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Centrallnforrnation Commission
2nd Floor, 'B' Wing, August Kranti Bhawan,

Bhikaji Cama Place, New Delhi-110066.

CIC/AAlN2017/88
CICOM/N2017/00082
CICOM/R/2017/00212

Name of the appellant:

1.
2.
3.
3.
4.
5.
6.

7.

Brief facts of the case:-

Shri Somam Balle,
227/8, T.TK Road,
Alwarpet,
Chennal - 600018.

lication
25.02.2017
03.03.2017

CPIO, RTI Cell
11.03.2017

118328
20.03.2017
21.03.2017

23.03.2017

In the RTi application, the appellant has sought following information:.

"1. I have approached General Manager, S81, local head office, Chennai 600006,
who is also First Appel/ata Authority, through my I Appeal under RTf Act,
since Iwas not satisfied with the reply received from their CPIO against my
RTf application submitted to him.

2.

3.

G.M. cum FAA had issued an order without calling for personal hearing inspite
of my request. Since I was not satisfied with his order, I wrote to him on this,
for which he replied as below:.
"This has reference to yqurletterdt 12.10.2016 received by us on 13.10.2016.
In this, we advise that there is no provision in the RTf Act for personal hearing
of the Appel/ant by the Appel/ate Authority of the Bank. n

I requesi you to kindly confirm that the stand took by GM cum FAA of the
B.ank is correct as per RTI Act 2005. "

r

Decision with reasons:.

2. On perusal of the RTI application, reply of the CPiO and request made in the appeal,

it is observed that Shri Ashok Kumar Sharma, CPIO, RTI Cell of the Commission has rightly

replied that CPiO is not competent to give his comments/advice on the decision of the First

Appellate Authority, therefore, no intervention is required on the part of the FAA. However,. -',

the appellant is advised to approach Central Information Commission as per procedure

_____ .•••ex"+p••••'a••i.ned by the CPIO in his reply. if he is not satisfied with deeisiOl1$-oHhe-.FA:kSSI.
C.l.e. I ci\. 'k ;)11, ' I C. I. C./q,o ~;j'.~(;'11,-'

RECE\\f!i'-D The jiPpeal is, therefore, disposed off. I! 53 UED' \
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4. In case the appellant is aggrieved ,by the decision, he i!:l!fr~~ttq;:~I,~,isecond I

appeal, if he so desires, before the CIC in Room NO.185, Grounci;Fib8r';(Ali~n~t~!Kia'ntii

Bhawan, Bhikaji Cama Place, New Delhi-11,0066 against this order'Withiri,?oI9ays.,. .

Dated the 23rd March, 2.017 ,

Copy to:- .

}. The CPIO,.R'f1 Cell, CIC, l1IewDelhi
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