 CENTRAL INFORMATION COMMISSION
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Tel: +91 11 26161796

Decision No. CIC/WB/A/2008/00565/SG/1395
Appeal No. CIC/ WB/A/2008/00565

Relevant facts emerging from the Appeal:

Appellant



:
Mr. Yashwant Kumar Sharma







1494, Captaan ki Gali, 

12, Gargoor ka Rasta,

Johari Bazar,

Jaipur – 302003 – Raj.

Respondent 1.



:
Mr. Anuj Dayal







Chief Public Relation Officer & PIO







Delhi Metro Rail Corporation Ltd.








Govt. of NCT of Delhi







N.B.C.C. Place, Bhishma Pitamah Marg,







Pragati Vihar,







New Delhi - 110003

RTI filed on



:
31/07/2007

PIO’s Reply



:
06/09/2007

First Appeal filed on 


:
13/09/2007

First Appellate Authority order
:
Not mentioned.

Second Appeal filed on 

:
29/02/2008

Information Sought:

The appellant had sought certain information from Delhi Metro Rail Corporation Ltd.

1- Give month wise details of the deductions made in the salary of Mr. Yashwant Kumar, Public Relation Officer during his tenure.

2- Give month wise details of the deductions from February 1999 to March 2000.

3- Furnish details of the deduction made in the form of Cheque/Cash/Draft/Postal Order etc.

4- Kindly consolidate my advance given for Scooter and House and intimate me accordingly as there is huge difference.

The PIO’s Reply: The PIO in his reply asked appellant to deposit an amount of Rs.13888/- as the records are voluminous in nature.

First Appellate Authority Ordered:

Not mentioned.

Relevant facts emerging during hearing:

The following were present.

Appellant: Absent
Respondent: Mr. Anuj Dayal PIO
The respondent has asked for additional fee of Rs. 13888 taking in to account the manhours required. This is a serious mistake on the part of the PIO which has no sanction in law or rules. The PIO is warned not to innovate and charge fees which are not sanctioned by the RTI act or its rules. The Commission is condoning this as a mistake, but any repeat of this will invite the penal provisions of the RTI act. If the information was very voluminous and would divert a disproportionate proportion of the resources of the Public authority, the PIO should have invoked Section 7 (9) and offered inspection of records.

Decision:

The Appeal is allowed.
The PIO will give the complete information free of cost to the appellant before 
20 February 2009.

This decision is announced in open chamber.

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










Shailesh Gandhi









Information Commissioner










30th January 2009
(In any case correspondence on this decision, mention the complete decision number.)

