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any possible action the authorities might have taken on such
complaints. The cplo was very right in deciding that the
information asked in point No.2,3,5, and 6 is qualified as personal
information within the meaning oi ihe provision of section B(i) (J) of

the RTI Act In this connection, it is very pertinent to cite the
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employer and normally those aspects are qoverned by the servlce
rules which fall under the expression personal information, the
disclosure of which has no relationship to any public activity or
public interest. Therefore, the information is completely exempted
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have rightly cited in the repty Cated 26.A5
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