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l. Date ofRTI application 19.08.2020
2. Date of reply of the RTI application 23.09.2020
3. CPIO (s) who furnished reply Sh. S. K. Rabbani, Dy.

Secretary (GA)
4. Date of First Appeal application Nill
5. Date of receipt of First Appeal application in office of 19.10.2020

the FAA
6 Date of Decision 12.11.2020

1. Brief Facts of the case:-
The Appellant, through his RTI Application, asked for following information with a

request to send the these information on his E-mail ashwani09l 083(11)glllail.colll :
I. "Give every copy of Second Appeal ad decision given by the information

commission which fall within the ambit of Section 8(l)(d) of RTI Act, 2005. Here
every copy of Second Appeal on which decision is done are lattest ten cases.

2. Audit report ofCIC (during 2015-2020).
3. Give details of every fund received by CIC ye~ise during 2015-2020 and also

provide details of every bill through which it is spend during 2015-2020.
4. Mention the years during which building of the CIC, made mention name of

constructing agency, amount transferred to constructive agency for construction of
CIC building. Give every bill through which the amount for construction is spend
by the construction Agency during construction of CIC building."

2. Reply of CPIO.
In response to the above RTI Application the CPIO, Sh. S. K. Rabbani, Dy. Secretary

(GA), through his letter dated 23.09.2020 provided following information against point nos. 2
to 4 to the Appellant:

2. "The Information is exempt from disclosure uJs 8.1 of the RTI Act as it would cause
breach of privilege of the Parliament.

3. The information is huge in nature and requires compilation. The information cannot be
provided as per provision contained in section 7(9) of the RTI Act as it would
disproportionately divert the resources of the Commission.
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4. The total amount spent on construction of CIC building is Rs. 66.40 Crores. NBCC is
the Agency that was involved in the construction of CIC building. The building was
constructed during the period 2015 to 20 17."

3. Ground of First Appeal:
The Appellant, in his First Appeal petition has stated that no reply has been received

by him for the information asked for by him on his E-mail within the time mandated under the
Act.

4. Decision with reasons:
On perusal of the Appeal, RTI application and the reply sent by the CPIO, it is observed

that the CPIO, Sh. S. K. Rabbani, Dy. Secretary (GA), through his letter dated 23.09.2020 has
provided information to the Appellant against point nos. 2 to 4 of the Application vide his letter
dated 23.09.2020, which has been sent by post, whereas, the AppeJlant in his RTI Application
has requested to send the reply on his E-mail.

It light of the above, the CPIO, Sh. S. K. Rabbani, Dy. Secretary (GA) is directed to
send his reply dated 23.09.2020 to the Appellant on his E-mail asilwaniOl)I083imgmail.com
within 15 days after receipt of this order. Consequently, the CPIO, RTI Cell, is also directed to
send the reply against point no. I of RTI Application to the Appellant on his above mentioned
E-mail within 15 days after receipt of this order.

5. The appeal is being disposed of accordingly.

6. In case the Appellant is aggrieved by the decision, he is free to file second appeal, ifhe
so desires, before the Central Information Commission, Baba Gang Nath Marg, Munirka, New
Delhi - I 10067 against this order within 90 days.

Dated - l2'h November, 2020. .~ yO

~ I'/\\I\'Y"
(Meena ~iimane Sharma)
First Appellate Authority

Tel: 26162290
Coyy to:-
VI. Sh. Ram Kumar, CPIO, RTI Cell, CIC, New Delhi.

~ 2. The CPIO, Sh. S. K. Rabbani, Dy. Secretary (GA), CIC, New Delhi.

I~~ c.~.~~~
r ,~\\\"tpU'


	00000001
	00000002

