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Department of Personnel and Training

WU I S (IR Division)
e-‘-‘M'R ?‘&.\ -y FREER
Qe North Block, New Delhi
Dated, 2%anuary, 2020
OFFICE MEMORANDUM

Subject: Central Information Commission (CIC) order dated 28.06.201 T-reg.

The undersigned is directed to forward CIC Order dated 28.06.2017 for action as

appropriate.
2. This issues with the approval of the competent authority.
Encl: As above
- ﬁ% jor) 202
' (Rakesh Kumar)
Under Secretary to the Govt. of India
Tele: 2304 0401
To

All Ministries/Departments
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CENTRAL INFORMATION COMMISSION
August Kranti Bhawan, Bhikaji Cama Place,
New Delhi-110066

File No. CIC/GNCTD/C/2017/178018
File No.-CIC/00CSD/C/2017/177956
File No. CIC/00CSD/C/2017/177955
 File No. CIC/00CSD/C/2017/177954
o “File-NoxC]C/ 00CSD/C/ 2017/ 177953

1 1&‘-;3,t 1 ﬁﬁqomogsmcmownwsm

L \i’f A ¢- File No: ¢I1C/GNGTD/.C/2017/311207
,f _ " File No. CIC/GNETD/C{2017/311208
f_jx File No. CIC/GNCTD/C72017/311210

®

File No. cxc;sncm/éf-?g_o’l‘s- /311209

P
é““ File No, CIC/GNCTD/C/20¥7311211

File No. CIC/GNCTD/C/2017/311213
ﬁi{ﬁ =No. CIC/GNCTD/C[2017}311214
5 N

iEe. CIC/GNCTD/C/2017/311260
; %Fréf‘ 6. CIC/GNCTD/C/2017]311216

ile“No. CIC/GNCTD[CI201’Z':3‘- 1217

4 Fﬁ? Eile No. CIC/GNCTD/C/2017/311218
s . File No. CIC/GNCTD /C/2017 331220
g £ File No. CIC/GNCTD/C/20 17/3¥1221
i © File No. CI€/GNCTN/C/20 174813323
Tl File No. GIC/GNCTD/C/20 17/811224
- File No. CIC/GNCTD/C/2017; 11225
e 2 Fite No. €IC/GNCTD/C/2017/81122°
s A : File:No. &ic/GNCTD/C/2017311261
=% > . §lfé*Fo. CIC/GNCTD/C/2017h3 11231
¥ Fil.No. CIG/GNCTD/ c;_zc;_-‘f;z}s- 1265
o ) Bi% No. CIC/GNCTD/C/2017 311232
s, File No. CIC/GNCTD/C/201%/811234
& File No. CIC/GNCTD/CY2017] 311266
L P File No. CIC/GNCTDfC/2017/311235
e *2& , File No. CIC/GNCID/C72017/311262
{ Ly File No. CIGJGNCTD/E/2017/311236

w.&k' g7

£ ;Ff fgﬂgﬁg‘z}%@q GNCTD/C/2017/311237
Fi ; 7Y §Eut N6 CI1C) NCTD/C/2017/311268

* ¥'F FHnk NG CIC/GNCTD/C/2017/311267
File No. CIC/GNCTD/C/2017/311239
File No. CIC/GNCTD/C/2017/311240
File No. CIC/GNCTD/C/2017/311263
File No. CIC/GNCTD/C/2017/311241
File No. CIC/GNCTD/C/2017/311242
File No. CIC/GNCTD/C/2017/311244
File No, CIC/GNCTD/C/2017/311245
File No. CIC/GNCTD/C/2017/311246
File No. CIC/GNCTD/C/2017/311247
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File No. CIC/GNCTD/C/2017/311249
File No. CIC/GNCTD/C/2017/311250
File No. CIC/GNCTD/C/2017/311253
File No. CIC/GNCTD/C/2017/311254
File No. CIC/GNCTD/C/2017/311256
File No. CIC/GNCTD/C/2017/311258
File No. CIC/GNCTD/C/2017/311251

Date of Hearing ' 8.Q1§ 2017
Date of Decision f‘% .@, ﬂes*u?fow ™
Appellant/ Comp ‘ T Shri Ashok Knma;?Rgddy
Fesnondcri}“" o :_ PIO, Chief Office of Chlef&
S o e
i:%'lg _ -: = : ?:ful:tabh Kundu, Dy. ettt tary

Informaf;on Comm;ss:oner
a

Filed on_f
=< | 31.08.20%6

ﬁ??gﬂs‘ " 131.08.2026
(177955 2 -31.03.20%

177958 «31.08.20 :

1779535~ 31 08. 2016“"% =
[177951"

311207

311208

311210
311209 .

