Nou. 112A2015-1R (P
(ovemment of india
Ministry of Personnal, Public Grievances & Fensions
Department of Personne! & Training

North Block., New Delhi,
{Jated the jt4 th August. 2013

OFFICE MEMORANDUM

Subject. Disciosure of personal ‘nformation under the RTT Act, 2005.
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I'he Ceairal Informauon Comnussion i one of its decisions {copv enclcsed)
has neic that mlormation about the complaints made against an officer of the
Goveriment and any possible action the authorites might have taken on those

compiamts, qualities as personal information within th

in the meaning of provision of
segtion ® (1) () of the RTI Act, 2005,

2. The Cenural InTormation Commussion whtie deciding the said case has cited
the decision of Sunreme Touvrt of India 1o the matter of Girish R. Deshpande vs. CIC
and athers (GLP (C)no. 27734201 2) in which 1t was held as under:-

“The performance of an employee: Officer 1in an orgavisation is primarily a matter
petween ine emploves and the emnioyer gad normally those aspects are governed by
che soevics cudes whick fall under the cxpression ‘persemal informution’. the

disctostre of which has no relationsiup to any public activity or public interest. On
rthe nthaer hand the d aL:O.)d?ff of which couid cause unwarranied invasion of the

privacy of that individuai,’ The Supreme Court further held thar such information
could be disclosed onlv if it would serve « larger pubhic interesu.
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This mey be brought to the avuce of all concernea.
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(M aﬁn] Joshi)
juint Secretary (AT&A)
Tel: 23093668

Al

i All the Muisines / Departments ot the Government of India.

2. linton Pubiic Servine Commission Lok Sabha Secreiariat/ Rajya Sabha

Sceretariat! Cabinet Secretariat Central Vigilance Commissions President's

secretanat.  Vice-President's Secretariat! Pnime Minister's Offices
Commission/Flection € Siumission.

- Cenual information { ommussion/ State Information Commuissions.

Sttt Selection Comrrission, CGO Complex. New Dciha.

¢ the Compirolier & Auditor General of India. 10, Bahadur Shah Zafar Murg,
New !)ethi
6. Al officers/Desks/Sections. DOP&T and Department of Pension & Pensioners
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Central information Cominission, New Delhi
File NQ.CUCfSM/A:’ZD'! 3000058
Riaht e infs an Ant- 2005 iinder SEC 1007

Oata pt hearing ; 26062017
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Name ot ih: Appeoliant . on. Mang! Arys,
RT! Activists and Social Waorker) 67, Sec-

12, CPWD Fliats, R K Puram, New Delii
-110022

i Alihorily  Lentral Public Information Oflicer,

Cabinet Secretariat.
(vigiance & Compiaint Cell}, 2nd Floor,
Sardar Pate! Bhawan, New Dethi -110001
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ne tnird party, oiin 5 B Agnihotn, UG (OEF. ACQ)Y MoD was present.
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Chiet intormation Commissioner ; ohri Satyananda Mishra
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refused 10 disciose any such information oy claiming that 1t was personal in
naiure anda thus exempted under the provisions of section 8(1) (i) ¢f the Rigni to
informatinn (RTi) Act. Not satishico withi this accision of the CPIO, tme Apoellan:

B ekl &

nad preferec dﬂ sppean. o he Appeliate Adthorily nad d.sposed of the apzea in

SOSDRE g L30T T w st hz naserdorsst oe deniinn oithe CFIT
& vve have carefuly gone through tre contents of the RTI applicat on and

the order ¢f the Appeliate Authority. We have a.so considered the submissions

o0 woth the rzspordent and the third rarty in the case. The entire informataor

sougnt by the Appellant revoives around the compiaints made against an oificer
of nC government and any possiole acter the authorities might have taken o
thnge comptamic. The Appelidte Authonty was very nght in deciding that this
ertre clasg »f informgrion was qualiec 3s persbnal information witnin the

neaning of the provisions of Hedlion & () () ¢f the & T] Act.i!n LIS oonnecion, i
1S vety perlinherii G Cie tneg dectson of the Supreme Courn of Incia in the SLR1C;
No e ros o 2002 (Qinsh M BDeshpaindg ve Tl anc Sihars) ~iICT  has he'd
mat the periormance of ar emioyee/Ofiicer in an organmsation s primarily &
matier betwe=2n ‘he employse ang he employer anc ~ormally those aspacts
dare governea by ine serv.ee ruies which fall unger the expression persona
information . ine dsciQsure 6F whiich 1as no reiaionse lp iIC any pubic :—:ct:vity Of
oubiic 1imerest. 4n tne ather tand, the cisclosure ¢f which could cause
unwartanied mvasion of the prvacy of thatl individual.” The Supreme Court
furthe- heid hat such informaticn couig be disclosed on'y if it wgulc serve a
'arger pushc mterest.}The informaticn sougnht Dy the Appceliant 0 thus case is
about some complamnts made aganst & government oficicl and ary possibie

ctio~ the auorities migh: nave ta<ern on those compiainis. 1t s, thus, cizary
the <ina ot infarmation which is ¢nvisaged in the zbove Supreme Court crde-
Therefore, the iormarion i3 caomplately exempted from disc'osure under the

provisions ¢f the BT Act which both the CPIC anc the Appeilate Authonty nave
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nghtly cited in tneir respective orders.

D We tind nc grounds to intertere i the order of the Appeliate Authority.

The app2al is rejecied.

(Satyananda Mishra)
Chief Information Commissionet:

Autnenucated true copy. Acditiona: copies ot orders shalt be suppiied against
acpiication and pavment of the charges prescrnibed under the Act to the CP!O of this
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(Vijay Bhalla}
Deputy Registrar
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