
End.: as above. 

The CPIO, RTI Cell, 
Central Information Commission, 
Baba Gangnath Marg, Munirka, 
New Delhi- 110067. 

Ms. Preeti Khanna,US (RTI), DOPT 

r 	
---- 

(A Singh)  
Under Secretary to the Govt. of India 

Tel: 011 2309 3214 
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IMMEDIATE/RTI MATTER 

No. 2/2/2018 — RTIC/00027 
Government of India 

Ministry of Personnel, Public Grievances and Pensions 
Department of Personnel and Training 

North Block, New Delhi-110001. 
Dated the 03rd January, 2018 

OFFICE MEMORANDUM 

Subject: Transfer of RTI application under RTI Act, 2005 

• 
An RTI application dated 26.12.2017 (reg. No. DOP&T/R/2018/00027), of Shri Omprakash 

Kashiram, is being transferred to the Central Information Commission under Section 6(3) of the RTI Act, 2005, as 

the subject matter of information also pertains to the aforementioned public authority. The RP Application has 

also been forwarded to the concerned CP10 of this Department to whom the information sought closely pertains. 

2. 	Application fee of Rs. 10/- has been received in this Department by IPO No. 21F 174627 vide receipt 

No. 37694 dated 02.01.2018. 

'a 

Copy for information to:- 

Shri Omprakash Kashiram, 
Amol Apartment, 
3/16, Waldhuni, 
Kalyan- 421301. 

This is not a reply to your RTI application. Your RTI application is being 
transferred herewith by the RTI cell of DOPT to the 
CPIOslAuthorities/Ministries who/which are felt dealing with the subject and 
hence the appropriate CP10/Authorities to give reply to your application.You 
are requested to follow up with the aforementioned public authority with reference 

to information sought by you. 
1st appeal against reply of the above Public Authorities may be filed with 
above Public Authorities directly. 1st Appeal against the above transfer of 
your RTI Application, may be filed with Shri D.K. Sengupta, Deputy 
Secretary (JCA), DOP&T, North Block, New Delhi-110001 - Telefax - 
23092982. within 30 days. 
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Annexure 'A' 

RIGHT 
	

0 INFORMATION ACT 2005 

OM P RAKASH ((ASH (RAM 

AMOL APARTMENT 
3116, WALDHUNi 
KAI YAN - 421 301 

Particulars of information required 
0 Subject matter of information 

(7( °°61' \ek  

The Public Information Officer 
Departrnent of Personnel, Public Grievances 
2nd  Floor, Sardar Patel Bhawan 
Parliament Street 
New Delhi -110 001 

nd Pension 

Full Name of applicant 

Address 

The period to which the information' — 
related 

iii) Description of information 

iv)VVhether infonnation is required byiwa„„,,m, 	 
post or in person 

Whether the applicant is below pove---a 	y 
ENCLIPO No. 21F 174627 
& Appendix W. 
Date : 26 December 2017 
Place, Kalyan 

il -1T-17r ' v, ; , ,-, :;,.. a 
rizsr-- a e l',  t.  z--,.-.1-  

„rept , 	rro 
ectlio,:.,tt-rf cir, c-rrg..° 

02 DEC ?WI 

Information may be provi ed 
on the followin_q orders : 

CICISCOFI1N2017/116688 
dated 08.12.2017 (copy enclosed). 

CICISCOMPJ20171112726 
dated 0,9.12.2017 (copy enclosed). 

CICISCONIA/20171116689 
dated 08.12.2017 (copy enclosed). 
Shri Radha Krishna Mathur, dC 
has not signed order with blue penf 
blue ink pen and same is not issue 
to me only received Xerox copy of 
order and Dy. Registrar is not part 
commission as per the RTI Act. 

2005 to 2017 

Information is required as per 
Appendix 'A' enclosed with this 
Application. information maybe 
provided within 48 hours. 

