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Decision No. CIC/SM/A/2010/001365/SG/14380
Appeal No. CIC/SM/A/2010/001365/SG
 Relevant Facts emerging from the Appeal

Appellant



:
         Mr. Umesh Chand Saxsena, 
                    Asprital road,
                                 Sparikh, Kannoj (U.P)

Respondent 



:
         Public information Officer, 
                   
                                           Branch Manager,

                                        Aryavart Grameen Babk,

                      Atnipur Branch,
                                Sparikh, Kannoj (U.P)

RTI application filed on

:
03/04/2010
PIO replied



:
18/05/2010 
First appeal filed on


:
07/05/2010
First Appellate Authority order
:
No Reply. 
Second Appeal received on

:
06/10/2010
Information sought: -

The Appellant in his RTI Application has sought information about the number of people who have been provided loan under Prime Minister Rojgaar Yojna and Chief minister Rojgaar Yojna and if the business of the beneficiaries running according to the set guidelines and norms and if the bank satisfied with the payment of installments by the beneficiaries.
PIO’s Reply:
The PIO denied information to the Appellant on the grounds that bank stand in a fiduciary relationship with its customer and the information sought by Smt. Manjula Saxsena has already been provided vide his letter 15.02.2010.
Grounds for First appeal:
 Dissatisfied with the reply of the PIO.

The First Appellant Authority’s Order:

No Reply .

Grounds For Second Appeal:
No reply received from the FAA.

Relevant Facts emerging during Hearing:

The following were present

Appellant: Mr. Umesh Chand Saxsena; 
Respondent: Absent; 

The Appellant points out that loans under the Prime Minister’s Rojgar Yojana and Chief minister Rojgar Yojna are provided on subsidized rates. As per Section 4(1)(b) (xii) of RTI Act the manner of execution of subsidy programmes, including the amounts allocated and details of beneficiaries of such programmes are required to be declared suo-motu by all public authority. Details regarding the transactions also would have to be provided under the RTI Act. As regards information which is required to be suo-motu published as per Section 4(1)(b) no exemption clauses can be applicable since the law requires the information to be published suo-motu. Whereas the Commission accepts that the details of the customers of a Bank are exempted by Section 8(1)(e) of the RTI Act since the information is held in a fiduciary relationship. Details of subsidized loan programmes cannot be exempted. The PIO is directed to ensure that details of beneficiaries of such schemes are published suo-motu on the website of the Bank.
Decision:

The Appeal is allowed. 

The PIO is directed to provide the information sought by the Appellant to him before 25 September 2011. 
This decision is announced in open chamber.

Notice of this decision be given free of cost to the parties.

Any information in compliance with this Order will be provided free of cost as per Section 7(6) of RTI Act.  
Shailesh Gandhi

                                                                                       Information Commissioner









                                 05 September 2011

(In any correspondence on this decision, mention the complete decision number. (AM) 
