkA

izLrj 13-	 lquokbZ ds nkSjku Hybrid Mode ls mifLFkr izkpk;Z] jktdh; egkfo|ky;] tliqj Mk0 jhrk 

“kekZ }kjk dFku fd;k x;k fd vihykFkhZ }kjk izLrqr vuqjks/k i=ksa dh rjg gh tliqj fuoklh 

Jh eksgEen vkfjQ ,MoksdsV ,oa Jh v[kykd vgen] ,MoksdsV }kjk Hkh muds le{k vuqjks/k i= 

izLrqr fd;s x;s gSaA egkfo|ky; tliqj }kjk izLrqr vuqjks/k i=ksa dh izfr OgkV~lvi ds ek/;e 

ls izsf’kr dh x;hA izkpk;Z tliqj }kjk izsf’kr vuqjks/k i= vihykFkhZ ds vuqjks/k i= ls fcanqokj 

fey jgs gSa ftlls izrhr gksrk gS fd ,d gh vuqjks/k i= vyx&vyx vf/koDrkvksa ds ek/;e ls 

izsf’kr fd;k tk jgk gSA izkpk;Z }kjk izLrqr  tliqj fuoklh Jh eksgEen vkfjQ ,MoksdsV ,oa 

Jh v[kykd vgen] ,MoksdsV ds vuqjks/k i=ksa dks i=koyh dk Hkkx cuk;k x;kA lquokbZ ds 

nkSjku vihykFkhZ ls bl laca/k esa i`PNk fd;s tkus ij dFku fd;k x;k fd muds }kjk tliqj 

egkfo|ky; esa izkpk;Z ds Hkz’Vkpkj dks mtkxj djus ds mn~ns”; ls lwpuk vuqjks/k i= izLrqr 

fd;k x;kA vihykFkhZ }kjk voxr djk;k x;k fd lwpuk vuqjks/k i= izLrqr djus ds mijkar 

izkpk;Z tliqj }kjk muls nwjHkk’k ij laidZ fd;k x;k ftldh fjdkfMZax muds ikl gSA vihykFkhZ 

dk dFku gS fd fjdkfMZax esa izkpk;Z ds Hkz’Vkpkj esa fyIr gksus dk izek.k gSA  

izLrj 14-	 vihykFkhZ ds dFku ,oa iz”uxr vihy esa of.kZr fLFkfr esa vihykFkhZ dks funsZf”kr fd;k tkrk gS 

fd vkxkeh lquokbZ ij og izLrqr vihy esa ,MoksdsV ds :i esa vuqjks/k i= izLrqr fd;s tkus 

rFkk okafNr O;fDrxr lwpukvksa ds laca/k esa tufgr Li’V djrs gq, vkxkeh lquokbZ ij viuk 

i{k mYysf[kr fjdkfMZax lfgr O;fDrxr mifLFkr gksdj izLrqr djuk lqfuf”pr djsaA

3-	 vkt lquokbZ ds nkSjku vihykFkhZ }kjk vius i= fnukad 13@05@2025 ds ek/;e ls fuEukuqlkj dFku 

fd;k x;k%& 
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i.	 ;g fd jhVk 'kekZ }kjk viuk fodykax çek.k i= cuk;k gqvk gS tcfd ;g LoLFk fn[kkbZ nsrh gSA

ii.	 ;g fd jhVk 'kekZ fcgkj jkT; dh fuoklh gS vkSj fu;qfä ds le; dksbZ fodykax çek.k i= çLrqr 

ugha fd;k x;k gSA

iii.	 ;g fd jhVk 'kekZ dh fu;qfä dksV}kj esa Fkh ijUrq fodykax çek.ki= Å/keflag uxj ls cuk;k x;k 

gS tks fd lafnX/krk dh Js.kh esa gSA

iv.	 ;g fd bl fo|ky; esa Hkz"Vkpkj gqvk gS bldk [kqyklk rks lEiw.kZ dkxtkr rks vkbZåVhåvkbZå esa ekaxs 

x;s gS tc fey tk;asxs rHkh gksxkA

v.	 ;g fd vkns'k fnukafdr 17&02&2025 ds fcUnq la[;k 14 esa vafdr fd;k x;k gS fd lwpuk ,MoksdsV 

ds :i esa ekaxh x;h gS ijUrq cMs nqHkkZX; dh ckr gS tks foHkkx ,MoksdsV dks lwpuk ugha ns jgk gS 

og vke ukxfjd dks dSls lwpuk nsxk vkSj ,MoksdsV dks gh QthZ] dwVjfpr] ,d jk; gksdj "kM;U= 

dj cnyh gqbZ lwpuk nsuk rks vke vkneh dks dSlh lwpuk,¡ nsaxsA lwpuk ds vf/kdkj esa ;s dgh fdlh  

/kkjk@ekuuh; loksZPp U;k;ky; ds fu.kZ; esa of.kZr ugha gS fd vf/koäk dks Lo;a ds fy, rFkk  

vf/koäk ds fdlh Hkh Lo;a ds irs ij lwpuk ugha nh tk;sxhA tgk¡ rd eSa tks lwpuk ekax jgk gw¡ 

Lo;a ds fy, ekax jgk gw¡ vkSj vf/koäk dks lwpuk nsus ls oafpr ugha fd;k tk ldrk gSA esjs }kjk 

Hkz"Vkpkj ds lEcU/k esa ekuuh; mPp U;k;ky; uSuhrky esa tufgr ;kfpdk nk;j dh gqbZ gS tks fd 

yfEcr gSA rFkk ekuuh; eækl mPp U;k;ky; us Hkh vius QSlys esa ;g ugha dgk fd vf/koäk Lo;a 

vius fy, lwpuk ugha ekax ldrk gS vkSj uk gh mlesa vf/koäk ds irs ds ckjs esa dksbZ fdlh çdkj dh  

fVIi.kh dh gS vR;ar egRoiw.kZ rF; ;g gS fd eækl mPp U;k;ky; dk QSlyk mlh jkT; esa ykxw 

gksxk ftl jkT; dk QSlyk gS ysfdu bl QSlys dks mÙkjk[k.M jkT; ekuus ds fy, ck/; ugha gSA ;s 

dksbZ loksZPp U;k;ky; dk QSlyk ugha gS tks lEiw.kZ Hkkjr o"kZ ij ykxw gks vkSj bldh uthj nh tk;sA

vi.	 ;g fd ;gh lwpuk fdlh vU; vf/koäk ds }kjk Hkh ekaxh x;h gSA bldh tkudkjh Hkh yksd lwpuk  

vf/kdkjh }kjk vkt vk;ksx esa crk;h x;h gSA ftl vf/koäk }kjk ;s lwpuk,¡ ekaxh x;h gS muls eq>s 

D;k eryc gSA

4-	 yksd lwpuk vf/kdkjh@izkpk;Z] jktdh; egkfo|ky;] Å/keflaguxj }kjk i= fnukad 10@05@2025 ds 

ek/;e ls fuEukuqlkj vk[;k izLrqr dh x;hA 

i.	 eSus jktdh; egkfo|ky; tliqj esa inksUufr ds QyLo:i 20&07&2020 dks izkpk;Z ds in ij 

dk;ZHkkj xzg.k fd;k A “kklu }kjk fn;s x;s nkf;Roksa dk fu’BkiwoZd fuoZgu djrs gq, egkfo|ky; ds 

lrr fodkl ds fy, iz;Ru”khy jgh gw¡A

ii.	 Ekgkfo|ky; esa fnukad 28&07&2022 dks MkW0 fljkt vgen vfl0 izksQslj ¼Hkwxksy½ }kjk fu;fer 
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izk/;kid ds :Ik esa dk;ZHkkj xzg.k fd;k x;kA ,d ek= fu;fer izk/;kid gksus ds dkj.k egRoiw.kZ 

izHkkjksa dk nkf;Ro mUgsa lkSaik x;k ijUrq vfr laosnu”khy voljksa tSls ijh{kk dk;Z] Nk=la?k fuokZpu 

dh vof/k esa muds }kjk fpfdRlkodk”k fy;k tkrk jgk ftlls egkfo|ky; ds dk;Z ckf/kr gksrs FksA

iii.	 lwP; gS fd MkW0 fljkt vgen tliqj ¼Å/ke flag uxj½ ds LFkkuh; O;fDr gSa ftudk futh Hkou 

eksgYyk fNfi;ku] fudV tkek efLtn] tliqj ¼ Å/ke flag uxj½ esa vofLFkr gSA “kklu ds 

“kklukns”kksa esa izkfo/kku gS fd lewg ^d* ds izFke Js.kh vf/kdkfj;ksa dks muds x`g tuin esa rSukrh 

iznku ugha dh tk;sxhA MkW0 fljkt vgen vius ewyx`g tuin esa rSukr gq, rFkk LFkkuh; O;fDr gksus 

ds dkj.k egkfo|ky; fojks/kh xfrfof/k;ksa esa LFkkuh; O;fDr;ksa ds lkFk lafyIr jgrs gSaA

iv.	 MkW0 fljkt vgen  }kjk izkjEHk ls gh efgyk izkpk;Z ds izfr vkifRrtud O;ogkj rFkk ?kksj ve;kZfnr 

Hkk’kk dk iz;ksx fd;k tkrk jgkA dbZ ckj ekSf[kd rkSj ij psrkouh nsus ds ckn MkW0 fljkt vgen  

dks fnukad 05&12&2023 dks fyf[kr psrkouh nh x;h rFkk mPp vf/kdkfj;ksa dks Hkh bl lEcU/k esa 

lwfpr fd;k x;kA 

v.	 blds rqjUr i”pkr lwpuk vf/kdkj vf/kfu;e 2005 ds vUrxZr efgyk izkpk;Z rFkk vU; dkfeZdksa 

dh furkUr O;fDrxr lwpuk,a rFkk egkfo|ky; vf/k’Bku ls lEcfU/kr lwpuk,a MkW0 fljkt vgen ds 

fudV lEcfU/k;ksa }kjk fnukad 11 fnlEcj  2023] fnukad 23 fnlEcj 2023] 02 tuojh 2024 rFkk 22 

vizSy 2024 dks Øe”k% Jh v[kykd vgen ,MoksdsV] eksgEen vkfjQ ,MokdsV] Jh uQhl vgen] 

eksgEen jkf”kn¼,M½ }kjk egkfo|ky; ls ek¡xh tkus yxhA 

vi.	 lwpuk tufgr rFkk yksd fgr esa ugha gksus ds dkj.k funs”kd@foHkkxh; vihyh; vf/kdkjh  

¼MkW0 lh0Mh0 lwaBk½ mPp f”k{kk funs”kky; gY}kuh] uSuhrky }kjk vihy [kkfjt dj nh x;hA

vii.	 MkW0 fljkt vgen ds egkfo|ky; fojks/kh xfrfof/k;ksa ds lEcU/k esa mPp f”k{kk funs”kky; gY}kuh }kjk 

xfBr tk¡p lfefr }kjk fnukad 16&01&2024 dks tk¡p ds mijkUr MkW0 fljkt vgen dks funs”kky; 

ds i=kad la[;k 7099@fMxzh lsok 1@O;0i=k0¼797½@2023&24 fnukad 01 ekpZ 2024 ds }kjk vU;= 

egkfo|ky; jk0 Luk0 egk0 jkeuxj¼uSuhrky½esa dk;Z;ksftr fd;k x;k rFkk mRrjk[k.M “kklu mPp 

f”k{kk vuqHkkx&4 ds la[;k 636/XXIV-C-4/2024-03(03)/2023 fnukad 26 tqykbZ]2024 ,oa funs”kd]mPp 

f”k{kk]mRrjk[k.M]gY}kuh ds la0 2270@ fMxzh lsok-1@LFkkukUrj.k@2024&25 fnukad 05 vxLr 2024 

ds Øe esa egkfo|ky; jk0 Luk0 egk0 jkeuxj¼uSuhrky½esa LFkkukUrj.k fd;k x;kA 

viii.	 Jh jksfgrk”k “kekZ ,MoksdsV pSEcj uEcj 578A izFke ry]dksVZ dEikm.M }kjk fnukad 10 ebZ] 2024 

dks yksd lwpuk vf/kdkjh mPp f”k{kk funs”kky; gY}kuh ls ekaxh x;h lwpuk,a /kkjk 6¼3½ ds vUrxZr 

izkpk;Z jktdh; egkfo|ky; tliqj dks gLrkUrfjr dh x;hA layXud&09]10]11,oa12A ekaxh x;h 

lwpuk,a efgyk izkpk;Z rFkk vU; dkfeZdksa dh furkUr O;fDrxr lwpuk,a FkhA
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ix.	 foHkkxh; vihyh; vf/kdkjh¼MkW0 vUtq vxzoky½ ds funsZ”kkuqlkj ns; lwpuk le; lhek ds Hkhrj 

fu%”kqYd miyC/k djk;h x;hA

x.	 mi;qZDr ekaxh x;h lwpuk vR;Ur foLr`r gSa tks Øe”k% 22 ,oa 30 fcUnaqvksa dh gSa ftuds voyksdu ds 

fy, Jh jksfgrk”k “kekZ ,MoksdsV dks egkfo|ky; dk;kZy; }kjk nwjHkk’k ij egkfo|ky; vkus ds fy, 

fuosnu fd;k x;k ijUrq  Jh jksfgrk”k “kekZ ,MoksdsV }kjk egkfo|ky; vkus ls Li’V euk dj fn;k 

x;kA             

xi.	 Jh jksfgrk”k “kekZ ,MoksdsV }kjk ekaxh x;h 22 ,oa 30 fcUnaqvksa dh o`gr lwpukvksa ds ladyu esa  

vR;f/kd “kkldh; le; ,oa Je dk viO;; gqvk gSA

xii.	 mYys[kuh; gS fd fcUnq la[;k 04 esa Jh v[kykd vgen ,MoksdsV rFkk eksgEen vkfjQ ,MoksdsV ,oa 

fcUnq la[;k 07 esa Jh jksfgrk”k “kekZ ,MoksdsV }kjk ekaxh x;h lwpuk,a]tks nks vyx&vyx O;fDr;ksa 

ds uke rFkk irs }kjk izsf’kr dh x;h gSa]iw.kZr% fcUnqokj ¼ Øe”k% 22 ,oa 30 fcUnaqvksa½,d leku gSaA

xiii.	 ;g furkUr vk”p;Ztud gS fd nks vyx&vyx LFkkuksa ds fuokfl;ksa }kjk ekaxh x;h lwpuk,a ,d 

leku gksA

xiv.	 ;g fu”p; gh fdlh O;fDr }kjk ,d ‘kM+;a= ds rgr v/kksgLrk{kjh dks ekufld :Ik ls izrkfM+r djus 

dk dqfRlr iz;kl gS]tks ,d gh rjg dh lwpuk vyx&vyx O;fDr;ksa }kjk dsoy ijs”kku ,oa mRihfM+r 

djus ds fy, ekaxh tk jgh gaS A

xv.	 blls egkfo|ky; izkpk;Z rFkk dkfeZdksa dks “kklu }kjk fn;s x;s egkfo|ky; ds ewy nkf;Roksa dk 

fuoZgu djus esa vR;Ur dfBukb;ksa dk lkeuk djuk iM+ jgk gSA

xvi.	 tkucw> dj dsoy ijs”kku djus rFkk “kkldh; dk;ksZ esa ck/kk mRiUu djus ds mn~ns”; ls lwpuk vf/

kdkj vf/kfu;e dk nq:Ik;ksx djus okys ,sls O;fDr;ksa ds fo:) dk;Zokgh fd;s tkus dh rFkk cfg’d`r 

(Black Listed) fd;k tkuk Hkh visf{kr gS ftlls fd lwpuk vf/kdkj vf/kfu;e dh xfjek cuh jgsA

xvii.	 vr% vkils vuqjks/k gS fd bu xEHkhj rF;ksa ij fopkj dj vihy la[;k 41251 rFkk 41255@2024&25 

dks iw.kZr% [kkfjt djus dh d`ik djsa ftlls fd v/kksgLrk{kjh ekufld izrkM+uk ls eqDr gksdj vius 

“kkldh; dk;ksZ dk fuoZgu dj ldsA 

5-	 MkW0 vUtq vxzoky] foHkkxh; vihyh; vf/kdkjh@funs”kd] mPp f”k{kk funs”kky; mRrjk[k.M] gY}kuh 

¼uSuhrky½ }kjk i= fnukad 18 ekpZ] 2025 ds ek/;e ls fuEukuqlkj Li’Vhdj.k izLrqr fd;k x;k%& 

