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CIC/ANA/2017/96
CICOM/A/2017/00090
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Name of.the appellant: Shri.Aseem Takyar,
Plot NO.144,Phase-I,
Udyog Vihar,
Gurgaon -122 016.

1. Date of RTI application 09.12.2016
2. Date of reDlv of the RTI application 24.01.2017
3. CPIO who aavethe replv . CPIO/ConsultantlM&R)
3. 151Appeal Date 16.02.2017
4. Diary No. of 15t ADDeal of the Oak Section. Nil
5. Diary date of the Oak Section Nil
6. Diary date of 15' Appeal in the office of 30.03.2017

FAA '..
7. Date of Decision 07.04.2017

Brief facts of the case:.

This first appeal has been received in the office of the FAA on 30.03.2017 from Shri
A.K. Gehlot, JS(M&R). In the. RTI application, the appellant has sought following
information:-

"1) Please provide information containing .list of the number of complaints and
second appeal pending with Hon'ble Central Information Commission, filed by
the complainants and appellants against the Board of Control for Cricket in
India, 'BCC/'. .

2) Further, to Question No(1) and (2), provide information, since from which
each date; complaints and appeals are pending.

3) Further, to Question No (1) & (2), provide names of the complainants and
appellants, whom filed the petitions.

2. Shri Jeewan Chandra, CPIO/Consultant{M&R) vide his letter dated 24.01.2017 has
replied that:.

"Please refer to your above referred RTI application Regn. No. CICOMIRI201610161 B
dt.22.12.2016 seeking information under RTI Act, 2005 so far as information
available with JS(MR) Section it is stated that Board of Control for Cricket in India
(BCCI) is not a Public Authority. "
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3. In the .appeal, the appellant has submitted that the CPIO, in response to all three
questions had stated that "BCCI is not Public Authority but he did not asked, as to whether,
BCCI is a public authority or not. His all three questions are entirely different to what seems
to be p , refore, CPIO has not provided the infonnation, which was
sought. c.l.e. I .• 'I,. ;}TI.
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4, qnperusal the RTI application, replyqf,theCPIO and appeal,ltis6bSefii~d.thatthe
information fumished. by ,the CP.10isnot':l3PprqMat~. ,Dlre,ctioh'ls acccirdinglygiv~nto
S~r1 Jeewan Charfdrll, C?riStiltantlC::Plp(N'Rt:,to:r~~v.I.!lIVtheRTlappl'caii~nand .If '.
niqulred take the 'assistance of Shrj..-AX 'Glilhlot.>.:JS(MR) andpto1llde,polht.wlse
specific Information sllsoughtih the Rti application 'to thii.appellant wlthln.2 \veeks
from the date ofreceipl.6(the order; ..... ' '. . ..... ':,.. C-,;' .
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Decision with reasohs:-
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.5. In case the appellant is aggrieved by the decision, he 'is .free. to ,file second
, ,1 - .' "',' , . - .

appeal. if he so desires. Defore theCIC in Room No,185, Grourid 'Floor; 'AugustKranti
.. - ~.' .' " .. . " " :. -' -- . . - :',':.: :: .' _:: ;.

Bhawan, Bhikaji CamaPI~ce,fo;Iew Delhi-f10OSe'.agairistthis order Within 90 days.. . .... ". " ,,' .

Dated the "fh April,'2017
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( akeshKumar: ingh)
Additional Secretary & Fi stAppellateAuthotity
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