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

CIC/IAAIAJ2017/278
CICOM/AJ2017/00270
CICOM/R/2017/00960

Name of the appellant:  Shri Waman P Hangarge,
Chhava Nivas, Vishal Nagar,
Barsi Road,
Latur - 413 512.

1. Date of RTI application 18.07.2017
2 Date of reply of the RT| applicalion 08.08.2017
3. | CPIO(s) who furnished reply DS & CPIO, CR-1

4. 1% Appeal Date 08.08.17

3. Diary No. of 1* Appeal of the Dak Section 164651

6. Diary date of the Dak Section - 14.09.2017

7. Date of receipt of 1 Appeal in the office of FAA 15.09.2017
_ 8.__| Date of Decision_ L 22.09.2017

Brief facts of the case:-

In the RTI application, appellant has sought following information:-

“Kindly arrange to supply me following documents/CD i.e. recorded evidence
of Representative of PIO in my case Diary No.104882/2017 hearing held on
19.01.2017 at 03.00 PM & 03.10 PM, the details of requirement is as under.

1) The copy of order passed by the commission in my both appeal cases
dated 07.01.2015 and 27.01.2015 reference in the Diary No.104882/2017
hearing held on 19.01.2017 at 03.00 PM & 03.10 PM.

2) The copy of proceedings of hearing held in the above cases on
18.01.2017.

3) Shn S.L. Khot, APO/Central Railway Solapur attended as Representative
of PIO. I require his recorded evidence by way of video conferencing in the
above case hearing held on 19.01.2017 at 03.00 PM onwards in a form of

CcD.”
2. Shri Krishan Avtar Talwar, CPIO, CR-1 vide letter dated 08.08.2017 has
informed the appellant that diary No.104882 dated 24.01.2017 reflects that it was
returned vide Defect Memo (now known as Facilitation Memo) dated 22.02.2017 and
as per practice, all documents are returned back to the applicant while sending him
DM/FM, so as to facilitate him to resubmit his case/petition again after removal of
deficiencies pointed out therein. As such in the absence of relevant documents it is
not possible to ascertai c.Wf””g held on 19.01.2017 at 03.00 PM
& 03.10 PM and deliberate ‘or{provide any:information on the issues raised by you in
the RT! application. [ 27 5“»‘(?3],

e

P.T.O.




[2]

3. In the appeal, the appellant has reiterated the same”by' enclosing some
related documents and requested to provide required information:

Decision with reasons:-

3. On perusal of the RT1 apphcatlon reply of the CPIO and appeal, itis observed
that the appellant has not mentioned case file number on which hearing was held on
19.01 2017 However on perusal of the enclosed documents and cause list dated
19.01.2017, it 1s found that one second appeal No.: CICNSIAI20151000688 in respect
of the appellant 'Mr. Waman P Hangarge was decided on 19.01.2017 at 03.00 pm by
Hon'ble Chuef Inforrnatlon Commissioner “and it seems that the appellant has sought
information relatmg to this second appeal. Since the public authorlty ‘Ministry of
Railways’ is presently with the registry of lC(AB) direction is accordingly given to
Shri A.K. Talpatra CPIO & DO to IC(AB) to provide mformatlon sought in the
RTI appllcatuon to the appellant within 2 weeks from the date of recelpt of the
order. A copy of RTL application is enclosed herewith.

4, Further the appellant is advised to mention case file number invariably to get
the information in time. '

5.  The appeal is disposed off.

6. 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.\Bhlkaju Cama Place, New Delhi-1 10066 against this order within 90
days.

Dated the 22™ September, 2017.

' ( Rakesh Kumar Singh )
Addltlonal Secretary & First Appellate Authority
Tel: 26162290

Copy to:-

1. The CPIO, RTI Cell, CIC, New Delhi.
2. Shri A.K. Talpatra, CPIO & DO to |C(AB) cIC, Oud JNU Campus, N.D.
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