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

CIC/AAJA/2017/150
CICOM/A/2017/00144
CICOM/R/2017/00136

Name of the appellant:  Shri Prakashchand Chhaganmalji Jain
G-5, Dushant Vihar Apartment,
Godni Road,
Yavatmal - 445 003.

1. | Date of RTI application 02.02.2017
2. | Date of reply of the RT! application 09.02.2017
3. | CPIO(s) who furnished reply CPIO, CR-1
4. | Date of filing 1* Appeal 16.02.2017
5. | Diary No. of 1* Appeal of the Dak Section 111896

6. Diary date of the Dak Section 21.02.2017
7. Diary date of 1% Appeal in the office of FAA 21.04.2017
8. | Date of Decision 26.04.2017

This first appeal has been inadvertently marked to other section of the CIC and
received in the office of FAA on 21.04.2017.
2. The appellant has also sent additional submission dated 14.03.2017 in the above

appeal, diarized in the Commission vide Dy.No.119558 dated 24.03.2017. received in
the office of the FAA on 27.03.2017.

Brief fact of the case:-

3. In the_RTI application, the appellant has sought following information:-
“Sir, please provide me the Diary No. & File No of 2" appeal with compliance of
Required Documents & Deficiencies of 2 sets containing 84 & 62 page and
covering letter to D.R. contains — 03 page totaling 149 Nos. of Page sent in the
name of the Chief Commissioner as per letter dated 22.06.2016 in Diary
No. 144860 enclosed herewith Encl No.1 & received by your office on 10.01.2017
as per Track Record enclosed herewith Encl. No 2.”

4, Shri Krishan Avtar Talwar, DS & CPIO, CR-1 has responded that :-

“Since record in Central Registry is maintained on the basis of Dak numbers, as
such, matter was taken up with Dak Section. The Incharge — Dak Section, who is
the authorized person to receive all Dak pertaining to the Commission, has
commented that "As per our computerized dak management system the letter

mentioned in RTI application dated 02.02.2017 said- to be delivered on
10.01.2017 has not been found. "1 [ =, ¥, 3
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In view of the above the CPIO for want of Diary number of your communication is
not in a position to provide you the requisite information.”

Decision with reasons:-

5. After perusal of the RT! application er-'rd the appeal, it is observed that in
reference to DR to CR letter No.14486Ql.201'6 _dated 22;06.201‘6, the appellant has re-
submitted his 2™ the appeal, which was said to be received in the Commission on
10.01.2017 but the appeilant has not mentioned the date of the 2" appea! neither in the
RTI application nor in the appeal. |

8. in the 'co'mputeriied managemernt system of the Commission, there are number
of appea!slcomplalntisTl are.showing in the name of the appellant. So, in the absence

of exact date- of 2" appeal it is very difficult for the CPIO, Dak Section/CR Section to
‘search the same.

7. It is also observed from copy of the said 2" appeal enclosed with this appeal, the
appellant has not enclosed the last page of the 2™ appeal, without which exact date
could not be revealed. Moreover, the appellant-has not mentioned his contact number
anywhere {o enable us t‘o know the date of 2 appeal re-submitted by the appellant.

8. In wew of the above, the appellant is advrsed to intimate the exact date written on
the 2nd appeal re—submmed by the appeilant to the CF’IO Dak Sectron along with a copy
of this order” fo‘? reference. The appellant may also send compiete set of the above
mentroned 2"d appeal if he wishes so, to avoid further delay and early action.
Directuon is gwen to CPIO Dak Sectron that on recelpt of the exact date of 2

appeal intimate status to the appenant immedrately or if he provades copy of the

complete set of 2"" appeal, it may be sent to CR- 1 'section and DS & CPIO CR-1is
directed to take action, as per the provrsion of the RTI Act.

9. Further in the appeal, the appellant has alieged that signature on the-two FAA's
decisions No.CIC/IAA/A/2016/00058, CICOM/A/2016/00058, CICOM/R/2015/00892 and
No.CIC/AAIA/2016/205, CICOM/A/2016/00204, CICOM/R/2015/01108 were carbon

signature -as Madam Achla Sinha retired thereafter and appears to be doubtful in this

regard, the concerned f|rst appeal ¢ase files are perused and found. that the allegatlons
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made by the appellant are baseless. However, a copy of the above mentioned two first
appeals decisions are enclosed herewith duly certified for the satisfaction of the
appellant. '

10. Besides above, in the additional submission of this first appeal, the appellant has
made allegation against Shri R.L. Gupta, DO and Shri Dinesh Kumar, DO and accusing
them for missing of the 2" appeal delivered on 10.01.2017. In this regard, it is to

mention that this is the éppeliant's on inference; therefore, no action is required on the
part of the FAA.

11.  The appellant further alleged that no IPO is found in the above earlier two first
appeals decisions. The allegation made by the appellant is baseless as no |PO is found
in the concerned file, which confirms that it has been sent along with the decisions.

12.  The appeal is disposed off accordingly. IPO No.19F 131115 for Rs.10/- is
returned herewith as no fee is required for filing appeal in the Commission.

13. In case 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, Bhikdji Cama Place, New Delhi-110066 against this order within 90 days.

