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OFFICE OF THE CONTROLLER GENERAL OF DEFENCE ACCOUNTS
3dTd 9 AT, feed @ra«i-110010

Ulan Batar Road, Palam, Delhi Cant.- 110010.
No. AN/III/3053/RTI/CPIO

dated 07/04/2017
Far A/ To,

sl L v RS AR aa R ama&.h)
All PsCDA/CsDA/IFAs/PIFA/PCFA/CFA(Fys)

(Through Website)
f@¥g/Subject:- Seeking similar information through repeated RTI Applications-
CIC's decision regarding.

3T v o FE Fashar AT & s 10.03.2017 & 9Rw=
CVC/RTI/Misc/16/006 & 9fd Gaar Td 37Taeaeh HACET & Felve ¢l

A copy of CVC Circular no. CVC/RTI/Misc/16/006 dated 10.03.2017, on

the above subject is forwarded herewith for information and compliance.
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www.cvce.nic.in
CoABX CENTRAL VIGILANCE COMMISSION __. T, smb,, T feeAi-110023
24600200 Satarkta Bhawan, G.P.O. Complex,
.« ' Block A, INA, New Delhi 110023
¥a/Fax : 24651186

4. /NoCVC/RTIMISC/16/006 ...

Circular No. 03/03/2017

Subject: Seeking similar information through repeated RTI Applications-Central
Information Commission’s decision- regarding. N

The attention of the CVOs concerned is drawn to the Central Information Commission’s
decision dated 25.06.2014 in case No. CIC/AD/A/2013/001326-SA in the case of Shri Ramesh
Chand Jain Vs. Delhi Transport Corporation, GNCTD, Delhi, in which the issue of seeking

V information by the RTI Applicants through repetitive Applications on similar issues/subject has

W been considered and decided by the Central Information Commission.
v A 2. The Central I_nformation Commission, in its decision, had observed that:-

4( “The Commission noticed that several applicants seek some information from one wing
G [)7(, ykg?‘he public authority, and based on the responses file a bunch of RTI questions from the same
W' or other wings of same public authority, or from other authority. This will have a continuous
? o g harassing effect on the public authority. As the PIOs go on answering, more and more
Do Sguestions are generated out of the same and in the same proportion the number of repeated

N 2" first appeals and second appeals will be growing.”
!
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3. The Commission after considering various aspects of the issue and the provisions of
acts of similar nature in other countries, and also the decisions of earlier Information

Commissioners has concluded that:-

“(i)  Even a single repetition of RTI application would demand the valuable time of
the public authority, first appellate authority and if it also reaches second
appeal, that of the Commission, which time could have been spent to hear
another appeal or answer another application or perform other public duty.
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