CENTRAL INFORMATION COMMISSION

Club Building (Near Post Office)

Old JNU Campus, New Delhi - 110067

Tel: +91-11-26161796
Decision No. CIC/SG/A/2011/000928/12806
Appeal No. CIC/SG/A/2011/000928
Relevant facts emerging from the Appeal:

Appellant



: 
Mr. Ramesh Soni,







Verma Road, Gupta Enclave,







Vikas Nagar,







Delhi-59.






Respondent  
   


:  
Mr. Devi Singh,

Public Information Officer & Dy. Director Education,






Dept of Education, Govt. of NCT of Delhi





O/o the Dy. Director of Education 





FU Block, Pitampura, 






New Delhi
RTI application filed on

: 
07/01/2011

PIO replied on



: 
17/01/2011


First Appeal received on

: 
01/03/2011


First Appellate Authority order of
: 
08/03/2011

Second Appeal received on

: 
05/04/2011

	Q.No
	Query

	1. 
	Certified copies of each bill related to Boys fund, Yuva, Bala, VKS, PTA Sports, Science W.e.f 01.01.08 to 31.12.10

	2. 
	Prior sanction of competent authority of each purchases more than Rs. 2000/- W.e.f 01.01.08 to 31.12.10

	3. 
	Give the file wise details (as in point 2) of members of the Purchase committee with their designation, name, contact details, if constituted. If not, then who purchases such items

	4. 
	Provide certified copies of quotations submitted by dealers, comparative statement prepared by school authorities about files mentioned in point 2 W.e.f 01.01.08 to 31.12.10

	5. 
	Certified copies of Cash book, Stick register, register of various Advances, Medical claim bill register W.e.f 01.01.08 to 31.12.10

	6. 
	Certified copies of all of the e-mails received and sent by Mr. R.C. Yadav as principal to higher authorities or subordinates and present principal N.D. Yadav till date

	7. 
	All the records (covered under the definition of information under DRTI Act 2001 available on the Hard Drive of the computer of the School). If any attempt of tampering with the computer data recovery from hard drive, the same must be provided. Also provide the serial numbers of Computer Hard Disk installed in school in current computers used for office.

	8. 
	Soft copies of all the Bills prepared on MIS module W.e.f 01.01.08 to 31.12.10 as available in system

	9. 
	Time table register for the period W.e.f 01.01.08 to 31.12.10 and future time table for the next 2 months

	10. 
	Since when Mid Day meal scheme has been in function in the school

	11. 
	How much payment is fixed for the government per child per day for the said scheme

	12. 
	Provide name of supplier of MDM in the school and since when has it been functioning in the school?

	13. 
	Whose duty is it to distribute the MDM to children of the school?

	14. 
	Provide month wise/ class wise details of children present and those who have received MDM

	15. 
	Details of students enrolled in Class 1- 8th in secession 2007-08, 08-09,10-11

	16. 
	Certified copies of each bill put up for payment of MDM since 01.01.08 to 31.12.10

	17. 
	Details of members of MDM monitoring committee along with certified copies of minutes of meetings held since 1.01.08 to 31.12.10

	18. 
	Details of when HOS was present during the distribution of MDM

	19. 
	certified copies of minutes of meetings held since  1.01.08 to 31.12.10 of PTA and VKA with details of the members.


	PIO`s Response

	The PIO asked for a deposit of Rs. 22,000 as cost for the photocopying of the relevant documents.


Grounds for the First Appeal:

The PIO asked for a deposit of Rs. 22,000/- as cost for the photocopies of the documents without any details as to how many pages each document contained.

Order of the First Appellate Authority (FAA):

The FAA directed the Appellant to deposit Rs 22,000/- for the supply of photocopy of the desired information, and thereby disposed off the appeal.

Ground of the Second Appeal:

The FAA did not take into account all the grounds raised by the Appellant and did not issue orders to the PIO to provide the requisite information to the Appellant.
Relevant Facts emerging during Hearing:

The following were present

Appellant :  Mr. Gauraj Kajal representing Mr. Ramesh Soni; 

Respondent : Mr. Devi Singh, Public Information Officer & Dy. Director Education; 


The appellant has sought voluminous information and therefore the respondent has made an estimate of the number of pages and asked the appellant to pay Rs.22000/- as additional fee estimating that the information would be about 11000 pages. The respondent states that the appellant appears to be asking for every voucher and record for two years and hence this is extremely voluminous. This appears to be an unnecessary diversion of the resources of the public authority. In case the Appellant wants such voluminous information he should either ask inspection of the record or he should be prepared to pay additional charges for information. 

The appellant is insisting that various prayers of his should also be recorded in the order. These are on the record in the file and the Commission does no see any mean to right all these in the order. It appears to the Commission that the Appellant is not really looking for information. 
The appellant has given a typed submission to the Commisioner by Hand immediately on conclusion of the hearing which he had brought with him, in which he has stated, “PIO has denied information for fabricated and untenable reasons, which was not upheld by the Commission. My appeal disposed of by the Commission on the basis of wrong statements by the PIO and concealing the facts from the Commission even Hon’ble Commissioner decided my appeal without taking grounds prayer and written submission”. The Appellant had evidently prior knowledge that his appeal was so unreasonable that the Commission would not allow it.  

Decision:

The Appeal is dismissed.

This decision is announced in open chamber.

Notice of this decision be given free of cost to the parties.

Any information in compliance with this Order will be provided free of cost as per Section 7(6) of RTI Act.  
Shailesh Gandhi

                                                                                       Information Commissioner

           








10 June 2011

(In any correspondence on this decision, mention the complete decision number.) (AA)