	� 	ekå vk;ksx esa ;ksftr vihy la[;k% 41251 ,oa vihy la[;k 41255 dh lqukokbZ gsrq fu/kkfjr frfFk 

fnukad 17-02-2024 ds Øe esa voxr djuk gS fd mä frfFk dks mÙkjk[k.M 'kklu] mPp f'k{kk foHkkx 
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esa leh{kk cSBd vkgwr dh x;h Fkh] mä cSBd çfrHkkx ds nkSjku eksckby lkbySaV gksus ds dkj.k ekå 

vk;ksx ls çkIr dky dks fjlho ugha dj ldh] ftlds fy, çkFkhZ {kek çkFkhZ gS rFkk Hkfo"; esa dnkfi 

bldh iqujko`fÙk ugha gksxhA

	� 	egksn;] çFke vihy lquokbZ esa çLrqr i=koyh@vfHkys[kksa ,oa vihykFkhZ ds vuqjks/k i= 04-05-2024 

ds lkis{k yksd lwpuk vf/kdkjh ds i=kad 45@lwåvåvå&2005@2024&25 fnukad   20-05-2024 }

kjk çsf"kr lwpukvks ds voyksdu mijkUr ik;k x;k fd yksd lwpuk vf/kdkjh lwpuk dk vf/kdkj vf/

kfu;e] 2005 ds vuq:i dk;Zokgh ugh dh x;h gSA vuqjks/kdrkZ dks lwpuk dk vf/kdkj vf/kfu;e 2005 

vUrZxr dqN fcUnqvksa dh lwpuk miyC/k djk;h tk ldrh Fkh fdUrq yksd lwpuk vf/kdkjh }kjk fdlh 

Hkh fcUnq dh lwpuk miyC/k ugh djk;h x;h] ftl dkj.k vihy fuLrkj.k vkns'k esa yksd lwpuk vf/

kdkjh dks Li"V funsZf'kr fd;k x;k gS fd iqu% vihykFkhZ ds vuqjks/k i= dk laKku ysrs gq, lwpuk 

dk vf/kdkj vf/kfue; 2005 ds vuq:i dk;Zokgh djrs gq, ns; lwpuk fuLrkj.k vkns'k çkIr gksus dh 

frfFk ls 15 fnu ds Hkhrj miyC/k djkus gsrq funsZf'kr fd;k x;k gS] pwafd egkfo|ky; ls lEcfU/kr 

lwpuk,a egkfo|ky; ds dk;kZy; vfHkys[kks esa jf{kr jgrs gSA

6-	 vk;ksx }kjk xr vkns”k esa Li’V fd;k x;k Fkk fd vihykFkhZ }kjk lwpuk ,d ,MoksdsV ds :i esa ¼jksfgrk”k 

“kekZ] ,MoksdsV] pSEcj ua0 764] dksVZ dEikm.M] jks”kukckn] gfj}kj½ ekaxh x;h gSA lwpuk vf/kdkj ds varxZr dksbZ 

Hkh ,MoksdsV vke ukxfjd ds rkSj ij rks Lo;a lwpuk izkIr dj ldrk gS ysfdu ,MoksdsV ds :i esa eqofDdy ;k 

vU; fdlh O;fDr ds fy, lwpuk ugha ekaxh tk ldrhA enzkl mPp U;k;ky; us Hkh vius ,d QSlys esa ;g Li’V 

fd;k gSA izLrqr vihy esa vihykFkhZ us ftl rjg viuk irk pSEcj ua0 764] dksVZ dEikm.M] jks”kukckn] gfj}kj 

n”kkZ;k x;k gS mlls Li’V gS fd vihykFkhZ }kjk ,MoksdsV ds :i esa lwpuk pkgh x;h gSA vkt lquokbZ ds nkSjku 

vihykFkhZ dks Li’V fd;k x;k fd lwpuk vf/kdkj dh ewy vo/kkj.kk yksdrkaf=d O;oLFkk esa vke ukxfjd dh 

lgHkkfxrk c<+kuk ,oa O;oLFkk dks vf/kd tokcnsg ,oa ikjn”khZ cukuk gSA blds fy, vko”;d gS fd lwpuk dk 

vf/kdkj vf/kfu;e dk iz;ksx ,d vke ukxfjd ds #i esa lnea”kk ls fd;k tk;s] bls gfFk;kj ds :i esa Hk;knksgu 

ds fy, iz;ksx fd;k tkuk vf/kfu;e dh ewy vo/kkj.kk ds foijhr gSA iz”uxr izdj.k esa vihykFkhZ tks fd Lo;a 

dkuwuh is”ks ls tqM+s gSa vr% mudk ;g uSfrd nkf;Ro Hkh gS fd dkuwu dk iz;ksx lnea”kk ds lkFk iw.kZ lko/kkuh 

,oa ftEesnkjh ls gksA lwpuk dk vf/kdkj vf/kfu;e dk lnqi;ksx djrs gq, lwpuk ekaxh tk;s rkfd is”kkxr lqfprk 

Hkh cuh jgs rFkk lwpuk ekaxs tkus dh ea”kk ij iz”u Hkh [kM+k u gksA vihykFkhZ ls vis{kk dh tkrh gS fd muds }

kjk Hkfo’; esa lwpuk dk vf/kdkj vf/kfu;e dk iz;ksx ,d vke ukxfjd ds :i esa lnea”kk ,oa iwjh ftEesnkjh ds 

lkFk fd;k tk;sxkA 

7-	 izLrqr vihy esa Li’V gS fd vihykFkhZ }kjk lwpuk vf/kdkj ds varxZr ,d vf/koDrk ds :i esa 

O;fDrxr lwpuk ekaxh x;h gSA O;fDrxr lwpukvksa ds laca/k esa ek0 mPPkre U;k;ky; us vius fu.kZ; flfoy 

vihy uEcj 10044@2010] dsUnzh; yksd lwpuk vf/kdkjh ek0 mPPkre U;k;ky; cuke lqHkk’k pUnz vxzoky esa 
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ikfjr vkns”k fnukafdr 13@11@19 esa ;g fl)kUr izfrikfnr fd;k gS fd&personal records, including name, 

address, physical, mental and psychological status, marks obtained, grades and answer sheets are all treated 

as personal information. Similarly professional records, including qualification, performance, evaluation 

reports, ACRs, disciplinary proceedings, etc, are all personal information. Medical records, treatment, choice 

of medicine, list of hospitals and doctors visited, findings recorded, including that of the family members, 

information relating to assets, liabilities, income tax  returns, details of investments, lending and borrowing, 

etc, are personal information. Such personal information is entitled to protection from unwarranted invasion 

of privacy and conditional access is available when stipulation of larger public interest is satisfied. The list is 

indicative and not exhaustive.

8-	 yksd lwpuk vf/kdkjh }kjk vihykFkhZ ds vuqjks/k i= dks mUgsa ekufld :i ls izrkfM+r fd;s tkus ,oa 

ijs”kku fd;s tkus ds earO; ls xzflr crk;k x;k gSA vkt lquokbZ ds nkSjku vihykFkhZ }kjk yksd lwpuk vf/kdkjh 

dh O;fDrxr lwpuk ekaxs tkus ds laca/k esa dksbZ tufgr Li’V ugha fd;k x;kA of.kZr fLFkfr esa izLrqr f}rh; vihy 

xzkg~; ugha gSA vk;ksx }kjk fnukad 17@02@2025 dks fn;s x;s dkj.k crkvks uksfVl ds lkis{k izLrqr Li’Vhdj.k 

,oa ekSf[kd dFkuksa ds vk/kkj ij rRdkyhu foHkkxh; vihyh; vf/kdkjh dks lwpuk dk vf/kdkj vf/kfu;e dh /kkjk 

20¼2½ ds varxZr fuxZr dkj.k crkvks uksfVl bl dBksj psrkouh ds lkFk okil fy;k tkrk gS fd Hkfo’; esa lwpuk 

vf/kdkj vf/kfu;e ds izkfo/kkuksa ds izfr ltx jgrs gq, izFke vihyksa dk fuLrkj.k lqfuf”pr fd;k tk;sA 

9	 izLrqr f}rh; vihy esa lwpuk dk vf/kdkj vf/kfu;e ds varxZr vU; dksbZ fcUnq fopkj ds fy, “ks’k ugha 

gS] vr% mijksDrkuqlkj vihy la[;k 41251 ,oa vihy la[;k 41255 dks xzkg~; u ikrs gq, fujLr fd;k tkrk gSA 

i=koyh nkf[ky n¶rj dh tk;sA 

vkt [kqys esa ?kksf’kr] gLrk{kfjr ,oa fnukafdrA
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mÙkjk[k.M lwpuk vk;ksx

vihy la[;k % 41123

Jh jes”kpUnz “kekZ]
cuke

1- yksd lwpuk vf/kdkjh@ou {ks=kf/kdkjh] gfj}kj jsat jktkth Vkbxj fjtoZ] QkWjsLV dkyksuh] fudV 
jsyos QkVd jkuhiqj eksM gfj}kj] ftyk gfj}kjA 

2- foHkkxh; vihyh; vf/kdkjh@oU;tho izfrikyd] gfj}kj mi ou laj{kd] gfj}kj jktkth  
Vkbxj fjtoZ] QkWjsLV dkyksuh] fcYds'oj] ftyk gfj}kjA

3- funs'kd@ou laj{kd jktkth VkbZxj fjtoZ] 5@1 valkjh ekxZ] nsgjknwuA

fu.kZ; fnukad% 30-04-2025

le{k% Jh ;ksxs'k Hkê] jkT; lwpuk vk;qä] mÙkjk[k.M 

vihy varxZr /kkjk 19 ¼3½ lw- dk vf/k-vf/kfu;e- 2005

vkns'k

	 vkt lquokbZ ds le; vihykFkhZ mifLFkr gq;sA yksd lwpuk vf/kdkjh@ou {ks=kf/kdkjh] gfj}kj jsat 

jktkth Vkbxj fjtoZ Jh fctsUnz nRr frokjh ,oa funs'kd@ou laj{kd jktkth VkbZxj fjtoZ] 5@1 valkjh ekxZ] 

nsgjknwu dh vksj ls Jherh eatw [kulyh mifLFkr gq;sA funs'kd@ou laj{kd jktkth VkbZxj fjtoZ] nsgjknwu }

kjk i= fnukad 15 vizSy] 2025 ds ek/;e ls viuh vk[;k izLrqr dh x;h] ftls ijh{k.kksijkUr i=koyh dk Hkkx 

cuk;k x;kA 

2-	 izLrqr f}rh; vihy dh lquokbZ vk;ksx }kjk fnukad 02@12@2024 dks dh x;h FkhA mDr frfFk dks 

ikfjr vkns”k dk izLrj 7 yxk;r 10 fuEukuqlkj gS%& 

izLrj 7-	 lquokbZ ds nkSjku vihykFkhZ ds ewy vuqjks/k i= ds ijh{k.k ,oa mHk; i{k ds dFkuksa ls Li"V gS 

fd vihykFkhZ dks iapk;rh v[kkM+k fueZyk dks ou foHkkx }kjk i=kad 642 fnukad 19-08-2013 

ds ek/;e ls nh x;h vukifRr esa mYysf[kr izfrca/k@'krksZsa ds vuqikyu laca/kh lwpuk okafNr gSA 

vihykFkhZ dk dFku gS fd mYysf[kr vukifRr esa ftu 'krksZa dk vuqikyu djus dh fLFkfr esa 

fuekZ.k dh vuqefr nh x;h Fkh] mudk vuqikyu ugha fd;k x;k gS blfy, okafNr lwpuk ugha nh 
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tk jgh gSA voklh; fuekZ.k gsrq yh x;h vukifRr ij O;olkf;d fuekZ.k fd;k x;k rFkk  ou 

foHkkx@jktkth Vkbxj fjtZo }kjk vukifRr dh 'krksZa dk vuqikyu u fd;s tkus ij vkfrfFk 

rd dksbZ dk;Zokgh ugha dh x;h gSA vkJe }kjk vkfrfFk u rks dksbZ xzhu cSYM cukdj ikS/ks yxk, 

x,] u gh jktkth ikdZ esa okVj gksy cukus ds fy, dksbZ /kujkf'k nh x;h gSA vukifRr tkjh 

fd;s tkus ds 13 o"kZ chrus ds ckn Hkh vkfrfFk rd oU; thoksa ds laj{k.k ,oa izca/ku gsrq 5 yk[k 

:i;s dh /kujkf'k jktkth Vkbxj fjtoZ ds VkbZxj QkmUMs'ku esa tek ugha djk;h x;hA 

izLrj 8-	 vihykFkhZ ds dFku ij izeq[k ou laj{kd ¼oU; tho ½ }kjk i= la[;k 642 fnukad 19 vxLr 

2013 ds ek/;e ls tkjh vukifRr dk ijh{k.k fd;k x;kA iapk;rh v[kkM+k dks nh x;h vukifRr 

fuEuor gS%

lfpo] iapk;rh v[kkM+k fueZy ¼jftå½ ¼Jh fueZy iapk;krh v[kkM+k½ lrh?kkV jksM+ du[ky&249208 ftyk 

gfj}kj ¼mÙkjk[k.M½ dks LFky ek;kiqj ou Cykd dh lhek ij fLFkr ck; ikl jksM ds iwoZ 

fn'kk fLFkr v[kkM+k iapk;rh fueZy ds LokfeRo dh futh Hkwfe ¼[kljk 102] 103½ esa vkJe }

kjk vkoklh; fuekZ.k ls lEcfUèkr gS ds lEcUèk esa funs'kd] jktkth jkåikdZ nsgjknwu }kjk i= 

la0 1032@14&1 fnukad 20-12-2012 rFkk i= la[;k 1892@14&1 fnukad 18&03&2013 }

kjk çsf"kr vk[;k@laLrqfr rFkk lnL; lfpo State Level Environment Impact Assessment 

Authority, Uttarkhand Dehradun ds i=kad 109 Ãlh&8¼16½ 2013 fnukad 14&08&2013 }kjk 

nh x;h vk[;k ds vkèkkj ij oU;tho laj{k.k ds –f"Vdks.k ls fuEu 'krksZa ds rgr bl dk;kZy; 

dks vkifÙk ugÈ gSA

1-	 funs'kd jktkth jkåikdZ }kjk i=kad 1305@14&1 fnukad 20&12&2012 rFkk i=kad 1802@14&1 

fnukad 18&03&2013 yxk;h x;h 'krks± dk iw.kZr;k vuqikyu lqfuf'pr fd;k tk;sxkA fo'ks"kdj 

vkJe ls fudyus okys izdk'k dh jks'kuh dks ckgj tkus ls jksdus ds mik; vfuok;Z :i ls djus 

gksaxsA

2-	 jktkth jk0ikdZ dh rjQ vkJe }kjk xzhu cSYV cukdj pkSM+h iÙkh ds Åaph çtkfr dk o`{kkjksi.k 

fd;k tk;sxkA

3-	 fdlh Hkh n'kk esa oU;tho laj{k.k vfèkfue; 1972 ;Fkk la'kksfèkr 2006 rFkk 'kklukns'kksa o 

Ik;kZoj.k ,oa ou ea=ky; Hkkjr ljdkj ds vkns'kksa dk mYya?ku ugÈ fd;k tk;sxkA

4-	 oU;thoksa ds ihus ds ikuh dh O;oLFkk gsrq jktkth ikdZ esa mi;qDr LFkku ij ,d cM+s okVj 

cukus\ jktkth jk0 ikdZ dks /kujkf'k miyC/k djk;sxsaA

5-	 tSfod rFkk vtSfod dw<+s dk fuLrkj.k oSKkfud fof/k ls djuk vfuok;Z gksxkA 

6-	 jktkth Vkbxj fjtoZ ds Vkbxj QkmUMs'ku esa :0 5]00]000¼ikap yk[k :Ik;s½ dh /kujkf'k nks 
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o"kZ ds varxZr nks leku fdLrksa esa oU;thoksa ds laj{k.k rFkk çcaèku gsrq miyCèk djkus gkasxsA

7-	 Hkfo"; esa oU;thoksa ds laj{k.k ds fgr dks è;ku esa j[krs gq;s ;fn dksÃ funsZ'k@'krZ yxk;h tkrh 

gS rks mldk vuqikyu djuk gksxkA

izLrj 9-	 izLrqr vihy esa ewy vuqjks/k i= ds fcUnq la[;k 1 ls 6 vukifRr gsrq mijksDr mYysf[kr 'krksZa 

ls lacf/kr gSA of.kZr vukifRr funs'kd jktkth ikdZ] nsgjknwu ds i= ds Øe esa nh x;h gS vr% 

iz'uxr vihy esa lwpuk vf/kdkj vf/kfu;e dh /kkjk ¼5½ ds varxZr funs'kd ou laj{kd jktkth 

Vkbxj fjtoZ] nsgjknwu dks i{kdkj cukrs gq, funsZf'kr fd;k tkrk gS fd izeq[k ou laj{kd ds 

i=kad 642 fnukad 19-08-2013 ds vuqikyu esa d`r dk;Zokgh ,oa v|ru fLFkfr ij yksd lwpuk 

vf/kdkjh jktkth Vkbxj fjtoZ dk;kZy; ds ek/;e ls vkxkeh lquokbZ ij foLr`r vk[;k vk;ksx 

ds le{k izLrqr dh tk;sA

izLrj 10-	 vihykFkhZ ds ewy vuqjks/k i= ds fcUnq la[;k 7 dks izLrqr vihy ls gVkrs gq, yksd lwpuk  

vf/kdkjh@ou {ks=kf/kdkjh] gfj}kj jsat jktkth Vkbxj fjtoZ] gfj}kj dks funsZf'kr fd;k tkrk gS 

fd vihykFkhZ vkxkeh lquokbZ ls iwoZ vihykFkhZ dks izeq[k ou laj{kd ds i=kad 642 fnukad 19-