By post 

....... . ........... .
111030: a a 

...... .• 



APPENDIX 'A' 

-se provide the documents reuardw theof appeals were not provided to 
ancients by all commissioners and chief information commissioners since from 

2017 and other side Shri Radha Krishna Mathur, Present Chief information 
Commissioner has issued enclosed order by intimating that the appellant is 
admonished/warned not to Me frivolous/vague RTI applicationicomplaintsiappea 
in large nos as it would disproportionately divert the resources of the Public 
Authority as well as the valuable time of this commission (Para 9 of all orders 
enclosed with R.TI Application) 
Please provide the documents regarding the name of Pins were not ndllcating in  
all orders issued from 2005 to 2017 by all commissioners and chief information 
commissioners for eta ming of Rs.2500111- under the provision of RTi Act 2005. 
Please provide! the documents regarding the letters numbers/orders numbers were 
not quoting by all commissioners and chief information commissioners in their anal 
cler;sionslorders and only dates of letters of Has were mentioning by 
Please provide the documents regarding the information lettersiorders were issued 
by .110s and hearing of appeals were attended by other officers/Pinswho had not 
been issued information orders/letters. 
Please provide the documents regardir 	orders/decisions 	not singed by 
blue penibrue ink pen and same were not issued to apphcants by all 
commissioners and thief idfomiation commissioners since from 2005 to 2017. 
Please provide the information that all commissioners and chief information 
commissioners are cheating to applicants since from 2005 to 2017 and wastage 
nme and money of applicants for point No.1 to 5 above. 
Please provide the documents regarding all recondsl-appeatsldecisionsiorders 
were destroyed by all commissioners and a.; 
since from 	to 201 T 
Please provide the documents regarding all hearing were 	 • video 
confer 	by all commissioners and all chief information commissioners since 
from 2005 to 2017 under the provision of parliament act. Please provide the 
of parliament Act under winch ail hearing since from 2005 to 2017 were taken 
throuah video conferencing which is illegal procedures. 
Please provide the documents regarthna all orders were issues' by Xerox no 
original copy of ordersigeoisions., please provide the copy of all parliament acts 
linder ‘ilnich above o dersidecision were issued in Xerox copy. 
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CENTRAL LNFORiyIATIONeION 
r w RabirGang  Nadi lylarg,4-144trkiF- ' 

New Delhi-11OO 	 
Tel: +91-11-26186535 

Appeal No. CIC/ SCOFI /A/2017/116688 

Appellant: 

Respondent: 

Date of Hearing: 
Dated of Decision: 

Omprakash Kashiram 
03/16, Amol Apartment, 

Waldhuni Kalyan, Thane 421301 

Central Public Information Officer 
Addl. Registrar, Supreme Court of India, 
Tilak Marg,.Supreme Court, Me..ndi House,. 
New Delhi-110201. 

08.12.2017 
08.12.2017 

ORDER 
Facts: 

The appellant filed RTI application dated 20.11.2016 seeking 

information regarding: why Suo .Moto action has not been taken for 

appointment of Lokpal and Lokayuktas by the Supreme Court of India and 

the Chief Justice of India, New Delhi under the Lokpal and Lokayuktas Act 

2014 after lapse of three years on enactment of Lokpal and Lokayuktas Act 

2014 etc. 

The CPIO responded on 15.11.2016 by transferring the RTI 

application to the concerned offices 4 s 6(3) of the RTI Act. The appellant 

filed first appeal dated 30.12.2016 with First Appellate Authority (FAA). The 

FAA response is not on record. The appellant filed second appeal on 

01.03.2017 before the Commission on the ground that information should 

be provided to him. 

Hearing: 

The respondent participated in the hearing t in perSon and was 
repreSented by their advi ocate. The appellant did not participate in the 
hearing. 



• 

The   , stated,  thatappellant has'Tbeetexreplied to vide  JiT  

letters datedtnth01.6 and 20122016. The responderttatAd That the 

appellant's RTI application was transferred, in respect of point no. 2 to 5 of 

his RTI application, to the Director, Ministry of Home Affairs, Government of 

India and the Under Secretary, (Lokpal), DoPT, New Delhi for appropriate 

action. 

