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CENTRAL INFORMATION COMMISSION
Baba Gang Nath Marg, Munirka, |
New Delhi— 110 067 i
It
File No. ClC/z?qA/A/2019/24
Sh. Jasbir Singh Arora '.E...Appellant
I'
VERSUS L
Central Information Commission ....;::Respondent
/
Dated: 20/02/2019 ii'i
Present: |
1. Nonc - for the Appellant . !

2. Sh. H.P. Sen, CP1O.& DO to IC (DP) - For the Respondent

Record of procecdings |
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It has been noticed that the Appellant hcusi sought the following mformatlon vide
his application dated 23/12/2018 from lhc- office of Sh. F.P. Sen, CPIO & DO to
1C (DP): .

“Sh. H.P. Sen, DO to IC (DP). is requesred 10 offer inspectioii of register
maintained for out of turn hearing.” i
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It ts further noticed that in response to the said RTI application, Sh. %en informed
. . . ! .

the Appeltant vide his letter dated 01/01/2019 that he may inspect the|register any

i dﬁer A% pan.on any working day.
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The Appellant has filed a First Appeal mentioning therein that he sent!’an e-mail on
[7/01/2019 to the CPIO that the Appellant will carry out lnSpCCthI‘] of register
maintained by the concerned Registry of the Commission on 24/01/20019. The said
lact was also iniormed by the CPIO on telephonc. Accordingly, the Appellant
visited the Commission and tound that Sh. Sen was on leave that daviand as such
the inspection would not be possible as the CP10O did not entrust the respon51b111ty
to any other official to do the neediul. The Appellant further mentlcmed that Sh.
Sen did not have the courtesy w0 inform him that it would not be poss:ble for
nspection and the Appellant should have come another day fso that the
inconvenicncee caused could have been avoided. .
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4, The Appellant had requested the Tirst Appcllate Authority o order the CP1O to th
give confirmed date and {ime in consultation with the Appellant and also order to
compensate the Appellant to the tunc of Rs. 3400 lor which a justification will be
given by him at the time of hearing. -

5. Having considercd the facts and circumstances mentioned “above, the CPIO is
hereby directed to get the register inspected by the Appellant within a period of 15
days from the date of receipt of this order and he,must get a confirmation of date
and time of inspection from the Appellant. The request of the Appellant for
ordering compensation of Rs. 5400 has no merits at all cspecially in view of the
fact that the Appellant neither appearcd before the undersiencd on the date of
hearing nor provided any justification of the said claim. '

The above mentioned Appeal is disposcd ol aécorclingly.

Sh. Jasbir Singh Arora is further ‘nformed that he is (ree o file a Second Appeal
under Section 19 (1) of the RTI Act. 2005 before the tion'ble Information
Commissioner Sh7 Divya Prakash Sinha at the above mentioncd address within a
period of 90 days from the date of receipt ol this order.

First Appellate Authos
. 268702/2019
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Cop'y to:

1. Sh. Jasbir Singh Arora
85, GF, Jeewan Nagar,
Bala Sahib Road '
New Delhi - 110014
M. No. 8826449896

2. Sh.H.P. Sen m v
CPIO & DO to IC (DP)

Central Information Commission

3. Sh. T.B.].S. Rajappa ¢
- CPIO RTI (Cell) :

_Central Information Comimission
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