
complaint dated 30.11.2016 registered vide NO.ESICO/C/188555 and dated

10.11.2017 diarised vide Dy.NO.175732:-1

" 1. What is the status of the further Complaint dated 10.11.2017 registered
vide Diary No.175732 made to Hon'ble Central Information CoMmission,

"New Delhi made regarding non-receipt of Information from ES/C, New
Delhi? \1\

2. Why no penal action has yet been taken by Hon'ble Central Information
Commission, New Delhi, against ES/C New Delhi despite its a~liberate
dis-compliance of the Order dated 01.05.2017 (duly received) p~ssed by
Honb'b/e Central Information Commission, New Delhi in rlspect of
Complaint made vide Diary No.188555 by the Applicant?" II

t
i.l

2. Shri T.K. Mohapatra, CPIO & DO to IC(SA) vide letter dated 07.03.2018
"

stated as under:- I'
,1

"1. The letter dated 10-11-2017 is available in the e-book of concernld case
file and pending for necessary action, if any :

Central Information Commission ,
Saba Gang Nath Marg,

Munirka, New Delhi-110067.
.1

I

CIC/AAlN2018/96
CICOM/N2018/00087 1
CICOM/R/2018/00222 I
Name of the appellant: Mohd. Ali, I27/136, Trilok Puri,

Delhi -110 091

1. Date of RTI aoolication, 26.02.2018 1 .

f- 2. Date of reply of the RTI.application t--_. 07.03.20181.1,
3. ~IO(s) whofurnishedreplY: _____ .._ ..t-. DO to IC(SftI)'j
4. 1S Aooeal Date . 03.04.20181~
5. Diarv No. of 151 Aooeal of the Dak Section 121535 II
6. Diarv date of the Dak Section 040420181i
7. Diary date of 1s, Appeal in the office of 06.04.2018 \~

FAA ,

8. Date of Decision 10.04.201.8111

Brief facts of the case:- t
In the RTI application, appellant has sought following information in \~espectof
. .. . ~

2. No such information is available on records. "
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3. In the appeal" appellant has stated that information provided on point 2 is

vague afldunsatisfaclory but the appellant has not mentioned as to why information
".-", :.- '.

provided on Point 2 is vague ~nd unsatisfactory,
"

',,:;( Decision with reasons:- '.
~:/7;~!: : 'y.

. . - . ~
4, In view of the above, it is observed that factual information has been provided
by the CPIO, therefore, no intervention is required on the part of the FAA.

5. The appeal is, therefore, 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 Central Information Commission, Saba Gang
Nath Marg, Munirka, New Delhi-110067 against this order within 90 days.

Dated the 10th April, 2018.

, "( RakEtSlfRUiilar Sin )
Additional Secretary & First Appellate Authority

- Tel: 26162290

Copy to:-

1./~'Asho.k Kumar Sharma, CPIO, RTI Cell, CIC, New Delhi.
\.~ .v."
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