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

CIC/AA/A/201T7/211
CICOM/A/2017/00204
CICOM/R/2017/00397

Name of the appellant : Shri N.P. Sinha,
57, Nandanpuri, Khajpura,
Patna — 800 014,

1. | Date of RTI application : 30.04.2017
2. | Date of reply of the RTI application 23.05.2017
3.__[ CPIO(s) who furnished reply CPIO, RTI Cell
4. | 1% Appeal Date ' 12.06.2017
5. | Diary No. of 1* Appeal of the Dak Section 142640
6. | Diary date of the Dak Section 22.06.2017
7. | Date of receipt of 1*' Appeal in the office of FAA 27.06.2017
8. [ Date of Declision 29.06.2017

Brief facts of the case:-

In the RTI application, the appellant has sought three points information in
respect of his letter dated 29.03.2017 regarding hearing before Larger Bench.

2. Shri Ashok Kumar Sharma, CPIO, RTI Cell vide letter -dated 23.05.2017 has
responded that:-

“In this regard, it is stated that a reply has already been sent to you by Shni
Piyush Agarwal, Registrar, vide letter dated 22.05.2017 (Copy enclosed).”

Shri Piyush Agarwal, Registrar in the above said letter dated 22.05.2017
stated that:- :

“This is with reference to your letter dated 29" March, 2017 (Diary
no.122883/2017), requesting therein to refer you 6 appeals/complaints to a larger

bench against the decision dated 20.02.17 passed by Honorable Information
Commissioner (SH).

You are hereby informed that a decision taken by the Information Commission

is binding as per Section 19(7) of the Right to Information Act 2005 and there is no
provision to refer the case to a larger bench.” ' '

3. In the appeal, the appellant has stated that:

“t) Information and copy as demanded in sr.nos. (1) to (3) of Form-A has
not been provided by CPIO. .

(i) CPIO has only enclose a letter of reply indicating the provisions
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provided in RTI Act. This letter did not reflect the decision taken on my
As such, | again requested Mr. P. Agarwal for a proper decision on

ECEIV wiipetifion.”
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. Decrsion with reasons:-

-‘wj' .

4. On perusal of the RTI applrcatron reply of the CP1O and, appeal it |s¢observed
that the reply firnished by the: Regrstrar,, lS ; opnate therefore no’ rnter\rentron is l
required on the part of the FAA. .

5. The appeal is drsposed off.

6. In: case the appellant 1S aggneved by 4 e,-; e_!ismn he |s free file %eeend :

ppeal +f ‘heiiso ‘desires, ‘before the CIC in Réoin No. 18575 Ground "‘Au‘g‘let"-

. : Krantr Bham'ran Bhrkap ‘Cama Place New Delht 110066 agamst “this” or er wrthm 90
, days o ) ST W

Dated the 29‘“ June, 2017

Rakesh:
- ;,Additipqalz‘Secr,etarfy;&ﬁFtrst Appellate Authorlty
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?(9‘}#0”\7)’ 'l
A




	00000001
	00000002

