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Ikid' Fal'ts of the caSe:-

(i) In his RTI application. thc appcllant as~cd ji,l' Illilowing inlimnation:-

I) Whether eompliancl' has he'cn donc loy conccrncd Cl'lOs of the decision givcn
by CIC in easc no, CIC'i':CRI'lJu\/1017/608674,

2) (IC had directed thc CI'IO to provide with a copy ofreservmion chart pertaining
to train no, 18181 \\'ith rclc-rence to Ihe RTI appliealion to the applicant. The
samc has yet 11lIthl'l'n prm'ilkcl 10 the applicant. What action has been takcn
against the ('1'10 j(1I'this ,iolation,

.') (I( had dirceted the C I' I() to provide with a copy of reservation chart penai ning
to train no, 13131 ".ith relCrenee to the RTJ application to the applicant. The
applicant had requested a copy of the chart which was ehec~ed ny the TTE on
the saicl date in the mentioncd train to establish the actual truth, But Railways
have providcd (through ktter dated :;0/12/2019) him with a copy of unused
chart which is mcrc a print out of the original version, It does not serve any
purpose, In Ihis \Va, the second directive has also not been complied by the
CI'IO. What action has bccn taken against the CplO

4) What is Ihc status of link paper sunmilled by Ihe applicant on 20101/20 (diary
No, 6612(5),

5) What is Ihl' nonn'li proeedurc adopted by CIC in case of non compliance of its
dccisi()n~.

fl.) Whm is thc maximum t;I1\C Iimil gi\en 10 '1 CI'IO to comply with the decision
ofCIe.

How much tllnher lime will be gi\'en to concerned Cl'lOs to comply with the
dl'eisions in case no, CICiECRI-I.J/A/2017/608674 as more than six months has
already passcd,

What is thc reason that no stringent aClion is being taken in this case despite
se\Tral rcquests I,,' the applicanl."
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Repl." of ('1'10:-

(ii I In response to the RTI applicalil1n Sh, S, e. Sharma. CI'IO. CIC, vide his letter dated
10,02,2020 provided ilJlkl\l'ing inf,"rmatioJl to thc appellant:-



1) CP[O Varanasi vidc Jetter dated 18.12.2019 and CPIO, Danapur vide letter
dated 20.12.2019, has already provided some information to you in compliance
to thc CIC order.

2) 'rhe matter has again heen taken up with CP[O Varanasi and Katihar, for
providing further information.

3) As per point No. 1&2.

4) The matter has already been taken up with the concerned CPIO as indicated at
point NO.2.

5) The inl{JrIl1a1ionis clarificatory nature and hence CPIO is not ohliged to provide
any information! Clarification please.

6) I\s per point 04 above.

7) As indicated at p<iint02 above.

8) As per point 05 above.

Ground of First Appeal:-

(nl) Aggrieved with reply furnished by the CPIO, the appellant filed First Appeal on the
ground that the CPIO has not provided any reply in respeet to point No.5, 6 and 7 of the
original RTI application.

Decision with reasons:-

(iv) On perusal'of the Appeal. RTf application and CPIO's reply it is observed that the
appellant, against point nos. 6, 7 and 8 has asked for information regarding the procedure
adopted by cle for disposal of Non-compliance petition, the maximum time limit for the same
and the further time to be given to thc respondent public authority li)r complying with the
decision of the Commission. [n this rcspect it is worth mentioning that a CPIO can provide
only such inllml1ation, as is available in record of the concerned public authority in material
!clnl1.Further, answering futuristic questions is bcyond the scope ofRTI and the duty ofePIO.

In lighl of the above observation, the inloFlllation provided by the CPIO is factual and
as per the provision of the Act. Hence, Illl"lherintervention. on the PaJi of FAA, is not regardingin this mailer. .

(v) The appeal is being disposed of lIccordingly.

(\i) In case the appellant is aggrieved by the decision, he is free to tile second appeal, ifhe
so desires. beitnt' [he Centra!!nit)J"mation Commission, Baba Gang Nath Marg, Munirka, New
Delhi - 110067 against this order within 90 days.
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