Central Information Commission
Baba Gang Nath Marg.
Munirka. New Delhi — 110 067
CICUAAGA 2020034
CHCOMIAL20/00017
CICOM/R2019/50884

Name of the Appeliant: Sh. Varun Krishna
213, Gobind Appts.. B-2. Vasundhara Enclave.
Pin- 110 096

1. Dae of RTLapplication - 05.11.2019

2. Date ofreply of the RT application 15.11.2019. 07.11.2019

3, i CPIO (s5) who furnished reply Sh. H. P. Sen. CPIO & DR (1C-DP).
, ' Sh. S§. K. Rabbani. Dy. Secretary
i : (G.A.) & Sh. C. Vinod Babu, SO,
e CPIO.

3o U Appeal Dae 23.01.2020

(S Date of Decigion ) 27.01.2020

Brief Facts of the case:-
1. In his RTT application. the appellant has asked for following information:

a). Grounds available in records based upon which no cases were heard on 09.08.19
by [C Shn . P. Sinha as per Lncl.-1.

b). Whether 1C Shri Sinha was present at CIC Building on 09.08.20197 Provide
documentary proof ot 1C Shri D. P. Sinha’s attendance clearly mentioning
incoming and oulgoing timings as on 09.08.2019.

). Copy of leave application submitted by IC Shri D. P. Sinha along with approval
ol the same tor las absence trom CIC on 09.08.19 (i any).

d). Rewistration number of vehieles allocated o 1C Shri Do P, Sinha along with
Loghook entrics of same tor Dated 09.08.19.

¢). Nane. Designation. and Email address of the disciplinary authority to whom
complaint of bunking otticial duty by [C Shri D. . Sinha can be filed.

Reply of CPLO:-
9/0 2. The informaton against point No. 1&2, provided by H. P. Sen. CPIO & DR (IC-DP).

as under:

“With reference o point No. 1 to 5 of vour above RTI application it may be

mentioncd thai no information is available with this registry in the matter.”
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3. The information against point No. 3, provided by Sh. C. Vinod Babu, SO, CPIO, as

under:
“No record is available.”
4, The information against point No. 4, provided by Sh. S. K. Rabbani, Dy. Secretary

(G.A.). as under:

“The information is exempt from disclosure under Section 8(1)(j) of the RTI Act, 2005
as it relates 1o personal information. the disclosure of which would cause unwarranted
invasion of privacy of the individual.”

Ground of First Appeal:-

5. Aggrieved with reply given by the CP1Os, the appellant filed the First Appeal stated
that:

a). Refused access to information requested on 23.01.2020. Following infirmities
are observed:

1. The P1Os are obstructing information from Sl. No. 1 to 3 deliberately,
knowingly. and with the mala-fide intentions.

2. A single concise reply has not been provided by the nodal P10.
Decision with reasons:-

6. On perusal of the Appeal, RTI application and CPIO’s reply, it is observed that the
reply against point No. 1 to 4, given by the CPIOs is factual and as per provision of the RT1
Acl. 2005. Hence. Further intervention in respect to above points, is not required on the part of
the FAA. As far as query concerned to point No. 5 of the RTI application, it is observed that
no information has been provided against this point. Therefore, the CPIO. RTI Cell, CIC is
hereby directed 1o send appropriate reply to the appellant against point No. 5 of his RTI
application within 14 days afier receipt of this order.

7. The appeal is being disposed of accordingly.

8. 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 — 110 067 against this order within 90 days.

Dated January 27, 2020.

P AN

(A. K. Gehlot)
First Appellate Authority

Tel: 26162290



Copy to:-

/1. CPIO, RTI Cell, CIC, New Delhi. / g
I}/"\ﬁ Sh. H. P. Sen, CPIO & DR (IC-DP), CIC, New Delhi.
//Aol .+ Sh. C. Vinod Babu, SO, CP10, CIC, New Dethi. -\-&
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