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Central informalion Commission
Baba Gang Nath Marg.

Munirka. New Delhi - ] 10067

CICOMIA!p/20/001 0 i
C ICOMIR/p/20/00382

Name of the Appellant: Shri M. P. Tiwari
G.! 8. Sanila Vihar.
New Delhi- 1] 0076

;T~[ia[;;OfI?:fTapPlication - 120.08.2020
~ Date ofrq;ly ofthc RTf application I ] 7.09.2020 ~
~~ 'CPIO is) whorlJrl~iShed-;:q;iy-- -.-----: Sil. S C Sharma. (PIO-DR- !

~4..j!);;,iC:--(~~!'S~Aj:;peal application i ~~(:G10?(J '--1
: 5. Date of rcceipl of [,irst Appeal applicatIon 111 officc of I 03.] J .2020

~.- -_t!:.:!A~ . .-i ' .-I~_l'~~eofDecision J 01 12.2020 J
---

I. Brief Facts of the case:-

The Appellam. through his RTI Application. by giving reference of his Second Appeal
"!o. CIC/POWER/A/2019/103698. which was disposed off by the Commission vide order
dated 30.09.2019. asked for 1()llowing infonnation:

a. "The certiiied copy of wrillen submission filed by the respondent (NTPC) whieh was
taken on reeord by CIC without supplying the certilied copy io appellant.

b. The certified copy of MOU Ji'om respondent (CfA) which comprises the employment
conditions of the employees. as the handing over and taking over was done through this
MOU. which is binding on NTpC.

c. The respondent (NTpC) falsely stated that -information available with respect 10 point
:; of RTI application has already been providcd to appellant. The Gov!. of India, MOP.
CLA and NT'pC Ltd. cannot make law. The Indian Parliament is only Ihe Constitutional
body to make Law. There!()re. the appellant onee again requests the CIC to ordcr MOP
CEA and NTPC ltd. tn provide the certiJied copy of information of Point J or RTf
~pplieation to appellant.

d. The certilied copy of report receivcd I'rom STPS that the amount accumulated in the
GPF of appellant was credited into his CPF account.

c. The certiJ;ed copy of arJidavils ti'Om respondent (NTPC) deposing that no records
relating to information sought in point NO.1. 2 and 4 of RTI application is available
with them.

/'. Thc eertitil'd copy ol'rensons I(lr not issuing notice of hearing to EPF organization whcn
the said FPF organiocaIion was made respondent in second appeal. Nn. CICI
POWER//\/20 19/] 03698



g. The certiJied copy of reasons for not issuing notice of hearing in Second Appeal no.
CICINTPCO/A/2019/100605 M. P. Tiwari Vcrsus The CPIO. NTPC Ltd.

h. The certitied copy of law. rules and regulation under which the order/decision of the
Hon'ble Central Information Commissioner cannot be reviewed if there is no fault on
[he part ofappcllant and the circumstances beyond the control ofCIC and appellant.

1. The certilied copy of G 1'1' statement of year 1977. 1978 and 1979 as the discrepancy is
pointed out by appellant and the case is subjudiee in High Court. The postal order of
Rs. 20/ is enclosed with this RTI application."

2. Reply of CI)IO.

In response to the above RTI Application thc C:PIO. Sh. S. C. Sharma. DR to JC(NG)
through his letter dated 17.09.2020 provided iallowing point-wisc information to the
Appellant:

a. As pcr the available tile. the documents are not available in it.
b. As above.
c. Thc mattcr has already been decided by the CIC with specific directions to the eplo

and interpretation of orders/rules is not within the ambit of CpIO.

d. /\ letter dated 20.09.2018. 11'<lmGM (HR) Sh. D.S. Rao. addressed to you along with
annexure. with refcrencc to your letter dated 14. I ) .20 17 rcgarding providell1 fund
(UPG and EpF). as available in the iile is enclosed please. However. you may. if
interested. inspect the available file with mutually agreed time and time please.

c. Copy of documents as available in file are enclosed please.
,~ No such infi1rmation is avai lable please.

g. File No. is incomplete as mentioned in your RTf and iniiJrmation cannot be provided.
h. \io such information is available.
\. No such information is available in the file.

3. Ground of First Appeal:

The Appellant. in his FirSt Appeal petition. has mentioned thaI. "No response received
within 30 days of submission of Appl ication."

.4. Decision with reasons:

On perusal of the Appeal. RTI applicmion and the reply sent by the CPIO. it is observed
that the RTI application of the Appellant dated 20.08.2020 was received in the Commission on
:25.()8.2020 and the reply Ivas sent to the Appellant vide letter dated 17.09.2020. which is within
the time mandated under the RTf Act. 2005. Hence. the Appellant's contention that no response
has been received by him within 30 days is not true. Therelare. no intervention is required on
hehalf of the FAA in this matter.

S. The appeal is being disposed of accordingly.
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6. In easc thc Appellant is aggriel'cd by the decision. he is tree to "lIe second appeal. ifhe
so desires. before the Ccntral Information Commission. l3aba liang Nalh Marg. Munirka. New
Delhi -- 110067 against this order within 90 days.
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~~Io\\r\~
(Meena B-;l,~aneSharma)

Fit'st Appellate Authority
Tel: 26162290

Dated - 01 Drcembrl', 2020,

('opy to:-

I. Sh, Ram Kumar, CrIO, RTl Cell, CIC. New Delhi, ,~M/
2. The CrIO, Sh, S, C. Sharma, DO to IC-I\G, CIC, New D~~\).pV'
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