08-2013 esa nh x;h 'krksZa ds vuqikyu esa dh x;h dk;Zokgh ds laca/k esa fcUnq la[;k 1 ls 6 rd 

dh la'kksf/kr lwpuk ,oa fcUnq la[;k 8 ds lkis{k jktkth Vkbxj fjtoZ gfj}kj jsat dk ekufp= 

vihykFkhZ dks vkxkeh lquokbZ ls iwoZ miyC/k djkuk lqfuf'pr djsaA 	

3-	 vk;ksx }kjk fnukad 15-01-2025 dks ikfjr vkns”k dk izLrj 3 yxk;r 8 fuEukuqlkj gS%& 

izLrj 3-	 vk;ksx }kjk fn;s x, funsZ'k ds Øe esa funs'kd@ou laj{kd jktkth Vkbxj fjtoZ nsgjknwu  

}kjk vius fyf[kr vfHkdFku ds ek/;e ls voxr djk;k x;k fd%&

fcUnq la[;k% 03 oU;thoksa ds laj{k.k ,oa çcU/ku gsrq jktkth jk"Vªh; ikdZ dks :0 5]00000@& dh /kujkf'k 

izkIr ugha gqbZ gSaA

fcUnq la[;k%& 04 oU;thoksa ds laj{k.k ,oa çcU/ku gsrq /kujkf'k çkIr u gksus ds dkj.k dk;Z ugha djk;s x;s gSaA

fcUnq la[;k%& 05 iapk;Ùkh v[kkMk fueZy ¼jft½] lrh?kkV jksM du[ky ftyk gfj}kj ls :0 5]00000@& 

¼ik¡p yk[k½ dh /kujkf'k çkIr u gksus ds dkj.k lEcfU/kr ou {ks=kf/kdkfj;ksa dks dk;Z djus gsrq 

funsZf'kr ugh fd;k x;kA

ekå vk;ksx ds laKku esa ykuk gS fd mijksä tkudkjh dk;kZy; esa miyC/k vfHkys[kksa ds vk/kkj ij nh 

tk jgh gSA çdj.k dh v/;ru fLFkfr gsrq bl dk;kZy; ds i= la[;k 1846@12&1 fnukad  

04-01-2025 ls lEcfU/kr lfpo iapk;rh v[kkMk fueZy ¼jft½] lrh?kkV jksM du[ky ftyk gfj}kj 

ls tkudkjh çkIr fd;s tkus gsrq jftLVMZ i= ls i= çsf"kr fd;k x;k Fkk] tks fd lEcfU/kr 
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lfpo ds yEcs le; ls ckgj gksus ds dkj.k okil çkIr gks x;k gSA lEcfU/kr ou {ks=kf/kdkjh  

gfj}kj dks Hkh mijksä lfpo] iapk;rh v[kkMk fueZy ¼jft½] lrh?kkV jksM du[ky ftyk  

gfj}kj ls O;fäxr lEidZ djus gsrq le;&le; ij funsZf'kr fd;k x;k gSA

izLrj 4-	 xr fnukad 02-12-2024 dks vk;ksx esa lquokbZ ds mijkar ou {ks=kf/kdkjh gfj}kj jsat jktkth 

Vkbxj fjtoZ }kjk iapk;rh v[kkM+k dks dk;kZy; izeq[k ou laj{kd ¼oU;tho½@eq[; oU;tho 

izfrikyd mRrjk[k.M ds i=kad 642@12&13 fnukad 19-08-2013 }kjk nh x;h vukifRr esa 'krksZa 

ds vuqikyu ds laca/k esa fnukad 10 fnlacj 2024 dks i= izsf"kr fd;k x;kA ou {ks=kf/kdkjh Jh 

fotsUnz nRr frokjh }kjk i=kad 360@22 fnukad 10-12-2024 ds ek/;e ls izsf"kr i= esa fuEuor 

Li"V fd;k x;k gS%&

	 ek;kiqj Cykd dh lhek ij fLFkr Tokykiqj&yyrkjks ekxZ ds nka;h vksj fLFkr fueZy iapk;rh v[kkMk 

dh futh Hkwfe ds [kljk laå& 102] 103 esa vkJe }kjk vkoklh; fuekZ.k ds lEcU/k esa dk;kZy; çeq[k ou laj{kd 

¼oU;tho½@eq[; oU;tho çfrikyd mÙkjk[k.M ds i=kad 642@12&13 fnukad 19-08-2013 ds }kjk fuekZ.k gsrq 

fuEufyf[kr 'krksaZ ds vuqlkj vukifÙk nh x;h FkhA

	y 'krZ la[;k 01 ds vuqlkj vkJe ls fudyus okyh jks'kuh dks jksdus ds mik; vko';d :i ls 

djus Fks ysfdu vkids }kjk vkJe dks cgqeaftyk vkolh; iySV @fookg g‚y esa ifjofrZr fd;k 

x;k gSA vkids }kjk ¶ySV o fookg g‚y dk eq[; xsV foifjr fn'kk jktkth Vkbxj fjtoZ dh 

vksj [kksyk x;k gSA ftlls fookg gky o ¶ySV dh jks'kuh taxy dh rjQ iM+rh gS rFkk fookg 

gky esa rst /ouh ls ctus okys Mhå tså ds dkj.k oU;thoksa ds çk—rokl esa Hkkjh uqDlku gks jgk 

gSA vr% vki jktkth Vkbxj fjtoZ dh rjQ [kqyus okys xsV dks o jks'kuh@/;kuh dks rRdky 

cUn djuk lqfuf'pr djsaA

	y 'krZ la[;k 02 ds vuqlkj jktkth Vkbxj fjtoZ dh rjQ vkJe }kjk xzhu cSYV cuk dj pkSMh 

iÙkh dh Åaph çtkfr dk o`{kkjksi.k fd;k tkuk Fkk] tks fd vkids }kjk ugha fd;k x;kA vr% 

vki mä cSYV esa pkSMh iÙkhnkj o`{kksa dk jksi.k dj xzhu csYV cukus dk dk;Z djsaA

	y 'krZ la[;k 03 ds vuqlkj fdlh Hkh n'kk esa oU;tho laj{k.k vf/kfu;e 1972@la'kksf/kr 2006 

rFkk 'kklukns'k o i;kZoj.k ,oa ou ea=ky; Hkkjr ljdkj ds vkns'kksa dk mYya?ku ugha fd;k 

tkuk Fkk] ysfdu vkids }kjk mijksä xfrfof/k;ksa ds dkj.k 'krksaZ dk mYya?ku fd;k tk jgk gSA

	y 'krZ la[;k 04 ds vuqlkj oU;thoksa ds ihus ds ikuh dh O;oLFkk gsrq jktkth Vkbxj fjtoZ ds 

,d cMk okVjgksy cukus gsrq /kujkf'k miyC/k djkbZ tkuh Fkh] ysfdu vkids }kjk vkfrfFk rd 

mä /kujkf'k tek ugha dh x;h gSA mä 5-00 yk[k dh /kujkf'k funs'kd@ou laj{kd] jktkth 

Vkbxj fjtoZ dk;kZy; esa tek djkuk lqfuf'pr djsaA
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	y 'krZ la[;k 05 ds vuqlkj tSfod ,oa vtSfod dwMs dk fuLrkj.k oSKkfud fof/k }kjk fd;k tkuk 

Fkk] fdUrq mä 'krZ dk Hkh vkids }kjk vuqikyu ugha fd;k tk jgk gSA

	y 'krZ la[;k 06 ds vuqlkj vkidks jktkth Vkbxj fjtoZ ds Vkbxj QkmUMs'ku dks :i;s 5]00]000-

00 ¼:å ikap yk[k ek=½ dh /kujkf'k 2 o"kksaZ esa 2 fdLrksa esa oU;thoksa ds laj{k.k rFkk çcU/ku gsrq 

nh tkuh Fkh] ijUrq vkids }kjk mä /kujkf'k miyC/k ugha djkbZ x;h gSA

	y 'krZ la[;k 07 ds vuqlkj Hkfo"; esa oU;thoksa ds laj{k.k ds fgr dks /;ku esa j[krs gq;s ;fn dksbZ 

funsZ'k@'krZ yxkbZ tkrh gS] rks vkidks mldk vuqikyu djuk gksxkA 

	 bl dk;kZy;@ Jheku oU;tho çfrikyd] gfj}kj dk;kZy; ds i= laå 907@27 fnukad 15-03-2021] 

i= laå 1348@vfrØe.k fnukad 22-03-2021] i= la0 374@22 fnukad 30-10-2021] i= laå 653@22 fnukad 

11-02-2022] i= laå 1092@21 fnukad 04-06-2013] i= la0 49@21 fnukad 18-07-2023] i= la0 207@21 fnukad 

02-09-2023] i= laå 285@21 fnukad 18-09-2023 i= laå 851@21&1 fnukad 01-12-2023 ,oa i= la0 971@21 

fnukad 23-12-2023 ds }kjk dbZ ckj vkidks i=kpkj fd;k x;k] fdUrq vkids }kjk vukifÙk esa nh xbZ 'krksaZ dk 

vuqikyu ugha fd;k tk jgk gSA iqu% vkidks volj çnku djrs gq;s mijksä 'krksaZ dk vuqikyu djuk lqfuf'pr 

djsa] vU;Fkk vkidh vukifÙk dks fujLr djus dh laLrqfr ,oa fof/kd dkjZokgh gsrq mPpLrj dks fy[kk tk;sxkA

4-1-	 ou {ks=kf/kdkjh }kjk izsf"kr i= dh izfr ftykf/kdkjh dks lwpukFkZ izsf"kr djrs gq, funs'kd@

ou laj{kd jktkth Vkbxj fjtZo nsgjknwu] ofj"B iqfyl v/kh{kd gfj}kj] lfpo gfj}kj :Mdh 

fodkl izkf/kdj.k ,oa uxj vk;qDr] uxj fuxe gfj}kj dks iapk;rh v[kkM+k fueZy ds fo#) 

'krksZa ds foijhr dk;Z djus ij dk;Zokgh dk vuqjks/k fd;k x;k gSA ou {ks=kf/kdkjh gfj}kj jsat 

jktkth VkbZxj ds }kjk ofj"B iqfyl v/kh{kd gfj}kj dks iapk;rh v[kkM+k fueZy }kjk lapkfyr 

osnkxzhu oSadsVgky essa lapkfyr rst /ouh ls Mh-ts- lkm.M flLVe ij jksd yxkus dk vuqjks/k 

fd;k x;k gS tcfd uxj vk;qDr ls osnkxzhu oSadsVgky esa rst ykbVsa ,oa gSykstu ykbVksa ds 

iz;ksx ij jksd yxkus rFkk lfpo gfj}kj :Mdh fodkl izkf/kdj.k ls osnkxzhu oSadsVgky ,oa 

¶ySV fuekZ.k gsrq Lohd`r ekufp= ,oa 'krksZa ds vuqlkj dkjZokbZ djus dk vuqjks/k fd;k x;k gSA

4-2-	 vk;ksx }kjk fnukad 02-12-2024 dks fn, x, funsZ'kksa vuqikyu esa yksd lwpuk vf/kdkjh }kjk 

voxr djk;k x;k fd ou {ks=kf/kdkjh gfj}kj jsat jktkth VkbZxj fjtoZ }kjk dk;kZy; i=kad 

360@22 fnukad 10-12-2024 }kjk iapk;rh v[kkMk] fueZy ¼jft0½] lhrk?kkV jksM+ du[ky ftyk 

gfj}kj dks vukifRr izek.k i= esa nh x;h 'krksZa dk vuqikyu ugha fd;s tkus ds laca/k esa iathd`r 

i= izsf"kr fd;k x;k iathd`r i= lacaf/kr v[kkMk ds lfpo ds ckgj gksus ds dkj.k okil ou 

{ks=kf/kdkjh dk;kZy; dks izkIr gqvk gSA  

izLrj 5-	 i=koyh ds ijh{k.k rFkk funs'kd jktkth jk"Vªh; ikdZ ,oa ou {ks=kf/kdkjh dh vk[;k@izsf"kr i=ksa 



297

ls Li"V gS fd iapk;rh v[kkM+k fueZy ¼jftå½ ¼Jh fueZy iapk;krh v[kkM+k½ lrh?kkV jksM+ du[ky 

gfj}kj esa ek;kiqj Cykd dh lhek ij fLFkr Tokykiqj ykyrkjks ekxZ fLFkr v[kkM+s dh futh Hkwfe 

ds [kljk la[;k 102] 103 esa vkoklh; fuekZ.k ds fy, vukifRr gsrq funs'kd jktkth jkåikdZ 

}kjk i=kad 1305@14&1 fnukad 20&12&2012 rFkk i=kad 1802@14&1 fnukad 18&03&2013 

ds i= esa mYysf[kr 'krksZa dk vuqikyu ugha fd;k x;kA ;g vk'p;Ztud gS fd iapk;rh v[kkM+k 

}kjk vukifRr dh 'krksZa dk vuqikyu fd;s fcuk fuekZ.k dk;Z fd;k ,oa jktth jk"Vªh; ikdZ 

iz'kklu }kjk bldk laKku ugha fy;k x;kA jktkth iz'kklu }kjk iapk;rh v[kkM+k ls oU;thoksa 

ds laj{k.k ,oa izca/ku gsrq fu/kkZfjr dh x;h jkf'k Hkh ugha olwy dh x;hA lwpuk vf/kdkj  

vf/kfu;e ds varxZr bl laca/k esa lwpuk ugha ekaxh x;h gksrh rks ;g dHkh laKku esa gh ugha 

vkrk fd jktkth iz'kklu }kjk ikdZ ds utnhd fuekZ.k gsrq vukifRr dh 'krksZa dk vuqikyu 

ugha fd;k tk jgk gSA

izLrj 7-	 izLrqr izdj.k vR;ar laosnu'khy ,oa egRoiw.kZ fo"k; ls tqM+k gSA jktkth jk"Vªh; ikdZ }kjk 

oU;tho ,oa I;kZoj.k laj{k.k ,oa izca/ku ds fy, fu/kkZfjr O;oLFkk dk vuqikyu u fd;k tkuk 

vR;ar xaHkhj gSA ou {ks=kf/kdkjh gfj}kj jsat jktkth VkbZxj fjtZo gfj}kj dh vk[;k ls ;g Hkh 

izrhr gskrk gS fd iapk;rh v[kkM+k fueZy ¼jftå½ ¼Jh fueZy iapk;krh v[kkM+k½ }kjk vkoklh; 

fuekZ.k gsrq vukifRr ds lkis{k iz'uxr LFky ij O;olkf;d fuekZ.k fd;k x;k gSA izdj.k esa 

ou {ks=kf/kdkjh jktkth VkbZxj fjtZo gfj}kj }kjk ofj"B iqfyl v/kh{kd ftyk gfj}kj] lfpo 

gfj}kj :Mdh fodkl izkf/kdj.k ,oa uxj vk;qDr] uxj fuxe gfj}kj ls dk;Zokgh dk vuqjks/k 

fd;k x;k gSA fo"k; dh laosnu'khyrk ,oa egRrk ds vkyksd esa lwpuk vf/kdkj vf/kfu;e dh  

/kkjk ¼18½ ds varxZr izkIr 'kfDr;ksa dk iz;ksx djrs gq, vf/kfu;e dh /kkjk ¼5½ ds varxZr izLrqr 

vihy esa ofj"B iqfyl v/kh{kd ftyk gfj}kj] lfpo gfj}kj :Mdh fodkl izkf/kdj.k ,oa uxj 

vk;qDr] uxj fuxe gfj}kj dks i{kdkj cukrs gq, funsZf'kr fd;k tkrk gS fd vkxkeh frfFk ij 

yksd lwpuk vf/kdkfj;ksa ds ek/;e ls ou {ks=kf/kdkjh gfj}kj jsat jktkth Vkbxj fjtZo ds i= 

la[;k 360@22 fnukad 10 fnlacj 2024 ij d`r dk;Zokgh ds laca/k esa v|ru vk[;k vk;ksx 

ds le{k izLrqr dh tk;sA

izLrj 8-	 funs'kd@ou laj{kd jktkth VkbZxj fjtoZ ,oa ou {ks=kf/kdkjh gfj}kj }kjk voxr djk;k x;k 

gS fd izLrqr izdj.k esa v|ru fLFkfr gsrq lfpo iapk;rh v[kkM+k ¼fueZy½ dks izsf"kr iathd`r 

i= lacaf/kr lfpo ds yEcs le; ls ckgj gksus ds dkj.k okil izkIr gq, gSaA of.kZr fLFkfr esa 

funs'kd@ou laj{kd jktkth VkbZxj fjtoZ dks funsZf'kr fd;k tkrk gS fd izLrqr izdj.k esa 

vukifRr gsrq 'krksZa ds vuqikyu dh v|ru fLFkfr ,oa d`r dk;Zokgh ls yksd lwpuk vf/kdkjh 

ds ek/;e ls vkxkeh lquokbZ ij voxr djk;k tk;sA
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4-	 vk;ksx ds vkns”k ds Øe esa funs”kd@ou laj{kd] jktkth Vkbxj fjtoZ] nsgjknwu }kjk i= fnukad 15 

vizSy] 2025 ds ek/;e ls fuEukuqlkj vk[;k izLrqr dh x;h%& 

i.	 lfpo i¡pk;rh v[kkM+k }kjk vius i=kad&08@2025] fnukad& 27-03-2025 ls çeq[k ou laj{kd 

