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

CIC/IAAJAS2017/165
CICOM/A/2017/00158
CICOM/R/2017/00292
Name of the appellant: Shri Parshotam Lal Pubbi,
3/187, 1* Floor, Subhash Nagar,
New Delhi - 110 02%F
1. | Date of RTI application , 20.03.2017
2. | Date of reply of the RTI application 28.03.2017
3. | CPIO who gave the reply DO & CPIO to IC(YA)
3. | 1* Appeal Date 25.04.2017
4. | Diary No. of 1% Appeal of the Dak Section 127742
5. | Diary date of the Dak Section 28.04.2017
6. |Diary date of 1* Appeal in the office of 01.05.2017
FAA
7. | Date of Decision 02.05.2017

Brief facts of the case:-

in the RTI application, the appellant has sought following information in respect of
File No.CIC/YA/A/2016/000659 & CIC/YA/A/2016/00052 -

1. The copy received from the respondent (New Delhi Municipal Corporation) as

: per decisionforder dt. 22.02.17 (Copy of the orders is aftached for ready
reference) passed by the Hon'ble Commission i.e. “Retention Schedule of
documents as followed by NDMC which was to be provided within a
week’s time from the date of receipt of the order” may be provided.

2. If the above copy (Retention Schedule of documents as followed by
NDMC) of the order has not been provided so far by the Respondent (NDMC)
as per Commission’s orders then action taken against the concemed CPIO

- under the RT! Act may be intimated.

3. Similarly, if the above copy (Retention Schedule of documents as followed
by NDMC) of the order has not been provided so far which was to be
provided within a week's time by the Respondent (NDMC) then the penalty
imposed on the concerned CPIO (NDMC) for not complying with the orders of
the Hon'ble Commission dt. 22.02.17 may be intimated.

4.  The Name & Designation of the concemed officer/Official who provided the
above information may be provided with the reply.”

2. Shri R.P. Grover, CP10 & DO to IC(YA) vide letter dated 28.03.2017 has responded
that:-
gL . : |
1. Copy of the retention schedule of document followed by the NDMC has not
received from the respondent CPIO.

2. Action for non submission of Copy-ofthe_retention schedule of document
followed by the NDMC is pending. ' Rt

1
!

3. No penalty has been imposed yet.
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4. Information has not yet received from respondent.”

Decision with reasons:-
On perusal of the RTI application, reply of the CP10-and appeal, it is observed that
t, therefore no

3.
the CPIO has provided poéint-wise . factual information to the appellan
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intervention is requ'i'red:on the part of the FAA.

The appeal is, therefore drsposed off.
In case “the appe!lant is aggrreved by the decision, he is free to - file second
if he so desires, before the CIC in Room No.185, Ground Floor, August Krantr
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5.
appeal,
Bhawan, Bhikaji Cama Place New Delhi-1 10066 agalnst this order within 90 days.
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Dated the 2™ May, 2017
( Rakésh Kuma Smgh)

Addmonal Secretary & First Appellate Authonty
Tel: 26162290
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Copy to:- | o
. “The CPIO, RTI Cell, CIC, New Dethi . : {.’
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