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Appeliant Is present.

The Public Authority is represented by Shri Manoj Bhatt, CAO/AA along with Shri
Jatin Nagori, P1O.

FACTS

Vide RTI dt 15.3.11, appellant had sought information on 5 points seeking
zerox copies of various documents.
2 P10 vide letter dt 6.4.11 and 4.11.11, provided a response.

3. An appeal was filed on 14.12.11,

4. AA vide order dt 4.1.12, observed that the appeal was well beyond the time
limit specified under the RTI Act and upheld the decision of the P10 and disposed of

the appeal.
5. Submissions made by the appellant and public authority were heard.

Appellant submitted that with reference to query no.4, he has not been provided
names of students who have studied in the IIM for the past five years. AA submitted
that while they have provided statistical data relating to SC/ST students, in view of
the confidentiality clause of the Institute and as per provisions of Section B{1)(e) of

the RTI Act, names of the students has not been Ermrided.

DECISION

B. The Commission concurs with the decision of the PIO/AA,.

The appeal is disposed of.
Sd/-

(Rajiv Mathur)

Central Information Commissioner



