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Brief facts of the case:-

19.04.2017

P.T.O.

In the RTI application, the appellant has sought 8 points information in respect

of case File NO.CIC/RM/N2012/000950, CIC/RM/C/2014/000353-SA, FAA, CIC

Order NO.CIC/AAlN2016/57 dated 13.06.2016 and name, address of authority for

filing public complaints against bribery and corruption against officers and Hon'ble

Information Commissioners of CIC.

Decision with reasons:-

2. From the perusal of the appeal, it is observed that the appellant is aggrieved

with reply on Points 1,2,4, 7 & 8 of the RTI application. On Points 1,2 & 4, the

matter was inquired from Shri R.L. Gupta, DO to IC(MP) cum CPIO who '

intimated th~t.ne has now received the case files, therefore, direction is given'
,

to him to provide information as sought on these points to the appellant within

2 weeks from the date of receipt of the order.

3. On point 7, the appellant has stated in the appeal that Shri S.P. Beck, JS(A) is

the Chief Vigilance Officer but the CPIO did not state whether the public can file the

complaints against bribery and corruption against officers of the registry of Hon'ble

CIC before him and whether he 1;1ji!l. (theil)G.w~J.tC?;rlpitiatedisciplinary action against
the erring officers of CIG.! i,i...~..:.VI::O,

i!~~:~~:.:".I
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4. The similar information has been sought in respect of Hon'ble.lnformation

Commissioners on Point 8 of the RTI application on which SO(Admn) & CPIO has

mentioned that this point is not concerned with Admn Section and transferred the
same to RTI Cell for appropriate action. This is an administrative matter, therefore,

this information is also concerned with the Admin Section.

5. In view of the above, direction is given to Mrs. Savita Taluja, !SO(Adli1in)

cum ePlo to revisit the matter on Points 7 & 8 of the RTI application and

provide suitable information to the appellant within 2 weeks from'the date of

receipt ofthe order.

6. The appeal is, therefore, disposed off.

7. In case the appellant is aggrieved by the decision, he is free; (0 file second

appeal, if he so desires, before the CICin Room NO.185, Groundflqor, August
Kranti Bhawan, Bhikaji.CamaPlace, New Dethi-110066 against this order within 90. . ,
days.

Dated the 19thApril, 2017

Copy to:- ~ ~ '\\;1'11

1. The ePIO, RTI Cell, CIC, NeVIDelhi.
2. ( .. ShriRL. Gupta, DO toIC(MP) cum CPIO, CIC, New Delhi.

..,,-a-:. Mr!?8avita Taluja, SO(Admin) cum CPIO, CIC,New Delhi.
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