(311211 31.08 200601~ =
311213 31.08.2016" #1#

311214 31.08.2016
1311260 31.08.2016 -

311216 31.08.2016 - - -
P 311217 31.08.2016 - - -
311218 31.08.2016 - - -

311220 31.08.2016 i - -
1311221 31.08.2016 - - -
1311223 31.08.2016 - - -
311224 31.08.2016 - . .

311225 [31.08.2016 |- . : ]
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. E1 36 1 31.08.2016 - - -

T 411261 31.08.2016 | - it -

' 311231 31.08.2016 |- . .

'311265 31.08.2016 - B .

311232 31.08.2016 - - - ;
311234 31.08.2016 |- = - :
311266 31.08.2016 |- . n B
311235 31.08.2016 |- . P |
311262 31082016 |- eciidescdatems .

[311236 31.08.2016 . | - J;é T4 3‘{ -

[311237 31.0820T6: ¥l- - _c[-*¥ i

(311268 31.0802016™ 1- . w7 PN
311267 .| 317082016 |- - o %
311239 31,08.2016 |- s “?*k ] |
311240 @.‘be.zma - - - T FY
311263 1.08.2016 - - - &
311241 31.08.2016 - s al, -

3112425, | 31.08.2016 |- ESETSEN -

311244 4 31.08.2016 - % AR -

311245, ™ | 31.08.2016 | - il -

31124¢ 3 |131.08.2016 |- E - -

Sl | 31.082016 |- B - .

31555, |31.08.2016 0 g gs -

311250 % 31.08.2016 7 |- ' - |- &% Sl

3112536 | 31.08.2016 |- S |- B -
3112544 | 31.08.2016 |- B - & -

311256 | 31.08.2016 |- ve |- ¥ .

311258%%E 31'.08.2@% |- , %ﬁg» ?gi i ife

311255% .31.08.2006, |- . @ |- e
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The captioned 51 distinct compla & manate from a common-in-content
RTI application with a single _q}.t_er_}_r:_but_,spgmning across as many as Sl
different Ministries & prominent Departments of the Union of India. The
na missiqifx to catalogue a directory of
ent of Govt, of India, sent as many as 51
RTI applications aimed to gathcr'details of all tainted employees. He
drafted a model RTI application for the gigantic task. Interestingly, the
complainant addressed all these RTI applications to Chief Secretary,
Govt. of National Capital Territory of Delhi; an office, which. admittedly

complainant, who seems to o
‘corrupt officers’ in the employm

mplainant
poseiof hearing

)
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was not the custodian of information sought. It would be profitable to

~ refer the model RTI application:

To,
‘The Chief Secretary, 2
Dethi NCT
Following mfonnanon is nggg though RTI Act and through your
request / order to tne % st Aviation‘.
' ; “'w % :
1 e 1: :
Infomgm on sought for ﬁxes of conup: ofﬁ& agd corrupt
SNy ozmcmns : st f DAt
e o e ;
’: éepa%tmenr - Ministry of Civil Aviation. 3

Domain — Central Gout, .tssa

no!mcmn.s from Mm:____ "

i ﬁ [DVD or Pen drive)”.

g %. Names of W .M‘
rqspecuve RTI apphcaﬁoas] :

s £ £ j
% ;_gmﬁlo 0/o Ch:gg Secretary, G f_%. D as £
T1 Act, 2 05 trans;erred Ak

q tcz;s under the, aegis pf Uni e

bcfor’e the Commis fﬁrr,cali compl
ground o&ho»reply from the respecnve t.ra_nsferee pubhc , it

QS a;5~present and heard At outset, the gopiplajﬁant appnses

3. The p
the Comﬁis’é- t after the present com Ialnts..wegg‘regzstered he
received ;cp;} &aﬁgus Ministries ;and; e.a s mdlcatmg the

i

vagueness of his qurg géj”g% i %%‘}“ oz

4. In all fairness, the complainant concedes that the information sought by
him in the present batch of RTI applications was vague and having
indefinite dimensions. The Commission is in agreement with the
complainant on this aspect and finds that none of the present complaints
call for invocation of jurisdiction of Commission as conferred under
Section 18 of the RTI Act. However, owing the context of present RTI
application, the Commission is inclined to voice its opinion.
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. .0 check and penalize the act of Corruption by public servants, the
legislature enacted The ‘Prevention of Corruption Act, 1988. Despite the
fact that a law was named after it, the word ‘Corruption’ remains
undefined statutorily. ‘Corruption’ in a popular understanding implies
the idea of deviation from moral benchmark. In reference to public
offices, it implies the use of public office for private good. Corruption is a
facet of dark side of human character and has deep roots in Indian
society particularly. Corruption_dates, back to very inception of human
civilization, howevc:qilit E‘éaas‘taiﬁe" new heights in the present

