
1-jd ■srfWf

^iciuiHiioi ic|ei*iH TnfMt srftoift
M^d WWRT 4Fft

*11 fed) sM ftdicfr
HU.o^.^0^3

fh nifedl srf^cM'Tl ctsh

MleTl'M RFTSjfercfr, 
3rrfc> W3T, 3F^W 

f^TPT. YFHT, ‘qyT

PM I I <S| d x| | <?yidl ci Hi I fct.

tpllcfuil'tf \{|^uq|6|iGlddl 

'fNT F^TT 
fecblcfl qicnRd|

STM fc. od/o^/^o^^ RRft TfWuft ^Tlfed) ST^Mlft U2JT q)c4k STlfsM
^11^ I, SF^MT fctWT, HyT did) cRSH <b<d cF>t, “SlvfdH £ 3RFRT cddd) SHI cd A <|cRdl dlfed)

dlfed) srf^TcFR srf^lddd 0eid C (15) WNt dlfed) dld>KUdld SJIcdld fd. W03/3033 AA)R|I 
MdlcdR SlRenRAn cbcdRuiji^ 3^3TT#.

31Rci 12ft dT fct. 06/AvD-cdl -^dIdull'li d^vK SKHcdld 

^0/o<y303^ yM) 3]|d)Jll<i RM? AkFT 3T1%. RR? ^ciKlldEA SlRcilAW 

AldKl 3] 4) ci RdlR 3cidd d cd I d d fA. %/A A) TTFR 1 cd H RRR ^--11 d u 

^IRcdl dld)d. 'dd'i MFRd) ^d?ddd Add R AcTT SlfecildtA MWA di^ud14) rAJ 
7Pn3n-jnt/?0?H/RCG | k fl

(^■dIdul) Rdid?- 04/R ^o/o^/^o?^)

srArcyrsft rfA rm mfedt sttrrr, Rfe4ld ynf rtA mA fA. ArA difed)di
stAffr srAAdd-^oo^ wr stmA fed)d srdtcy rrmv AkAcA stt#. fed)d srdtcy rtric5 
dRdldl MWdWA d I fed) fecdlcd) d 14), 3rd d^d 4>c)c) 3Tfe. RR? fcc}d)d 3| 4) ci I d) R,d I d u l) 4u)d 
duIK STRcdTMcy Sjfeciisff 3-Hfel Rvl^dld) didl 311d)JII'tdI dlfcRlgR MsIAmTR 3TTcA. OcR ^RRAW 
clld^4) 311 d) d IMI rAkRRWR AAr RRUdld SuRcTl 3Tfe. RR ^dlduflMI SF^ldA rA Ad fed id I 
wA cteft ^U|U| RRJRt4) rA) RRcMT RRRT AAr 31’1 A A) 3Tfe. MFJRT? 3TTR fA. o^/otf/Ro^ 
AW Rd I dull'd id) Rtldld RR dlfed) 3TfeRnAt RR? 3TfeR. STfecRsff fe\ ?o/oR/?o^R RpAt RR? 3TfeR.

<sHcTlci ddlu) dlfed) dlfed AcTl 3TTA.
dlfed)d| ddRlci

3TTfRR RKRT, RM 3f4w felRFT, RRTR^ RM, yA rAmA M.
31 ifel <13/3033 Hd)c5 31IR d / d'lcTRi d 61R d I ci d? RTRT RTM 

AkAcR 31£dlci, Aft. d?ullci WT R Aft.^4)ci RRR RFft 3TTR3R 3o33 A 
311 vd q 4d RTRRTMA RTRR dd’I’A 3tdt R6m4 RTRR cbcAci I 3F?d I ci, 
RRRMT? did RRd 31 r)4) RR, 4)031) dlddd 3TT4R, RRRRR4R RdIdItdI 

nAt $?. difed)

