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1. The CPIO has once again misread ;misapplied and gave a misleading
and legally untenable reply to my RTI
Application.



2. A perusal of the information sought at items 1 to 4 of my request
would clearly show that the exemption relied

upon by the CPIO is totally erroneous and unsustainable as per the
provisions of the RTI Act.

3. Item No 3 is pertaining to the undersigned . The CPIO has hidden
himself under this exception by not even

stating as to whether any such noting has been prepared or not and the
information exists or not.

4. In so far as Item 4 and 5 are concerned . if the CPIO is of the view that
if it involves the privacy of third persons, he ought to have followed the
procedure laid down for provid |uliiResasisaiat® mation under the RTI
Act. Further the CPIO has failcfies Bl cen personal
mtmmaum information sul

icial acts of the

Auihouu This ignorance of the CP10 13' in the disposal of the
RTI apphcatlons in a mechanical '

manner.

5. Further in item No 5 it has been specifically mentioned that the

information of others be redacted. The CPIO has
once again failed to appreciate and understand the import of the request

6.Finally in regard to item | . the CPIO ‘s reply shows that the CP1O has
acted as a post man by sta 4

advised that the letter may be treated as confidential. The CP1O has once
again failed to appreciate and understand that once an information comes
in the possession of the Public Authority, the disclosure or otherwise is to
be

arrived at by the Public Authority itself keeping the Provisions of the RT1 |
Act in view. |

In view of the above , the FAA may like to examine the aspects submitted
and dispose of the Appeal by adhering .
strictly to the provisions of the RTI Act and directing the CPI1O to provide |
the information requested.
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