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Shastri Bhawan' New Delhi'

Dated, the 46 JantarY'2024

Aooeal Case No'6 1 (LEGIS/R/E/23I003 0 5)

nr rrm MATTER OF :

itti Puttt u Pratim Bhattacharya'
giiZ,O*"*aY Towers, PlotNo'24' 

.

i""i"t+ VatttAi, NCn Distt' Ghaziabad'

Uttar Pradesh-201010'

v.

Central Public lnformation Officer'

Ministry of Law and Justice'

Lesislative DeParfrnent,

Strltri Bhawan, New Delhi'

..ApPellant

.ResPondent

ORDER

J

Thisisanappealdated14.1l,2023fi|edbyShriParthaPratimBhattacharya(receivedinthis
Deoar'nent on 28.1 r.zoz3)under.sectio, ];i;iJ-Ir risil" Iri;;,ion Act,ioos (tt't RTI Act)

;i[Hffi ;; il ;;ilnri apprication dated 26'e'2023'

2. I have perused the RTI apalication of Shri Partha PratrT Bhattacharya and tris RTI appeal as

weu as other materid;;,;;;;;"*rd d; ffi;p;;il^" nua rir"Jtr'" onri"" RrI application dated

ii.iioi\ i.,ti,e i'fot*uiio', on the following' namelv:-

(i)allnotesheetsoffilebearingF.No.2(l)(i)Al/estBengaVConst./99-Leg'Il;
iiu'r'L'4""'-*"'*n"'"u}'fi ?il1)"i##i"':,'-;;'il1#i5ilnt5ill;;1"
ii'o il:h:l#,l,5XTi1i: ;;;;sponding pue.?"*t'i?'r i, the nie'

3.TheCPlo,LegislativeDepartmentinformedtheappellantonlineonlT.l0'2023thatshriP.P.
Bhattacharya, Addl.i.a. ie*s41 whg 

!s 
ffi;ffipil;;* ;; pto"to to be in possession of the

said file which i, 
"urii, 

r.".r-.iui. to him. Hen..,'h" cannot r""r.'iJorr*ion undei.RTl Act, 2005'

However, *,. upp"ii# ffi;i;Jrht, *urri'"or"a 
""lii"g 'r'"i 

i[t cpro refused to provide the

information.

4'Inthisconnection,itisstateds*,h"appellant.ispartofthepublicautholtvtherefore,isnot
eligibte to seek t f#;il;ona"r tt 

".nn 
e.ii"otis' rp'rn "pprititi"" 

which is meant for citizens

to secure access to rniormution unaer the cor:i; "ffii9 3r11r"ri,i'*. 
r'*er, Hon'ble supreme court

of India in civil Appeal No.6454.f 2bji;;ilit"i "inair"Jrnirate ana impractical demands of

directions under the Rtr ert for disclosurJ ;i;ii;il;td'v i"f;;;ti"' to"t"r"t'a to fiansparencv and

accountability in tt 
" 

irnctioning tf-p"Ufit "''ti"'ili"' 
*O *"ai"-"t.n of comrption) would be counter-

oroductive ana it wltt adversery .ff.rtth;:#;;;; ori1, "a*iri.*,ion 
una result in the executive

letting bogged d"*r';i flr" ion-proou.'tii"'*"tIfi*uecting;d turnishing information'"

5.TheCentrallnformationCommissionincaseNo.ClC/SAJNzo|stooz02Shasheldthata
misuse of RTI by employee will amour;;;;;.;"duct and' "t*;il; 

section-19(8) (a) of the RTI

Act, require,t " 
pr-Uiif "i 

hority to ek. ,"0;;; pt*"tO *iit' iitti?finutv *tign for'his misuse of RTI

Act. Further holds every misuse "f 
,v;#; iiJ"; ;i** "f 

i'eNis; Rtl ana social media shall be

considered * "n 
ii"ir'oi'rir.onOr"t that invite disciptinary action'

6,Further,theCentrallnformationCommissioninthecasesC|CtsNN2014/000543and000652to
prohibit reckress ir*r-;iRTI, trr" -co#iril;-"**.oa"attre 

n"spoalent.to prepare a brief ol 
-m"

Appeltant misuse "iitu 
n"i-"u"', ht. d;i#;;;;;;pdt u"tia"t'gi'ing the number of complamts

,g. t-L4



filed bv him and attach this order-that note which shall be displayed at prominent place in the office and put

i" "#r'"-i*"ilil 
under the heading of misuse of RTI Act'