RM dlfed) 3TT^RR, RM dlfed) 3TTRtR, d^4ld RtARd)'Aci Rlfed) STfeFFR
srfefddd, 3004 4 0cid d^(3) 3FR4 RRRcy ^llAcil fed)d SrAtcV 3Tvf

fe Ad 31R|0 Rj.31dI3TT ^40/3033/^ RM RTfeAt 311d)d, d'S4ld ^7

d4)d M3llRc4)d Sdl3d, 
feRTR'dddlRd)^, dyt- A

RRRRTAt
RRR SifecDd STfeddA RRT 

RtcftRSTfeW, 
STrfeFF R/fe 3IIRII, r/A sfArr 

feFTTR, d 6131 RM, Ryt



3n#.

?pn3n-y>i/?o?H/RCG

wft di^<si f^rwft sreft RH^I 3ii41jii^ c^i^ik srf^yTsft p^wn^l
f^. ^o/o<V?o^ '^diqu'pl 311^1 [vid cfrPW STTcft ^ft. '^d|c|uTl'(i 3|R)c5|2ft p3K

HIW u|$|cfd) ^[R ’ft PF^t 3^4^ cjcdlM 

+1M|u?| q-j'Od^l PlcdloD ’TT^t.

vl6||6| d'l^cici. PS) 3T3f cf cb|J|c^q^ H CH cd I c-i| I-yok

Fwft yFT Feyr

M^d wpft WE{ SiRcTl-q srRWrft cRJT mIcTI^ 3Tf£fflcR WPT, 7FP 3F^PT
f^HPT, VFP, Hyt -41x^1 fc*. Wo4/3o3$ xflufl-ciii U2R 3tfcRy PF FTf^ft ST^TPlft

FW -HIR<dl Srf^rPR 3T(^Aff PF 3004 HsftcF FxFF 6(9) (G) 31dJ<id FIPKcfl g1dl.
PFft WlW cb^cP ’Tlf^ft ^t Flfedl Slf^lPl'fl 3Tf£|PlFF FFT 3o°4 ’RfteF PeFT 6(9) (H) j'dH 

3IMc|N ^b^eTl 3n%, cFI^ Fl fed! ^UFR1 31PW>T 3n%. F’JF PeRT^ SI^MFA Flfecfl 

SIHIfA $ft. STW^TR 3mic) let. FFft (SEBI) R WPTR^ fe. 99 fe'&N 3o9tf Ffcft RcMl 
RuAhe^- ^PJF qicTA 3TJwA <P3x) SFfteF 3WRT 3R[F UPH anfteV Spf Acbiefl PTSWFf 

311(41 PT^.

GTfteyrsft pAt iqui) ffwf f^. 30/04/3034 AvFA ^Fft PAm siiAfip^ wfv 

7TFV c^ft RcJdFId PTefrey PFFt yt SJliFT.

9) At m'IcTNi vjmi^cki anf^TP f ^5%, yA r 99199 A9,9^1 3rrttft Afpf m'Io-TFi 
^RTF 7JRR. ^5/3033 ■HT.^.Pr. FPR ^3°, tfo$, ^09, y$6, 93o(F) F F W ypFTFT 
WF arrfFP F/% ^11^0^9 FFPFRT STTcFT 3F#. FT ’JpFTW FWTTFPFH 3o 3TRWfAF?F FT. 
fAAlF FP RnFTcFF, ($19141999, F^t FRFR AkAcA 3RJF WFT WrR fAA ART
FFF 9^9/3039 3TFT 3FA. FFtF 9^9 IF I 4^0) d M149 9JF 3fA.

