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gy fie o7 |- The CPIO has disposed of the request in the most mechanical and
casual way without applying his mind to the request made under the RTI

) Act

2. Time and again, the courts and the central information commission
have been emphasising that the CPIO has to establish that the disclosure




of documents would impede, hamper or interfere with an investigation. A |
simple statement that the documents are exempted under the said section
would not suffice.

3. The CPIO has not indicated the proceedings which are likely to be
impeded, hampered or interfered with. In the absence of the same it
becomes safe to conclude that the CPIO has not acted in a judicious
manner while relying upon the exemption

4. The CPIO has also not informed the manner in which the proceedings
are likely to be impeded, hampered or interfered with, It is also not clear
as to what kind of proceedings are pending which would have been
affected by the disclosure of the information. The CPIO has not stated
whether proceedings are under the Staff, regulations of ifci, Income Tax
proceedings or Criminal proceedings or any other proceedings under any
other law

5. The CPIO could have redacted the concerned material and could have
supplied the balance information. It becomes clear that the CPIO has not
applied his mind either to the provisions of the RTI Act or to the request
made by the appellant

6. The Supreme Court of India and the other courts and the central
information commission have been emphasising that the objective of the
RTI Act, disclosure being the norm and non-disclosure. Being the
exception, the CPIO should have borne this in mind while disposing of
the request. It appears that the CPIO believes that the objective of the RTI
Act is non-disclosure is the norm and disclosure is the exception. This
conclusion has been arrived on the basis of the disposal of the requests
made by the CPIO

7. There is no connection between the documents requested and the basis |
of CPIO to deny the document as the appellant has never sought any '
document or asked the status with regard to any enquiry or proceedings.
The appellant has only requested for copies of the letters written by IFCI
to the Department of financial services on the issue of payment of LIC
group superannuation cash accumulation scheme to the appellant.

8. The CPIO has failed to take into consideration the recent developments |
on the RTT aspects in which a High Court has recently held that even the
central bureau of investigation is not exempted from the provisions of the |
RTI Act totally and CBI is required to implement the RTI Act as
permissible by law. i

The first appellate authority may consider the above and dispose of the
request made by the appellant by directing the submission of the
information which has been wrongly denied by the CPIO.




