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BRIEF FACTS OF THE CASE

Subject - Appeal filed by Shri Mahesh Kumar Chaudhary, under Section 19(1) of
the Right to Information Act, 2005 against CPIO’s Order No.
RTICG/GEN 96/2018-19 dated 13.07.2018.

T is is an order pissed in the case of an appeal dated 18.07.2018, filed by Shri
Mahesh <umar Chaudhz Y (hereinafter referred to as the Appellant) against the order of
the CPIC bearing F.No.R [CG/GEN-96/2018-19 dated 13.07.2018.

Bi efly the facts of the case are that the Appellant residing at C/O Manoj Kumar
Chaudhe 'y (GDS), Khad Badh, Village- Chomu, Distt Jaipur, Rajasthan-303702, had
sought f tlowing informa ion under the Right to Information Act, 2005 vide his RTI
applicatic 1 dated 13.06.5 )18, received in RTI General, NCH, Mumbai on 15.06.2018;
the same are reproduced as under--

‘P. sase provide ce tified copies of minutes of meeting of DPC held for promotion

fron TA to STA (now EA) under your office order No. 182/2017 dated

01 26.2017.

If  possible infc mation may please be provided on email d

ma 1eshkurlya1991 Dgmail.com.”

The CPIO/RTI (Ge 1eral), NCH, Mumbai vide his Order F. No. RTICG/GEN-
96/2018- 19 dated 13.07.2018 has disposed of the same, with respect to information
sought b ' the appeliant ir the RT| application which is reproduced as under-

“In his regard, it is i formed that the Minutes of DPC is confidential in nature and
also cons st of the inforiiation of other officials, the disclosure of which has no
relationshi + to any public ¢ clivity or interest. Therefore, it is exempted from disclosure
under Sec 3(1)(j) of RTI Ac . 2005.”

GROUNDS OF APPEAL

Age ieved by the C°0O's above said reply, the applicant Shri Mahesh Kumar
Chaudhar has filed the pres 3nt appeal on the following grounds:
1. Refused access to information denied.

2. Section 8(1)(j) o the RTI Act 2005 wrongly placed.
PERSONAL HEARING

The Hersonal hearing was granted to the appellant on 08.08.2018, 09.08.2018 &
10.08.2018 1t 11.45 am but h : did not tum up for the same.

FINDINGS

| hav : gone through 11e RTI application dated 13.06.2018 and CPIO reply dated
13.07.2018 ind appeal appl :ation filed by the appellant dated 18.07.2018.



I has been obsei ved that information sought by the appellant regarding minutes
of DPC 1eld for promot in from TA to STA (now EA) under office order No. 182/2017
dated 01.06.2017 does not involve the name of the appellant in the present case.
Howeve , after going th ough various decisions of the Honourable CIC, one of which
has bee | quoted below | A), I am of the view that the information related to DPC can be
made av iilable to the ap rellant severing the details of employees whose names appear
in the a -ove mentioned DPC minutes. The names of employees whose names fing

mention 1 the above me: tioned DPC minutes are not to be disclosed in public interest.

A. F. lo. CIC/AT/A/( 06/00069 of 13.07.2006, case of Mr. Gopal Kumar vs Army
He adquarters, par of decision reads as:
“The Depai ‘mental Promotion Committess prepare their minutes and
m: Ke recommenc ations after examining ACRs of the employees due for
prcmotion......... However, in all such cases the CPIO and the appeifate
au honties should i pply the doctrine of severability, and should provide him the
infi rmation which ¢ 3n be provided under subsection (2) of section 10 of the Right
to . formation Act. ;'005.”

Wt le providing infi rmation to the appellant, the CPIO must make sure that it
does not ead to unwarr: nted invasion of privacy of the employees whose names

appear in he above said [ PC and their confidentiality remains intact.
ORDER

In v 2w of the above the appeal filed by the appellant is allowed and the CPIO s
directed tc provide the ir formation adhering to the above mentioned order of the
Honourabl : CIC.

&jiﬁ}s 2013

(Dr. B. S. Meena
APPELLATE AUTHORITY
ADDITIONAL COMMISSIONER OF CUSTOMS (G),
NEW CUSTOM HOUSE, MUMBAI.
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1. Shril 'ahesh Kumar Ck audhary, C/O Manoj Kumar Chaudhary (GDS), Khad Badh,
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2. The (PIO RTI (G} NCk Mumbai.
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