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-I-

21.02.2019
2. Date of reply of the RTI application 27.06.2019
3 CPIO(s) who furnished reply I CPIO (RTI Cell)
4. 1Sf Appeal Date 06.07.2019
5. DianlNo. of 1$I Appeal of the Dak Section I 14495
6. Diary date of the Dak Section 09.07.2019
7. Diary date of 151 Appeal in the office of FAA 10.07.2019

8. Date of Decision 12.07.2019

CIC/APJAJ2019/142
CICOM/AJ2019/00124
CICOM/R/2019/00174

Name of the appellant:

Brief facts of the case:-

Shri I.K. Saini.
A-70. 2nd Floor, NDSE-II.
New Delhi - 110 049.

In the RTI application. appellant has stated that:-

''The original appellant of the case No. CIC/AD/CIXI2009/000042 is my father and I was
the appellant at the hearing on date 18.01.2019.

Kindly allow me an inspection of the record of the said case as per RTf procedure ...

2. Shri TBJS Rajappa, CPIO. RTI Cell vide his reply dated 26.02.2019 responded that:-

"It is stated that the case number mentioned in letter appears to be not proper as MIS
system of CIC is no record. Further action can only be taken at this end once proper
number is made available. ,.

3. In response to CPIO's above mentioned reply, appellant sent a letter dated 21.06.2019
along with copy of the CIC's decision dated 22.01.2019 and stated that:-

"With reference to your aforemention letter (copy Annexed) it is clarified that the case no.
is CIC/AD/CIXI2009/000042 titled "Krishan Kumar Saini Vs. The Mahanagar Telephone
Nigam Limited."

Kindly allow me inspection as per your said letter ...

4. In reply to appellant's letter dated 21.06,2019. Shri TBJS Rajappa, CPIO, RTI Cell vide
letter dated 27.06.2019 responded that:-

"In this regard, it is stated that your given file no. C/C/AD/CIXI2009/000042 is not correct.
Therefore, it is not possible to provide you inspection. ,.

5. Aggrieved with the response, appellant has filed present appeal.
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Decision with reasons:-

6. On perusal of the AppsCom software, it is observed that soft copy of case

NO.CIC/AD/C/X/2009/000042 is not found available though the same case file number is found

mentioned in the decision, copy of which provided by the appellant. However, a soft copy of

case file NO.CIC/AD/C/2009/000042 is found available in the AppsCom software containing

documents related 10 case file NO.CIC/AD/C/X/2009/000042. The public authority in the said

case is "MTNL", which is allocated to the Registry of Chief IC.

7. In view of the above, 5hri 5.5. Rohilla. CPIO & DR to Chief Ie is directed to offer

inspection of the above mentioned case file to the appellant with mutual convenient date

and time within 2 weeks from the date of receipt of the order.

8. The appeal is, therefore, disposed of.

9. 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 againsl this order within 90 days.

Daled the 12'" July, 2019.
(

Copy 10:-
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Additional Secretary & Firit Appellat
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Shri S.S. Rohilla, CPIO & DO to Chief IC, New Delhi.
Shri TSJS Rajappa, CPIO, RTI Cell, CIC, New Delhi.
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