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“The respondent Public Authority has submitted that in the instant case, information

has not been asked for by a citizen of India. It has been asked by the appellant in her
official capacity as Director Genaral of Income Tax (Inv). A perusal of the RTI request
shows that the application has been submitted in Form “A”", the description whereof is
as follows: “Application Form for obtaining Information under Section 6(1) of the RTI
Act, 2005,

The application was submitted in the name of the applicant and it has
been signed by her in her parsonal capacity. Of course, she has referred to letter dated
17.8.2008 which enumerates the information asked for by her. This establishes that the
information has been asked by the appellant in her individual capacity. Even assuming
that a Government servant uses the letter head of the office for seeking information
under Section 6(1) of the RTI Act and pays fees from out of his personal funds, an
application submitted under such circumstances cannol be rejected on the ground thal
the application has been filed not by a cilizen but by a Government servant in official
capacity. The payment of fee and indication that it is an application under Section 6(1)
of the RTI Act is good encugh to establish that it is an application submitted by a
citizen under the Act and the CPIO is obliged to consider the same.”



