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Name of the appellant: Shri P. Balaswamy,
GDSMC/MD,
Kankanalapalli BO,
AJW Rajupalem, SO,
Andhra Pradesh - 522 412.

Central Information Commission
Baba Gang Nath Marg,

Munirka, New Delhi-110067.
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Brieffacts of the case:- \

In the RTI application, appellant has sought action taken o~ the email dated

1.04.2018 and also sent by speed post dated 01.05.2018 by enclosiflJl the copy of the
i

"

1.
2.
3.
4.
5.
6.
7.

8.

I
2. Shri T.K. Mohapatra, CPIO & DO to IC(SA) vide letter dated 28.06.2018

I

responded as under:- \.

"In "the RTf application you have sought information regardingl',action taken on
your non compliance letter sent to the Commission in c~se file number,
C/CIPOSTS/A/2017/183573. The Commission has taking up tHematter with the,"public authority on compliance of the order." .,

Decision with reasons:-
"

3. On perusal of the appeal, it is observed that the appellant is not:,aggrievedwith
"the reply of the CPIO, CIC but he is aggrieved with the non-complian,~eof the order
'i'CIC/POSTS/A/2017/183573 dated 09.10.2017 by the CPIO, Departmer).tof Posts, 0/0
;'

the Chief Postmaster General, A.P. Circle, Hyderabad. ,,,
1:-
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4. Further on perusal of the documents referred and enclosed with the appeal. it is

seen that the respondent CPIO has sent a letter dated 11.07.2018 in compliance to

Commission's decision. It seems that the appellant is still not satisfied with the reply of

the respondent CPIO and as per appellant. respondent CPIO has not complied with the

order of the Commission. In this regard. it is to mention that the FAA. CIC has

jurisdiction over the CPIOs of the Central Information Commission and not on the

CPIO(s) of the other. public authority. However. regarding the alleged non-compliance.

further action will be taken by the Registry of the IC(SA) as intimated by the CPIO & DO
to IC (SA).

5. The appeal is. therefore. disposed off accordingly.

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 De/hi-110067 against this order within 90 days.

Dated the 10th August. 2018.

( . Singh)
Additional Secretary & Irst Appellate uthority

Tel: 26162290

Copy~:_

~~4~ Shri Ashok Kumar Sharma. CPIO. RTJ Cell. CIC. New Delhi-ow\PJ.. '

2. ~hapatra. CPIO & DO to IC(SA). CIC. New Delhi.
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