FR I LAAT AR
Central Information Commission
T T q0, GRAHT
Baba Gangnath Marg, Munirka

T3 feweft, New Delhi — 110067

fora erdfier g / Second Appeal No. CIC/BARCM/A/2024/602130
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Bhabha Atomic Research Centre (Mumbai)

Date of Hearing : 04.02.2025

Date of Decision : 04.02.2025

Chief Information Commissioner : Shri Heeralal Samariya

Relevant facts emerging from appeal

RTI application filed on : 25.10.2023
PIO replied on i 24.11.2023
First Appeal filed on : 25.11.2023
First Appellate Order on : 21.12.2023
2ndAppeal/complaint received on : 14.01.2024

Information sought and background of the case:
The Appellant filed an RTI application dated 25.10.2023 seeking information
on following points:-

1) Copy of Beacon light case purchase receipt in department.

2) Copy of Beacon light material management system.

3) Copy of Beacon light permit from ministry of road transport and highways
4) Copy of Beacon light own purchase receipt (if purchased).

5) A copy of the permission obtained from our department to install the Beacon
light on the vehicle number MHO3 AN 0128.

6) Copy of departmental action taken if permission is not obtained.

The Chief Administrative Officer (A) & CPIO, Bhabha Atomic Research
Centre (Mumbai) vide letter dated 24.11.2023 replied as under:-

“Point No. 1 to 5:- No such information is available.
Point No. 6:- Not applicable.”

Dissatisfied with the response received from the CPIO, the Appellant filed a
First Appeal dated 25.11.2023. The FAA vide order dated 21.12.2023 upheld
the reply of CPIO.

Aggrieved and dissatisfied, the Appellant approached the Commission with
the instant Second Appeal.

Facts emerging in Course of Hearing:
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Appellant: Present
Respondent: Shri Santly.MK, Scientific officer (F)

The Submissions of both the parties were heard. Further, the written
submission 27.1.2025 filed by the Respondent were considered.

Decision:
Upon the perusal of the case records & submissions, the Commission
observes that an appropriate reply has been provided by the CPIO. No further
action lies.

The Appeal stands disposed off.

Heeralal Samariya (G GTHAT)

Chief Information Commissioner (&I {31 3IH)
Authenticated true copy

(T gegrioa i)

S. K. Chitkara (T&. *. f=esm)
Dy. Registrar (37-9s{ia#)
011-26186535

Page 2



Recomendation(s) to PA under section 25(5) of the RTI Act, 2005:-

Nil
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