3) FT 4^919?A FT. RFF RTFRFF, ^fA FAfT SiRslA STfAtWJF FRSPT 3RTAc5T 3TT9W ^ullc5 
9^ IA <41 F6I SIlRl Am 191m FF 9I95| ej 31914(41 3991A 91, A (4 AFFAFFF 3199 F 9 61A 9
919099 4r FlA FI919I04 <919M0 A(AA 3t4 A 3nWb JjA FTTPT, 9,A 3|RMu| f^FTF, 
961914; 9PF, tyA FTxFTFtA 31^0^ 3TTfFFT F>. 99/3o33, 93/3o33, F 9$/3°33 3FFA FlF

3) 3t4 F>. 99/3033, 93/3033 4 9(00Rdl (A. 99/99/3033 9141 6^19 916U1 FTFcTA 919vl9F 
FcFT At. 909 1^ FR, m14191 STfASTF/ STAFFS 7p% FTW, F^AA, F. FRF yA fA0^>9 TF
FF/Ft3T/3rrj?n, 43AA yA fWA/stf^f 99/93/3033, pfft p. 9369/33, fe. 09/99/3033 
3FfA FTRT PTcA.

tf) FTFR 919FMFI491I9 At FfFpft sAAFRft At. J^fAyp FTFA F At. WtF Ff$ FF3T FRY 
9lR4 311R1 A Al 3pAA MIFF AfA. M 9 d, 3l4c; 19 i A 3t4 F 916mA FfAt 9195^1 v||<d 3| 91 ed A F 
4^fi A ezi 141 A9AI0 9IJI srtffA frfrfA mi^f rftf AA 91IA A ffA ftfAAff 3t4 f 
FFFFRFAAt AAt FIFA A0A 31^01-^104 AkA Ftg wAt 3t4 F 916mA A uF 191 FFTR (AcFT. 
W5^> PTFFfA (9o!>IAuFI91lA A (A. 96/99/3033 AAAt FT. 3FR m!A91 96I91FI00, yA 
31AMul fAFTF, F. 9Rd, F/A AfI fAFdl 3r4 911 d9 Apl 39%. M9<4, TFT 31 vi(m9 3l|vfM4d 
01A90 FvR ftrtftA.
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fcTHFT, H. VT^T,
311cD 311 Rl

 E() -HIf^<D 3TRl01'0, 3F^W f^TPL 3TTRr^ $ll<sll fe. W03/3033
      

3{f£|cMx! -34<r|l-c|3Tvf ShRt W?T ^cflci ^iRcTl HIJ|c|cfl. - i)
   

R rl'lcb^D -&. 3TtRt <P/3o33 ^6R-Nle)c|-> 7JFTT
     316^Ic> (fe. d Lb^qI'd ?o?3 W 311^11^ WP Ao^/^o^^) jj) cfjuiitf ?T^T cf ^4lc5 ^Rw

 WR HcT, iii) fewft, 3TT^T WCTR cf ^TWW Mcft. (HlfMt 3TRr^R 3Tvf
  

wra 3 c[ ht. ^rr-mc^, f >n for foto tP. sov?o?? fo oc/o^/w^  
Tpfon 30^1)

   3h Tnfoft 3rRi<f fo 3Trfojy riw, srRw Rwr, h. rwt, ‘^tt. fF>.
    W6/W3, fo W03/W3 l|6ima) rrt mfort 3TT^t 3ttRt rrv q^rpTcR

      
0^ld 3TT^ Cfft, 3TBM Hlfoft 3jf£|<+>Hl<slI<41 HlRldcM Klfoft ft 3fo^R 3TTW W?J 

        3FHcRnf 3l4^K ^lifl 5RR-2J cZfcfvffo Hlfoft fWRT ‘^vF 3pf ^cdqe-MA tlq'cfl Hlfofr ft Hlffft 
  

stRtcrrsrRiPm <*><3*4 c fE?) m^iR -110Ku^iid fd3nf.
        3MT ftftf HT?ft -cftchsfi 0^dfl Heyi dRR^ czjcfdl dx^d 3| -i| I d 01 x! ch fodT WT d I Rd"!

dlcblxjuijid STTF^d^^fo 
   Rclddlcl'hd 3fo R^d fot df, 34R0|Sft dT WfA Muffl'd Rfofrcd Acfl'd 3MI^cki

STfonft 31 ^d cdT Muffl'd xiMl^dd, SJI.^.^TT. rR WR dT ddFK 0l4xjd 3RRTFTT cdifl fWH q'lcfl'd 
^Id ^(93/?o33 'HT.d.’ff. dx3H V^o, ^36, 93° d di ^<1^1 dMHiNx! ‘'pffePT

xdd) cbA 3T1%.

