The Commission referred to the judgment passed by the Hon'ble High Coun
of Bombay dated 13.03.2015 [W.F. Mo, 310 of 2014- The Unbversity of
Pune va. State of Maharashira in it was he

“17 For example, in poaragraph 54 of the dgment, the Hon'ble Apex
Court has observed that the aght o oocess information does nol extend
beyond the period duning which the examining body is expected fo retain
the answer-books, In the cose of CHSE, and in case of University of Prne,
the answer-hooks ane mqu:'red ta Be  mainlained I_|"|:|r i r.u:ril:l:f |:|r|l" Ehreee
months and thereafter they are liable to be disposed of/ destroyed. The fnct
that right to information is availlable with regard fo answer-books does not
miean thal answer-books will kave to be maintained for any longer perod
than required under the rules and requlations of the public authority. The
obligation wnder the RTI Adt iz to make avadable or give acoess to existing
informetion or informoation  which 8 expected fo be  preserved  or
minntamed, ﬂ".l.hr reelees aned n-ﬁq.llqn'nru; goearTning the funchioning nl_f' the
respective public authority reguine presereation of the information for only a
limited period, the applicant for information will be entitled 0 such
informeation only if he seeks the imformation when it 5 available with the
piabilie authority, The power of Information Commission wnder Section 198
aff BTI Act to roguire publle authorty o take anly such steps as mag be
meceszary o secure compliance with the prowisions of the Act, does not
include o power fo direct the public authonty fo preserve the informotion
Jor any peeriod larger than whal @ provided under the rules and regulations
af the public outhoriy. The confention that there iz an implied duty on the

nrt of every public authoniy o momigm the informeabon for @ e ]
o of Dwenty pears and make o availoble whenever an applicalion was

o
mode tn hat behall wes rejected, gerl on complele riEneading  aned

musundersianding of sechon S of e S A : Fgrmd ‘ar eeAfabety Ly
I r 15 or i rITca s ; b0 he marniam LNl i I,

ther revdepant statutory mule or rrEuth'nn: the public auf '!mnrdi.n.&_

g ] uE reCarns,

From the foregoing it is clear that the RTI Act does not_require the Public
Authority to retmin records for imdefinite pemod, e nlormation nesds to be
TSI 5 per The Tecond Teintio scheduls applicatle

Public Authority. representative had informed that the recornd
W’I :J.Flpti.::atinn was nol tracenkles,

The Appellant was not present to contest the submission of the Respondent

or 1o substantiate his claims further.

DECIEION:
Conzldering the facts of the case and the submissions made by both the

parties, no imtervention of the Commission is required in the matter.
However, the Respondent is ndvised to notify all such crcularsforders
issued by the Authoerity from time to time on ils websine.

The Appeal stands disposed Il:l.'ﬂl.‘d'i:l"lﬁl}'.

(Bimal Jullka)
Information Commissioner