The respondent stated that the sought for information is presumptive 

and vague in nature. The appellant is seeking information from the year 

1947 till 2016. 

Discussion/ observation: 

The Commission observed that the steps/action taken 1Dy the 

respondent in dealing with the RTI application is satisfactory. 

The Commission observed that the appellant has failed to attend the 

hearings in his cases on Video Conferencing repeatedly. 

Decision: 

S. 	No intervention is required in the matter at the level of this 

Commission. 

The appellant is admonished not to file frivolous/vague RTI 

applications/complaints/appeals as it disproportionately diverts the 

resources of the Public Authority as well as the valuable time of this 

Commission. 

Dy. Registrar is directed to take a note that henceforth; appellant may 

be directed to be present personally in his cases before the Commission, New 

Delhi. 

The appeal it disposed of. Copy of the order be given to the parties free 

of cost. 

(Radha Krishni,Mathur) 
Chief Information Commissioner 

Autheitik d true copy 

(S.C. Sharma) 

Dy. Registrar 

.2 



_ 
41.$7445-6:77- 

  
_ 

F-71 (t-t vcs yk- cro 	0-1)-(Y7T-b:ai 'oat, • 

(9-.1 
r ,i • 

.a• 

cEK*WLF1ONFORMATIOMediVIIISSION 
'6"""21 	s 	• • 	 aq!ait.V1,77-2 c+W- 

liab"-Vag Nath Mara; 1.WF—Ii-in; 
- 	New Delhi -11006 /- 	- 

Tel : +91-11-26186535 

--arctr".  

Appeal No. CIC/ SCOFI /A/2017/116689 

Appellant: 

Respondent: 

Date of Hearing: 
Dated of Decision: 

Omprakash Kashirarn 
03/ 16, Amol Apartment, 

Waldhuni Kalyan, Thane 42,1301 

Central Public Information Officer 

Addl. Registrar, Supreme Court of India, Til?_1( 
Marg, Supreme Court, Mandl House, New Delhi-
110201, 

08.12.2017 
08.12.2017 

ORDER 
Facts: 

The appellant filed RTI application dated 24.10.2016 seeking 

information that under which provisions the BCCI is selecting players for 

Indian cricket-team etc. 

• The CPIO responded on 15.11.2016 that the requested information is 

not covered under section 2(f) of the RTI Act. The appellant filed first appeal 

dated 24.11.2016 with First Appellate Authority (FAA). The FAA response is 

not on record. The appellant filed second appeal on 02.03.2017 before the 

Commission-on the ground that information should be provided to him: 

Hearing: 

The respondent participated in the hearing in person and represented 

by their advocate. The appellant did not participate in the hearing in fact 

informed that he will not attend hearing and shall not authorise anyone to 

attend hearing on his behalf 
. • I „ " 4. 	The respondent stated that the appellant has been replied to vide 

letter dated 15.11.2016. The respondent stated that the sough for 

1 



informal-OMR:not covered ih_thaion. of InfdtmalaUtider sectiori2(1)::: 

of the-RTI.:•2c-ot. The respondent -ita-L.c.7. that it is beyaria4ifie junsdictidn arrd 	 

scope of the duties of the CPIO to interpret the law, judgments/orders of the 

Hon'ble Court or to give explanation, opine, comments or advise on the 

matters etc. 

The respondent stated that the sought for information is presumptive 

and vague in nature. The appellant is seeking information from the year 

1947 till 2016. 

Discussion/ observation: 

The Commission observed that the steps/action taken by the 

respondent in dealing with the RTI application is satisfactory. 

The Commission observed that the appellant has failed to attend the hearings 

in his cases repeatedly. Orders in case nos. CIC/PRSEC/A/2016/300001 dated 

21.07.2017 and CIC/PMOIN/A/2017/ 115930 dated 12.10.2017 may be 

referred to. 