RTdV did^0 ddft 311^41 A cditdl dMJ ^IPidl^R dddft 3fo rjfoft wft
      Act. d0K sfofol -dlchflcbif) vid Id 4 ud Id if) 31A 012^ ITHT Rlcfl’d xRWfow, 

     
3n.^.^.,'5.3T.fcL,d$ldt£ dxrd, ‘jR diRchf dl0lRudld 3TTc^ Act. dd^ d0K 3|vifo| q'l^^Tl^Idl 

  
cRdldlfl fottfor 01 ddMdif) 34iq^q0dI ftft ^Jd Wft ff. AO/0^/^0^3 ffo dllf fl STfopR     

0ldtll'isllfl ‘dpT dlffft 3tR|0|A, ^.SJ.fodSId^ RTdZJ , zrifopf dlffft 3tR|01jd| sfo cppp  
fid I. dpr Hlffft 3tR| 0lfl cT2JT Rcfld xJWfopR. 3Tlfop Tp% Q| |xts| |, 7J.3T.fo, rR 4pft fo. Stf/03/3033 

     
foffol MdA dllf A 3rfo0R 3rRAdd 00d C MdlR 34^0|ffo dllf A 4udld d0K focP.

    34Rl0|2ft TP 3RPT-2T eqdf) 3ldc'i| A cdidl dllf fl 4udld fojpR sfo fotfocT d0K^p foft cbcdRedHdd 
dpr d iff fTl srfocpfo ppft -h iff fTl srfocpR srfofoPT 6(^) w4 diff fl dWRwf fo^d ff.  

ftdft wpft 6||^N dclcfo PT m'IeDd dMId.cfd, 3TTRfo djf dl'isll, W PT PPTPR  
0l4d^ 3TPRTPTT?Pfft PPT ^qirqi dMIdlcK PffaiPcPTTp^pfon 01JIdMdif) dldfl foft 3TPUT 
cd Id I PPRP cppft dx!<^d 00d C (^5) HdlR H iff fl dl0|xiedA Rdjd fof. 3lRl0|2ft Ppft did: ^d A 

Rpfow foR 3idoPI^ cPPTT PPRP cddf) +^u|d pfopf dd,Rf 0 fluIH PTft. 
 31^012^ fPrft PPPft dId.xtiq ddcfo PT dtcfld PPRJcpp 3TTfocp ^TW, PP1PV

     
0l4^d 3Tddldl cdifl 3TdfpR PTW fofPTP <[^1 dI dMId foeP 3TTf P cpfo fop2p 0'ldld PtPfoPTP

       
did'? ffo 3|Ad. PTPPP 3TPT ld<ld fof pf, 3Tfo0T2ft f 3RRP <P4fl d'Tjjd 3TdfpR pfofop^p d|<sl0 

     ?TTfoPT ^dA dMId 3Tffppft 3Tlfp cdldai cPTPT PPPP cppft dx^d -Hiff f) 3Tfop7R PPPPTPPPP C 
    

MdlR H iff f) PTPPVWTPT dfp -H iff f| 3Tfoppft PTPT A Rd P^RmR pfotPT P R 01 d 3ldcP A

fogpRA. 
     U2JP 3rfoftp 3tR|0lA P2TT m'1 fid 3TfoTPp sfoW PTRJT, 7J.3T.fo M6KIPF3P, 

     
fo. A?/oVRoR3 fofopT P2JP Plfop 3TfoPTPfo -H iff fl 3TfopPR 3TfofoPP 3ooS pfW PPPH 6(9) (H)



