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The information has sought, kindly refer the Govt of Maharashtra notification no.
HDHIU 2092/¢8/T.35.809 /¥TET, 12.96.90.3095.

“The CIC and the Courts below that the details called for by the petitioner i.e.
copies of all memos issued to the third respondent, show cause notices and
orders of censure / punishment etc. are qualified to be personal information as
defined in clause (j) of section 8 (1) of RTI Act. The performance of an
employee/officer in an organization is primarily a matter between the employee
and employer and normally those aspects are governed by the service rules
which fall under the expression “personal information”, the discloser of which
would cause unwarranted invasion of privacy of that individual ”.
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Information asked in question format. The Act does not permit raising imaginary
questions and expecting the PIO to find answers for them.

A Public Information Officer (PIO) is not expected to provide intangible such as
interpretations, opinions, advices, explanations, reasons as they cannot be said to
be included in the definition of information in Section 2(f) of the RTI Act, 2005.
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In the matter of Mrs. Bina Saha vs. CPIO, Securities and Exchange Board of India
(Decision dated November 6, 2012), the Hon'ble CIC held that: "It must be remembered
that Section 2(f) of the RTI Act defines information as a material or virtual record. The
citizen has every right to get copies of such records held by any public authority
including the SEBI. However, in order to get the copies of such records, the information
seeker has to specify the details of the records she wants. In fact, section 6(1) of the RTI
Act very clearly states that the information seeker has to specify the particulars of the

information sought by him or her".

The Hon’ble CIC in the matter of Shri.P.Shivkumarn and ShriK.Vijayakumaran Vs.
CPIO, Baharat Sanchar Nigam Ltd. (Decision dated 13.06.2007), held that:

“information seeker should asked for information, which may be available ‘in any

material form’ as per section (2) of the Act. A CPIO is not expected to formulate his
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response to various forms of queries and express his views on the issues raised by
appellants. The information should be provided in the form in which it exists with the

public authority.”

The Hon’ble CIC in the matter of Shri Madan lal Aswal and Dal Chand Vs. CPIO
Municipal Corporation Delhi (Decision dated 05.11.2008) held that “The respondent
has replied to the query about the ownership of the land and the responsibility of
maintenance ... ........... The appellant now wants to know why action of demolition has
not been taken, before allotment which according to him was precondition. Though the
respondents are well intentioned, reasons for actions or inaction of public authorities
cannot be obtained unless they have been recorded by the public authority. The PIO

cannot be expected to provide reasons unless they are recorded.”
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