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Name of’the Appellant: Shri R. Natarajan \ N:q ----------
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{. | Date of RTapplication £2.08.2020
2. | Date of reply of the R} application 02.09.2020
3. | CP10 (s) who furnished reply Sh. Ram Kumar, CP1O, RTI
Cell, CIC
4. | Date of First Appeal application 12.09.2020
5. | Date of receipt of First Appeal application in office of 23.09.2020
the FAA
L6 Date of Decision £2.10.2020
1. Brief Facts of the casc:-

The Appellant. through his RTI Application, asked for duplicate copy of Order passed by
the Commission during the month of July 2018 in respect to a case in which the Appellant himsel{
was the petitioner.

2 Reply of CP10.

In response to the above RTT Application the CP10. Shri Ram Kumar, RTI Cell informed
the Appeliant that “Central Information Commission is the second appellate authority in respecl
of RTI filed with Department/Ministry under Central Government and UTs of india. You may
provide the exact case file number and order date. Or you may go through the website.”

3. Ground of First Appeal:
Aggrieved with the reply sent by the CP1O, the Appeliant has filed First Appeal with a
request to supply the desired copy of the order passcd by the Commission.

4. Decision with reasons:

On perusal of the Appeal, RT1 application and the reply sent by the CPIO, it is observed
that the information asked for by the Appellant is not specific, as he has not aiven any details of
the Second Appeal/Complaint filed by him with the Commission. In absence of the details of the
case it is very difficult for the CP1O to ascertain that duplicate copy of which specific order has



been asked for by the Appetlant. Fowever. all decisions passed by Commission are available on
the website of the Commission and the Appellant himself may go through with them and can obtain
the desired copy of the arder passed by the Commission, which has already been infor med by the
CPIO in his reply. Hence the reply sent by the CPIO is as per the provision of RTI Act and
therefore. no intervention is required on behalf of the FAA in this matter.

5. The appeal is being disposed of accordingly.
6. In case the Appellant is aggrieved by the decision. he is frec to [ile 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.
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Copy to:-
1. Sh. Ram Kumar, CP10, RTI Cell, CIC, New Delhi.
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