¼oU;tho½@eq[; oU;tho çfrikyd] mÙkjk[k.M }kjk nh xbZ 'krksaZ dh fcUnqokj vuqikyu vk[;k yksd 

lwpuk vf/kdkjh@ou {ks=kf/kdkjh] gfj}kj jsat] jktkth Vkbxj fjtoZ dks çsf"kr dh xbZ gSA mä vk[;k 

ou {ks=kf/kdkjh] gfj}kj }kjk vius dk;kZy; i=kad&618@iapk;rh v[kkM+k gfj}kj] fnukad 28-03-2025 

ls bl dk;kZy; dks çsf"kr dh xbZ gSA ftldh çfr layXu gSA 

ii.	 mijksä vk[;k esa ç;ksäk ,tsalh ¼iapk;rh va[kkM+k½ }kjk 'krZ la[;k&06 ds vuqikyu esa :å 5-00 yk[k 

dk cSad Mªk¶V ¼la[;k&000236] fnukad&27-03-2025½ bl dk;kZy; dks miyC/k djk;k x;k gS ftls 

fnukad&02-04-2025 dks ^jktkth Vkbxj dUtjos'ku Qkm.Ms'ku] mÙkjk[k.M^ ds cpr [kkrs esa tek dj 

fn;k x;k gSA  

5-	 funs”kd@ou laj{kd] jktkth Vkbxj fjtoZ] nsgjknwu }kjk viuh mi;qDr vk[;k fnukad 15 vizSy] 

2025 ds lkFk iapk;rh v[kkM+k }kjk fnukad 27@03@2025 dks ou {ks=kf/kdkjh] gfj}kj jsat] jktkth 

Vkbxj fjtoZ dks izsf’kr i= dh izfr layXu dh x;h gS] ftlesa fuEukuqlkj dFku fd;k x;k gS%& 

i.	 'krZ la[;k &1 ds vuqikyu esa rst jks'kuh dks cUn dj fn;k x;k gS o /ofu ij Hkh mPpre U;k;ky; 

ds ekudksa ds vuqlkj jksd yxk nh xbZA

ii.	 'krZ la[;k&2 jktkth Vkbxj fjtoZ dh rjQ vkJe }kjk pkSM+h iÙkh ds Åaph çtkrh ds o`{kksa  

}kjk xzhu csYV cukus dk dk;Z 'kq: dj fn;k x;k gS o vkxkeh o"kkZ _rq esa mä isM yxk fn;s tk;saxsA

iii.	 'krZ la[;k & 3 ds vuqlkj oU;tho laj{k.k vf/kfu;e 1972@ la”kksf/kr 2006 rFkk 'kklukns'kksa o 

i;kZoj.k ,oa ou ea=ky; Hkkjr ljdkj ds vkns'kksa ds iw.kZ :i ls ikyu fd;k tk;sxkA

iv.	 'krZ la[;k & 4 oU; thoks ds ihus ds ikuh dh O;oLFkk gsrq jktkth VkbZxj fjtoZ ds ,d cM+k okVj 

gksy cukus gsrq /kujk'kh miyC/k djkus gsrq v[kkMs dh desVh ds le{k bl rF; dks j[krs gq;s tYn 

gh bldh dk;Zokgh dh tk,xhA

v.	 'krZ la[;k & 5 tSfod ,oa vtSfod dqMs dk fuLrkj.k uxj fuxe dh O;oLFkk ds vuqlkj iw.kZ :i ls 

fd;k tk jgk gS vkSj fdlh Hkh çdkj dk dksbZ dwM+k jktkth Vkbxj fjtoZ dh rjQ ugha tkus fn;k 

tkrk gSA

vi.	 'krZ la[;k & 6 ds vuqikyu esa 5]00]000 dk ,d fMekaM Mªk¶V la[;k 000236 fnukad 27@03@2025 

,fDll cSad yh dk fn;k tk jgk gSA
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vii.	 'krZ la[;k & 7 ds vuqlkj Hkfo"; esa oU;thoksa ds laj{k.k ds fgr dks /;ku esa j[krs gq, ;fn dksbZ 

funsZ'k@'krZ yxkbZ tkrh gS rks mldk vuqikyu vo'; fd;k tk;sxkA

6-	 vkt lquokbZ ds le; funs”kd@ou laj{kd] jktkth Vkbxj fjtoZ] nsgjknwu dh vk[;k fnukad 15 

vizSy] 2025 ,oa mlds lkFk layXu iapk;rh v[kkM+k ds i= fnukad 27@03@2025 dh izfr e; 

layXudksa lfgr vihykFkhZ dks gLrxr djkrs gq, muls bldh izkfIr yh x;hA yksd lwpuk vf/kdkjh@

ou {ks=kf/kdkjh] gfj}kj jsat jktkth Vkbxj fjtoZ] gfj}kj dks funsZf”kr fd;k tkrk gS fd iapk;rh 

v[kkM+k }kjk mUgsa tks fnukad 27@03@2025 dks 7 “krksZa ij vk[;k nh x;h gS mldk vuqikyu 

lqfuf”pr djk;saA Li’V fd;k tkrk gS fd ,u0vks0lh0 dh “krksZa dk dM+kbZ ls vuqikyu gksuk pkfg,] 

iwoZ esa bu “krksZa dk vuqikyu ugha gqvk gS] vr% ;g /;ku j[kk tk;s fd “krksZa ds vuqikyu esa iapk;rh 

v[kkM+k }kjk i= fnukad 27@03@2025 ds ek/;e ls tks vk”oklu fn;k x;k gS mldk vuqikyu 

;Fkk”kh?kz lqfuf”pr djk;k tk;sA 

7-	 izLrqr vihy esa lquokbZ ds nkSjku Li’V gqvk fd jktkth Vkbxj fjtoZ }kjk Vkbxj fjtoZ ls yxs {ks= 

esa fuekZ.k gsrq vukifRr dh “krksZa dk vuqikyu ugha gks jgk gSA izLrqr izdj.k esa vk;ksx }kjk laKku fy;s 

tkus ij 13 o’kksZa ckn oU; thoksa ds laj{k.k ,oa izca/ku gsrq jktkth Vkbxj fjtoZ QkmUMs”ku xfBr dj 

vukifRr dh “krZ ds vuqlkj /kujkf”k tek djk;h x;hA funs”kd] jktkth Vkbxj fjtoZ ls vis{kk dh 

tkrh gS fd iz”uxr izdj.k dk laKku ysrs gq, foHkkx dh vksj ls vU; izdj.kksa esa nh x;h vukifRr dh 

leh{kk dh tk;sA izLrqr vihy esa vihykFkhZ }kjk lwpuk vf/kdkj dk lnqi;ksx dj tkx:d ukxfjd 

dh Hkwfedk dk fuoZgu djrs gq, yksdfgr ds ,d egRoiw.kZ fo’k; ij /;kukd’kZ.k fd;k x;kA ftlds 

fy, vihykFkhZ dh ljkguk dh tkrh gSA 

8-	 izLrqr f}rh; vihy esa lwpuk dk vf/kdkj vf/kfu;e ds varxZr vkxs dksbZ vU; fcUnq fopkj ds fy, 

“ks’k ugha gS] vr% xq.k&nks’k ds vk/kkj ij izLrqr f}rh; vihy fu{ksfir dh tkrh gSA 

i=koyh nkf[ky n¶rj dh tk;sA 

vkt [kqys esa ?kksf’kr] gLrk{kfjr ,oa fnukafdrA
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mÙkjk[k.M lwpuk vk;ksx 

vihy la[;k % 40423

ekS0 “kks,c vkye
cuke

1-  yksd lwpuk vf/kdkjh@la;qDr funs”kd Ik;ZVu] Ik;ZVu eq[;ky;] mRrjk[k.M Ik;ZVu fodkl ifj’kn~ 
x<+h dSaV] nsgjknwu] ftyk&nsgjknwuA

2-  foHkkxh; vihyh; vf/kdkjh@vij funs”kd Ik;ZVu] Ik;ZVu eq[;ky;] mRrjk[k.M Ik;ZVu fodkl 
ifj’kn~ x<+h dSaV] nsgjknwu] ftyk&nsgjknwuA

3-  yksd lwpuk vf/kdkjh@uxj ikfydk ifj’kn~ elwjh] nsgjknwuA

4-  Jh vfer yksguh] mi funs'kd i;ZVu] mÙkjk[k.M i;ZVu fodkl ifj"kn x<+h dSaV] nsgjknwu] 
ftyk&nsgjknwuA

5-  duZy v”ouh iq.Mhj] rRdkyhu vij eq[; dk;Zdkjh vf/kdkjh ¼lkgfld i;ZVu½ i;ZVu eq[;ky;] 
mRrjk[k.M i;ZVu fodkl ifj’kn] x<+h dSaV] nsgjknwu }kjk funs”kd] Ik;ZVu eq[;ky;] mRrjk[k.M 

Ik;ZVu fodkl ifj’kn~ x<+h dSaV] nsgjknwu] ftyk&nsgjknwuA

6-  yksd izkf/kdkjh@funs”kd] Ik;ZVu eq[;ky;] mRrjk[k.M Ik;ZVu fodkl ifj’kn~ x<+h dSaV] nsgjknwu] 
ftyk&nsgjknwuA

fu.kZ; fnukad% 25-04-2025

le{k% Jh ;ksxs'k Hkê] jkT; lwpuk vk;qä] mÙkjk[k.M 

vihy varxZr /kkjk 19 ¼3½ lw- dk vf/k-vf/kfu;e- 2005

vkns'k

vkt lquokbZ esa vihydrkZ vius izfrfuf/k Jh yfyr eksgu dkyk lfgr mifLFkr gq;sA izR;qRrjnkrkx.kksa dh vksj 

ls yksd lwpuk vf/kdkjh Ik;ZVu eq[;ky;] Jh ;ksxsUnz dqekj xaxokj la;qDr funs”kd i;ZVu] Jh vfer yksguh] mi 

funs'kd i;ZVu] mÙkjk[k.M i;ZVu fodkl ifj"kn] vf/koDrk Jh foHkksj f=[kk ,oa izFke vihyh; vf/kdkjh Jherh 

iwue pan mifLFkr gq;sA

2-	 izLrqr f}rh; vihy dh lquokbZ vk;ksx }kjk fnukad 08@08@2024 dks dh x;h FkhA mDr frfFk dks 

ikfjr vkns”k dk izLrj 2 yxk;r 10 fuEukuqlkj gS%& 
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izLrj 2-	 iz”uxr vihy esa vihykFkhZ }kjk vuqjksèk i= fnukad 27-11-2023 ds ekè;e ls yksd lwpuk 

vfèkdkjh ls dkWeu ikdZ ,LVsV jksM+ ds laca/k esa fuEu fcUnq la[;k&2 o fcUnq la[;k&3 ds ek/;e 

ls lwpuk pkgh x;h%

fcUnq la[;k&1	 Out of 172.9 Acres (more or less) 140 acres of land has been acquired by Rajas 
Aero Sports Pvt Details of Required Information Ltd the remaining 30 acres of 
non-acquired land details be provided in the form of map with GPS Location with 
two different colors variation (one special colour of acquired land and second 

different special colour of non- acquired land).

fcUnq la[;k&2 	 Please provide me the details of ownership of Common Park Estate Road 

(Barrier to Wishing well). 

fcUnq la[;k&3	 Kindly provide me the date of transfer of land of Common Park Estate Road by 

Nagar Palika to Department of Tourism.

izLrj 3-    vuqjks/k i= ds lkis{k yksd lwpuk vf/kdkjh }kjk i=kad 6950 fnukad 29-12-2023 ds ek/;e ls 

fuEu lwpuk izsf’kr dh x;h%

fcUnq la[;k&1%  ds lkis{k th0ih0,l0 eSi ls lacaf/kr lwpuk izsf’kr dh x;hA

fcUnq la[;k&2%  Ik;ZVu foHkkx ds LokfeRo dh gSA

fcUnq la[;k&3%  uxj ikfydk ifj’kn~ }kjk Ik;ZVu foHkkx dks Hkwfe gLrkUrfjr ugha dh x;h gSA

izLrj 4-	 yksd lwpuk vf/kdkjh }kjk izsf’kr lwpuk ls larq’V u gksus ij vihykFkhZ }kjk i= fnukad 23-

01-2023 ds ek/;e ls izFke vihyh; vf/kdkjh ds le{k izFke vihy izLrqr dh x;hA vihyh;  

vf/kdkjh }kjk fnukad 15-02-2024 dks vihy dk fuLrkj.k djrs gq, vihykFkhZ dks vuqjks/k i= ds 

fcUnq la[;k 2 ds lkis{k yksd lwpuk vf/kdkjh dks ,d lIrkg ds varxZr vihydrkZ dks fu%”kqYd 

lwpuk izsf’kr djus ds funsZ”k fn, x,A 

izLrj 5-	 iz”uxr izdj.k esa yksd lwpuk vf/kdkjh dk fyf[kr vfHkdFku i= la[;k&2395 fnukad 30-07-

2024 izkIr gqvkA mDr i= ds ek/;e ls voxr djk;k fd%

	 vihykFkÊ }kjk vius ewy çkFkZuk i= fnukad 23-11-2023 tks fnukad 30-11-2023 dks dk;kZy; 

dks çkIr gqvk gS] ds ekè;e ls vihykFkÊ }kjk 03 fcUnqvksa ij lwpuk ekaxh x;h FkhA ftlds Øe 

esa vèkksgLrk{kjh ds i= la0&6336@ 2&10&517 fnukad 01-12-2023 }kjk vuqjksèkdrkZ ds i= 

dh Nk;kçfr layXu dj lEcfUèkr vuqHkkx dks lwpuk dk vfèkdkj vfèkfu;e dh èkkjk&5 ¼4½ ds 
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vUrxZr lwpuk miyCèk djk;s tkus gsrq i= çsf"kr fd;k x;k FkkA

	 mä Øe esa lEcfUèkr vuqHkkxksa }kjk miyCèk djk;h x;h lwpuk vèkksgLrk{kjh ds iath—r i= 

la0&6950@2&10&517 @2023&24 fnukad 29 fnlEcj] 2023 }kjk ds vuqlkj vuqjksèkdrkZ 

Jh ekSå 'kks,c vkye] @ ikdZ ,LVsV gkFkhik¡o elwjh] ftyk nsgjknwu] 248179 dks fuèkkZfjr 

le;kUrxZr miyCèk djk;h x;h FkhA vihykFkÊ ekSå 'kks,c vkye mijksäkuqlkj miyCèk djk;h 

x;h lwpuk ls larq"V u gksus ds QyLo:i foHkkxh; vihyh; vfèkdkjh ds le{k çFke vihy 

nk;j dh x;h FkhA rnksijkUr foHkkxh; vihyh; vfèkdkjh }kjk gh vihykFkÊ ds mä ç'uxr 

çdj.k ij dk;Zokgh dh x;h gSA

izLrj 6-	 lquokbZ ds nkSjku mifLFkr i{kksa ds le{k vihykFkhZ ds vuqjks/k i= ij ppkZ dh x;hA vihykFkhZ 

}kjk elwjh esa gkFkhikao fLFkr dkWeu ikdZ jksM+ ds laca/k esa rhu fcUnqvksa ds ek/;e ls lwpuk pkgh 

x;h gSA vuqjks/k i= ds izFke fcUnq ds lkis{k Ik;ZVu foHkkx }kjk miyC/k djk;s x;s thih,l eSi 

ls vihykFkhZ larq’V gS ysfdu fcUnq la[;k 2 ,oa 3 dh lwpuk ij vihykFkhZ dks vkifRr gSA 

6-1	 vihykFkhZ dk dFku gS fd gkFkhikao fLFkr dkWeu ikdZ ,LVsV jksM+ ¼dkWeu iSlst½ ij Ik;ZVu foHkkx 

}kjk cSfj;j yxkdj vkoktkgh gsrq “kqYd olwyk tk jgk gSA muds }kjk Ik;ZVu foHkkx ls dkWeu 

ikdZ ,LVsV jksM+ ds LokfeRo ds laca/k esa lwpuk ekaxh x;h gSA okafNr lwpuk ds dze esa Ik;ZVu 

foHkkx }kjk voxr djk;k x;k gS fd ikdZ ,LVsV jksM+ Ik;ZVu foHkkx ds LokfeRo dh gS ysfdu 

