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Dated: 02nd August, 2021 1:~) 
~fl-i To, 

Sh, PD Brijesh Kumar Babu, 
H,No. 7 /995, Kothapeta, Srikalahasti- Chittor Dist., Andhra Pradesh- 517644. 

Dear Sir, 

Sub: RTl Application dated 28/06/2021 received by IFCI Ltd. on 05/07/2021- Information 
sought under RTI Act, 2005. 

Please refer to your captioned RTI Application seeking information under the provisions of the RTI 
Act, 2005. 

2. It is informed that lFCl Ltd. had received communication letters from 0/C/CBI for initiation of the 
Disciplinary Proceedings against the employees of IFCI, detailed as under:-

S.N Year Agency/ Authority No. of letters 

1. 2015-2018 CBI No such record 
available. 

2. 2019 CBI 1 

3. 2020 CBI 1 

S.N Year Agency/ Authority No. of letters 

1. 2015-2016 eve No such record 
available. 

2. 2017 eve 2 

3. 2018 eve 2 
4. 2019- 2020 eve No such record 

available. 

3. The copies of the above said letters contains various details including the names of the employees 
etc. and the disclosure of such information will cause unwarranted invasion on the privacy of the said 
employees and as such protected from disclosure as per the provisions of the RTI Act, 2005. Further the 
reference is also drawn to the judgment of the Hon'ble SC in the case titled as "Girish Ramchandra Deshpande 
Vs OC" wherein the Hon'ble Court observed as under.:-

"We are in agreement with the CIC and the courts below that the details called for by the petitioner i.e. copies 
of all memos issued to the third respondent, show-cause notices and orders of censure/punishment, etc. are 
qualified to be personal information as defined in clause (J) of Section 8(1) of the RTI Act. The performance 
of an employee/officer in an organisation is primarily a matter between the employee and the employer and 
normally those aspects are governed by the service rules which fall under the expression ''personal 
information '; the disclosure of which has no relationship to any public activity or public interest. On the other 
hand, the discloSlire of which would cause unwarranted invasion of privacy of that individual. Of course, in a 
given case, if the Central Public Information Officer or the State Public Information Officer or the appellate 
authority is satisfied that the larger public interest Justifies the disclosure of such information, appropriate 
orders could be passed but the petitioner cannot claim those details as a matter of right. " 

3. The details of the First Appellate Authority is as under:-

Mrs. Anamika Ranawat, DGM(L), First Appellate Authority, IFO Ltd., IFCI Tower, 61, Nehru Place 
New Delhi-110019 c\~ ol ,~P) 
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