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3 . Devrsj Minavy North Delhi Municipal Corporscion, New Delli - RTIRI (2013)

i ? R énd,infqrr_ﬁccf in-house ﬁ:r'ogkforg:;: which wéu@d.fné to the advé:{tégc and not to the détriment §
» . . of the'insurer employer namely UIL Co; Therefore this argument to support nion disclosure
ATy R question booklet is dismissed as being without merit,” R e
10, Information to'be provided within six weeks of receipt of order :

_ * RTIRI(2013) 136 (CIC)
B i ke by go ‘Central 'Irifqrma;ion _Comm_’i'ssiox_; ;
' : Coram De@ék Sa}zd'&u,"CéniraI Iﬁfbﬁﬁdﬁon Commissioner o
i ~ Appeal No. CIC/DS/A/2012/001283 §
: . Dare of Hearing: 10 January 2013 §
T { GRS U Daresof Decjsion 10 January 2013 § -
_VAPPcuandComP!.mt]_ i T Demi Nanay = GRS . ‘ (PR ;
. Public Authority . = . - - : North Delhi Municipal Corporation, New Delhi {Sh KK
- : © 7o Lohay, CSUDEMS, SP Zone,Sh. JK. Sharma, SS, DEMS, |
.. Narela Zone, Sh. Jugal Kishore, OS, DEMS, North HO, Sh. 4
. Naresh Kumar, SS/KBZ, Sh. Hoshiar Singh, SS/RZ,DEMS, j
- Sh. Mohan Singh, SS/DAEMS/CZ, Sh, Abhinesh Kumar,
UDC/DEMS, CL Zone] A s
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" "Right to Information Act 2005 — Section 7(9)'—_1nfbrz_rxdtion disclosure of which would -
" disproportionately divert the resources of the public authority — Section 8(1)(j) — Personal
Information ~ Relating to deceased-person — the applicant filed RTT application before the
CPIO, MCD,; New Delhi to obtain information for the period January 1994 to December
2011 pertaining to the names of deceased who were in the employee of the Department along
" with personal details, names of applicants who had applied for employment on compassionate -
grounds pursuant to the death of the deceased employees along with all their personal
. information ~ the FAA held that the information sought by the appellant is extremely .
. voluminous and scattered over various zones of MCD and also not available jn 2 compiled
form. Compiling of this information would disproportionately divert resources of the ;public
authority in terms of section 7(9) of the RTI Act — the Commission agreed with the order of -
the FAA and held that the appellant has not established any larger public interest in the
disclosure of information which is voluminous and réquires to be compiled from farge number ¥
of files across several departments of MCD. It is-an established fact that the privacy of all -
persons including those deceased must be respected dnd all the personal details pertaining to
the deceased can certainly not be disclosed to the appellant in the absence of any larger public
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Facts g ke .
1. Applicant subriitted RTT application dated 6 Fébrﬁar')'r'20 12 before the CPIO, MCD, |
New Delhi to obtain information for the period January 1994 to December 2011 pertaining

to the names 6f deceased who were in the employee of the Department along with personal -
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e ’,: gt details, names of applicants who had épp}iéd'.fdr‘En.lplojl?men't-.Or_i compassioniate grounds "g"f'
Gt ¥ " pursuant to- the death of the deceased employees along with all their personal information
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‘ 2. -Vide CPI(_) o;&ér dated 27 Febtuary 2012, the RTI-.applicg.tior_x was for g =
- various holders of informarion in the differéht departments of the MC SR R o
3.. On not receiving full and complete ;':ifoi*rria’tib;i, the applicant preferred appeal dated 12
March 2012 before the fiest appeliate auchority - 1 o R T e
- 4. Vide FAA order dated 25 Apﬁi ;'2-012;: wherein

= o

it waszecorded chat the CPIOs had already

agree to this suggeéti'ox;. <55

5. The first appellate authority also recorded that the information sought by’ the appellant is

B extremely voluminous and scattered over various zones of MCD and also nor available in 3
compiled form. Further, it was argued that compiling of this

disproportionately divert resources of the public authority in terms of

possible to provide the requested information to

Act therefore, it was ruled that it was not
_ the appellant as it was not readily available with the. CPIO.
6. Applicant preferred second appeal before the Commission.

+.7.. Marter'was heard today. CPIOs of the variaus departments of the MCD appéaréd in person -
as recorded above, Appellant did not appear. * S el

Decision notice

. 8. . Afer hearing the respondent CPIOs and perusing the facts on record, Commission agrees
v enithe order of the first appellate authority. The appellant has not established any larger
public interest in the disclosure of information which is voluminous -and requires to be

compiled from large number of files across several departments ‘of MCD. Furcher it is .
observed that the appellant has already been provided information regarding the names of

' the deceased employees along with name -of father and ‘date of death as well 4 status

“regarding paymenr of terminal benefits. It is an’ established fact that the privacy of all

persons including those deceased ‘must be respected and. all the i

to the deceased can certainly not be disclosed pellant

public interest beeri demonstrated by him as’per section 8(1)(j) of the Act.

