Central Information Commission
2" Floor, "B’ Wing, August Kranti Bhawan,
Bhikaji Cama Place, New Delhi-110066.

CIC/AAIA/2016/158
CICOM/A/2016/00157
CICOM/R/2014/00048

Name of the appellant: "Shri R.K. Jain,

1512-B, Bhishm Pitamah Marg, Wazir Nagar,
New Dethi-110 003.

1. | Date of RTt application 23.05.2014

2. | Date of reply of the RTI application 18.03.20186

3. | CPIO(s) who furnished reply ) DS{Admin) cum CPIO
4. | 1" Appeal No. & Date 16207 dt. 25.03.2016
5. | Diary No. of 1% Appeal of the Dak Section 123934

6. Diary date of the Dak Section 28.03.2016

7. | Diary date of 1* Appeal in the office of FAA 29.03.2016

8. | Date of Hearing 18.05.2016

The appeilant was present when Shri Y.K. Singhal, JS cum CPIO, RTI Cell and
Shri Sushil Kumar, DS{Admin) cum CPIO were also present during the hearing.

Decision with reasons:-

1. In response to Point (A) to (D) of the RTI application, it was intimated by the
DS(Admin) cum CPIO vide letter dated 18.03.2016 that “The letter no. 1 1026/2/2014-1SS
dt. 24.02.2014 directly received from MOSPI is not available on record. However, the
said letter dt. 24.02.2014 is received as an enclosure with another letter dated
14.1.2014 received from MOSPI.”

In the first appeal the appellant has alieged that the CPIO has not made any
attempt for searching the said letter and never informed the appellant about the -
misplacement of the letter.

However, in the computerized dak management system, it is seen that the above
said letter of MOSP! was diarized as Diary No.116756 dated 26.02.2014 and marked to
Secretary, CIC. On further induiry from all concerned, it is found that the letter was
received in the Secretary's office and finally sent to DS(Admin) through Additional
Secretary and JS(Admin) (JS(Admin) diary register No.716 on 06.03.2014). Since the
letter in question was sent to the DS(Admin), direction is accordingly given to Shri
Sushil Kumar, DS(Admin) cum CPIO to re-visit the matter and provide the

information as sought in above points to the appeliant within 2 weeks from the
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2. Regardlng other pomts of the RTI application, inspection has - already been
offered by DS(Admin), therefore appellant may inspect the concerned file on any
working day and take the copies of the required documents. '

3. The appeal is; therefore, disposed of accordingly.

4, In case the appellant is aggrieved by the decision, he is free to file second
appeal, if he so desires, before the CIC in Room No.185, Ground Floor August Kranti
Bhawan, Bhlkajl Cama Place, New Delhi-110066 agamst this order within 90 days..

Dated the 31% May, 2016 :
' g&(}x\n Q—UJQ-‘

- (Achla Sinha)
Additional Secretary & First Appellate Authority
- Tel: 26162290

Copy to:-
The CPIO, RTI Cell, CIC, New Delhi.

gﬁ l[ﬁ 2. Shri Sushil Kumar, DS(Admin), CIC, New Delhi
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