Dated the 26™ April, 2017. f

|

(L kesh Kum“:;r_'h)
Additional Secretary & First Appellate Authority

 Tel 26162290
o\L—

Copy to:- fyé ‘)\

1. The CPIO, RTI Cell, CIC, New Dehi. vp(
2. The CPIO, Dak Section, CIC, New Delhi. 7,5 L,\M\
3. The DS &CPIO, CR-1, CIC, New Delhicg,
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Central information Commission
2™ Floor, ‘8’ Wing, August Kranti Bhawan,
Bhikaji Cama Place, New Delhi-110088.

CIC/AANAI2016/80
CICOM/A/2016/00059
CICOM/R/2015/00892

Name of the appellant :  Shri Prakashchand Chhaganmalji Jain
G-5, Dushant Vihar Apartment,
Godni Road,
Yavatmal - 445 003.

1. | Date of RTI application 02.09.2015
2. | Date of reply of the RTI application 28.09.15 & 05.11.15
3.1 CPIOQ(s) who furished reply DR(CR} & DO to 1C(8S)
4. | Date of fi ifing 1+ 1* Appeal ‘ 27.01.2016
5. | Diary No. of 1 Appeal of the Dak Section 111335
8. | Diary date of the Dak Section , 08.02.2016
. 7. Diary date-of 1*' Appeal in the office of FAA 09.02.2016
8. | Date of Decision 13.06.2016

in the RTI application, the appellant wants to know the reasons for returning his
letter dated 30.06.2014 submitted by him in connection with the case
No.CIC/LS/A/002898/BS and the person responsible for the same.

Decision with reasons:-

1. In'the first appeal, the appeliant has stated that he has received a reply dated
28.09.2015 from Shri Dinesh Kumar, DR in Central Registry. He has also stated that his
letter dated 30 68 2014 should have been linked with the case No. CIC/LS/A/002898/BS
so that the Commission may take it into consideration before pronouncing the order in
the above mentioned case. Therefore, he has asked for the damages of Rs.10,000/-
due to negligence on the part of the DR in Central Registry by not linking his ietter dated
30.06.2014 in‘the concerned case file and returning it to him stated it to be a pre-mature
appeal as per the RTI Rules. In this regard, it is to be me'ﬁtioned that the FAA of the
Commission has no authority to impese any penalty or damage charges to the
appellant. Since the reply of the_ CF" ﬂ) g@ﬁ\ ‘éhR in Central Registry is factua! and based
on the available recorﬁswthere jS “Ifti ﬁ#eﬂﬂfb inlervene in the matter by the FAA.
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2. The appesl is disposed off a@;mgqiggg&.‘;iﬁg:;mo.19‘F 130253, 19F 130254 & 19F
130255 for Rs.10/- each are returhed herewith as no fee is required for filing appeal in
the Cormimission.

) in case the appellant is aggneved by the deciszon he is. free" 4o “file’ second
appeal, if he so desires, before the CICHRES! m No. 185, Ground Flaor August Kranti
Bhawan Bhikaji Cama Place, ‘New Gelhi-‘HOOBB agamst this order within 90 days.

' Dated the 13" June, 2016,

N SSNWASN

{ Achla Sinha )
s pdditiehgl Secretaw & First Appeliate Alithority

Tel: 26162280

Copy-to:- @ \5\’2\\
R The CPIO, RTI Cell, CIC, New Dehi.
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Central Information Commission
- 2™ Floor, "B Wing. August Kranti Bhawan,
Bhikaji Cama Place, New Delhi-110066.

CIC/IAAIAS2016/205
CICOM/IAI2016/00204
CICOM/R/2015/01108

Name of the appellant: Shri Prakashchand Chhaganmalji Jain,
G-5. Dushant Vihar Apartment,

Godni Road.
Yavatmal — 445 003
Maharashtra.
| 1| Date of RT! application 03.11.2015
2 Date of reply of the RTI application 12.03.2016.
3 CPIO's who fumlshed reply Shri M.K.Sharma, Registrar, CIC
4. | Date of filing 1° Appeal 11.04.2016
5 | Diary No. of 1" Appeal of the Dak Section 131344
6 Diary date of lhe Dak Section 20.04.2016
7| Diary date of 1 " Appeal in the office of FAA 02.05.2016
8 Date of Decision o 06.7.2016

Decisions with reasons:

1. in the RTI application, the appeliant has sought reasons for not forwarding his review application
to the larger Bench and related information. The CPIO & Registrar, Shri M.K.Sharma has intimated the
Commission has no power to review its decision. The appellant has been provided the factual information,

no intervention is required on the reply of the Registrar & CPIO, Shri M. K.Sharma. T ke o ﬂé,.,\,,,ﬁ {4 Po
Mo 15 F . 130 3¢9 Ar veburhtd heYewlth an wo fee 4, Y«:;«...a.‘rﬁl e SUE
2. _The appeal is disposed of accordingly. C AN PPl (¢

3. in casg\he he appellant is aggrieved by the decision, he is free to file second appeal. if he so
desires, before the Central Information Commission, Room No. 185,Ground Floor, August Kranti
Bhawan, Bhikaji Cama Place, New Delhi-110066 against this order within 90 days.

gnel!- 100§ RS 1T M

{ Achla Sinha )
Additional Secretary & First Appeliate Authority

Tt \b ) Tele. No : 26162280
Copy to:- ‘f\ ' ’

1. The CPIO RTI Cell, CIC, New Delhi
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