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Central In!()r)nation Commission
Saba Gang Nath Marg.

Munirka. New Delhi - J 10067

Shri Shanti Swaroop
Flat No. 802, Block A,
Supertech Rameshwar Orchids,
H-I. Kaushambi. Ghaziabad - 20 I 0 I0

CICOM/AiP/20/00083
CICOM/R/PI20/00313

Name of the Appellant:

I. Date of RTI appl ical ion 14.07.2020
12. Date of rep I)' of the RTI application 20.08.2020
13 CPIO (s) who furoished reply Sh. K. L. Das, Former CPIO

& DR to CIC
4. Date of First Appeal application 31.08.2020
5. Date of receipt of First Appeal application in oflice of 11.09.2020 I

the FAA

1
6 Date of Decision 25.09.2020I

I. UricI' Facts of the ease:-
The Appellant. through his RTI Application, referring contents of Second Appeal Order

No. CIC/CGHSD/A/201 8!1 54782-BJ dated 23.03.2020 made following submission:

"In case, I abide the direction of Hon'ble CIC and initiate m)' claim on a form then
authority ofCC,HS will sa)' case submission is lime barred. Keeping in view this point
CGI IS may be directed to pay me Rs. 418.00."

2, Reply of CPIO.
In response to the above RTI Application the Shri K. L. Das, fonner CPJO and DR to

CIC injbrmed the Appcllantthat, "Infbrmation called does not exist. You have made a request
I()!' giving li-csh direction to the CGIIS fbI' payment ofRs. 480/- to you. This amounts to review
01' the Commission' s order which not permissible under the RTI Act"

3. Ground of First Appeal:
Aggrieved with the reply sent by the CPIO, the Appellant has tiled First Appeal. In his

First Appeal Petition, the Appellant has not made any specilic complain against the in!brmation
supplied by the CPIO. Cle. but he has requested to supply the intbrmation pel1aining to his
above Second Appeal.

4. Decision with )'easons:
On perusal ol'the Appeal, RTI application and the reply sent by the CPIO, it is observed

that the Appellant has not asked fbI' any specific in/()r)nation through his RTI Application, but



he has made a request 10 dircct the concerned public authority in his Second Appeal No.
CIC/CGHSD/A/201811547S2 to pay him Rs. 418.00. It is worth mentioning here that under the
provisions of RTl Act, a citizen can only ask for information, which is held by the concerned
public authority in material form. He cannot expect any action or cannot get his grievance
redressed under RTI Act. 2005. Furthcr the above Second Appeal of the Appellant has already
been disposed olTby the Commission vide its decision dated 23.03.2020, without any direction
to the conccrned public authority and there is no provision for revicw of the Commission's
order.

In light ofthc above, the reply sent by the CPIO is factual and as per the provision of
the RTl Act. 2005.

5. Thc appeal is bcing disposed of accordingly.

6. In case the Appellant is aggrieved by the dccision, he is li'ee to lile second appeal, ifhe
so dcsires, before the Central Information Commission, Baba Gang Nath Marg, Munirka, New
Delhi - 110067 against this order within 90 days.

Dated - 25'h September, 2020.

Copy to:-
I. . Ram Kumar, CPIO, RTI Cell, CIC, New ()elbi.
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