LokfeRo laca/kh dksbZ vfHkys[k lwpuk esa miyC/k ugha djk;s x;s gSaA  

izLrj 7-	 yksd lwpuk vf/kdkjh Ik;ZVu eq[;ky; }kjk vihykFkhZ dks izsf’kr lwpuk esa voyksdu ls Li’V gS 

fd fcUnq la[;k&2 ,oa 3 esa izsf’kr lwpuk esa fojks/kkHkkl gSA fcUnq la[;k&2 esa Ik;ZVu foHkkx }kjk 

voxr djk;k x;k fd dkWeu ikdZ ,LVsV jksM+ Ik;ZVu foHkkx dh laifRr gS tcfd fcUnq la[;k&3 

esa lwfpr fd;k x;k gS fd uxj ikfydk ifj’kn~ }kjk Ik;ZVu foHkkx dks Hkwfe gLrkUrfjr ugha dh 

x;h gSA okafNr lwpuk vihykFkhZ }kjk ;g tkuus ds fy, pkgh x;h gS fd dkWeu ikdZ ,LVsV 

jksM+ ij cSfj;j yxkdj Ik;ZVu foHkkx }kjk “kqYd olwyh fdl vf/kdkj@vk/kkj ij dh tk jgh 

gSA lquokbZ ds nkSjku mifLFkr vihyh; vf/kdkjh Jherh iwue pan ,oa yksd lwpuk vf/kdkjh ds 

izfrfuf/k ;g Li’V ugha dj ik;s fd dkWeu ikdZ ,LVsV jksM+ dk LokfeRo Ik;ZVu foHkkx dk gSA 

mifLFkr vf/kdkfj;ksa }kjk ekSf[kd voxr djk;k x;k fd bl jksM+ ij “kqYd Ik;ZVu foHkkx }kjk 

ugha cfYd tktZ ,ojsLV ikdZ dk lapkyu dj jgh futh daiuh }kjk olwyk tk jgk gSA 

izLrj 8-	 vihykFkhZ dk dFku gS fd dkWeu ikdZ ,LVsV jksM+ o’kksZa ls lkoZtfud lM+d gS ftl ij vkoktkgh 

gsrq dHkh dksbZ “kqYd ugha fn;k x;kA bl ekxZ ij vkoktkgh gsrq “kqYd Ik;ZVu foHkkx ds uke ls 

olwyk tk jgk gS ftlls LFkkuh; fuokfl;ksa ,oa futh laifRr ds Lokfe;ksa dks fnDdrksa dk lkeuk 
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djuk iM+ jgk gSA foHkkx ;g Li’V ugha dj jgk gS fd uxj ikfydk ds LokfeRo okyh ;g lM+d 

Ik;ZVu ds LokfeRo esa dc ,oa ftu vfHkys[kksa ds ek/;e ls fdu “krksZa ds v/khu gLrxr dh x;h 

rFkk Ik;ZVu us fdl vk/kkj ij ogka olwyh gsrq futh daiuh dk cSfj;j LFkkfir djk;k x;kA

izLrj 9-	 izLrqr vihy esa ;g Li’V ugha gS fd dkWeu ikdZ ,LVsV jksM+ dk LokfeRo fdldk gS] pwafd yksd 

lwpuk vf/kdkjh }kjk vihykFkhZ dks voxr djk;k x;k gS mDr laifRr uxj ikfydk }kjk gLrxr 

ugha djk;h x;h gS rFkk vihykFkhZ dk dFku gS fd laifRr uxj ikfydk elwjh dh gS vr% of.kZr 

fLFkfr esa lwpuk vf/kdkj vf/kfu;e dh /kkjk 5¼5½ ds varxZr iz”uxr vihy esa uxj ikfydk 

elwjh dks i{kdkj cukrs gq, funsZf”kr fd;k tkrk gS fd dkWeu ikdZ ,LVsV jksM+ ds LokfeRo ij 

fLFkfr Li’V djrs gq, lacaf/kr vfHkys[k vkxkeh lquokbZ ij vk;ksx ds le{k izLrqr dh tk;saA 

;g Hkh funsZf”kr fd;k tkrk gS fd mYysf[kr laifRr dk LokfeRo uxj ikfydk ifj’kn~ elwjh 

dk gksus dh fLFkfr esa laifRr dh v|ru fLFkfr ij vk[;k izLrqr dh tk;sA uxj ikfydk elwjh  

}kjk yksd lwpuk vf/kdkjh ds ek/;e ls mijksDr dk vuqikyu lqfuf”pr fd;k tk;sA 

izLrj 10-	 izLrqr vihy esa yksd lwpuk vf/kdkjh }kjk izsf’kr lwpuk fojks/kkHkklh gS vr% yksd lwpuk  

vf/kdkjh@mRrjk[k.M Ik;ZVu fodkl ifj’kn~ x<+h dSaV] nsgjknwu] ftyk&nsgjknwu dks funsZf”kr 

fd;k tkrk gS fd vkxkeh lquokbZ ls iwoZ iz”uxr izdj.k esa vk;ksx ds le{k dkWeu ikdZ ,LVsV 

jksM+ ds laca/k esa fLFkfr Li’V djrs gq, vihykFkhZ dks izekf.kd lwpuk miyC/k djk;h tk;sA 

vkxkeh lquokbZ ij yksd lwpuk vf/kdkjh O;fDrxr mifLFkr gksdj izLrqr vihy esa okafNr lwpuk 

ls laca/kh izek.k@vfHkys[k vk;ksx ds le{k izLrqr djsaxsA 

3-	 vk;ksx }kjk fnukad 24-09-2024 dks izLrj&5 yxk;r 10 esa fuEuor vkns'k ikfjr fd;s x,%&

izLrj 5-	 lquokbZ ds nkSjku uxj ikfydk }kjk vk[;k ds lkFk Park Estate dk Site Plan izLrqr fd;k 

x;k gS mlls ;g izrhr gksrk gS fd o"kZ 2012 esa mDr ekxZ lkoZtfud ekxZ gSA ftldk vuqj{k.k 

o"kZ 2012 rd uxj ikfydk elwjh }kjk fd;k x;k gSA uxj ikfydk elwjh }kjk Ik;ZVu foHkkx 

dks ;g ekxZ gLrkarfjr ugha fd;k x;k gS ysfdu orZeku esa ekxZ Ik;ZVu foHkkx ds v/khu gSA

izLrj 6-	 i;ZVu foHkkx }kjk tktZ ,ojsLV gkml laxzgky;] ç;ksx'kkyk] 05 gV~l dSQs ds lapkyu ds lkFk 

gh tktZ ,ojsLV gkml rd tkus okys ekxZ ij cSfj;j ,oa ikfdZax dh vuqefr fufonk ds ek/;e 

ls M/S Rajas Aero sports & Adventure private limited dks o"kZ 2022 esa nh x;h gSA  

izLrj 7-	 lquokbZ ds nkSjku ;g Hkh Li"V gqvk fd dkWeu ikdZ ,LVsV jksM+ o’kksZa ls lkoZtfud lM+d gS ftl 

ij vkoktkgh gsrq dHkh dksbZ “kqYd ugha fn;k x;kA bl ekxZ ij vkoktkgh gsrq “kqYd Ik;ZVu 

foHkkx ds uke ls olwyk tk jgk gS ftlls] LFkkuh; fuokfl;ksa ,oa futh laifRr ds Lokfe;ksa dks 
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fnDdrksa dk lkeuk djuk iM+ jgk gSA izLrqr vihy esa uxj ikfydk elwjh }kjk gkFkhikao fLFkr 

dkWeu ikdZ ,LVsV jksM+ ij e; ekufp= fLFkfr Li"V djus ds mijkar i;ZVu foHkkx ;g Li’V 

ugha dj ik;k gS fd fdl vk/kkj ij foHkkx }kjk dkeu ikdZ ,LVsV jksM+ ij futh daiuh dks 

cSfj;j LFkkfir djus dh vuqefr iznku dh x;hA

izLrj 8-	 lquokbZ ds nkSjku i;ZVu foHkkx }kjk izLrqr rF;ksa ij vkifRr djrs gq, vihykFkhZ }kjk dFku 

fd;k x;k fd okafNr lwpuk ds laca/k esa yksd lwpuk vf/kdkjh }kjk Hkzked fLFkfr mRiUu dh 

tk jgh gSA dkeu ikdZ ,LVsV jksM+ i;ZVu foHkkx dh laifRr ds varxZr gS rks bldk vfHkys[kh; 

izek.k miyC/k djk;k tk;s ,oa ;fn ;g i;ZVu foHkkx dh laifRr ugha gS rks crk;k tk;s fd bl 

ekxZ ij vkoktkgh ds fy, 'kqYd dh olwyh fdl fu;e ds rgr gks jgh gSA

izLrj 9-	 izLrqr vihy esa gkFkhikao elwjh fLFkr dkeu ikdZ ,LVsV jksM+ vke jkLrk gS ;k ugha rFkk fdl 

vk/kkj ij oagk futh daiuh dk cSfj;j yxk gS ds laca/k esa lquokbZ esa mifLFkr yksd lwpuk  

vf/kdkjh@la;qDr funs'kd i;ZVu }kjk voxr djk;k x;k fd bl laca/k esa oLrqfLFkfr vij eq[; 

dk;Zdkjh vf/kdkjh ¼lkgfld i;ZVu½ i;ZVu eq[;ky; Li"V dj ik,axsA mudh ns[kjs[k esa gh 

ifj;kstuk lapkfyr gSA yksd lwpuk vf/kdkjh@la;qDr funs'kd Ik;ZVu }kjk bl laca/k esa lek/

kku gsrq Ik;ZVu foHkkx] uxj ikfydk elwjh ,oa vihykFkhZ ¼futh laifRr Lokeh½ ,oa Ik;ZVu foHkkx  

}kjk vf/kd`r dh x;h M/S Rajas Aero sports & Adventure private limited  ds la;qDr 

LFkyh; losZ dh vko';drk ij cy fn;k x;kA of.kZr fLFkfr esa vij eq[; dk;Zdkjh vf/kdkjh 

¼lkgfld i;ZVu½ duZy Jh अश्वनी iq.Mhj Ik;ZVu eq[;ky;] mRrjk[k.M Ik;ZVu fodkl 

ifj’kn~ x<+h dSaV] nsgjknwu] ftyk&nsgjknwu dks lwpuk vf/kdkj vf/kfu;e dh /kkjk 5¼5½ ds varxZr 

i{kdkj cukrs gq, funsZf”kr fd;k tkrk gS fd iz'uxr fo"k; ij vihykFkhZ ds ewy vuqjks/k i= esa 

okafNr lwpuk ds Øe esa vkxkeh lquokbZ ij Li"V vk[;k izLrqr dh tk,A ;g Hkh voxr djk;k 

tkrk gS fd iz'uxr fo"k; ij Li"V vk[;k gsrq yksd lwpuk vf/kdkjh }kjk leLr i{kksa ds losZ 

laca/kh lq>ko ij lacaf/krksa }kjk fu.kZ; fy;s tkus ij vk;ksx dks dksbZ vkifRr ugha gSA 

izLrj 10-	 yksd lwpuk vf/kdkjh@mRrjk[k.M Ik;ZVu fodkl ifj’kn~ x<+h dSaV] nsgjknwu] ftyk&nsgjknwu 

dks funsZf”kr fd;k tkrk gS fd vkxkeh lquokbZ ij iz”uxr izdj.k esa vk;ksx ds le{k dkWeu 

ikdZ ,LVsV jksM+ ds laca/k esa fLFkfr Li’V djrs gq, vihykFkhZ dks izekf.kd lwpuk miyC/k djk;h 

tk;sA vkxkeh lquokbZ ij yksd lwpuk vf/kdkjh izLrqr vihy esa okafNr lwpuk ls laca/kh izek.k@

vfHkys[k tktZ ,ojsLV gkml laxzgky;] ç;ksx'kkyk] 05 gV~l dSQs dk lapkyu gsrq fufonk 

,oa Ik;ZVu foHkkx }kjk M/S Rajas Aero sports & Adventure private limited ds lkFk vuqca/k  

laca/kh ewy i=koyh lfgr vk;ksx ds le{k mifLFkr gksaxsA 
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4-	 vk;ksx }kjk fnukad 28@11@2024 dks ikfjr vkns”k dk izLrj 4 yxk;r 8 fuEukuqlkj gS%& 

izLrj 4-	 xr fnukad 24-09-2024 dks ikfjr vkns”k ds izLrj&9 esa vij eq[; dk;Zdkjh vf/kdkjh ¼lkgfld 

Ik;ZVu½ duZy Jh v”ouh iq.Mhj Ik;ZVu eq[;ky;] mRrjk[k.M Ik;ZVu fodkl ifj’kn~ x<+h dSaV 

nsgjknwu dks lwpuk vf/kdkj vf/kfu;e dh /kkjk 5¼5½ ds varxZr i{kdkj cukrs gq, iz”uxr 

fo’k; ij vihykFkhZ ds ewy vuqjks/k i= esa okafNr lwpuk ds dze esa Li’V vk[;k izLrqr djus ds 

funsZ”k fn, x, FksA lquokbZ ds nkSjku iwoZ eas tkjh funsZ”k ds lkis{k vij eq[; dk;Zdkjh vf/kdkjh 

¼lkgfld Ik;ZVu½ u rks Lo;a mifLFkr gq, vFkok u gh dksbZ vk[;k izLrqr dh x;h gSA ,slk 

izrhr gksrk gS fd vij eq[; dk;Zdkjh vf/kdkjh ¼lkgfld Ik;ZVu½ }kjk vk;ksx ds vkns”kksa dh 

vogsyuk dh tk jgh gSA of.kZr fLFkfr esa vij eq[; dk;Zdkjh vf/kdkjh ¼lkgfld Ik;ZVu½ duZy 

Jh v”ouh iq.Mhj Ik;ZVu eq[;ky;] mRrjk[k.M Ik;ZVu fodkl ifj’kn~ x<+h dSaV nsgjknwu dks 

iz”uxr vihy esa bl vk”k; dk dkj.k crkvks uksfVl tkjh fd;k tkrk gS fd D;ksa ugha vk;ksx 

}kjk ikfjr vkns”k dh voekuuk ds fy, lwpuk vf/kdkj vf/kfu;e dh /kkjk 20¼2½ ds vUrxZr 

muds fo:) dk;Zokgh laLrqr dh tk,\ 

izLrj 5-	 izLrqr vihy esa xr fnukad 24-09-2024 dks ikfjr vkns”k ds izLrj&10 ds vuqikyu esa Jh 

;ksxsUnz dqekj xaxokj@yksd lwpuk vf/kdkjh] mRrjk[k.M Ik;ZVu fodkl ifj’kn~ x<+h dSaV] 

nsgjknwu ,oa Jherh lhek ukSfV;ky @ lgk;d vuqHkkx vf/kdkjh tktZ ,ojsLV gkml laxzgky;] 

ç;ksx'kkyk] 05 gV~l dSQs dk lapkyu gsrq fufonk ,oa Ik;ZVu foHkkx }kjk M/S Rajas Aero 

sports & Adventure private limited ds lkFk vuqca/k laca/kh ewy i=koyh lfgr mifLFkr gq,A 

mifLFkr yksd lwpuk vf/kdkjh }kjk voxr djk;k x;k fd iz”uxr izdj.k ij i;ZVu foHkkx 

,oa vU; lacaf/kr i{kksa }kjk la;qDr LFkyh; losZ fd;k x;k gSA lquokbZ ds nkSjku yksd lwpuk  

vf/kdkjh }kjk mYysf[kr la;qDr LFkyh; losZ dh fjiksVZ izLrqr ugha dh x;hA mifLFkr vihykFkhZ 

}kjk dFku fd;k x;k fd la;qDr LFkyh; losZ esa foHkkx }kjk mUgsa “kkfey ugha fd;k x;kA 

izLrj 6-	 iz”uxr vihy esa lquokbZ ds nkSjku iqu% ;g nksgjk;k x;k fd vihykFkhZ dks ;g lwpuk okafNr gS 

fd dkWeu ikdZ ,LVsV jksM+ ftl Hkwfe ij cSfj;j LFkkfir fd;k x;k gS ml ij fdldk LokfeRo 

gSA pawfd i;ZVu foHkkx ds uke ij cSfj;j LFkkfir fd;k x;k gS vr% i;ZVu foHkkx ls lwpuk 

vf/kdkj ds varxZr lacaf/kr Hkwfe ds vfHkys[k@izek.k okafNr gSA i;ZVu foHkkx }kjk izekf.kd :i 

ls bl laca/k esa fLFkfr Li’V u fd;s tkus ls Hkzked fLFkfr mRiUu gks jgh gSA ,slk izrhr gks 

jgk gS fd i;ZVu foHkkx }kjk tkucw>dj izdj.k ls lacaf/kr lwpuk esa ck/kk mRiUu dh tk jgh 

gSA vihykFkhZ }kjk iz”uxr izdj.k ls lacaf/kr vfHkys[kksa ds voyksdu ls izrhr gksrk gS fd tkWtZ 

,ojsLV bLVsV dh vf/kxzfgr Hkwfe ds dCts esa cMs+ iSekus ij vfu;ferrk gqbZ gSA vihykFkhZ }kjk 
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izLrqr vfHkys[kksa esa mYysf[kr ,d la;qDr foHkkxh; vk[;k ls Hkh bl laHkkouk dks cy feyrk 

gSA yksd lwpuk vf/kdkjh }kjk vius dFkukuqlkj iz”uxr izdj.k ij vk;ksx ds le{k la;qDr 

LFkyh; fjiksVZ izLrqr ugha dh x;h gSA of.kZr fLFkfr esa yksd lwpuk vf/kdkjh @ mRrjk[k.M 

