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Neo. 1/312013-R
Governmant of India
Ministry of Personnel, Public Gnevances & Pensions
Daepartment of Parsonnel & Training

North Block, New Delhi,
Dated the 8" /Jgnuary, 2014

QFFICE MEMORANDUM

Subject : Order dated 20.11.2013 of the High Court of Kolkata in Writ Petitian
MNo. 33280 of 2013 in the case of Mr. Avishek Goenka Vs Union.of
India regarding personal details of RT1 applicants - circulation of.

In compliance of the directions of the Hon'ble High Court of Kolkata
in its said order, a copy of the judgement (order) is enclosed herewith for
appropriate action.

2. This may be brought to the notice of all concermed.
E."-“AQ'Y‘ .-::.-—-—_
(Sandeep Jain)
Director
Tele: 23092755

-k

All Ministries / Dapartments of the Government of India

2. Union Public Service Commission / Lok Sabha Sectt./ Rajya Saha Sectt.
/Cabinet Sectt. / Central Vigilance Commission / President's Secretariat /
Vice President's Sectl / Prime Minister's Office / Planning Commission /
Election Commision

Central Information Commission / State Information Commissions

Staff Selection Commission, CGO Complex, New Delhi.

Office of the Comptroller & Auditor General of India, 10, Bahadur Shah Zafar
Marg, New Delhi.

All Officers/Desks/Sections/Department of Personnel & Training, the
Department of Administraive Reforms and Department of Pension &
Pensioners Welfare.
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Copy to: Chief Secretaries of all the States/UTs.
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: I’;ﬂ:; Z(é W.P. 33290(W) of 2013

Mr. A petitioner [in person).
Mr. Asish Humﬁ .
M. Gargi Mukhe For the respondents.

ﬂupeﬂﬂnnerh:?b\ginpemu.
The writ petitioner In% ing to be an activist in
the field of right to information, ed us by
filing the present writ petition he prayer, the
authority should not insist upon the address of
the applicant as and when any application
the Right to Information Act. He appre
intereated parties would cause a threat to the
in fact there had been past incidents of unnatural deatlfs )
of activist in the field, presumably by the imeretlﬂj‘

persons having vested interest to conceal the informartion '0

that is asked for by the activist.

The petitboneér submits, the authorty may not
insist upon the detailed address particularly when the
applicant would provide a particular post box number
that would auiomatically conceal their identity o the
public at large.

We have considered the relevant provisions of
the statute. Section 6{2) of the Right to Information Act,
2005 would clearly provide, an applicant making request
for information shall not be required to give any reason
for requesting the information or any other personal
details except those that may be necessary for
contacting him.

Looking to the said provision, we find logic in
the submission of the petitioner. When the legislature
thought it ft, the applicant need not disclose any
personal detail, the authority should not insist upon his



details, However, in such case, it would be the solemn

duty of the authority to hide such information and
particularly Irom their we so that people at large

would not know of the details,
We thus dispose of ﬂu%& petition by making

the observations as above. The ,» Ministry of
Personnel should circulate the copy of arder to all
concerned so that the authority can Lb
measure o hide information with regard
details of the activist to avoid any harassment By
persons having vested interest. {g

The writ petiion is disposed of without a.n%
order as to costs.
Urgent certified copy of this order, if applied for,

be given to the parties, on priority basis, %
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{ Banerjee, Acting Chief Justice)

{ Debaongsu Basak, 1)