D The records of the case reveal that the information is sought by the Appellant in order to 
defend himself before the CBI Court and prove his innocence. A Criminal trial is a public activity. 
Hence furnishing of the said information is a part of the Fundamental Constitution! Right to Life 
and Liberty of the Appellant as granted under the Articl 21 of the Constitution of India. Even on 
this count the information as sought by the Appellant should be supplied to him. [ 
CIC/MA/A/2008/1233/AD]

3TT#. 3T^ Sl^^lAlet cb^cTl HTfMf 3TI%, 

'-iicr>Hc-'MiitcT.

dHRILoqi 3T^jf WTT WR

3|v|bz|| -cilcn^cni^l WTFRT RWT ^yu^i^icTl vfUq^ 3T dlRefl 31x1-1^1^

■^cT. 31R)<s||^|c| ’iqecb ‘STT vIgimcjh clRqd 3Tf^|01^1 31 eg Irl3t4 

M0l^d 3FgW)T ITSTH 31Rl<?£)g 3^01^1 WT mIcTI^ 3Tf^T^3JTWR ‘5% TWT, ^.ST.fct. 

RFRf, Ryr 4T^ W=T HT^t. cT^TR g 1^41 ^TT. 'dc|K't| -gigle>g, Wcfa \3^

igle)g cT ^ll-cl 311^4^1 TTpft ^odlcjo5) Re^gi PfujgkD R^-iqcl 3R^ ^tiFl0 ^iPTdW^

cnx!U||^ gTTT WFH C WM ^ilf^cD dI0KugigI fW?T 'd^qul

sl^ig^n^ 3n%.

wrai HIgRehlcil cgitgi fawt^gi cTfhTT 31vif4| xftcb^ RWl JJ-6g|rg| UWTFH^ WT:^T 

cb^ugi^icTl wRra g'lcb^ srRrcFTft Rmt uWrt 3iWnft gi^^^ \3Msi^^eTl jhiRcD 

•HI Jlug l-cll 3TftoR 31 eg I q I q d qi^cfi HT. duKd ^igirtg, RrRfcr X3^I -qigi^q R Wdl^ H if^dl 

31l^q-d ■gT7ft c|od)c)o5) Piq?lrt <slIeDe>MHIu) 3TT^Tf.

Case laws of Hon ble Supreme Court of India, Various High Courts 
and Chief Information Commissioner Of India.

3) If the Copice of sheets sought are inporatant in establishing the charge or innocence of the 
charge-sheeted officers,the appellant-accused is entitled to have copy of the same, under 
principles of natural justice and also under rules of domestic inquiry. According to the officers, the 
appellant is entitled to the copy of documents relied on them to establish charges. Thus, what 
could bt given to accused in domestic inquiry cannot be denied under the RTI Act. Once a request 
os filed, The PIO of the public authority has to decide whether it could be given or not under RTI 
Act. And PIO can neither regect or redirect it to a different forum or low for securing the 
VRTsn-yft/WM/RCG II |f

2) The Commossion asked the PIO to explain how disclosing the notings would impede the 
prosecution. The PIO had stated that notings expressed various views and the appellant would 
produce these in Court to defend his case. The Act has barred information which is the subject 
matter of investigation or Prosecution. Hence, it is necessary for the PIO to show how the 
invesetigation or Prosecution would be impeded. Mere because the truth as it existis on the 
notings would be placed befor the Court it is not logical to assure that it would be considered 
impeding the prosecution. The Court would obviously look at everything that is placed befor it and 
recealing all records could only assist the Court in coming to the right conclusion. 
[CIC/DS/A/2010/000415/SG/8394]



5)

8)
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[B.S. Mathur v. PIO, Delhi High Court,WP(C) - 295/2011 d. 3. 6. 2011, para 19]