Ik;ZVu fodkl ifj’kn~ x<+h dSaV] nsgjknwu dks bl vk”k; dk uksfVl tkjh fd;k tkrk gS fd D;ksa 

ugha muds fo:) vf/kfu;e dh /kkjk 20¼2½ ds varxZr dk;Zokgh laLrqr dh tk;sA yksd lwpuk  

vf/kdkjh @ mRrjk[k.M Ik;ZVu fodkl ifj’kn~ x<+h dSaV] nsgjknwu funsZf”kr fd;k tkrk gS fd 

;fn dkWeu ikdZ ,LVsV jksM+ ij LFkkfir fd;s x;s cSfj;j dh Hkwfe ds LokfeRo laca/kh gLrkUrj.k@

vf/kxzg.k laca/kh izek.k dk;kZy; esa miyC/k ugha gS rks vkxkeh lquokbZ esa vihykFkhZ dks ;g Li’V 

:i ls “kiFk i= ij lwfpr fd;k tk;sA yksd lwpuk vf/kdkjh dks vihykFkhZ }kjk vk;ksx esa 

izLrqr vfHkys[kksa ,oa izek.kksa dh izfr bl vk”k; ls izsf’kr dh tk jgh gS fd vkxkeh lquokbZ ij 

izLrqr vfHkys[kksa @ fjiksVksZa ij v|ru dk;Zokgh@fLFkfr ls vk;ksx dks voxr djk;k tk;sA 

vkxkeh frfFk ij yksd lwpuk vf/kdkjh foHkkx }kjk la;qDr LFkyh; losZ dh fjiksVZ Hkh vk;ksx ds 

voyksdukFkZ izLrqr djsaxsA 

izLrj 7-	 vkt lquokbZ esa yksd lwpuk vf/kdkjh@uxj ikfydk ifj’kn~ elwjh ds izfrfuf/k Jh fou; izrki 

@ dj v/kh{kd mifLFkr gSaA yksd lwpuk vf/kdkjh@ vf/k”kklh vf/kdkjh }kjk i= fnukad 25-

11-2024 ds ek/;e ls Li’V fd;k fd ^^mDr lM+d dk fuekZ.k ikfydk }kjk o’kZ 2012 esa fd;k 

x;k Fkk^^A fdUrq yksd lwpuk vf/kdkjh@uxj ikfydk ifj’kn~ elwjh ds i= ls mDr lM+d ds 

LokfeRo dh fLFkfr Li’V ugha gks ik;hA yksd lwpuk vf/kdkjh@uxj ikfydk ifj’kn~ elwjh 

vkxkeh lquokbZ esa mDr dkWeu ikdZ ,LVsV jksM+ ds LokfeRo ds laca/k esa izekf.kd@vfHkys[kh; 

fLFkfr Li’V djsaxsA

5-	 vk;ksx }kjk fnukad 23@12@2024 dks ikfjr vkns”k dk izLrj 4 yxk;r 10 fuEukuqlkj gS%&

izLrj 4-	 vk;ksx ds xr vkns”k ds Øe esa yksd lwpuk vf/kdkjh@la;qDr funs”kd i;ZVu eq[;ky;] 

mRrjk[k.M i;ZVu fodkl ifj’kn }kjk i= fnukad 21@12@2024 ds ek/;e ls fuEukuqlkj 

vk[;k izLrqr dh x;h%& 
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fcUnq la0 fcUnq ls lEcfU/kr mfYyf[kr izdj.k fcUnq ls lEcfU/kr izR;qmRrj

7 yksd lwpuk vf/kdkjh }kjk iwoZ lquokbZ esa 
vius dFkukuqlkj ç'u & xr çdj.k ij 
vk;ksx ds le{k lquokbZ esa la;qä LFkyh; 
fujh{k.k fjiksVZ çLrqr ugha dh x;h gSA of.kZr 
fLFkfr esa yksd lwpuk vf/kdkjh@måiå-
foåifj"kn~ x<+h dSaV] nsgjknwu dks bl vk'k; 
dk uksfVl tkjh fd;k tkrk gS] fd D;ksa 
ugha muds fo#) vf/kfu;e dh /kkjk 20 ¼2½ 
ds varxZr dk;Zokgh laLrqr dh tk;sA yksd 
lwpuk vf/kdkjh@mÙkjk[k.M i;ZVu fodkl  
ifj"kn~ x<+h dSaV] nsgjknwu funsZf'kr fd;k 
tkrk gS fd ;fn d‚eu ikdZ ,LVsV jksM 
ij LFkkfir fd;s x;s oSfj;j dh Hkwfe ds 
LokfeRo laca/kh gLrkUrj.k@vf/kxzg.k laca/kh 
çek.k dk;kZy; esa miyC/k ugha gS rks vkxkeh 
lquokbZ esa vihykFkhZ dks ;g Li"V :i ls 
'kiFk i= ij lwfpr fd;k tk;sA yksd lwpuk 
vf/kdkjh dks vihykFkhZ }kjk vk;ksx esa çLrqr 
vfHkys[kksa ,oa çek.kksa dh çfr bl vk'k; ls 
çsf"kr dh tk jgh gS fd vkxkeh lquokbZ ij 
çLrqr vfHkys[kksa@fjiksVksZ ij v|ru dk;Zok-
gh@fLFkfr ls vk;ksx dks voxr djkrs gq, 
la;qä LFkyh; losZ dh fjikZsV Hkh vk;ksx ds 
le{k çLrqr dh tk;sA

lknj voxr djkuk gS fd vkosnudrkZ Jh 
ekså lks,c vkye ds fnukad 30-11-2023 dks 
çkIr gq;s i= }kjk pkgh x;h lwpuk i;ZVu 
eq[;ky; ds lEcfU/kr vuqHkkx }kjk rRle; 
miyC/k djkus ds QyLo:i yksd lwpuk  
vf/kdkjh }kjk ;Fkkle; 29-12-2023 dks  
vkosnudrkZ dks miyC/k djk nh x;h 
rnksijkUr vihykFkhZ }kjk ekå lwpuk vk;ksx esa 
nk;j dh x;h x;h f}rh; vihy dh lquokbZ 
gsrq ç'uxr~ d‚eu ikdZ ,LVsV jksM+ ds Lok-
feRo lEcU/kh iqu% vuqHkkx }kjk yksd lwpuk  
vf/kdkjh dks fcuk vfHkys[k fuEu lwpuk  
miyC/k djk;h x;h gSA

ikdZ LVsV jksM+ i;ZVu foHkkx ds  
fu;a=.kk/khu gS] i;ZVu foHkkx ds fu;a=k.kk/khu  
laM+d ekxZ 1-2 fdeh0 dk lq/kkjhdj.k@ 
lq–<hdj.k lM+d ekxZ u‚u Lyhijh LVksu ds 
fcNkus dk dk;Z] okguksa dh lqj{kk gsrq jSfyax 
bR;kfn rFkk cSapksa dk la;kstu :0 2-10 djksM+ 
dh ykxr ls o"kZ 2022 esa iw.kZ fd;k x;kA 
orZeku esa mä ekxZ okgu o iSny vkoktkgh 
gsrq miyC/k gSA

tktZ ,ojsLV ifj{ks= bZdks laSlfVo tksu esa gksus 
rFkk tktZ ,ojsLV Hkou ifjlj esa ikfdZax LFky 
dh U;wure miyC/krk gksus rFkk tktZ ,ojsLV 
rd vkus&tkus okys okgu ekxZ dk vR;Ur 
ladjk gksus ds dkj.k foHkkx }kjk i;ZVdksa dh 
lqj{kk ,oa {ks= dh bZdks lSalfVo egÙkk ds    
–f"Vxr okguksa ds vkokxeu dks fu;af=r djus 
ds mís'; ls cSfj;j yxk;k x;k gSA
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lUnfHkZr Øe esa fd;s x;s la;qä fujh{k.k esa 
Hkh mä ekxZ i;ZVu foHkkx ds fu;a=.kk/khu 
ik;k x;k] tgka ij ml {ks= ds LFkkuh; futh 
O;fä;ksa@LVsd gksYMlZ }kjk lapkfyr i;ZVu 
O;olk; o lM+d ekxZ esa xqtjus @vkoktkgh 
ds fy, dksbZ jksd&Vksd ugha gSA ftldh la;qä 
LFkyh; fujh{k.k fjiksVZ o ç'uxr~ d‚eu ikdZ 
,LVsV jksM+ ds LokfeRo lEcU/kh vfHkys[k /kkfjr 
u gksus ds dkj.k çLrqr ugha fd;s tk jgs gSA

mä ds vfrfjä of.kZr ikdZ ,LVsV] elwjh dh 
dqy ;ksx 172-91 ,dM+ Hkwfe ftldh pkSgíh 
fuEu çdkj nh gqbZ gS] fnukad 3&6&1988 ls 
jkT; ljdkj   må çå i;ZVu foHkkx ds uke 
ntZ gSA lUnfHkZr ftykf/kdkjh nsgjknwu vkns'k 
dh çfr voyksdukFkZ layXu gSA

mÙkj& ikdZ ,LVsV ySiMZ rky ,LVsVA

nf{k.k & ikdZ ,LVsV o yEch/kkjA

iwoZ& LihMu o gkVZ eSdSth jksM+A

if'pe& ikdZ ,LVsV dh HkwfeA

izLrj 5-	 yksd lwpuk vf/kdkjh@la;qDr funs”kd i;ZVu eq[;ky; dks xr lquokbZ esa funsZf”kr fd;k x;k 

Fkk fd ;fn d‚eu ikdZ ,LVsV jksM+ ,oa ml ij LFkkfir fd;s x;s cSfj;j dh Hkwfe ds LokfeRo 

laca/kh gLrkUrj.k@vf/kxzg.k laca/kh çek.k@vfHkys[k dk;kZy; esa miyC/k ugha gSa rks bl laca/k 

esa vihykFkhZ dks Li’V :i esa “kiFk i= ds ek/;e ls lwfpr fd;k tk;sA vkt lquokbZ ds le; 

mifLFkr yksd lwpuk vf/kdkjh }kjk vk”oLr fd;k x;k fd vkxkeh ,d lIrkg ds vanj “kiFk 

i= ds ek/;e ls vihykFkhZ dks oLrqfLFkfr Li’V dj nh tk;sxhA  yksd lwpuk vf/kdkjh@la;qDr 

funs”kd i;ZVu dks funsZf”kr fd;k tkrk gS fd vk;ksx ds le{k fn;s x;s vk”oklu ds vuq:i 

vihykFkhZ dks “kiFk i= miyC/k djkrs gq, mldh ,d izfr vkxkeh lquokbZ ij vk;ksx ds le{k 

izLrqr dh tk;sA yksd lwpuk vf/kdkjh }kjk iz”uxr izdj.k ds laca/k esa LFkyh; la;qDr fujh{k.k 
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ds laca/k esa Hkh voxr djk;k x;k fdarq fujh{k.k vk[;k lquokbZ ds nkSjku izLrqr ugha dh x;hA 

yksd lwpuk vf/kdkjh }kjk vkxkeh lquokbZ ls iwoZ ikdZ ,LVsV jksM+ ds laca/k esa la;qDr fujh{k.k 

vk[;k izLrqr fd;s tkus dk Hkh vk”oklu fn;k x;kA 

izLrj 6-	 lquokbZ ds nkSjku duZy vf”ouh iq.Mhj] vij eq[; dk;Zdkjh vf/kdkjh] lkgfld foax }kjk i= 

fnukad 30@11@2024 ds ek/;e ls izLrqr fyf[kr vk[;k esa fuEukuqlkj dFku fd;k x;k%& 

i.	 d‚eu ikdZ ,LVsV jksM+ dh tks ckr dh tk jgh gS] mldk o"kZ 2012 ls iwoZ ikFkos ,oa t‚tZ ,ojsLV 

gkml th.kZ&'kh.kZ voLFkk esa Fkk rFkk vfr lhfer ek=k esa gh i;ZVdksa ,oa nSfud Hkze.kfFkZ;ksa dk 

vkokxeu bl {ks= esa gksrk FkkA rRle; ls iwoZ ;nkdnk ikFkos dh ejEer@ uxj ikfydk elwjh }kjk 

dh tkrh jgh gSA

ii.	 o"kZ 2012 ds mijkUr i;ZVu foHkkx }kjk cká lgk;frr ;kstuk (ADB Project) ds vUrxZr t‚tZ 

,ojsLV gkml laxzgky;] ç;ksx'kkyk] 05 gV~l dSQs vkfn dk fuekZ.k@th.kksZ)kj d‚eu ikdZ LVsV 

jksM+] ds vUrxZr o vU; i;ZVu xfrfof/k;ksa ls voLFkk;sa l`ftr@Loh—r dh xbZ bu lHkh dk;ksaZ ij 

,åMhåchå ds ek/;e ls :0 23-52 djksM+ dh ykxr dk;Z djok;s x;sA d‚eu ikdZ LVsV jksM+ ij gh 

foHkkx }kjk :0 4-32 djksM+ dh /kujkf'k O;; dh x;hA mä /kujkf'k ,åMhåchå dh ifj;kstuk ds 

vUrxZr :0 23-52 djksM+ esa lfEefyr FkhA jkT; lsDVj ;kstuk ds vUrxZr gSyhiSM dk fuekZ.k djok;k 

x;k ftl ij :å 50-00 yk[k dh /kujkf'k O;; dh x;h gSA

iii.	 ,åMhåchå ds ek/;e ls fd;s x;s voLFkkiuk lqfo/kkvksa ds l`tu esa ftu dk;ksaZ dks vihykFkhZ ekSå 'kks,c 

vkye }kjk lkoZtfud ikFkos crk;k tk jgk gS og uofufeZr 4-32 djksM+ dh ykxr ls i;ZVu }kjk 

cuok;k x;k gS] vihykFkhZ }kjk dgs tk jgs lkoZtfud ikFkos ij iw.kZ fu;a=.k i;ZVu foHkkx] mÙkjk[k.M 

ljdkj dk gSA

iv.	 ,åMhåchå@jkT; lsDVj }kjk tks Hkh voLFkkiuk lqfo/kk;sa fodflr dh xbZ gS] ftldk i;ZVdksa@nSfud 

Hkze.kkfFkZ;ksa vkfn ds fy;s fof/kor lapkyu ds –f"Vxr~ foHkkx }kjk fufonk ds ek/;e ls futh lapkyd 

esa M/s Rajas Aero Sports & Adventure private limited dks fufonk ds ek/;e ls p;u dj o"kZ 2022 

ls lapkyu ,oa j[k&j[kko fd;k tk jgk gS] ftlds fy;s futh laLFkk }kjk çfro"kZ :0 1-18 djksM+ 

dh /kujkf'k i;ZVu foHkkx dks jktLo çkIr gks jgk gSA

v.	 t‚tZ ,ojsLV gkml ds fy;s tkus okys okguksa dh la[;k dks t‚tZ ,ojsLV gkml ds lehi fLFkr ikfdaZx 

dh lhfer {kerk ,oa ikFk@lM+d dh pkSM+kbZ ,oa GRADIENT dks –f"Vxr~ j[krs gq;s i;ZVdksa dh lqj{kk 

dks loksZifj j[krs gq;s gh mlesa i;VZu dh Hkwfe ij xsV dh O;oLFkk dh x;h gS] ftldk futh lapkyd 

ds Lrj ls lapkyu fd;k tk jgk gSA

vi.	 t‚tZ ,ojsLV Hkou ifjlj esa ikfdaZx gsrq LFky dh U;wure miyC/krk gksus rFkk t‚tZ ,ojsLV rd 
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vkus&tkus okys okgu ekxZ dk vR;Ur ladjk gksus ds dkj.k foHkkx }kjk i;ZVdksa dh lqj{kk ,oa {ks= 

dh egÙkk ds –f"Vxr~ okguksa ds vkokxeu dks fu;af=r djus ds mís'; ls t‚tZ ,ojsLV E;wft;e rd 

tkus okys okguksa dk ços'k 'kqYd fy;s tkus rFkk cSfj;j ds lehi okgu ikfdaZx dh vuqefr foHkkx }

kjk lEcfU/kr QeZ dk VS.Mj@vuqcU/k ds vk/kkj ij çnku dh x;h gSA foHkkx }kjk mfYyf[kr LFky 

ij futh O;fä;ksa }kjk fu;ekuqlkj lapkfyr i;ZVu O;olk; ij fdlh çdkj dk çfrca/k vFkok jksd 

ugha yxk;h x;h gSA

vii.	 fdlh Hkh ,LVsV gksYMlZ dks mä lM+d ekxZ esa xqtjus ds fy;s dksbZ jksd&Vksd ugha gSA

izLrj 7-	 izLrqr vihy esa yksd lwpuk vf/kdkjh@la;qDr funs”kd i;ZVu rFkk vij eq[; dk;Zdkjh  

vf/kdkjh] lkgfld foax ds fyf[kr dFkuksa ds voyksdu ,oa ijh{k.k fd;s tkus ij fuEuor Li’V 

gksrk gS%& 

7-1	 ikdZ LVsV jksM i;ZVu foHkkx ds fu;a=.k esa gS ysfdu foHkkx ds ikl bl jksM+ ds LokfeRo ds 

dksbZ vfHkys[k@izek.k miyC/k ugha gSA iwoZ esa ;g ekxZ uxj ikfydk ds fu;a=.kk/khu Fkk uxj 

ikfydk elwjh }kjk bldh iqf’V dh x;h gS ysfdu ikdZ LVsV jksM uxj ikfydk ls i;ZVu foHkkx 

ds fu;a=.kk/khu gksus dk vFkok fd;s tkus dk dksbZ vfHkys[k@izek.k uxj ikfydk ifj’kn elwjh 

vFkok i;ZVu foHkkx ds ikl ugha gSA 

7-2	 ikdZ LVsV jksM+ ij cSfj;j dks ysdj yksd lwpuk vf/kdkjh@la;qDr funs”kd i;ZVu ,oa vij 

eq[; dk;Zdkjh vf/kdkjh] lkgfld i;ZVu ds dFku esa ,d:irk ugha gSA la;qDr funs”kd i;ZVu  

