Mo, TADGS B2 070 3-UTS-1
Caowermment of India
Ministry of Home Allairs

Marth Block, Mew Dethi,
Dralet the 141h August, 2013

Subject: Appeal under RTI Act, 2005 — Regarding,

Vililh reference 1o his appeal  dated 2407 2013 received i this office
on 0G.08. 20135 fled under seclion 19 of the RTI Act, 2005, Shi V.G, Pandey is
informed that the appeal filed by him vis-a-vis the reply given by CPIO have
been considered. Tihe points raised in (i) 1o iv) of the RTI application dated
26.6.2013 are coverad under Section & (1) (h) of the RTI Act, 2005, Since the
case Is under invesligalion, the documents  cannot be provided till the
finalization of the matter, The reply given by the CPIO is corect and no
mtervention of Appellats Aathorily is required.
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(K., Pathak}
Jaint Secretary to the Government of India

and 1 Appellate Aulhol Ity
Tel Mo, 2309-2630
To
ahn VG, Pandey, IAS,
S04, MCD Officers Flal,
FEungalow Rearl,
Delti - 110 007,
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From

V.G Pandey, 143

AGRLT-59

Secretary in WLT. of Lakshadweep
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Manag. g Directar (LOCL)E: ” '
To
Shri. K.KE. Pathak, i
laint Secretary {UT) & e 2T GPET
) ) o 1
H%* Appellate Authority, 5}-}"}!
p E}" Govt, of India,
o2 iM Ministry of Home Affairs,
R st
Loaineapny Room No. 193-A/1, North Block,
Qg New Delhi - 110001.
Sub:- Appeal under section 19 of the BTI Act, 2005.
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Maost respectfully, 1 wish to submit that | had sent an application
dated 26" of June, 2013 under RTI Act 2005. Receipt of the application fee
dated 3™ July, 2013 has been received to me, therefore date of receipt of
application would be 3% of July, 2013 not 10" of July, 2013 as mentioned by
the Ld. CPIO & Director (Services). | had requested the information by the
afaresaid application {copy enclosed for ready reference) and CPIO has
denied the information on the ground that the information sought is covered
under section (1)(h) of RT1 Act 2005 and also informed that the documents
of charge memo and other noting copies cannot he provided as the
disciplinary proceedings have not yet bheen completed,
submit my appeal on the fellowing grounds -

In this regard |

1. CPIO has denied the information taking the shelter of the section
B(1}h) of the RTI Act 2005 which is not applicable in this case.

p 2. The charge memorandum dated 9" February 2011 was issued after

',: ;;-"‘._ A the advise of CVC (CVC has given advises in this case to MCD & GMCT

g? u"??"ﬂlr of Defhi in 2006 and MHA in January, 2011). The said charge

ﬁ_ ot memorandum  has been guashed by the Central Administrative

. Tribunal, Principal Bench, New Delhi in the .4, No, 724/2011 filed by

3,{__?’%;1,‘.11- me on 6" of May, 2011. Since no appeal was filed against this

‘IT‘-};MI:*' * judgement, it is now become final. No disciplinary proceedings are

-*{i«if:"";]ﬁ i _ ﬂenrjing against me as has been mentioned by the CPIO & Director
T e Ty “"”ﬂ_uiﬁwm %'[Seruice]. \ il Pl

KL W o

I-’”'ﬁll.“i - i
o2 | A fedf 14 0710

A

I
o



o
r 02

3. Further Central Vigilance Commission has given new advise which is
not admissible particularly when Commission has already given at
lzast 3 advises in the same matter in the past.

4. Moting which has finally concluded to the charge memarandum now
quashed and the observation on the advise of the Court Judgement is
not Secretive particularly when the file has been routed through
various agencies/departments. Therefore shelter of section of 8(1){h)
of RTI Act 2005 is not applicable.

In view of the above | submil this appeal under section 19 of the RTI
Act, 2005 as CPIQ has not furnished the information.

Yours faithfully,
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(V.C. Pardey TAS

AGKUT-55
NManaging Director
Lakshadweep Development Corporation Led. &
Becretary in UT
Union Territary of Lakshadweep,
Eavaratti — 682555,

Residential Address

W Pandey 145,

s0/4, MCD Officers flat,

Bungalow Road = 110007,

Mobile Mo, —-9746011111, 9312311131