"It is apparent that the mere existence of an investigation process cannot be a ground for 
refusal of the information; the authority withholing must show satisfactory reasons as to why the 
release of such information would hamper the investigation process. Such reasons should be 
germane, and the opinion of the process being hampered should be reasonable and based on 
some material. Sans this consideration, Section 8 (1) (h) and other such provisions would become 
the haven for dodging demands for information."(para 13)

"As regards Section 8(1) (h) RTI Act, which is the only provision inevoked by the Respondend 
to deny the petitioner the information sought by him, it will have to be showm by the Public 
authority that the information sought "would impede the process of investigation." The mere 
reproducing of the wording of the statute would not be sufficient when recourse is had to Section 
8(1) (h) RTI Act. The burden is on the public authority to show in what manner the disclosure of 
such information would 'impede' the investigation."

Complaints filed against oneself- The appellant sought copies of complaints fild against 
her. CIC ruled that proper reply was not providedto the appellant by quoting section 8 (1) (j) and 8 
(1) (g) exemptions which are not applicable or misplaced as the appellant wanted information 
pertaining to herself, Holding that the reply is deplorable, the CIC issued stricture against Shri 
Hemant Kumar, General Manager for quoting impropriate sections of the RTI Act for claiming 
exemption under the Act. [ Pratima Minj v. FCI, CIC/FCIND/A/2017/131702; 23. 07. 2018]

6) In R.K.Jain v. State Bank of India, decided on 4.3.2008, where the appellant had sought some 
documents which CPIO denied on the ground that a departmental inquiry was going in on in the 
matter, the CIC directed that if the Inquiry officer had denied these documents then CPIO should 
supply their copies to appellant.

Burden is on Public Authority to show in what manner disclosure would 'impede' 
investigation.

information. If the public authority is worried abourt security of the records if affered for 
inspection or photocopying, they are entitled to take any measure to protect them but cannot 
deny the access to copies, certified to be so. Such an inspection could take place during. The 
inquiry also. [ Manju v. Department of Posts, CIC/POSTS/A/2017/130777; 14. 06. 2017]

7) The Delhi High Court has held in Bhagat Singh v. Chief Information Commissioner oner, Q.P. 
(C) No. 3114 of 2007 decided on 3. 12. 2007

4) 'personal information' does not mean information relation to the information seeker, but 
about a third party. That is why, in the Section, it is stated "unwarranted invasion of the privacy of 
the individual". If one were to seek information about himself or his own case, the question of 
invasion of privacy of his own self does not arise. [PBA/06/195, 278/ICPB/2006, 
CIC/WB/C/2007/0011, 451/ICPB/2007, 374/ICPB/2006]



10) Exemption under Section 8(1) (h) is for a limited period

11) Public Authority must have reasonable basis to deny information

12) It does not provide for blanket exemption

Information needed for self defence14)

vpnsn-yVws/RCG

when 
ends.

"The Section does not provide for a blanket exemption covering all information relating to 
investigation process and even partial information wherever justified can be granted." [Union of 
India v. CIC case, para 86]

It is also relevant to observe that denial of any information available with a public authority, 
which could assist an alleged offender from establishing his innocence or for pursuing his defence 
may, in fact, impede the course of justice. It will not be open for the public authority to deny 
information on the ground that such information may assist the offender in pursuing his defence 
(and therefore impede his prosecution) This is clearly not the import of section 8(1)(h) of the RTI 
Act. The exclusion u/s 8(1)(h) of the RTI Act. -information which would impede process of 
investigation or apprehension or prosecution of the offenders has to be read in conjunction with 
Article 19(2) of the Constitution of India. Such denial must be reasonable and in the interest of

"However, the impediment, if alleged, must be actual and not make belief and a 
camouflage to deny information. To claim exemption under the said Sub-section it has to be 
ascertained in each case whether the claim by the public authority has any reasonable basis. Onus 
under Section 19 (5) of the RTI Act is on the public authority." [Union of India v. CIC case, para 86]