materialistic ag % lya, oph;‘g\s as® 7 a{},‘“
! REA W
... just a”g’! w.ié"impossible not to taste the honey or the pe sori that finds
itse}ﬁtghe tip of the tongue, so it is impossible for A guernment
sefvlipt-not to eat at least a bit of the king's revenue. Jyst as fish
moving underwater cannot p ssibly be found drinking it, similarly it is
not possible to find o nt servants taking money for

iﬁ%’%ﬁe ves’. H‘% -
&
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63 Saroj Vs. CPIO, Vigilance gepmegﬁ%ﬁeuth Delhi Ml;}%z"f“’j_éaz
Corpporation: MANU/CI/0394/2017; a siﬁr&t situation came Eu ' d—‘_fo.r
il . i #banch wherein #h 3 . mt s
coqﬁgcratxan of thistbench wheremé‘a?e appellant desired,to know the mugeric
vﬁ'&“{alg of Depa:‘tme{gtal action initigted in thg‘respondent public auﬁi@@: It
" Sy © —
S %
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i served as: %7 : g
Y .sﬁ‘: £ ; i : ‘g‘%ﬁ"‘t&
y?jl‘g?ﬁhe presentigase has drawik tention of. the Cqmmissfo:%?wgr;gs the

farger problem. The citizénry has E‘E}%ﬁt to lift théavell' & know dt oﬁfﬁ_@e state

of dﬁgﬁ'y‘ne and order prevailing amongst the employees of q{?ufg_@jﬁuthority,
Sugh’ §Ei't assumes pivotal significance when the public Ay Qﬁ'ﬁ?:s a civic
bodi‘ﬂ%;i,ﬁ;g:’aﬁonal Capital shouldering wide horizons, ui}aﬁs which are
essentallg eitiz8ripeccentric. The state of inordi.wrei_tﬁge.f Departmental
B i eriite, MCD (now North DUEkSPMCREDMC) is no secret
ases lgj‘ e BB "t‘?-%‘ne delinquents_often go
artmental actions, often

Delay in suchs a.g" Ep Sedste -
: . WK B N R 5P
unpunished stnce %;ij‘i'gt‘g n ¥concludin
courts of law tend to p ot  oft thE"

.

ther hand innocent employees are
denied quick justice and are subjected to a long dint of harassment. The need
of acting expeditiously in ‘Départmental actions and the hazards of delayed
proceedings are beautifully summarised by Justice Vikramjit Sen in the case
of Shri M.L. Tahiliani vs. D.D.A. MANU/DE/0668/2002. Relevant extract is

reproduced hereinafter:

15. A distillation of the plethora of precedents would yield the
results that the Court must balance public interest against the
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rights of the individual. Neither should be scarified at the alter of
the other. While public servants ought to be enduringly
answerable for the manner in which they discharge their duties,
they are not disentitled from claiming the protection of the tenets
- of “haitural justice: However this longer peried of accountablity
attached to public office should not become a test of their
endurance. The nonna! rule is that the initiation and the

culmination of an eng hould be diligently expeditious, since

unexplamed and a_-' ui: ?'i : ’b‘ elay would invalidate the

exera‘se-ﬂ?':;ﬁ every- spage ~While Zero tolérance’ would apply to
trw;dl? minor nuscondu‘ét latitude would IntF a?é-mth the gravity

orelictional, must be abjured. It is needless ‘tof ¢plain that

/of' #hd offence. Protraction of proceedmgs %eltberate or

“ ¢ fohere the delay is caused by the delinquent, the Enguirg must be

& jﬁuld be their expeditious conclusion sin

Once the alleged misconduct is
S ed with all reasonable dis, atch.

allowed to continue 10, tisyehc.
detected the processg S " ;
A late detection s i}
interests wou!d be served: Y

Enquiry; it is not cyniﬁ to profess the view"iE&f:
are deltberatggétret 'ed in order to protect the
or to ensure-thatia pe idora’s bo¥ s not opened, reyealin
_'-'and ccountabitity Permit
inardm%te delay runs counter"’to the common wedl g&fost
often it s deI:berateI I"glarme so that the truth d’&es,-mot
surface; Enquirle.s usu Itg ence with a de Fdication
* pecomin ﬂa pub!ic sca dﬂgﬁ ‘delay directly rest t,g' n its
" hushing UpgSi in.ce pu ic"memory‘.is,,infamous ‘rf:. If

urts str!ngentfy quash delayed enquiri e,

a largery  conspira

ﬁ:ment, which is already embarrasse y%y{e' scandal,

g‘b?r rocked by fai!ure to prove ar%disprove the
char ks, protracnon of y be a concerted
effort of @iy enie ’ﬁ?f‘ a 2 d ﬁom the needless
reference of é’l :é;%h% ggg to the Central Vigilance
Commission (CVC} Sven $hdugh the DDA has its own viglance
machinery. In condoning delay, the Court tends to allow
uncomfortable truths to be swept under the carpet into obscurity.

