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I. In his RTI application. the appellant by intimating that his second appeal No.
CICIDIIEDlj/AI20IS/634726 has bcen disposed of by the Commission and his Non.
compliance petition rcgarding the samc has heen rejected wilh ohservation that the orders of
the Commission has hcen complied with. aSKl.d lor inl'1!'mation:

"Kindly prn\'idc me inlill'lnalion as to the Ii'rward path to be followed by me in the
case. as per RTI i\el/RTI Rules and lor procedure. as I am not aware of the same &
1~1Cingthis situation (C)I' the first limc'"

HrJlI~' of C1'IO:-

~ In response to the RTI application Sh. 1\. K. Assija. DR to IC.VN. CIC, vide his leuer
dated 17.02.2U20 infimned the appellant that:

"In this connection. it is stnled that thc information sought by you is in the nature of
seeking ath'iee from the CPIO. Only such infonnation can be supplied under the RTI
,\et that is a\'ailable nnd existing and is held by the public authority. CPIO is not
required to rllrni~h information which requires dnnving of inference and/or making
asslunptions: or to interprct in!cJrlnation or to solve the problems raised by the
applieill1ts: or to I'urnish replies lO hypothetical questions. Hence your query is not
eO\'Cred uis ~(f) of the R rI Act. "

Ground of First Appl'a!:-

.'. ,\ggrievcd ",ith reply I'urnished b, the <:1'10. the appellantliled First Appeal on on the
ground that "refused access to inlonllation requested".

Decision with n'asnns:-

4. On perusal of the Appeal. RTI application and CI'IO's reply it is observed that the
appellant. \'ide his RTI application. is ,ceking <]th'jee from the CPIO regarding further course



5. The appeal is being disposed of accordingly.

6. In case the appellant is aggrievcd by thc decision, he is free to file second appeal, ifhe
so desires, before the Central Information Commission, Baba Gang Nath Marg, Munirka, New
Delhi - 110067 against this order within 90 days.

of action. since according to him the public authority has informed that the orders ofCIC have
been complied ,,,,ith is misleading. It is pertinent to mention, that giving such advice by a 1'10
is beyond his duty. Under the provisions of the RTI Act, only such information, as is available
in record in material form, can be supplied by a 1'10.

In light of the above observation. the information provided by the CPIO is factual and
as per the provision of the Ac1.Hence, furthcr intervention, on the part of FAA, is not regarding

io this matter.
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