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BEFORE THE APPELLATE AUTHORITY
(Under the Right to Information Act, 2005)
SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE BOARD OF INDIA

Appeal No. 6213 of 2024

Vijay Laxmi Khandelwal : Appellant

CPIO, SEBI, Mumbai : Respondent

ORDER

The appellant had filed an application dated October 13, 2024 (received by the respondent through RTI
MIS Portal) under the Right to Information Act, 2005 (“RTI Act”). The respondent, by a letter dated
October 25, 2024 responded to the application filed by the appellant. The appellant filed an appeal (Reg.
No. SEBIH/A/E/24/00263) dated October 26, 2024. I have carefully considered the application, the
response and the appeal and find that the matter can be decided based on the material available on

record.

Request in the application - The appellant, vide his application dated October 13, 2024, sought the

following information:

“Respected Sir, 1 had applied for my PACL refund with PACL certificate number U024052227 but once more you
rejected my application under pretext of reason that (Y our application PACL Certificate No. - U024052227 could not be
processed further at this stage as details of bank account provided by you in the claim application are incorrect or it is not in

your name) Kindly provide me the reasons

1. I have already filled my application with all the required documents which were asked during refund claim filing then why

my application could not be processed at this stage.

2.Please tell me What is fault with the details of my bank account provided by me in claim application what should be

amended to rectify the application.

3. If the account is not in my name then whose name the account stands kindly share the name of the account holder whose

name you have found that it is not mine.”

Page 10of 3



Appeal No.6213 of 2024

Reply of the Respondent - The respondent, in response to the application, informed that the
information sought is not available with Securities and Exchange Board of India (hereinafter referred to
as “SEBI”). Further, the respondent informed that Justice (Retd.) R. M. Lodha Committee was
constituted by an order dated February 02, 2016, passed by the Hon’ble Supreme Court of India and that
the same is not a Public Authority within the meaning under section 2(h) of the RTI Act. Hence, the said
Committee would not fall within the purview of the said Act. The respondent provided the link for
accessing the details of the Committee, for further communication. The respondent also provided the
links for accessing the details with respect to public notices, press releases, status report, FAQs and

refund related to PACL matter.

Ground of appeal — The appellant has filed the appeal on the ground that he has been refused access to

information requested.

I have perused the aforesaid request and the response provided thereto. On consideration, I concur with
the response of the respondent the information sought is not available with SEBI. I note that the
respondent can only provide information that is available in the records. In this context, I note that the
Hon’ble Supreme Court of India in Central Board of Secondary Education & Anr. vs Aditya Bandopadhyay &
Ors (Judgment dated August 9, 2011) held that “The RTT Act provides access to all information that is available
and existing. This is clear from a combined reading of section 3 and the definitions of “information' and “right to
information’ under clanses (f) and (j) of section 2 of the Act. If a public anthority has any information in the form of data
or analysed data, or abstracts, or statistics, an applicant may access such information, subject to the exemptions in
section 8 of the Act. But where the information sought is not a part of the record of a public authority, and
where such information is not required to be maintained under any law or the rules or regulations of the public
authority, the Act does not cast an obligation upon the public anthority, to collect or collate such non-available information
and then furnish it to an applicant.” Accordingly, I do not find any deficiency in the response of the
respondent. Notwithstanding the above, I note that the respondent has provided the links for accessing
the contact details of the Committee, public notices, press releases, status report, FAQs and refund
pertaining to the matter of PACL Ltd., which are already available in the public domain. The appellant
may be guided accordingly.
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6. In view of the above observations, I find that there is no need to interfere with the decision of the

respondent. The Appeal is accordingly dismissed.

Place: Mumbai RUCHI CHOJER
Date: November 19, 2024 APPELLATE AUTHORITY UNDER THE RTI ACT
SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE BOARD OF INDIA
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