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Name of the appellant: Shri Vishwajeet Agrawal.
Ward NO.3, Gali NO.2,
New Gaya Nagar Colony,
(Near Neeraj Higher Sec. School),
OURG (Chhattisgarh)-491 001.

-

1. Date of RTI application 02.07.2019

2. Date of replv of the RTI application 27.06.2019

I 3. CPIO(s) who furnished reply DR to IC(VN)

I 4. 1st Appeal Date 02.07.2019
5. Diarv No. of 1st Aooeal of the Oak Section 14551
6 Diary date of the Oak Section 10.07.2019

I 7. I Diary date of 1" Appeal in lhe office of FAA 11.07.2019

8. I Date of Decision 18.07.2019

Brief facts of the case:-

In the RTI application, appellant has slated as under:-

'This is to say that I made an appeal to the Central Information Commission, the
File No. of which was C/CIWB/AI2006/00811. The case was against Department
of Science and Technology, Ministry of Science and Technology, Gov!. of India.
The case was heard by the First and Former Chief Central Information
Commissioner Shri Wajahat Habibu/lah on 1dh May, 2007. Another case against
the same Department, having File NO.CICIWB/A/2006/00694 was also heard on
the same day. (A copy of the dec;s;on dt. 10.05.2007, runn;ng ;n s;x pages,
;s enclosed).

Here I am reproducing the second paragraph of page 3 of the decision as
aforesaid.

'This has reference to my (Vishwajeet Agrawal's) representation dated 1dh

January, 2005 to the Central Vigilance Commission (copy enclosed) regarding
. diversion of funds from NCMRWF Division of DST. I (Vishwajeet Agrawal)

received an acknowledgement from CVC vide file NO.005/SCT/001-2575 dated
09-02-2005 that my above cited letter has been forwarded to Vigilance Unif of
this department (DST) for necessary action as given in the acknowledgement of
CVC (copy enclosed)."
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informed to the appellant.
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In this context, I would to have the following infonnation/documents from the
records of CIC (which are not traceable in my place), under Right to Infonnation

Act, 2005.

(1) A copy of my representation dated 10-01-2005 addressed to the Central
Vigilance Commission (CVC) (which consists of one page).

(2) A copy of the letter/acknowledgement dated 09-02-2005 from the Central
Vigilance Commission (CVC) (which consists of one page)."

2. Shri AK Assija, CPIO & DR to IC(VN) after taking assistance from Shri R.P.

Singh, CPIO, Oak Section vide letter dated 27.06.2019 informed the appellant that

"...software of the Commission does not reflect receipt of your representation dated

10.01.2008 to the Central Vigilance Commission and copy of letter/acknowledgement

dated 09.02.2006 from Central Vigilance Commission."

3. In the appeal, appellant has reiterated the contents of his RTI application and

CPIO's reply and requested to provide the documents as sought in the RTI application.

He also requested for inspection of the concerned case files.

Decision with reasons:-

4. The appellant has quoted a para of page-3 of Commission's order

NO.CICIWB/A/2006/00694 & 811 dated 10.05.2007, concerning to case file

NO.CICIWB/A/2006/00811 in the RTI application and sought those two documents. It

seems that the appellant had submitted these documents along with his 2
nd
appeal,

registered in the Commission vide NO.C1CIWB/A/2006/00811.The said documents

might be available in the concerned case file, therefore, direction is hereby given to

Shri -R.P. Singh, CPIO cum IIc Record Room to search both case files, as both

cases were decided in one order within two weeks from the date of receipt of this

order and if available, the same be provided to Shri A.K. Assija, CPIO & DO to

IC(VN) for furnishing information to the appellant and also offer inspection of

case files to the appellant with mutual convenient date and time. In case, the said

case files were weeded out I:leing very old or otherwise, same may also be
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5. The appeal is, therefore, disposed of.

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, Baba Gang Nath

Marg, Munirka, New Delhi-110067 against this order within 90 days.

Dated the 18th July, 2019. L'

I .'
( Rakesh Ku I a, Singh)

Additional Secretary & Fir$t AppeliatEt.,Authority
Tel: 26162290

Copyto:- ~~

1. Shri R.P. Singh, CPIO & DR to CR-!, CIC, New Delhi//(G\\" (;jJ~
2. Shri A.K. Assija, CPIO cum I/c Record Room/Dak Section, CIC, New'OOhi./Of/t/! q
3/ Shri TBJS Rajappa, CPIO, RTI Cell, Cle, New Delhi.
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