T.DuetoWinterSession'202lofParliamenttheoffrcerswereenqaged'therefore'theappeal
could not be decided within the p'r]#tili il;ili; ;d is deciaea wirrrfeitended period admissible

,"a.i t.",ion 19 (6) of RTI Act' 2005'

8. Accordingly, the appeal is dismissed'

Coov to: l. Shri Partha Pratim Bhattacharya'B-20-2' G-ateway Towers' Plot No'24' Sector-4' Vaishali'
uvPlv' I 

NCn oi.o. Ghaziabad'Uttar Pradesh-2o1010'

2. CPIO, Legislative DePartment'

,^4-ff
Qdaiexumara/

Arlditional Secretary and First Appeltate lS9"?
Phone: 23384404 E mail: aa-rti-legrs(@nlc ln
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ADDITIONAL SECRETARY AND FIRST APPELLATE AUTHORITY
MINISTRY OF LAW AND ruSTICE, LEGISII,TTVE DEPARTMENT

Shasti Bhawan, New Delhi,
Dated, the 46 Janu ary, 2024

Appeal Case No.60 (LEctStNEt23 1OO3O4)
INTTIE MATTEROF:
Shri Partha hatim Bhanacharya,
B-202, Gateway Towers, plot No.24,
Sector4, Vaishali, NCR Disu. Ghaziabad
Uttar Pradesh-2O101 0.

Central Public Information Officer,
Ministry of Law and Justice,
Le gislative Departrnen!
Shastri Bhawan, New Delhi.

.... ....Appellant

Respondent

ORDER

^ This is an appear dated r4.rr.2023 fired by Shri partha pratim Bhattacharya (received in thisDepartment on 28.11.2023) under.section 
_r9 

(r);fthe niltt to trro.mution Act, 2005 (the RTI Act)with respect to his online RTI applic ation datedi6.9.202i." - '

2' r have perused trre RTI apprication of Shri partha pratim Bhanacharya and his RTI appeal aswell as other materiar available on record. That the app"ttu,t t uJnt"a me 
".rir" 

nn 
"ppi."*iil""a26.9.2023 seeking information on the following, n".Jly,-

all notesheets of file bearing F.No.2( I )(i)geng alitCorr.l202}_Leg.lt;

:T-111T.",:. wherever flagged with reference to a particutar nJte therein; and
rnoex ot the documents maintained.in the rile, having, inter alia, the description ofthe document(s) and the conesponding pug" ,u*Ue,(s1io th" i,i;

3' 
^ -- . 

The cPIo, Legisrative Deparknent informed the appellant onrine on 17.10.2023 that the fireNo.2(l(i/BengaltlCorr.Dl2l-Legil has atready_been giu!';; tl," upp"[*;;"-hir;;q;;; p".records. available with the Leg.rl section. of cfo"ia I-Iunguug"s wing and tr," .rr" 
-il-"""1i*"rl

accessible to him. However, the appeflant has filed this instint lppeal stating thar the Cplo refused toprovide the information.

4. In rhis connection, it is 
:tate.d 

tltih: appellant is part ofthe public authority therefore, is noreligible to seek information under the Rrt ect, )oos. rn" ian;ur" Supreme court of India in CivilAppeal No'6454 of20l I held that."indiscriminaie and i*p.u"ti.a a"*urds ofdirections under the RT1Act for disclosure ofa[ and sundry information iunreraied ,o-*nrp*"n"y and accountabirity in thetunctioning of pubric authorities and eradicarion of corrrpti"r, *;;il;" ;;'rril"*"ir"if .'*i ii'*u,alv.e1elv affect the efficiency of the administration anj ,".it in the executive ;;td;;;; ;",""with the non-productive work ofcollecting and furnishing information.,,

5. The central Information commission in case No. ctc/sNNz0r5/00202g has herd that amisuse of RTI by employee wilr amount to misconduct and, acting under secti"n r qrti to oi *,"'irlAct, require the pubric authority to take steps to proce"o *iti, Jir.iptiou.y action for his misuse ofRTrAct. 
.Further holds every misuse of system rike, ,rrur" oi pcrras, RTI and sociar media shal beconsidered as an item ofmisconduct that invite diiciptinu.y u"iioo.

