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File No: CIC/GNCTD/A/2022/115540

Deepak Kumar Dhasmana ... W/Appellant

VERSUS
qH

PIO,
0O/o The Sub-Divisional Magistrate (Saket)
Revenue Department, M.B Road, Saket,

New Delhi — 110068 ... afIaTdNTUT /Respondent

Relevant dates emerging from the appeal:

Date of Impugned Order: 18.08.2023
Date of Hearing: 26.12.2024
Order w.r.t disposal of Non- 17.01.2025
Compliance:

INFORMATION COMMISSIONER :  Vinod Kumar Tiwari

ORDER
1. The issue under consideration is the complaint for non-compliance dated

06.11.2023 of CIC’s order dated 18.08.2023 in the above matter.

2. The above-mentioned appeal of the appellant, Shri Deepak Kumar
Dhasmana was disposed of by the Commission on 18.08.2023
wherein following observations and directions are given:
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“Order dated 18.08.2023 is as under:

Keeping in view the facts of the case and the submissions made by the
Appellant, the Commission observes that the basic objective of the Right
to Information Act is to empower the citizens, promote transparency and
accountability in the working of the Public Authorities, eradicate
corruption, and to make our democracy work for the people in real
sense. Therefore the Commission directs the CPIO to re-examine the RTI
application and furnish correct and final information to the Appellant, in
accordance with the spirit of transparency and accountability as
enshrined in the RTI Act, 2005 within a period of 30 days from the date of
receipt of this order under the intimation to the Commission.

The Appeal stands disposed accordingly.”

3. The Appellant vide his letter dated 06.11.2023 reported non-compliance
of the above order stating as under:

AT AT 3T HAT gl §H Pl Feaarg & AT feareh -118/8/23
S 10.30 AM SelT AT| §H $oold FIll IR-HET & Forars & o
T | AR Tohlel o hoaid FIIT IAET & HAW FHgl 4 Galieh
- 3/10/2017 &1 &9& UTATT HI Al 3afed X fear oan J9
Ush dR H&l 3afed I AT ATAT &1 d FRIT T gHER aicT gl
R 3T FIS Policy ST TTAT &1 FATH Edeh THHATAT I AT -
3/10/2017 &1 Heblel 3rafed &Y fear ur| fgeeh 3msg gur a1 b
policy TGl - 17/2/2021 &I =it &1 S & IR a¥ & 3R gl 39
afod ool M GuR A5 % Policy 8 A& w9 €1 FedT
AT IYFd A Decision f&aTeh :18/8/23 I forar ATl g Far=tr
Igerd s ORDER SDM District South Revenue Department M.B.
Road Saket N.D. &I f&ar url 38 3iEY & gl T § &us
AT A1 30 T & e F9 IR FE Faar & S| 75 o ar
T g 3T d& 3 SDM District South Revenue Department
M.B. Road Saket & #I$ Faal =g & &1 HudT Faeoll HFed &
3 A & AT el eEll fawr e & iftenr AR feedl
AT FUR S5 & AER FN T FIA AT A FoAdg &
fov S| 59 &7 #AF Ao A Aeg el mudhr sfa Far
gIaf|
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4. The Registry of this Bench vide letter dated 15.05.2024 had sought
comments of the CPIO on the non-compliance complaint filed by the
Appellant.

5. As per available records, the concerned PIO has neither complied with the
direction passed by the previous bench of the Hon’ble Commission vide
order dated 18.08.2023 nor has submitted any written explanation for not
complying with the above direction.

Relevant Facts emerged during Hearing:
The following were present:-

Appellant: Present in person.
Respondent: Absent.

The Appellant stated that the instant matter was firstly listed on 27.10.2022
before, the previous bench of the Hon’ble Commission, wherein a SCN has
been issued to the Respondent vide order dated 31.10.2022 for not providing
the information. Thereafter, the matter was again listed in the year 2023 and
direction were repeated to the Respondent to provide the information vide
order dated 18.08.2023 and despite this, the Respondent has not provided the
information as sought in the RTI Application. While explaining the brief
background of the case, the Appellant apprised the bench that the instant case
is related to non-allotment of house.

The Respondent did not participate in the hearing despite service of hearing
notice.

Decision:

The Commission, after hearing the submissions of the Appellant and after
perusal of records, observes that the concerned PIO has neither complied with
the direction passed by the previous bench of the Hon’ble Commission vide
order dated 18.08.2023 nor has submitted any written explanation for not
complying with the above direction. Further the concerned PIO did not
participate in the hearing. Accordingly, the Commission expresses severe
displeasure on the conduct of the concerned PIO for neither complying with
the previous directions of the bench nor participating in the hearing and there-
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fore he/she is being called to show cause. The act of the concerned PIO,
tramples upon the citizen’s right under the RTI Act as well as shows lack of
respect towards the Commission.

In view of the above, inaction on his/her part is prima facie established and
therefore, the Commission deems it expedient to direct the Registry of this
Bench to issue a second Show Cause Notice to concerned PIO. The PIO shall
explain in writing as to why action should not be initiated against him under
Section 20 (1) and 20 (2) of the RTI Act for the foregoing reasons, written
explanation of the CPIO should reach the Commission within four weeks from
the date of receipt of this order.

In the meantime, the Commission directs the concerned PIO to examine the
instant RTI Application and provide pointwise information to the Appellant,
within two weeks from the date of receipt of this order. So far as grievance of
the Appellant related to non-allotment of house under DUSIB is concerned, the
Appellant is at liberty to approach court of competent jurisdiction.

The FAA shall ensure compliance with this order.

A copy of this order is marked to the FAA who shall ensure that a copy of this
order is received by the erring PIO. The FAA is further directed to ensure that
under all circumstances, written submissions of the erring PIO should reach the
Commission within four weeks from the date of receipt of this order, failing
which proceedings will be held ex-parte and decision passed. The FAA shall in-
form the Commission the name/names of the PIO at the relevant time who
was/were supposed to give reply to the Appellant and the name of PIO who
did not appear in the hearing.

The non-compliance petition is disposed of.

Vinod Kumar Tiwari (fa=iig AR IGEIEY)

Information Commissioner (§dsIT 3-1'I'§I;q'?f)
(TAYAOIT Feamaa 9fd)

(S. Anantharaman)
Dy. Registrar

011- 26181927
Date
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Addresses of the parties:

1.

PIO

0O/o The Sub-Divisional Magistrate (Saket)
Revenue Department, M.B Road, Saket,
New Delhi — 110068

FAA/Office of ADM (South)
M.B. ROAD, SAKET,
New Delhi-110068
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Recomendation(s) to PA under section 25(5) of the RTI Act, 2005:-

Nil
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