Exemption under Section 8 (1) (h) necessarily is for a limited period and has a end point i.e. 
process of investigation is complete or offender has been apprehended and prosecution 
Protection from disclosure will also come to an end when disclosure of information no 

longer causes impediment to prosecution of offenders, apprehension of offenders or further 
investigation." [ Union of India v. CIC case, para 86]

9) In case of grave injustice. When non-disclosure results in grave injustice then the 
information has to be disclosed in public interest, for instance, in case of undue delay in finalization 
of proceedings [ A.K. Goyal v. DTC dated 15. 10. 2007] or relevant document has not been made 
available by disciplinary authority. "Obviously, providing such documents can only serve the cause 
of natural justice and not affect adversely the course of investigation" - observed CIC [Rakesh 
kumar v. SBI, dated 27. 4. 2010] In R.P. Kalra v. Naval Hqrs., d. 29. 10. 2008, CIC allowed disclosure 
of" Action taken againse the erring official who delayed in conduct of inquiry."

13) Even during pendency of Disciplinary Proceedings information has to be disclosed 
when The view is that disclosure will not impede investigation. Information has to be provided 
where the CIC is of the view that the disclosure of information will not hamper the pending 
disciplinary proceedings [ V. V. Subramanian v. Hindustan Vegtable Oils Corpn. Ltd., No. 
CIC/SS/A/2010/000363 dated 27. 9. 2010



1. No one should be the judge in his/her own case

7Pn3n-yit/?o?<!/RCG

PRINCIPLES OF NATURAL JUSTICE 
(Article 14 & Article 21 Of The Constitution Of India)

The principles of natural justice are firmly grounded under various Article of the Constitution. 
With the introduction of the concept of substantive and Procedural due process in Article-21 of the 
Constitution all that fairness which is included in the principles of natural justice can be read into 
Article-21 when a person is deprived of his life and personal liberty In other areas it is Article-14 
which incorporates the principles of natural justice. Article-14 applies not only to discriminatory 
class legislation on but also to arbitrary or discriminatory State action. Because violation of natural 
justice results in arbitrariness therefore violation of natural justice is violation of Equality Clause of 
Article-14. Therefore, now the principle of natural justice cannot be wholly disregarded by law 
because this would violate the fundamental rights guaranteed by Articles -14 and 21 of the 
Constitution.

Natural Justice implies fairness, reasonableness, equity and equality. Natural Justice is a 
concept of Common Law Natural Justice represents higher procedural principles developed by 
judges which every administrative must agency follow in taking any decision adversely affecting the 
rights of a private individual.

Natural Justice in simple terms means the minimum standards or principles which the 
administrative authorities should follow in deciding matters which have the civil consequences. 
Theie are mainly two Principles of Natural Justice which every administrative authority should 
follow whether or not these are specifically Provided in the relevant Acts or rules. Principles are:

If one were to seek information about himself or his own case, the question of invasion of 
privacy of one s own self does not arise. Therefore, when a citizen seeks information about his own 
case and as long as the information sought is not exempt in terms of other provisions of section 8 
of RTI Act, the PIO should provide the information

public order. [Uol v. Manjit Singh Bali, WP (C) 6341/2015 and WP (C) 1803/2018; 06. 08. 2018, HC 
Delhi]

2. Each party should be given the opportunity to be heard

15) The records of the case reveal that the information is sought by the Appellant in order to 
defend himself before the CBI Court and prove his innocence. A criminal trial is a public activity. 
Hence, furnishing of the said information is a part of the Fundamental Constitutional Right to Life 
and Liberty of the Appellant as granted under the Article 21 of the Constitution of India. Even on 
this count the information as sought by the Appellant should be supplied to him. [Mr. A. L. 
Motwani v. ITI Limited, CIC/MA/A/2008/1233/AD; 10. 02. 2009, Division bench.]

