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Brief facts of the case:-
In the RTI application, the appellant has sought copy of the confidential letter

in connection with case File No.CIC/LS/A/2013/001563/SD.

2. Shri H.P. Sen, DO to IC(DP) & CPIO vide letter dated 07.07.2017 has stated

that:-

"This has reference to your RTf application dt. 30. 03.2017 received vide CIC

Regn No.CICOMIR/2017/00820 dated 05.07.2017. It may be mentioned that the

confidential letter sent to DG DE by the Directorate of Defence Estates, Central

Command, Lucknow Cantt. is not available in the file. The CIC is, therefore, unable

to arrange the said communication for you."

qll
3. In the appeal, the appellant has stated that CPIO should transfer the RTI

application to the CPIO, Dt.DE Lucknow in terms of sec.6(3)(i) of RTI Act and

thereafter, in terms of sec.7(i) of RTI Act, the CPIO, Dte. DE Lucknow has to furnish

the copy of the confidential letter sent to DGDE, since it is not exempted under

provisions of sec. 8(a) of the RTI Act. She requested that the CPIO may be directed

to proceed according to the provisions of RTI Act as mentioned above. --' .. ..' ....._..:-,~~ "{"~'. :.:,.\\0
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Decision with reasons:-

4, " On perusal of the RTI application, reply of the CPIO and appeal, it is observed,
that factual information has been furnished by the CPIO, therefore, no intervehtion is

'. 'I

required on the part of the FAA,

5, The appeal is disposed off,

6, In case the appellant is aggrieved by the decision, she is free to file :second

appeal, if she so desires, before the CIC 'in' Room NO,185, Ground Floor, ;August
~. .. (

Kranti Shawan, Shikaji Cama Place, New Delhi-11 0066 against this order vJ,ithin 90
days, I

I

Dated the 24th July, 2017

I Ra e'hK"",Ji!?,
Additional Secretary & First Appellate {\uthorily

Tel: 2p162290

Copy to:-

1. The CPIO, RTI Cell, CIC, New Delhi.
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