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Manish Goyal : Appellant

CPIO, SEBI, Mumbai : Respondent

ORDER

The appellant had filed an application dated July 16, 2022 (received by the respondent through RTT MIS
Portal) under the Right to Information Act, 2005 (“RTI Act”). The respondent, by a letter dated August
11, 2022, responded to the application filed by the appellant. The appellant filed an appeal dated August
11, 2022. T 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.

Ground of appeal- The appellant has filed the appeal on the ground that access to the requested
information was refused. On perusal of the appeal, it appears that the appellant is not satisfied with the
response provided by the respondent with respect to query number 1. In view of the submission made
by the appellant in his appeal, I am only dealing with the said query and the response provided thereto, in

this order.
Query number 1-

1. How much total legal expenses including lawyers fees are incurred by Sebi on those cases/writ
petitions/ appeals which were filed against Sebi in last 5 years? Pls provide further break wup above
expenses Honourable Securities Appellate Tribunal, Hononrable High Court and Honourable Supreme

Court.

The respondent, in response to the aforesaid query, informed that the information sought is maintained
in separate files, placed at multiple locations across SEBI and collating the same for providing response
to the query would disproportionately divert the resources of the public authority in terms of section 7(9)
of the RTT Act. The appellant, in his appeal, znfer alia, submitted that the respondent gave frivolous

reasons and did not provide the information requested by him.
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5. I have perused the query and the response provided thereto. I note that the requested information is not
readily available with the respondent in the manner as sought by the appellant and that the respondent
would be required to analyse and collate information which is voluminous in nature. In my opinion,
analysing and collating would disproportionately divert the resources of SEBI and would defeat ‘the
practical regime of right to information’ as envisaged in the preamble of the RTI Act. In this regard, I
note that the Hon’ble Delhi High Court in the case of The Registrar Supreme Court of India v. Commodore
Lokesh K. Batra & Ors., (Order dated January 07, 2016) held that “75. On a combined reading of Section 4(1)(a)
and Section 2(1), it appears to us that the requirement is only to maintain the records in a manner which facilitates the right
to information under the Act. As already noticed above, 'right to information" under Section 2(j) means only the right to
information which is held by any public anthority. We do not find any other provision under the Act under which a
direction can be issued to the public authority to collate the information in the manner in which is sought by the applicant.”
While relying on the said judgement, the Hon’ble CIC, in the matter of Bimal Kishore vs. CPIO, State Bank
of India (Order dated March 28, 2018), held that “....... #he respondent cannot be asked to collate information in
the manner in which it is sought by the appellant/ complainant. Hence, no further intervention of the Commission is
required in the abovementioned matters.” In view of the above observations and applicability of section 7 (9) of
the RTIT Act, I find that the respondent is not obliged to provide the information sought by the

appellant.

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 ANAND BAIWAR
Date: September 12, 2022 APPELLATE AUTHORITY UNDER THE RTI ACT
SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE BOARD OF INDIA
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