}kjk cSfj;j ds laca/k esa bZdks laSlfVo tksu esa gksus rFkk tktZ ,ojsLV Hkou ifjlj esa ikfdZax LFky 

dh U;wure miyC/krk gksus rFkk tktZ ,ojsLV rd vkus&tkus okys okgu ekxZ dk vR;Ur ladjk 

gksus dh ckr dgh x;h gS ftlesa izos”k “kqYd ds ckjs esa dqN ugha dgk x;k gS] tcfd vij eq[; 

dk;Zdkjh vf/kdkjh] lkgfld foax }kjk t‚tZ ,ojsLV E;wft;e rd tkus okys okguksa dk ços'k 

'kqYd fy;s tkus rFkk cSfj;j ds lehi okgu ikfdaZx dh vuqefr foHkkx }kjk lEcfU/kr QeZ dk 

VS.Mj@vuqcU/k ds vk/kkj ij çnku fd;s tkus dh ckr dgh x;h gSA 

7-3	 vij eq[; dk;Zdkjh vf/kdkjh }kjk ftl vuqca/k dk mYys[k fd;k x;k gS og tktZ ,ojsLV] 

elwjh esa i;ZVu xfrfof/k;ksa ds lapkyu gsrq futh daiuh ds lkFk fd;k x;k vuqca/k gSA i;ZVu 

foHkkx dh vksj ls vuqca/k duZy vf”ouh iq.Mhj] vij eq[; dk;Zdkjh vf/kdkjh] lkgfld i;ZVu 

“kk[kk }kjk ,d futh daiuh ds lkFk fd;k x;k gSA vuqca/k esa ikdZ LVsV jksM ij vkoktkgh gsrq 

“kqYd olwys tkus dk dksbZ mYys[k ugha gS u gh blds fy, dksbZ fu;e] “krZ vkfn j[kh x;h gSA 

7-4	 vij eq[; dk;Zdkjh vf/kdkjh] lkgfld foax] mRrjk[k.M i;ZVu fodkl ifj’kn }kjk izLrqr 

vk[;k larks’ktud ugha gS rks yksd lwpuk vf/kdkjh@la;qDr funs”kd i;ZVu dh vk[;k esa  
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fojks/kkHkkl gSA nksuksa dh vk[;k esa vihykFkhZ dks okafNr lwpuk dk lek/kku izkIr ugha gksrk gSA 

	 vij eq[; dk;Zdkjh vf/kdkjh] lkgfld foax] mRrjk[k.M i;ZVu fodkl ifj’kn dks iqu% funsZf”kr 

fd;k tkrk gS fd vkxkeh lquokbZ ij vk;ksx ds le{k O;fDrxr :i ls mifLFkr gksdj LokfeRo 

laca/kh izek.k i= izLrqr djrs gq, cSfj;j ds laca/k esa vuqcU/k esa tks O;oLFkk dh x;h gS mls Li’V 

:i ls n”kkZrs@vafdr djrs gq, viuh lqLi’V vk[;k izLrqr djuk lqfuf”pr fd;k tk;sA yksd 

lwpuk vf/kdkjh dks funsZf”kr fd;k tkrk gS fd vkxkeh lquokbZ ls iwoZ izLrqr vihy ls lacaf/kr 

“kiFk i= dh izfr ,oa LFkyh; la;qDr fujh{k.k vk[;k vk;ksx dks izsf’kr djuk lqfuf”pr fd;k 

tk;sA

izLrj 8-	 lquokbZ esa mifLFkr vihykFkhZ dk dFku gS fd mUgsa ikdZ jksM LVsV ij LFkkfir cSfj;j ,oa ogka 

vkoktkgh gsrq olwys tk jgs izos”k “kqYd ds laca/k esa izekf.kd vfHkys[k ,oa lwpuk okafNr gSA 

vihykFkhZ }kjk lquokbZ ds nkSjku ikdZ LVsV jksM ij fLFkr vU; futh laifRr ij tkus okys yksxksa 

ls futh lapkyd }kjk izos”k “kqYd olwys tkus dk izek.k izLrqr fd;s x;sA vihykFkhZ dk dFku 

gS fd i;ZVu foHkkx }kjk vk;ksx dks xyr tkudkjh nh tk jgh gS ,oa okafNr lwpuk dks fNik;k 

tk jgk gSA vihykFkhZ dk dFku gS fd mUgsa og vfHkys[k okafNr gS ftlls i;ZVu foHkkx }kjk 

ikdZ LVsV jksM dks vius fu;a=.kk/khu ysrs gq, ogka futh lapkyd ls izos”k “kqYd gsrq cSfj;j 

LFkkfir fd;k x;k gSA vihykFkhZ }kjk okafNr lwpuk gsrq yacs le; ls izrkfM+r gksus ,oa ijs”kku 

gksu ij vk;ksx ds le{k fyf[kr vfHkdFku ds ek/;e ls {kfriwfrZ dh ekax dh x;hA

izLrj 9-	 lquokbZ ds nkSjku vihykFkhZ }kjk izLrqr izek.k ,oa {kfriwfrZ gsrq izLrqr vuqjks/k yksd izkf/kdkjh@

funs”kd] Ik;ZVu eq[;ky;] mRrjk[k.M Ik;ZVu fodkl ifj’kn~ x<+h dSaV] nsgjknwu dks bl vk”k; 

ds Li’Vhdj.k dh vis{kk ds lkFk izsf’kr gS fd iz”uxr vihy esa of.kZr ifjfLFkfr;ksa esa lwpuk  

vf/kdkj vf/kfu;e dh /kkjk 19¼8½¼[k½ ds varxZr D;ksa ugha muds dk;kZy; ij vihykFkhZ dks 

Hkqxrku djus gsrq {kfriwfrZ vf/kjksfir dh tk,A ;g funsZf”kr fd;k tkrk gS fd yksd izkf/kdkjh 

}kjk yksd lwpuk vf/kdkjh ds ek/;e ls vkxkeh lquokbZ ij foHkkx dk i{k vk;ksx ds le{k 

izLrqr fd;k tkuk lqfuf”pr fd;k tk;sA

izLrj 10-	 vk;ksx }kjk xr fnukad 28@11@2024 dks ikfjr vkns”k ds Øe esa yksd lwpuk vf/kdkjh] uxj 

ikfydk ifj’kn] elwjh dh vksj ls vkt lquokbZ ds le; u rks dksbZ mifLFkr gS u gh mudh 

vksj ls dksbZ vk[;k izkIr gqbZ gS] ;g fLFkfr vR;Ur xaHkhj gSA yksd lwpuk vf/kdkjh] uxj 

ikfydk ifj’kn] elwjh dks funsZf”kr fd;k tkrk gS fd vk;ksx }kjk fnukad 28@11@2024 dks 

ikfjr vkns”k ds izLrj 8 dk vuqikyu lqfuf”pr djrs gq, vkxkeh lquokbZ ij vk;ksx ds le{k 

mifLFkr gksdj vuqikyu vk[;k izLrqr djuk lqfuf”pr fd;k tk;s vU;Fkk dh fLFkfr esa muds 

fo:) lwpuk dk vf/kdkj vf/kfu;e dh lqlaxr /kkjkvksa ds v/khu dk;Zokgh djus gsrq vk;ksx 
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ck/; gksxkA 

6-	 vk;ksx }kjk fnukad 29@01@2025 dks ikfjr vkns”k dk izLrj 3 yxk;r 8 fuEukuqlkj gS%& 

izLrj 3-	 yksd lwpuk vf/kdkjh @ la;qDr funs”kd] Ik;ZVu] mRrjk[k.M Ik;ZVu fodkl ifj’kn~ }kjk i=kad 

5788 fnukad 28-01-2025 ds ek/;e ls fuEu vk[;k izLrqr dh x;h%

	y fcUnq laå 7-4 esa ikfjr funsZ'kksa ds Øe voxr djkuk gS fd dk;kZy; vkns'k la0 5166 fnukad  

16-12-2024 }kjk vij eq[; dk;Zdkjh vfèkdkjh ¼lgkåfoå½] i;ZVu eq[;ky;] x<+h dSUV] nsgjknwu 

dh çfrfu;qfä iw.kZ gksus ij muds iS=d foHkkx ds fy, dk;Zeqä fd;k x;k gS ,oa muds LFkku 

ij Jh vfer yksguh] mi funs'kd i;ZVu] mÙkjk[k.M i;ZVu fodkl ifj"kn~ dks mä vihy dh 

lquokÃ gsrq mifLFkr gksus gsrq ukfer fd;k x;k gSA rlEcUèkh vkns'k dh çfr layXu gSA

	y mä ds vfrfjä lEcfUèkr ,tsUlh ds lkFk fu"ikfnr vuqcUèk ,oa ,rn~lEcUèkh Li"Vhdj.k iwoZ 

esa gh mi funs'kd lkgfld] måi;Zåfoåifjå ds i= laå 5658 fnukad 20-01-2025 }kjk vk;ksx 

dk;kZy; dks miyCèk dj;h tk pqdh gS ¼Nk;kçfr layXud½A

	y fcUnq laå 05 ,oa 06 ij ikfjr funsZ'kksa ds Øe esa d‚euikdZ ,LVsV jksM ,oa ml ij LFkkfir fd;s 

x;s cSfj;j Hkwfe ds LokfeRo lEcUèkh gLrkUrj.k@vfèkxzg.k lEcUèkh çek.k @ vfHkys[k lEcUèkh 

lwpuk 'kiFk&i= esa rFkk la;qä LFkyh; fujh{k.k fjiksZV dh çfr miyCèk djk;s tkus ds lEcUèk 

esa Ã&i=koyh l{ke Lrj ds vuqeksnu gsrq lapkfyr dh x;h gS] vuqeksnu ds mijkUr fujh{k.kq 

fjiksZV i`Fkd ls çLrqr dh tk;sxhA

izLrj 4-	 lquokbZ ds nkSjku rRdkyhu eq[; dk;Zdkjh vf/kdkjh] lkgfld foax] mRrjk[k.M Ik;ZVu fodkl 

ifj’kn~ dk foHkkx ls dk;ZeqDr gks tkus ds dkj.k muds LFkku ij Jh vfer yksguh] mi funs”kd 

Ik;ZVu] mRrjk[k.M }kjk izLrqr vihy esa xr fnukad 23-12-2024 dks ikfjr vkns”k ds izLrj&7-4 

ds vuqikyu esa i=kad 5658 fnukad 20-01-2025 ds ek/;e ls fuEu vk[;k izLrqr dh x;h%

	 eS0 jktl ,;jks LiksV~lZ& ,Mosapj çkbosV fyfeVsM ,oa ;wVhMhch ds lkFk gq;s ,evks;w esa cSfj;j 

ds lEcUèk esa fuEukuqlkj O;oLFkk gS ¼Nk;k çfr layXu½

vii) 	 Operator Shall explore the new opportunities in this sector and add supportive pre-
fabricated infrastructure for activities, crew and tourist's facilitation/ accommodation/ 
glamping for value addition of the destination.

xi) 	 Operator will display the caution/warning sign boards/barricading and safety tapes 
to ensure safety.
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	 t‚tZ ,sojsLV esa fofHkUu lsokvksa gsrq 'kqYd fuèkkZfjr fd;s tkus dk vuqeksnu mÙkjk[k.M i;ZVu 

fodkl ifj"kn ds i= laå 6506@2&7&873@2023&24 fnå 11 fnlEcj 2023 ds ekè;e ls 

çnku fd;k x;k gS ¼Nk;k çfr layXu½A

izLrj 5-	 vk;ksx }kjk xr fnukad 28-11-2024 dks ikfjr vkns”k ds izLrj&8 ds vuqikyu esa yksd lwpuk 

vf/kdkjh@vf/k”kklh vf/kdkjh] uxj ikfydk ifj’kn~ elwjh }kjk i= fnukad 27-01-2025 ds ek/;e 

ls voxr djk;k fd ^^ikdZ LVsV dh ekufp= laca/kh i=koyh esa mDr jkLrk lkekU; jkLrk gS 

ftl ij ikfydk }kjk iwoZ esa o’kZ 2012 esa iqufuekZ.k djk;k x;k FkkA rRi”pkr mDr lM+d dh 

ns[k&js[k Ik;ZVu foHkkx }kjk dh tk jgh gS orZeku esa ikfydk esa mDr lM+d ds LokfeRo ds 

laca/k esa dksbZ vfHkys[k miyC/k ugha gSA^^

izLrj 6-	 izLrqr vihy esa vihydrkZ dk fyf[kr vfHkdFku i= izkIr gqvk ftlesa fnukad 29-12-2025 vafdr 

gS laHkor% fyfidh; =qfV ds dkj.k 29-12-2024 ds LFkku ij fnukad 29-12-2025 vafdr gqvk gSA 

mDr i= ds ek/;e ls fuEuor vk[;k izLrqr dh x;h gS%

Specific Points of Concern:

1.   	 Reference to Letter Dated 1st January 2025 (Reference No. 8032, Page No. 2, Para 6):

The response claims that M/S Rajas Aerosports & Adventure Pvt. Ltd. was awarded the 
following under a tender process:

George Everest Cartography Museum – Correct

05 Wooden Huts – Correct

Observatory – Correct

Café Correct

Pathways – Correct

Permission for Parking and Barrier on the Way to George Everest House -False and 
Misleading (enclosed a copy of evidence)

The claim regarding the awarding of the barrier on the way to George Everest House is false 
and misleading, as it directly contradicts the terms of the awarded tender.

2. 	 Reference to Page No. 6, Para 6:

The Joint Director had previously assured that a joint survey would be conducted. However, no such 
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joint survey has been carried out to date, nor have local landowners been invited to participate in 
the joint survey or inspection of the acquired and non-acquired land of the Department of Tourism.

3.	  Reference to Page No. 9, Para 5:

During the hearing held on 28th December 2024, the Public Information Officer (PIO) 
assured that the actual status of the ownership of the land of the Common Park Estate Road, 
where the barrier has been installed, would be clarified through an affidavit within one week. 
However, no such affidavit has been provided to me to date.

4. 	 Reference to Page No. 10, Para 3:

The claim by the Department of Tourism of complete command and control over the Common 
Park Estate Road is false and misleading. The Common Park Estate Road has been used 
by the public for centuries and is the property of the Mussoorie Municipal Corporation. 
Furthermore, no toll or entry fee has ever been charged by the Mussoorie Nagarpalika for 
access to this road.

Additional Concerns:

We are being harassed by the private contractor, M/S Rajas Aerosports & Adventure Pvt. 
Ltd., and there is sufficient reason to believe that the PIO and other authorized officers of the 
Uttarakhand Tourism Development Board (UTDB) are complicit with the private contractor in 
operating an illegal toll collection system by installing a barrier on a public road belonging to 
the Mussoorie Municipal Corporation.

This constitutes a blatant misuse of government property and public resources, undermining 
both the transparency and integrity of the system.

Request for Redressal:

In light of the above, I respectfully request the following actions from your esteemed 
Uttarakhand Information Commission:

1. 	 A Thorough Investigation:

Conduct a detailed investigation into the false and misleading information provided by the 
Department of Tourism and the suspected collusion between UTDB officers and the private 
contractor.



315

2.	  Legal Action Against Responsible Officers:

Initiate strict legal action against all officers found responsible for misusing government 
property, breaching public trust, and violating the RTI Act.