9. - In respect of derails pertaining to Swachchata Karamcharis appointed on compassionate

- grounds, the names of those persons along with the recommendations of the recommendatory

committee in_ this regard can be provided to the appellant if he seeks specific informarion

directly from each of the departments all of which have appointed separare CPIOs by
preferring independent RTT applications. Commission notes thac by seeking information
that covers 18 years starting with January 1994, ¢the appellant has certainly put great
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0 1 ‘H‘o_n’:ble Supreme Court of India in the marter of CBSE
v Aditya Bandhopadhya and another [Cril Appeal No. 645% of 2011 dated 9 August 2011),
[RTIRTHI (2011) 242 (SC)], the Apex court has observed, " :
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: _arvUmtcdIndlalnsuranceCo.Ltd i RTIRI (2;613)

£ "The rzgﬁr to mfbrm:zrtatt is.a cherished rxg/dr Inf&rmatton d,nd r:gbt to mfbrmatzan are mtended
to be ﬂ:rmm’db!e tools in: ‘the hands af respamzble citizehs 1o fight-corruption. and 4o’ bring in
. tramparmcy and dcraunmbzlztjr “The provisions of RTI Act. should be-enforced sb-tcn:’y and.all
éfforts ; should, be rivade 40 bring to- Light the necessary information tinder Clause (b) 0f Section
1) of t the Act which vélates to Securing-transparency and. accountability in the. w.arkmg of
e public ﬂu;;mmze; and in- dzsmaragmg corruption. Bist in regard to’ other znﬁnmrzorz,(tbat is
o mﬁrmarzan other: than those enyimerated-in'Section 401)(b) and (c) of the Act), equal importance
v and emphasis are gwm ‘to other public interests (like. confidentiality of sensitive. _mﬁmatmn, g
e T fdelity and fiduciaty relatrombzp_c, efficient apmztwn of governments, €t o). Tridiscriminite:
| demands or divections under RTI Act for disclosute of all and sundry’ férmat:an

; - and imprictica
;i E (unrelatfd to trampdrmcjr and accamimbz!xty in-the functioning of publxc aut}mrmgy and
- . eradication of corription) woild be counter; praductme as it will adversely affect the: efficiency of
3 ' the administration and result in’ the executivie gering bogged down with the. ﬂamprodumw
LR work of calleenﬂg and ﬂmuhmg mfbnnatzon The Act showld not be allowed to. be miisused or
35 é; s - dbused, to become i tool to obstruct the: national deuelopmmt andt'i intégration, or fo. a'es:roy the
s St - pedty, sranquility and harmony amiong iss citizens, Nor shotild it be converted into a tool of

e a_pprmmn or mr:mzdatzan of honest officials striving to do theiv duty. The nation. a’aer not want

7 a.seenario. whete 75% of the staff of puélrc autborities spends 75% of their time in collecting

- Mg ﬁmﬁg;ﬂg mﬁ;rmatzon to applzmrzts instead of discharging their regmiczr duties, The threai

" of penalsies under the RTI Act a and the pressure of the autimmze: under the RTI Act -showld no

- lead to employees of a pué[xr: autborme; priori rzzmg mﬁmamn ﬁzmmhm 7, at rbe cost of t}m
normal and regular dmze: , i :

10: The appellant must. show utmost responslblhty while exercnsmg Lk nght undcr th
' Ttansparcncy Act in futun: With. this warmng, the appcal is dlsmlssed
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“RTIKI (2&13) 138 (CIC) ,f'.-'
Central Informauon Comnnssmn

Caram, Deepak Sandlm, Cenmzl Inﬁrmzztzan Commmzaner
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o T SNt Bads 3 Ry 895 6y '_.. e o] AL b Date of Hearing: 08 ]anuary 20
T SEETTS N aie U O R CE L R s 8 _Date‘ofDecxslqrn; 0_8 ]anuazy_ZO
Nzrender Kumar * : |
Unued India Insurance Co Ltd., CHennmehandxgarh [
* B.L. Narsimha Rao, CPIO/FAA & Sh. Roop Smgh Az
CPIO through v:deoconferencmg} ;

ee. and Cost) Rules 2005 Rxght to Informatmr

nght to Informaﬂon (Regulatlon of the F
_Rales 2012 Apphcatlon Fce ~ Sectwn 19(8)(b) Awud of Compcnsauon to t.he. apphcan

Appeﬂar'ltllcﬂomlilain-a-hn '; _
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