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

CICIAAIA2017/132
CICOM/A/2017/00126
CICOM/R/2017/00187

Name of the appellant :  Shri B.M. Venkatesh,
Buda Plot No.234, Scheme No.51,
Laxmitake, Ganeshpur Road,
Belgaum — 590 009.

Date of RTI application 10.02.2017

1.

2. | Date of reply of the RTI application 01.03.2017

3. | CPIO(s) who furnished reply DO to IC(AB)

4. | 1 Appeal Date 27.03.2017

5. | Diary No. of 1* Appeal of the Dak Section 122779

6. | Diary date of the Dak Section 05.04.2017

7. | Date of receipt of 1% Appeal in the office of 06.04.2017
FAA

8. | Date of Decision 19.04.2017

Brief facts of the case:-

In the RTI application, the appellant has sought 3 points information in respect
of Commission’s Order No. File No.CIC//S/A/2014/000958/BJ dated 29.06.2016.

2. Shri AK. Talpatra, DO to IC(AB) cum CPIO vide letter dated 01.03.2017 has
responded that:-

"“1} In compliance of the CIC order dated 29.06.2016 in case no.
CICNVS/A/2014/000958/BJ, a copy of the information fumished by the
FAA vide 29.06.2016 is enclosed.

(2) Since the order of the CIC in this case is complied with by the
respondent, there is no question to initiate any penal action u/s 20(1) of
the RTI Act against the respondent.”

Decision with reasons:-

3. The appeal has been thoroughly examined and it is observed that the
appellant has not mentioned anywhere as to why and on which point of the reply of
the CPIO, he is aggrieved. The appellant has mentioned the case details in
connection with his above mentioned 2™ appeal and requested to examine the case
in deep and the necessary directions may kindly be issued as deemed fit. In this
regard, it is to mention that the FAA, CIC has no jurisdiction to either comment or

give his opinion on the decision of the Commission. Moreoverc FAA ; of ttg,g I

Commission has no jurisdiction to give any direction to the CP10|of the d¥REHMED

thority.
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4.  In view of the above, no. intervention is, required on the part of the FAA,
therefore, the appeal is disposed off.

5. In case the appellant is aggneved by the decision; he is free to- ﬁle second
appeal; if -he: so desrres before the CIC in Room No.185, Greund-"?Fleor August

Kranti Bhawan Bhrkau Cama Place New Delh|-110066 agarnst thrs order wrthm 90
days.

Dated the 19" April, 2017

( Rakgsh. Kufar Singh\)”
Addltlonal Secretary & First Appellate Author
- Tel: 261622
Copy to:- |
1,”  The CPIO, RT! Cell, CIC, New Delhi.
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