3. 	 Fair Compensation:

Grant me fair compensation for the harassment and inconvenience caused by the unlawful 
installation of the barrier and the failure to provide accurate information under the RTI Act.

izLrj 7-	 izLrqr vihy esa eq[; dk;Zdkjh vf/kdkjh Ik;ZVu eq[;ky; ds LFkku ij mi funs”kd] Jh vfer 

yksguh }kjk dk;ZHkkj xzg.k fd;k x;k gS muds }kjk izLrqr vk[;k esa MOU dh izfr miyC/k djk;h 

x;hA mDr MOU ds ijh{k.k ls of.kZr LFky ij cSfj;j yxk;s tkus ds LokfeRo dh fLFkfr Li’V 

ugha gks ik;h gSA mi funs”kd] Jh vfer yksguh }kjk izdj.k dh fLFkfr Li’V djus gsrq iqu% ,d 

vU; frfFk fu;r fd;s tkus dk vuqjks/k fd;k x;k gSA muds vuqjks/k dks Lohdkj djrs gq, izLrqr 

vihy esa mi funs”kd] Jh vfer yksguh dks funsZf”kr fd;k tkrk gS fd izLrqr izdj.k esa xr 

fnukad 23-12-2024 dks ikfjr vkns”k ds izLrj&7-4 ds dze esa izek.k lfgr Li’V vk[;k vk;ksx 

ds le{k izLrqr djuk lqfuf”pr djsaA yksd lwpuk vf/kdkjh@uxj ikfydk ifj’kn~ elwjh dks 

funsZf”kr fd;k tkrk gS fd ikdZ LVsV laca/kh ewy i=koyh ds lkFk vkxkeh lquokbZ esa mifLFkfr 

lqfuf”pr dh tk;sA

izLrj 8-	 vihydrkZ }kjk izLrqr vkifRr i= dh izfr mi funs”kd] Jh vfer yksguh dks gLrxr djkrs gq, 

mUgsa funsZsf”kr fd;k tkrk gS fd vkxkeh lquokbZ ls iwoZ gLrxr djk;s x;s i= ij Li’V vk[;k 

izLrqr dh tk;sA 

7-	 vk;ksx ds xr vkns”k ds Øe esa Jh ;ksxsUnz xaxokj] yksd lwpuk vf/kdkjh }kjk i= fnukad 

24@04@2025 ds ek/;e ls fuEukuqlkj vk[;k izLrqr dh x;h%& 

i.	 That it is pertinent to mention that the Applicant had moved an application under Right 
to Information Act, 2005 on dated 23-11-2023 (hereinafter referred as "RTI Application") 
to the Opposite Party No. 1, for tendering the information to the Applicant, pertaining 
to the ownership and administrative control of the Park Estate Road (from Barrier to 
the Wishing Well) and the George Everest Estate, in complete compliance of Right to 
Information Act, 2005 (hereinafter referred as "RTI Act") and as per the information 
available in the records of Uttarakhand Tourism Department Board (hereinafter 
referred as "UTDB"). It is imperative to highlight that the application was duly received 
and processed in compliance with the RTI Act, and efforts were made to gather the 
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information sought, to the extent it was available in the official records of UTDB.

ii.	 That, thereafter, the Applicant had filed first appeal under Section 19(1) of RTI Act, 
before the first Appellant Authority, which was disposed of and decided by the first 
Appellant Authority vide the order dated 15-02-2024. However, dissatisfied with 
reasoned order of the first appellant authority, the Applicant approached the Hon'ble 
Information Commission by way of an Information Appeal, contending inter alia the 
Public Information Officer and 1" Appellant had not provided the documents pertaining 
to the ownership of the UTDB in relation to Common Park Estate Road (Barrier to 

Wishing Well).

iii.	 That in light of the same, the Learned Information Commissioner vide the preliminary 
order dated 08-08-2024 had issued notice to the Opposite Party No. 1, directing to 
provide the documents, as per the information seeked by the Applicant through the RTI 
application dated 23-11-2023 and scheduled the next date of hearing on dated 24-09-
2024. It's compliance with the said directions, the Public Information Officer diligently 
gone through the application, reassessed the records and made efforts to ensure that 
all relevant and available documents are disclosed, as seeked by the Applicant, as per 

the available departmental records.

iv.	 That after the hearing dated 24-09-2024, the Learned Information Commissioner had 
further directed the Public Information Officer, to furnish the documents in relation to the 
Contract Agreement, which was executed between M/s Rajas Aero Sports-Adventure 
private limited and UTDB pertaining to George Everest House Museum 05 Huts Café 
and also observed the contention of joint survey and in compliance of the order of 
the Learned Information Commissioner, the Public Information Officer in the diligently 
provided the complete copy of the Contract Agreement as evident from the order of the 

Learned Information Commissioner dated 28-11-2024.

v.	 That after acknowledging the contract agreement related to M/s Rajas Aero Sports-
Adventure private limited, the Learned Information Commissioner had fix 23-12-2024 
for further information. Furthermore, the Public Information Officer had intimated the 
Learned Information Commissioner, vide the letter dated 21-12-2024, that a joint 
survey has also been conducted as per the directions of the Learned Information 
Commissioner vide the order dated 24-09-2024 and during the joint survey its evinces 
that the entire stretch of 172.91 acres, comprising the George Everest Estate, belongs 
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to UTDB and in light of the same, the Park Estate Road is under the control of the 
UTDB. This position has been consistently maintained and reiterated by UTDB, based 
on the administrative records. In pursuance of its responsibility to promote sustainable 
tourism and maintain the heritage site, the UTDB undertook developmental work on 
the Park Estate Road, including non-slippery stones and installing safety barriers, for 
the safety and convenience of the general public. An expenditure of Rs. 2.10 crore 

were incurred on the said renovation, which was completed in the year of 2022.

vi.	 That in the letter dated 21-12-2024, it has been rightly intimated to Learned Information 
Commissioner that the Park Estate Road was under the control of the UTDB and the 
localist and stakeholders and other beneficiaries have been using the road, without 
any obstructions. It is also relevant to note that the safety barrier installed on the Park 
Estate Road was necessitate due to the steep and hilly terrain and the barrier serves 
as a precautionary measure to prevent vehicular accidents and enhance safety for 
pedestrians and tourists. Notably, no fee, toll orn charge has been levied on the public 
for passage through this road, which effectively negates any allegation of commercial 
exploitation and the installation of the barrier was strictly for public welfare and not for 
revenue generation and in light of the same, the said query was previously provided by 

Public Information Officer in the present information appeal.

vii.	 That in light of the same, after considering the facts again the Learned Information 
Commissioner vide the order dated 23-12-2024 at paragraph no. 5 had directed 
UTDB to provide the documents pertaining to the ownership of UTDB in relation to 
the Park Estate Road. It is imperative to emphasize that in paragraph no. 7.1 of the 
aforesaid order dated 23-12-2024, the Learned Information Commissioner had itself 
observed that the Park Estate Road is under the direct control of UTDB, which was 
previously controlled by Nagar Palika Parishad, Mussoorie and there is no document 
and certificate, available on record, regarding the transfer of Park Estate Road from 

Nagar Palika Parishad Mussoorie to UTDB.

viii.	 That after the acknowledgement of the fact, in paragraph no. 7.1 of the order dated 
23-12-2024, the Learned Information Commissioner vide the order dated 29-01-2025 
had again directed UTDB to provide clarification in light of the paragraph No. 7.4 of the 
order dated 24-09-2024, in regard to the clarification seeked by the Applicant upon the 

barrier put by UTDB in the Park Estate Road.
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ix.	 That in light of the above directive and to bring further clarity and transparency, 
the Opposite No.4 is clarifying through the present application that the Park Estate 
Road and entire 172.91 acre of George Everest comes under the direction control, 
ownership and possession of UTDB as evident from the Government Notification 
bearing no 4963/28-04-2168)/85dated 21-09-1987, which was issued under the 
permission of Principle Secretary, State of Uttar Pradesh and the Public Information 
Officer submitting a copy of the aforesaid government notification dated 21-09-1987, in 
light of the available records as seeked by the Applicant through the Application dated 
23-11-2023. The true and exact copy of the government notification dated 21-09-1987 

is annexed as Annexure No.1 with the instant written clarification.

x.	 That it is also relevant to bring into the attention of the Learned Information Commissioner 
that the matter regarding the legality and purpose of the barrier is currently under the 
judicial scrutiny before the Hon'ble High Court of Uttarakhand, Nainital in Writ Petition/
PIL. No. 35 of 2025, Vineeta Negi vs. State of Uttarakhand and others. In view of the 
pendency of the aforesaid case, any determination or directive on the barrier issue by 
the Learned Information Commissioner may inadvertently impinge upon the subjected 
matter of the writ petition. Thus, it is humbly requested before the Learned Information 
Commissioner to consider the same, while passing any further directions and also 
consider the fact that Public Information Officer had provided all the information as 

available in departmental record.

xi.	 That it is reiterated that the Opposite Party No.4 has, at every stage, complied with 
the provisions of the RTI Act in both letter and spirit. The information provided was 
based entirely on existing records, and where clarification was needed, it was promptly 
furnished and there has not been any intention to withhold or obscure information from 

the Application to the Learned Information Commissioner.

xii.	 That it is imminent to mention that, while the Learned Information Commissioner has 
to ensure the access to information as per Right to Information Act, 2005, the Learned 
Information Commissioner is also the epitome of justice to ensure the piousness of 
Right to Information Act, 2005 by culling its misuse by the disgruntled elements without 
any larger public interest and to just serve the ulterior motive. Therefore, the Opposite 
Party No. 4 has high hopes that the Hon'ble Commission will graciously take note of all 
the abovementioned facts to the effect that the Opposite No. 4 has completely abided 
with Right to Information Act, 2005 in providing the information to the Applicant upon 
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the disposal of the Information Appeal filed by the Applicant.

8-	 lquokbZ ds nkSjku vk;ksx }kjk izLrqr izdj.k esa “kiFk i= ds ek/;e ls fLFkfr Li’V djus ds 

funsZ”k fn;s tkus ij Jh ;ksxsUnz xaxokj] yksd lwpuk vf/kdkjh dh vksj ls “kiFk i= izLrqr fd;k 

x;k] ftlesa fuEukuqlkj mYys[k fd;k x;k%& 

i.	 That the deponent is the Opposite Party No. 1 in the above captioned RTI appeal and 
competent to swear this Affidavit.

ii.	 That the deponent is sufficiently conversant with the facts of the matter based upon 
the official record of the Uttarakhand Tourism Development Board which are deposed 
hereunder.

iii.	 That in compliance of the previous order of the Hon'ble Commission in abovementioned 
appeal, the Opposite Party No. 1 i.e. the deponent had already submitted the 
Government Notification No. 4963/28-04-2(68)/85 dated 21-09-1987 before the 
Hon'ble Commission though Written Clarification, on behalf of the Opposite Party No. 
1, on dated 25-04-2025.

iv.	 That the Government Notification dated 21-09-1987 clearly shows that the entire 172.91 
Acre of George Everest comes under the direct control, ownership and possession of 
the Uttarakhand Tourism Development Board which was issued under the permission 
of the Principal Secretary, State of Uttar Pradesh.

v.	 That the deponent has filed the Written Clarification, on behalf of the Opposite Party 
No. 1, on dated 25-04-2025, in compliance of the previous order of the Hon'ble 
Commission dated 29-01-2025, and for the sake of brevity, the contents therein are 
not being repeated. The contents of Para Nos. 1 to 12 of the said Written Clarification 
are partly true to the knowledge of the deponent received from the official record and 
the legal advice, which I believe to be true and the same be kindly treated as part of 
my present affidavit.

vi.	 That the deponent had diligently ensured the compliance of the previous order of the 
Hon'ble Commission in expeditious manner, however, in case, the Hon'ble Commission 
adjudges any delay in such compliance, the reason for the same be considered as the 
time exhausted for searching out the old departmental records to obtain the Government 
Order dated 21-09-1987 and the information, with regard to the said government order, 

be graciously considered by the Hon'ble Commission.
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9-	 vkt lquokbZ ds nkSjku yksd lwpuk vf/kdkjh }kjk izLrqr “kiFk i= dh izfr vihykFkhZ dks gLrxr 

djk;h x;hA

10-	 vk;ksx }kjk fnukad 28@11@2021 dks fn;s x;s dkj.k crkvks uksfVl ds lkis{k rRdkyhu vij 

eq[; dk;Zdkjh vf/kdkjh ¼lkgfld i;ZVu½ duZy Jh v”ouh iq.Mhj }kjk vk;ksx ds le{k fdlh 

Hkh lquokbZ esa mifLFkfr lqfuf”pr ugha dh x;h] muds }kjk vk;ksx dh dk;Zokgh ckf/kr djrs 

gq, xqejkg fd;k x;kA lquokbZ ds nkSjku voxr djk;k x;k fd rRdkyhu vij eq[; dk;Zdkjh 

vf/kdkjh ¼lkgfld i;ZVu½ duZy Jh v”ouh iq.Mhj LFkkukfUrjr gks x;s gSa] vr% fn;s x;s dkj.k 

crkvks uksfVl ds lkis{k duZy Jh v”ouh iq.Mhj ds fo:) vf/kfu;e dh /kkjk 20¼2½ ds varxZr 

vuq”kklukRed dk;Zokgh laLrqr dh tkrh gSA bl gsrq bl vkns”k dh izfr Incharge officer, 

MS Branch (MS 3), Integrated HQ of MoD (Army), DHQ PO, New Delhi- 110105  , Incharge 

officer, MS Branch (MS 15), Integrated HQ of MoD (Army), DHQ PO, New Delhi- 110105  dks 

izsf’kr dh tk;sA 

11-	 of.kZr fLFkfr esa izLrqr f}rh; vihy esa lwpuk dk vf/kdkj vf/kfu;e ds varxZr vkxs dksbZ vU; 

fcUnq fopkj ds fy, “ks’k ugha gS] vr% xq.k&nks’k ds vk/kkj ij izLrqr f}rh; vihy fu{ksfir dh 

tkrh gSA 

i=koyh nkf[ky n¶rj dh tk;sA  

vkt [kqys esa ?kksf’kr] gLrk{kfjr ,oa fnukafdrA
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West Bengal Information Commission

Appeal no. 3938 of 2018 R/W Complaint No. 1560 of 2020

Shri Sanjit Nandi

Vs.

Commissioner, Howrah Municipal Corporation (HMC)

Date of Decision 19.06.2023

Decided by: 

Shri Virendra, State Chief Information Commissioner, West Bengal,  

Shri Naveen Prakash State Information Commissioner, West Bengal and

Shri Raj Kanojia State Information Commissioner, West Bengal

Provisions involved in this case: 
Section 19(8)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005, Section 20(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Section 19(9) of the 
RTI Act, 2005

The matter concerns the appellant’s grievance over a 16- month delay by the Howrah Municipal 
Corporation (HMC) in furnishing information sought in his first RTI application. The appellant 
contended that the delay caused him significant loss and mental harassment. Although the public 
authority argued that the delay was due to confusion between two similar RTI applications filed on 
the same date, the appellant maintained that the two applications were different and that he suffered 
detriment because of the delay in replying to the first application.

The appellant sought additional compensation over and above the amount earlier awarded by the 
Commission, citing legal expenses, loss of salary, travel costs, and mental agony. The Commission 
reviewed detailed submissions from both sides, including previous High Court directions to revisit 
its earlier orders, and examined whether further compensation was justified given the circumstances 
and the provisions of the RTI Act.

Held:

The Commission held that the appellant suffered loss and detriment due to the delay in providing 
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information, causing mental harassment. Though the appellant’s claim for specific additional 
compensation was not fully substantiated, the Commission awarded Rs. 10,000 as compensation 
for the loss and harassment suffered.

Obiter Dicta:

The Commission observed that the power to award compensation under Section 19(8)(b) is 
distinct from the power to impose penalty under Section 20(1) of the RTI Act. It clarified that 
awarding compensation to the appellant does not depend on whether a penalty is imposed on the 
SPIO, as the two are separate remedies under the Act. 

Court cases referred:

M.N. Trivel v. CGHS, Pune (Appeal No. 30/ICBP/2006)
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West Bengal Information Commission

Complaint No. 5398 of 2018

Parash Nath Shaw

Vs.

BL & LRO, Barrackpore-II

Date of Decision 07.08.2023

Decided by Shri Naveen Prakash, State Information Commissioner, West Bengal

Provisions Involved:  
Section 8(1), Section 18(1)(b) & (c), Section 19(3), Section 20(1), Section 22 of the Right to 
Information Act, 2005, Section 123 of the Indian Evidence Act

The crux of the matter in this case is that the complainant, Shri Parash Nath Shaw, filed an RTI 
application seeking certain information. The SPIO replied directing the complainant to apply for a 
certified copy through the usual procedure instead of furnishing the information under the RTI Act. 
Dissatisfied, the complainant filed a complaint with the Commission alleging denial of information 
under the RTI Act.

The Commission observed that the SPIO admitted the information was available but refused to 
provide it under the RTI Act, directing instead to another statutory process. The Commission noted 
that the SPIO was bound under Section 22 of the RTI Act to provide information unless it was 
exempt under Sections 8, 9, or 11, and could not direct the applicant to another procedure.

Orbiter Dicta:

Section 22 of the RTI Act is a non-obstante clause which specifically mentions the supremacy 
of the RTI Act which will have overriding effect on provisions under any other Act or any procedure 
described under such other Act except if the information asked for can be denied as per provisions 
of Section 8,9 and 11 of the RTI Act itself.  

Held:

The Commission held that the SPIO failed to comply with the RTI Act provisions and issued a 
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show cause notice as to why penalty of Rs. 25,000 shall not be imposed on him under Section 20(1) 
of RTI Act for not furnishing information The SPIO was directed to respond within 8 weeks and the 
matter will be taken up further thereafter.

Court Cases Referred:

1.   Shakti Singh vs. State Information Commission Haryana (2018)

2.   SPIO vs. AP Information Commission (2009)

3.   State Chief Information Commissioner vs. State of Manipur (2011)






