e CENTRAL INFORMATION COMMISSION

F.No.CIC/AT/AZ008/01053
Dated, ie 16" Jannary. 2004

Appellant : Shri Bipin Chandra

Respondents :  India Meteorological Department

This marter was heard oo 0601 2009 in Lhe presence of both parties.

X Appellant. through his RTT-application dated 27.03 2008, reguested the
following ‘nformation:-

3 Flease provide district wite monthly rosefall dala fiv he disirrcis
mentionad frelow fov 5 vears from 2003 10 2007

Muadine Pradeste  Falitpwr, Shoasi, Fomirour, Mehoba, Sawian,
Bawda

2 Pleage provide the location of rainfall-measuring sites in aqistricts
mientiored Gelow and orovide rovthly radafol! ot for o alf the
SWES for 3 yedrs frowr 2003 o 20067

J’;ﬂ’:-tﬂ-?_]-'ﬂ FPradesn — Tiﬁ:amga'rh, f:'fi.'!:u.l'ur}; up, hagar,  Damoh
Viclivho, Bhopa!, Rasen, PDanrig, Koted, Sutsn, Gune, Shivpe!
Sehore, Norasihapur,

Cittar Pradesh — Lafitpne, Jhansl Hosdepur, Moahoba, Javlon,
Harges, "

& CPH) furnished owvo sets of replics to the appellan: respectivelv dated
A1.03 2008 snd Mil.  The sum-tetal of the replies was that the information
requested by the appellant has already been brought into the public domain by
the public authorizy and was available s priced document 4t 1Ls severzl branches.
As the mbormation was not properly “held’ 1n terms of Section 2010 of the RTT
Act — having been brought out imo the open domain as priced decument
appellant could access the mforuution by puying the requisite price al te ofTices
where the informatien was maintained.

4. Appellant questionesd the conglusion of lhe respondents stating that his
right under the Righi o Infommation Avt could ooc be taken away o1 the basis of
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d surmize of the public authority that they had prived this documene for public
distriburion,

3. Anather and more important paint appellant mads wae that sl that e was
seeking was the rainfall data of certain districts in twe States. viz. Madhya
Pradesh amd Thiar Pradesk. This is the most elementary bul erucial data which
the pubdie authirity should be normally hringiag oot into the open with 8 view 1o
allow free access to all tiose who wish toosccess 1his duld regarcless of the
purpose for which this dats might be used.

6. Commission notéd that there was merit in the later submission o7 the
appellant.  Rainfall data including the data abonr distribution of rinfall for a
reasonable period of time, say five vesrs, 1s a very basic data which severul
Slales are now making routinely available 10 those who seek this informarion.
There 15 leimlhTedl}-' a public interest implication abeut dissemniation of this
datn — bringing 1 out into the public domain — as a rouline process,
One would have expested the public autherigy to exhikit this data on its website
and widely publicise its availability so that those wishing 1o aceess il could reach
oul le 1l Tinformnately, this has not been done and when this martter is raised, it
15 complicated hy severu] complex technelogicaldactical responges.  What is
neecssary is that the public authority should recosnise that this variety of data is
the minimal data which imust be made available so that the general public cold

enelil from its free availability, Certain Siate Governments have alveady shown
the way in this regarnd

7 Ir corsiderarion of the ahove. it is divected that the head of the public
anifority, viz, Director General, India Meteoralogicol Deparimeni, New Delii,
shall make o deferminaticn reparding  the poinl steoted in the pravieys
pevagraphs and mate a weitten supmission before the Cammisyion, within one
RIOANT, abowr e grrangementy thar will be mede for free dccess and
cissemination af the above-mentioned rainfad! aata

8. The matter zhall therenfler be heard afresh for a determination regarding
isuing to the public authority a directive under Section 19(% ) a) of the RTT AT,

: As regarids 1he information requested oy the appellant, responcents staed

ili‘l | they were willing to muke ar cxecption in this case and provide (o him the

ﬂ,. ﬁ]?;‘-lbd diata tree of charge withoul prejudice to the respondents™ right 1o

*‘;ﬂi potde the policy recarding diselosure of information znd the terms and

- ﬁteﬂhdtlmm therent. The present offer 1o the appellant is by way of 2 gesture, and
shuould not be conatrued as policy.

A CPIO may provide this deta fv the appellant wirhin three weeks of the
receifrt of this arder
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L Copy of this direction be sent o the partics.
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Copy ux

l/lA"I Bipin Chandra,

e B — 10 AL Blick,
Shalunar Bagh,
Lrclhi — 1D ORE. (Appellant)

2 Bhri A Khan,
L3 ER e A, A0 Ko £,
i leteceteml Dieparionen,
L1/ |_|_|_;_-"| T i: o ;-I. riceal of "'.'|:"I'-.--_'|I'q_'|'|-'.-s::i-;':'|'|_
Eelausan Bliavan, Lodhi Read,

Moeor Thelbin — LI,

Shir Ak, Bhatnagar,

MG EIERP L de A A,

Tndia Metcorolooal Deparanent,
Alansam Bhavai, odhn Booadd,
Moew Delhi — 110003,
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