_Where enguiries coincide with the promotional rights/chances of

the officer charged with misconduct, the Judge must be alive to
the likelinood of it being xmentzonat and motivated, rather than
coincidental and truthful While deciding a writ petition
challenging the legal propriety of continuance of Inquiry
proceedings on the grounds of inordinate delay, the Court is not

e T e
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expected to assess the relative strengths of the prosecution’s case > ’
and/or of the defence. That is essentially the function of the -m—-/

Inquiry. However, once substantial delay has transpired, what

the Court must carefully examine is whether, even on a cursory

perusal of the Charges, the case is worthy of continuance. This

i{s primarily for the reason that where the departmental

proceedings have become {inordinately protracted the

requirement of conducti s eed y trial has been violated

but also that it wor.'{!d‘bé faig infer from the delay that

the Ej ﬁf’{-y was in{tia?’k ar:'d%ontmued or some obligue

m}ti}:e."c 'g;"ge Sheéﬁis and Enquiry cd"‘{'z eg be permitted

o be jfnisused as tools for a witch- hunt%r“ﬁn n.quisition,

/ér.a means to steal a march in pmmotions. Wh rogress

£ fo the next higher post is impeded because of ‘th i itiation

of a Charge-Sheet ork nquiry, {nnocence must be zealously

- presumed until gu!t* a '.‘t__ esta.b!:shed This approach is
%““Z@ definitely conducty
that of justice. b

'ﬁ.
=5
TS e il i [Emphas.s added by Con?&km fesion)
xwmﬁ In the considered cpmzon of *;é Co ﬁn:hs citizenry has & t to
) ow about the human capital of ,nmnzczpaf _:.t'hom.es g‘md the samg.g/ be
:;i'u-best interest of ranspa*cn.cy & dministré tive reforms... o
= =

3% Q‘.-é i -_
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7. Thc;ﬁommzsqmn' “_as no hesitation”™ o hol mthat dmamxc nummw.data
5 F T ‘?‘nq S
atzifg to deaartmemﬂﬁ &vig Mrocee&ggs gs falls wi frview £

ection.4(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 and thus, “the same mus\llgg put in

pubh&ﬂﬁoxﬁ,ﬁam, proactively. Disclosure of such data %as a tool !

" t
in bette %@ ;ance an nd thus undoubtedly serves laérgg 1Blic interest. |
Accordir € F@ ission in exercise of powers onfer;g under sub-
clauses m} &. n.] c on 19[8 {{a) directs. ail ~h 'msfne% of the Union of
India and depa:r : *ins_ wgentalitidsysybordinates thereto; to

pubhsh the numenc';_l‘ad;é _ 1g0inZ.dep rthental, vigilance.and well
as pohce prosecution cases. - 3T

o " circumstances, names of the.
mplo;ees facing charges shall be disclosed & the year. & depaltmem"]
wise numeric data shall be disclosed. The Commission cannot postulate

all the modalities of execution of the present direction, however
prescribes the minima and leaving the modalities of compliance to the
public authorities. The public authorities workmg under the aegis of
Union Government shall make public: -

e
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9. 3?‘ B pr’gsent complaints are ‘51}

{a). Year wise Numeric data of pending as well as disposed
Departmental / Vigilance / Court cases against their employees

initiated at instance of the employer;

). Rank/Post held by the charge sheeted employee; uithout

TR

disclosure of identity of the individual.

(c). Details of outcome in terms of finding i.e. exoneration or
found guilty. .
]

I e % ) » *"
8. The Commissigs "'ﬁl}c‘ts the s{gg_istry to” send the’ p‘"msent order to the

Secretary, pe""_faigtzx_zent of Personnel & Training Ior uk
to all Mipistries/ Departments & Corporations falling undé
Union,é sarnment. The Commissicn dirscts that the pregcn% gﬁf@bﬁ_ﬂ

4 within 3 months of receipt by respective public a

be com

A

The Commission hopes that,
cgngerned expeditiously.
> .

thEsSecretary, DoPT shall apprise all
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