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के᭠ᮤीयसचूनाआयोग 
Central Information Commission 

बाबागगंनाथमागᭅ, मिुनरका 
Baba Gangnath Marg, Munirka 

नईᳰद᭨ली, New Delhi – 110067 
 

ि᳇तीय अपील सं᭎या / Second Appeal No.  CIC/BARCM/A/2019/104141 
        
Shir Omprakash Kashiram          … अपीलकताᭅ/Appellant  

VERSUS/बनाम 
 
PIO 
Bhabha Atomic Research Centre, 
 

   …ᮧितवादीगण /Respondent 
 

Date of Hearing : 03.12.2020 

Date of Decision : 04.12.2020 

Chief Information Commissioner : Shri Y. K. Sinha 

 
Relevant facts emerging from appeal: 
 

RTI application filed on : 01.11.2018 
PIO replied on : 29.11.2018 
First Appeal filed on : 27.11.2018 
First Appellate Order on : - 
2ndAppeal/complaint received on : 29.01.2019 
 
Information sought and background of the case: 
The Appellant filed an RTI application dated 18.06.2018 seeking information on 
following 05 points regarding the increasing levels of pollution of Delhi:  
 
1. Please provide the documents duly attested by PIO with name and designation 

regarding not clear the pollution in New Delhi and nearby areas of Delhi due to 
frequencies net are covered /blocked the pollution in Delhi which is controlling 
by atomic centers of world including BARC and pollution is still existing in Delhi. 
In other words the BARC and other atomic centers of world having guided 
frequencies or frequencies guided men/women or frequencies guided 
technologies for covered /blocked the pollution of Delhi and prevention of fresh 
air though high technologies and public of India are not knowing such 
technologies are existing and Government /authorities are punishing them in 
name of prevention of pollution. 

2. Please provide the documents duly attested by the PIO with name and 
designation regarding the atomic centers of world and India are not using for 
blocked/covered the pollution in New Delhi /Delhi through frequencies net or 
frequencies guided technologies in whole atmosphere of Delhi and prevention of 
fresh air.  
Etc. 

Queries quoted verbatim 
 
The CPIO, Chief Administrative Officer (A) vide letter dated 21.11.2018 stated that 
the sought information is not clear. The Applicant is mentioning about 
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frequencies guided technologies to cover/block the pollution. BARC has not 
developed any such technologies to cover/block the pollution.  
 
Dissatisfied with the response received from the PIO, the Appellant filed a First 
Appeal dated 27.11.2018. The copy of FAA’s order, if any, is not annexed with the 
Second Appeal. 
 
Feeling aggrieved and dissatisfied, the Appellant approached the Commission 
with the instant Second Appeal. 
 

Facts emerging in Course of Hearing: 
 
A written submission has been received from PIO and Chief Administrative Officer 
(A) vide letter dated 27.11.2020 wherein while reiterating the reply of the CPIO, it 
was stated that the first appeal was decided vide order dated 26.12.2018, a copy 
of which was enclosed with the written submission. It was further stated that the 
information sought is not available with CPIO and as per Section 2 (f), CPIO can 
only provide such information which is held by the public authority. Furthermore, 
the CPIO has informed the Appellant that BARC has not developed any such 
technologies to cover/ block pollution. Other queries raised in points 2 to 5 were 
of similar nature and not related to BARC.  

 
In order to ensure social distancing and prevent the spread of the pandemic, 
COVID-19, audio hearings were scheduled after giving prior notice to both the 
parties.  
 
The Appellant was not present during the hearing despite being informed about 
the venue of video conferencing in advance.  
 
The Respondent is represented by Shri Sriram S, Chief Administrative Officer 
through audio conference. He reiterated the response of the CPIO/ FAA as also 
their written submission dated 27.11.2020 mentioned above.   
 
Decision: 
 
Keeping in view the facts of the case and the submissions made by the 
Respondent, the Commission notes that an appropriate response as per the 
provisions of the RTI Act, 2005 is provided. Hence, no further intervention of the 
Commission is required in the matter.  
 
With the above observation, the instant Second Appeal stands disposed off 
accordingly.  
 

                                                                             Y. K. Sinha (वाई. के. िस᭠हा) 
     Chief Information Commissioner (म᭎ुय सचूना आयᲦु) 

  
Authenticated true copy 
(अिभŮमािणत सȑािपत Ůित) 
 
Ram Parkash Grover (राम ᮧकाश ᮕोवर) 
Dy. Registrar (उप-पंजीयक) 
011-26186535  
















