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Central Information Commission
Baba Gang Nath Marg,

Munirka, New Delhi - 110 067

CICOMlNE!20/00071
CICOMIRlE/20io0308

Name of the Appellant: Sh. Jitendra Madhukar
499, Ward 41, Bhajan Gunj
Goa Colony Ajmer
Ajmer - 305001.

1. Dateof RTI application 16.05.2020
2. Dateof reolvof the RTJannlication 26.05.2020
3. CPIO(s) who furnishedreply Sh.B S Kasana
4. I" AnnealDate . 30.05.2020
5. Dateof Decision 11.06.2020
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Brief Facts of the case:.

1. Appellant has sought the following information related to Second A'ppeal No.
CICIMORLY/N20191156972 through his online RTI application dated 16.05.2020:-.

Respected sir rti act 2005 ka tahat btaya jaye Aur ussay sambandhit document rti act
2005 ka tahat information provide ki jaye

Reply of CPIO:-

2. Sh. B. S. Kasana, ePIO,has pro~ided the reply on 26.05.2020 as below:.

Sir, 1. It is'to Inform you that the information requisitioned by you is not clear. In
your RTI application you have given some details and thereafter mentioned that:
respected sir rti act 2005 ka taht btaya'jaye Aur ussay sambandhit document rti act
2005 ka tahat information provide ki jay~. 2. From above text it is not clear what
information is to be provided.

Ground of First Appeal:-
•

3. The Appellant in his First Appeal application has mentioned ground as "Refused
aecess to Information Requested" and mentioned in the Text of RTI First 'Appeal "S,~}1d
appeal no. CICIMORLY/AI2019/156972 dated 27/1112018 ka status report Aur apkay office.
dwara kya action liya gya tha.bo pucha gya thaa. Lakin aaj 10 month pura Ho gye. Na to',
ministery of railway reply Dena chata hai aur na hi Aap. Please do proper duty. And provide
information".

Decision with reasons:.

4. On perusal of the appeal, RTI application and reply given by CPIO, it is obsetved that
the reply of, the ePlo stating "from RTI text it is not clear what information is to be
provided", is self speaking. The grounds stated in the appeal filed by the Appellant as
"Refused aecess to Information Requested" is hence infructuous. The Appellant has in "Text
of RTi First Appeal" clarified as to what information he has sought. Hence, to help the cause
of RTi Act, 2005, the CPIO, Sh. B. S. Kasana is being directed to provide the information
sought by the Appellant as per clarification given in the text of RTI First Appeal, within 15
days of receipt of this order as per provision of RTI Act 2005 & Rules thereunder.
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The appeal is being disposed of iiccOrdingly~'

6, In case the Appellani is aggrieved by the decision, he is free tofih<seco~d appeal, if
he so desiies, before, the Central lliformation Commission, Baba Gang 'Nath Marg, Munirka;
New Delhi - 110067 against this order withiJl90days. ' '

Dated _11th Jun~,2020.' 'i " " , ~~l, \."..0,.0
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1.' Sh. T.B. J.S/l{ajappa, CPIO,.RTtCeft, CIC, New Delhi. " '" "
2. Sh: n. S. Klisalia;CPIQ& DO to IC(AP); tiC, NewDelhL~ / ',,'
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