6' Further, The central Information commission in the cases cIC/SA,/A,/20 141000543 and 000652 toprohibit reckless abuser of RTI, the commission ,""o*"na"d tt. Respondent to p*p"* 
" 
oi"irr rrr"Appellant misuse of RTI Act about his applications and appeats Gsiaes'givtrg tr,; ;il;"; ;f;"rpr"irofiled by him and attach this order that note.*trict stratt ue a'iiptuy"a ut pro-ir"nt place in the ofiice and pur

on official website under tlre heading of misuse of RTI Act.

(D
(ii)
(iiD

,Lt&rl
,,t - l.LLi



7' Due to winter Session, 2023 ofParliament the officers yerg engaged, therefore, the appealcould not be decided within the prescribed time limit and ir J".ia"a within extended period admissibleunder section l9 (6) of RTI act, ZOOS.

8. Accordingly, the appeal is dismissed.

LL

Additional Secretary and First Appellate
Phone:23384404Email: aa-rti-legis@nic. in

copy to: 1. shri p*t" 
l:r,TBhanachary ap-?o?:Gateway Towers, prot No.24, Sector_4, vaishari,NCR Distt. Ghaziabad,Uttar pradesh_20 I 0 I 0.2. CPIO, Legislative Deparhnent.
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: J ADDITIONAL SECRETARY AND FIRST APPELLATE AUTHORITY 
MINISTRY OF LAW AND JUSTICE, LEGISLATIVE DEPARTMENT 

Shastri Bhawan, New Delhi, 
Dated, the 4" January, 2024 

Appeal Case No.59 (LEGIS/R/E/23/00302) 
IN THE MATTER OF : 
Shri Partha Pratim Bhattacharya, 
B-202, Gateway Towers, Plot No.24, 
Sector-4, Vaishali, NCR Distt. Ghaziabad, 
Uttar Pradesh-201010. 

«we....Appellant V. 
Central Public Information Officer, 
Ministry of Law and Justice. 
Legislative Department, 
Shastri Bhaywan, New Delhi, . -~ e SR Respondent 

ORDER 

This is an appeal dated 14.11.2023 filed by Shri Partha Pratim Bhattacharya (received in this Department on 28.11.2023) under section 19 (1) of the Right to Information Act, 2005 (the RTI Act) with respect to his online RTT application dated 26.9.2023. 

2 I have perused the RTI application of Shri Partha Pratim Bhattacharya and his RTI appeal as well as other material available on record. That the appellant had filed the online RTI application dated 26.9.2023 seeking information on the following, namely:- 

@) my application dated 13.11.2019 addressed to the then Additional Secretary (Dr. Reeta Vasishta) and faxed over official e-mail recipient with noting, endorsements, etc. thereon and in connection therewith; 
(ii) my submission dated 13.10.2020 forwarded in compliance of direction dated 8.10.2020 of JS & LC, OL Wing, sent in hard form signed in original; 

- having relevance, inter alia, with F.No.2(1)(i)/West BengaI/Const./99—Leg.[I alongwith endorsement (if any) thereon and note sheet, etc. 

3. The CPIO, Legislative Department informed the appellant online on 17.10.2023 that the information sought by the appellant is accessible to him being a Bengali Language Officer in Regional Languages Unit. However, the appellant has filed this instant appeal stating that the CPIO refused to provide the information. 

4. In this connection, it is stated that the appellant is part of the public authority therefore, is not eligible to seek information under the RTI Act, 2005. The Hon’ble Supreme Court of India in Civil 

6. Further, the Central Information Commission in the cases CIC/SA/A/2014/000543 and 000652 to prohibit reckless abuser of RTI, the Commission recommended the Respondent to prepare a brief on the Appellant misuse of RTT Act about his applications and appeals besides giving the number of complaints 



Appeliant misuse of RTI Act about his applications and appeals besides giving the number of complaints 

filed by him and attach this order that note which shall be displayed at prominent place in the office and put 

on official website under the heading of misuse of RTI Act. 

75 Due to Winter Session, 2023 of Parliament the officers were engaged, therefore, the appeal 

could not be decided within the prescribed time limit and is decided within extended period admissible 

under section 19 (6) of RTI Act, 2005. 

8. Accordingly, the appeal is dismissed. 

Ol 
(Udaya Kumar: 

Additional Secretary and First Appellate Authori 
Phone: 23384404 E mail: aa-rti-legis@nic.in 

Copyto: 1. Shri Partha Pratim Bhattacharya, B-202, Gateway Towers, Plot No.24, Sector-4, Vaishali, 

NCR Distt. Ghaziabad,Uttar Pradesh-201010. 

2. CPIO, Legislative Department. 


