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Central Information Commission

Baba Gang, Nath Marg
Munirka, New Delhi — 110 067

CICOM/A/P/24/00109
CICOM/R/P/24/00329
Name of the Appellant: Sh. R.K.Sharma

Date of RTI application 05.08.2024

Date of receipt of RTI application in | 13.08.2024
RTI Cell of CIC

Date of reply of the RTI application 28.08.2024

CPIO (s) who furnished reply Sh.  S.Anantharaman
(DR to IC AR)
Date of First Appeal application 09.09.2024

Date of First Appeal application | 23.09.2024
received in the office of FAA

Date of Decision 18.10.2024

Brief Facts of the case:-
1. The Appellant has attached details of with his RTI Application and

sought the following information: -

“I(A) Present status of the registered Non — compliance
application dated 09.08.2022 against non — compliance of the
CIC’s Decision No. CIC/SSLTD/A/2021/124609 by the CPIO,
Sambar Salts Ltd, Rajasthan was forwarded the reminder request
dated 08.11.2023 by the CAPIO, Delhi GPO vide letter No.
PM/RTI/CR/Reminder/23-24 dated 12.11.2023 to CIC delivered
by regd post on 13.11.2023 remains pending.

(B) Present status of the filed application 2016 request for Final
Decision of CIC’s incomplete Decision No.
CIC/KY/A/2016/000149 against violation of the RTI Act, 2005
denied providing requisite public financial information with



inapplicable ref of section 2(h) as well ref of an
ongoing/undeclared Supreme Court Decision of a case by the PIO,
National Adventure Foundation (MoYAS, Govt of India funded
NGO) remains pending.

2 (A) Compulsion of exact designation of the public authority —
CPIO/SPIO or CAPIO/SAPIO in all administrative units or
offices (central or state) of the concerned public authority under
the RTI Act, 2005 may necessary to reply/provide the requested

«  information/document to persons by RTI application.

(B) Whether compulsion or not to provide the permissible duly
attested photocopy of the documents for transparency/authenticity
by the concerned public authority — CPIO/SPIO under the RTI Act
2005 to persons requested by RTI application.

Reply of CPIO’s:-

“1 (A) — CPIO, SSLTD has filed an affidavit with the
Commission in response to CIC’s order dated 30.06.2022. A
copy of the affidavit is enclosed for your information/record.

1 (B) - The Commission vide its decision dated 30.06.2016 had

closed your second appeal.
2. (A) & (B) — The information sought is not clear.

Ground of First Appeal:-

3. Aggrieved with the reply of CPIO’s, the Appellant has filed First
Appeal and stated that:

“I hereby appeal against formal, incorrect information by the Dy
Registrar & CPIO, CIC vide above ref letter dated 28.08.2024 attached
with photocopy of legally informal without dated & unstamped simply
typed AFFIDAVIT of the CPIO, HSL, Jaipur with false claim that
original RTI application dated 11.08.2018 & appeal dated 26.09.2018
were not received by the RTI Cell of Head Office, HSL/SSL Jaipur
except received a copy of the same along with the Notice of Rajasthan
Information Commission of which company replied accordingly
whereas no AFFIDAVID was submitted during CIC Hearing nor
provided later with a copy to the appellant as per the CIC Decision till
submitted the Non — compliance application dated 09.08.2022 by the
appellant to CIC.

The RTI application dated 11.08.2018 and First appeal dated 26.09.2018
were delivered to the properly addressed to Hindustan Salts Limited, G
— 229, Sitapur industrial Area, Jaipur — 302022 by speed post vide



Consignment Nos & photocopy enclosed/referenced in the first appeal
dated 26.09.2018 as well attached in my second appeal u/s 19(3)
submitted to Rajasthan Information Commission as well attached in the
forwarded/submitted second appeal to CIC. Further, as claimed the
company has received copy to the RTI application and first appeal along
with the Notice of Rajasthan Information, Commission still has not
provided any objective information to the applicant/appellant till CIC
Hearing clearly indicates their false claim as the PIO concealed the
requisite information for the larger public interest otherwise it claims for
a Delhi High Court case against CIC Decision.

Therefore, you are requested for quick disposal of the RTI First appeal
19(1) with your direction to the concerned CPIO, CIC to immediately
forward the undersigned appellants long pending Non — compliance
application along with enclosed evidences to the concerned Information
Commissioner of CIC for final Decision with needful action/direction to
the PIO, Hindustan Salts Limited/SSLTD to provide the point — wise
complete requisite information along with desired attested photocopy of
the documents have been concealed during last six years.”

Decision with reasons:-

4. On perusal of the Appeal, RTI application and reply of the CPIO,
it is observed that the information given by the CPIO is as per provisions
of the RTI Act, 2005.Therefore, no further intervention is required on
the part of FAA in the matter.

5. The appeal is being disposed of accordingly.

6.  Incase the Appellant is aggrieved by the decision, he is free to file
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.

Dated — 18.10.2024 .
[c —
R Ecc/g ;VQ\”E gﬂ (Brig. VipinChakrawar.ti)
Registrar & First Appellate Authority
13 .0CT 2024 Tel: 01126105021

1. CPIO, RTI Cell, CIC, New Delhi for information.
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