16) Information about oneself
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f^TW- I ^JT^O^T'’ 33 h'O'2^

^TTOn-yii/WVRCG

vllclcb cF?.TWSn/'s’^^o/^op^ /T£ut!

■cftch^Tlc^l+n 3F52IW A■hTuI 61^0 3RT cftH0!
-iicr>\»ui||-ci| f^-. qq/oVw$ vWt t)d<^e>i Ppfii wKrRft er

A^(d) (?) ST7^ K2H 3jf^c4kl STtelft cT^TT M'IcTI^ 
'Uv-q, ill'll ti^'i cb<l0l4l uFT

Cl'flc) 'Hcf Ac^irtiq^-j 3RT cFt), SiRcJisft ^i4l R\ Wo?/?o33
3{R01><|<x|4 -H14lu'n cbc^cTl iRdl cjod|c)oS) Mdlcdl^ ‘WeD WPft £?t ci|i-c)RSHi^cill 
d0H SWfWT Tl'lcn^i)cf)|4l ?<RTr: gJ^N ^uilKUcTl cilldI ^4Ref vFT HlRcTl 3TR01^

cf WH SlRcfW 3jRl0l^l Wt SBC cft^czi ?RRr A^Rl4> ^WTTW detllcil Sl^l'CH (Principles of Natural 
Justice) 3IM^c|7 iRcil STtorrft cTSTf ‘-TloVl'ii PfftST^, WsTT, 3lRMul

Rwt, ^ri^? ^yf cf ym sifted srterft cian ^WhT stRst^, ■j.slR.
■qrft SfRensft iTFft KFPft ^bcM ^iR^ cb^f Ruf SJFIWb SlR 3Rf 3WRnR

Hcf sRTc^ 3fR.

3. ^ilRdl 3TRcPR 3fRPli|*1 poo^ 0c5H
srR^Rb, snWb ^iwf, 3tRw Rwi, ^sri^
HlRrTl 3jRw^t tl'lRd cbVWcf ^?f 3TT#.

P. vH -HIR?cTl 3fR01 cRTT RcbliJ U^SfRsfcb. STlfeb 4jR PIRSII, Rwi, HSRI^
Hyr RR R. stf/o^/pop^ pMWrr A ^iRR stR^r stRAmh 00^ dfE?) vhiA 

^|RR 00x!Ui|NI tldArtl R°R 0I^Rn ?nR ^jR|0 ^TRI cicely'll ^-iJld d^c-ilA 
RuR0pu<md Rf 3fR.

3. siRcAii 3rfRbrfr crit Refkr srRaw, ^.sr.R. vm, -qyr RR 3rfR^<RT WR 
RcA eR ^0^0141 3b52]c3T RAUI A^0 3Rf 0RU| <|jHlfRft 3fR0R SfRIRiH 0^ 6(A) 

(h) wR htRR
^leldcdl^ ^AJld dtio-ilA 'dd'^dl AUR PZ 0Auilid W 3TT#.

y. vH HrfRft 3TR01A RAt siR0isferr st aijiui1 0AAI HiRdl u RwR 3trt
(R. A$/oU/pop^ Mild) 3|R0lARf 3TRAi|MIcTl0 00M IS(^) d.iiR RdIMcil v3M0«£J 00d tll4). 
3iR0|2ft iTFTT cilitill R'b'^-czn 3Jvf pR 0lJldM^R 3|c|0'l0’i 0Aui|l4l AR Rilld
illA 0 cillA A^lcbld AAeTl 014IdM0 Rci'dld RTAi RdI^<?-i| 0M00T 00d Rilld 0lR. 
dR0 MH|ul 3]R^llR i^cidl 00d ^4dl 31600 m'IcTR SfRsFb, 3nWb PIRslI, ^.ST.R. 
H6R|t£ PR0. yA 0lR AS R Mil Id 311A J110^ 0IT0V 0p|c||. y|

(H0'<q 'ild'-s)
7100 HlR?4l 311^01,