Decision: 

No intervention is required in the matter at the level of this 

Commission. 

The appellant is admonished not to file frivolous/vague RTI 

applications/complaints/appeals in large nos. as it would disproportionately 

divert the resources of the Public Authority as well as the valuable time of 

this Commission. 

Dy. Registrar is directed that henceforth appellant shall be directed to 

be present personally in his cases before the Commission in New Delhi. 

The appeal is disposed of Copy of the order be given to the parties free 

of cost. 

(Radha Krishna athur) 
Chief Information Commissioner 

Authened true copy 
(S.C. Sh 	a) 

Dy. Registrar 
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	INFORMAylOWOM1VIISSION 
Nath Mar g, 

New Delhi -110067-
Tel : +91-11-26186535 

Appeal No. CIC/ SCOFI /A/2017/112726 

• 

Appellant: 

Respondent: 

Date of Hearing: 
Dated of Decision: 

Omprakash Kashiram 
03/16, Amol Apartment, 

Waldhuni Kalyan, Thane 421301 

Central Public Information Officer 

Addl. Registrar, Supreme Court of India, Tilak 
Marg, Supreme Court, Mandi House, New belhi-
110201. 

08.12.2017 
08.12.2017 

ORDER 
Facts: 

The appellant filed RTI application dated 08.10.2016 seeking 

information as whether BCCI is a public authority under the RTI Act etc. 

The CPIO responded on 24.10.2016 that the requested information is 

not covered under section 2(f) of the RTI Act. The appellant filed first appeal 

dated 06.11.2016 with First Appellate Authority (FAA). The FAA responded 

on 30.12.2016. The appellant filed second appeal on 11.02.2017 	before 

the Commission on the ground that information should be provided to him. 

Hearing: 

The respondent participated in the hearing in person and was also 

represented by their advocate. The appellant did not participate in the 

hearing. 

The respondent stated that the appellant has been replied to vide 

letter dated.  24.10.2016. The respondent stated that the sought for 

information is not' covered in the definitiop of information' under section 2'(f) 

of . the RTI Act. The respondent stated that it is beyond the jurisdiction and 

scope of the duties of the CPIO to interpret the law, judgthents/orders of the 
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matter-8 etc. - Further,' the' • respondent stated----4that the all the -- 	- 

judgments/orders/case status-of the Honible Supreme Court are available on 

the website of the Supreme Court viz www.sci.nic.in. In addition to above, 

the respondent stated that the appellant has been informed that the certified 

copies of the judicial record can be obtained under the Supreme Court Rules, 

2013 on payment of prescribed fee and charges, giving Dill particulars of the 

case. 

The respondent stated that the sought for information is presumptive 

and vague in nature. Reply to the queries would be interpretation of the 

orders of the Honible Court etc. 

Discussion! observation: 

The Commission observed that the steps/action taken by the 

respondent in dealing with the RTI application is satisfactory. 

The Commission obserVed that the appellant has failed to attend the 

hearings in his cases on Video Conferencing repeatedly. 

Decision: 

No intervention is required in the matter at the level of this 

Commission. 

The appellant is admonished not to file frivolous/vague RTI 

applications/complaints/appeals as it disproportionately diverts the 

resources of the Public Authority as well as the valuable time of this 

Commission. 

Dy. Registrar is directed to take a note that henceforth; appellant may 

be directed to be present personally in his cases before the Commission, New 

Delhi. 

The appeal is disposed of Copy of the order be given to the partiçsjeee 

of cost. 

(Radha Krishna Mathur) 
Chief Information Commissioner 

Auth ti ated true copy 
arma) 

ny. Registrar 
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MINISTRY OF PERSONNEL RG. & PENSIONS 

0711447 Gth '03iatrirt 

(OEPARTMENT OF.  PERSONNEL & TRAINING) 

Website : http://persmirtaby:in 
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