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BEFORE THE APPELLATE AUTHORITY 

(Under the Right to Information Act, 2005) 

SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE BOARD OF INDIA 

 
Appeal No. 6004 of 2024   

 

Mehmood Mehboob 

Shaikh 
 

: Appellant 

 Vs  

CPIO, SEBI, Mumbai : Respondent 

 
ORDER 

 
1. The appellant had filed an application (Reg. No. SEBIH/R/P/24/00066) dated April 01, 2024 (received 

by SEBI on April 03, 2024) under the Right to Information Act, 2005 (“RTI Act”). The respondent, 

by a letter dated April 26, 2024, responded to the application filed by the appellant. The appellant filed 

an appeal dated May 02, 2024 (received by the Office of Appellate Authority on May 06, 2024). I have 

perused the application, the response of the respondent and the appeal and find that the matter can be 

decided based on the material available on record. 

2. Ground of appeal- On perusal of the appeal, it appears that the appellant is not satisfied with the 

response provided by the respondent.  

3. Requests in the application –The appellant, vide his application dated April 01, 2024, sought the 

following information:  

“Please provide information notices issued by SEBI and reply filed by Eros Media/ Eros International BSE Code 

533261/ Eros Media, ISIN Code INE 416L01017 including all documents.” 

4. Reply of the Respondent - The respondent, in response to the aforesaid requests informed that 

information sought is vague and not clear. Accordingly, the same cannot be construed as “information”, 

as defined u/s 2(f) of the RTI Act, 2005. 

5. I have perused the request and the response provided thereto. On perusal of the application and the 

appeal, I find that the request of the appellant is vague and not specific. It is an established law that the 

information sought for in order to be disclosable under the RTI Act, must be clear, specific and available 
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in the records of the public authority. In this context, I note that the Hon’ble Central Information 

Commission in the matter of Ms. Sarika Jain vs National Hydroelectric Power Corporation Limited (order dated 

April 25, 2014) held that “As   regards   the   first   part   i.e.   copies   of   all   documents   in   relation   to   the 

contracts mentioned in the RTI application, the Commission finds that the term "all” used by the Appellant here is very 

vague and does not pin point the particular document she wants to obtain from the Respondents. The Appellant is, 

therefore, advised to be more specific and identify the documents she wants to obtain from the Respondents …” 

Accordingly, I do not find any deficiency in the response of the respondent. 

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. 
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