Central Information Commission
2™ Floor, ‘B’ Wing, August Kranti Bhawan,
Bhikaji Cama Place, New Dethi-110066.

CIC/AA/A/2016/251
CICOM/A/2016/00250
CICOM/R/2016/00581

Name of the appellant .  Shri R.K. Jain,
1512-B, Bhishm Pitamah Marg, Wazir Nagar,
New Delhi -110 003.

1. | Date of RTI application 29.04.2016

2. | Date of reply of the RT!I application 05.05.2016

3. | CPIO(s) who furnished reply RTI Cell

4. 1% Appeal No. & Date 16285 dt. 31.05.2016
5. | Diary No. of 1% Appeal of the Dak Section 141135

6. Diary date of the Dak Section 02.06.2016

7. Diary date of 1% Appeal in the office of FAA 09.06.2016

8. | Date of Hearing 23.08.2016

The appelfant has intimated over phone that he is not well, therefore, his first
appeal may be decided on merits on the basis of available record and material. Later

on, he also intimated the same in writing vide letter dated RTI/P-737/9869/16/R/19791
dated 24.08.2016.

Decision with reasons:-

1. During the hearing, Shri Ashok Kumar Sharma, CPIO, RTI Cell has informed that
the appellant has submitted a letter dated 23.06.2016 intimating therein that the
information sought by him concerning to the registry of IC(SB) is not required at this late
stage and requested to refund the amount of Rs.218/- deposited by the appellant,
Accordingly, Shri V.K. Chandok, ex. CPIO, RTI Cell has returned a DD of Rs.218/- to
the appellant vide letter No.CICOM/R/2016/00581 dated 06.07.2016.

2. On Point (D) of the RTI application, the appellant has sought following
information:-

‘Please provide the procedure for registration and hearing of the matter when the
second appeal is filed by the CPIO or by the Public Authority and the

person/organization which is treated as Respondent in such case.”
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Shri Y K. Singhal, JS(Law) & ex. CPIO, RTI Cell has responded as under:-

“You may refer to RTI Act, 2005 & RTI/ Rules, 2012 are already available in
public domain’”.

The appetlant has stated in the appeal that “....no information is contained in the
said Act or the Rufes, which answers/refers to the information sought by the
appellant.....” The Registrar is in a better position to reply on this point. Accordingly,
Shri M.K. Sharma, Registrar is directed to provide the information on point (D) to

the appellant within 1 week from the date of receipt of the order.

3 On the reply of the CPIO on point (E) of the RTI application, the CPIOs stated
that there is no such record maintained separately in respect of cases filed by CPIOs or
the public authority in this Commission and also it is not available separately in the
computerized data management system of the Commission. Hence, no :direction can be
given.

4. The appeal is disposed off accordingly.

5. In casé 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, Bhikaji Cama Place, New Delhi-110066 against this order within 90 days.

( Achla Sinha )

Additional Secretary & First Appellate Authority
Tel: 26162290

Dated the 22" August, 2016.

Copy to:-.

1. The CPIO, RTI Cell, CIC, New Delhi.
2. Shri M.K. Sharma, Registrar, CIC, New Delhi.
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