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Date: 17/09/2019

ORDER

As per orders of the Competent Authority, the decision of the Central
Information Commission in the matter of Jagdish Kumar Koli Vs. Dept. of School
education and literacy MHRD, Govt. of India dated 25/02/2016 is being uploaded on
the website of the university with the direction of the Commission that, “repeated,
harassing RTI applications can not entertained” All concerned, official and stake
holders are advised to follow the direction of the Commission in letter and spirit.
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Registrar
IGNTU, Amarkantak
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(Room No.315, B-Wing, August Krany Bhawan, Bhikajl Cama Place; ey paly L10 0686)

Prof, M, Sridhar Acharyuly (Madabhughi Stidhar)

\
Information Commissioner
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Jagdish Kumar KoJi Vs. Department of School_E_cLucatiQU,g

e = Literac MHRD, GOI

Important Dates and time taken: o

RTI/CPIO: 14-8/31-8-2015 FAJFAO: 15-9/13-10-2015 2" Appeal: 23-11-2015
Dismissed - Misuse of RTI

Hearing: 19-02-201¢ ] Decision: o S~ _ /6 7
Parties Present:

The appellant is-present. The Public Authori'ty, Is represented by Mr.Dinesh
Kr, PIO, NBB, Mr. Rohtas Bhankha

B.S.Bhandari, SO, MHRD. R C

) FACTS:

2. The appeliant filed the RTI apbl;ica i .;,e'é:k:ing i‘nf.orrﬁlation about daily

The FAA directed CPIO to obtain information on the issue to the PG cell as the
matter pertained to them. Dissatisfied, the appellant filed a Second appeal before

this Commission under section 19(3) of the RTI Act.

DECISION:

3. Both the parties made their submissions, The appellant submitteq that he

isfied with the information furnished by the public authority by their

putting his marginal comments against each point, which was shown to the Public

authority during hearing. Three, respondent officers representing the Public
Authority, namely, Mr. Rohtas Bhankhar, Under Secretary to Government of
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India, MHRD, Mr. B.5 Bnandzn, Section Officer, MHRD and Mr. Dinesh Kumnar,
PIO, Naztonal Bal Bhavan made their submissions along with all the files and

..

documents, in which 2l the ietters of the appellant, which are numbering 68,
wiere dealt with 2nd showed the same to the Commission during hearing. They

further submitted that th t has filed several applications/letters, with a
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motive to harass the Public zuthority to concede his non-entitled promation,

and/or, unwareanted enhzrcement in his pay. They also submitted that

-ament body, in which the government

MHRO/ztionz! B2l Bhavan 1z 2 Gove
servants get promoted or get enhznced pay, as per the well-established rules and
try ©

of Finance. The cadre in which the
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rional Bal Bhavan, which is under the
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MHAED 2nd it has limited scope for promotion. They further submitted that the
appellant ¥nows the limited scope of his promotion very much, and the efforts

made by the Public zuthority to help him in this regard. They had taken the

CREAIETE DT IR R O A

steps to prepare 2 Cabinet fiote, w Hich is the highest/maximum effort that can be
dane by any Public Authority to help the 'ppellaﬂt znd they had also sent a note

o the Ministry of Finznce for enhancement of the zppellant’s pay, which was

oo
-

rejected by the Finance tinistry. They zlso submitted that all the positive efforts

W

made by them to help the azppeliant, prove that they do not bear any ill-
viell[partizlity towarcs the ezppeliant.  In spite of these efforts to help the
appellant, the appeliant is not satisfied. He is continuing to shoot letters to

yarious authorities, to gst univiarranted sympathy. In this connection, the Public

futhority presented to the Commission, during hearing, a long list of letters
addressed by the appeliant, which are numbering 68, and he wants all the
details of the each znd every letter, when it was received by them, what Is the

dairy number given on ezch letter, the list of officers who dealt his letters and

* their remarks on each letter, the list of files of each and every letter, and day to

day progress of each of these 68 letters, etc. The respondent officers submitted

that they are being harassed by the appellant with all his numerous letters, the

dezling of which require lot of man-power and resources of the Public Authority,

to reply to each and every letter. Their office work and other most important

wiark live the Parliament work, is suffering.

4, The Commission heard all these submissions and perused the record and

other papers presented by beth the part:es during hearing; and holds that there

CIC/SA/A/ZUIS/001849
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is no merit in the second appeal filed by the appellant;
SUHICERTY used the RTI Act for his self-interest, without any public ifiterast
public  authority for datiyitig
admonishes the appel

e forcing theffi 6
4 6

the appeliant 1as
for
his ~ personal vengeance agalnst the pitrey
promotion/enhanced pay. Therefore,‘ the Commission
_ for this ~misuse the RTI Act just for the saké of yengearnc
1 devote all their valuable time, enerfy, etc. The appellant had chosen to s€f

mail directly to the Commission, after the hearing ¥ ‘which wias 8150

perused by the Commission and finds no merit in the The Corrfmission,

{arit

as over,

sarme;.

, rejects this appeal, with admonition.

f o
flznt

es of all his appeals on this matter, directs the 2ppe
rects
ding to @, repeated, frivolous

5. This finally dispos
t repeat such RTI requests, and di the respondent authority

that he shal! no
spon

use wastage of public resources in re

not to ca

and harassing RTI application from the appellant.
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‘fj 6. The Commission also directs the Public Authority to publish this order o0 i
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3 their official website under the heading “Repeated, harassing RTI applications |

(\?; cannot be entertained.” Disposed of. ==
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(M. S
Information Commissic

i

1. /fhe CPIO under the RTI Act, Govt of India
Department of school Education & Literacy, MHRD,

/Addresses of the parties:
RTI Cell, Shashtri Bhavan, New Delhi-110001
2. The PIO under the' RTI Act,
NATIONAL BAL BHAVAN, Kotla Road,

New Delhi-110002

~ 3.Shri Jagdish Kumar Koli
: 7/28-29, Dakshinpuri
New Delhi-110062
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