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‘Order No. MERC/FAA/2023/APPEAL/ 07 of 2023/0375 Date : 20.07.2023

1)

2)

Date of RTI Application filed : 11.05.2023
Date of Reply of PIO :22.05.2023
Date of receipt of First Appeal : 16.06.2023
Date of Order of First Appeal :20.07.2023

BEFORE THE APPELLLATE AUTHORIY
(Under the Right to Information Act, 2005)

Maharashtra Electricity Regulatory Commission, Mumbai

Appeal No. 07 of 2023

Mr. Ramjan Shaikh . Appellant
Vs.
PI1IO, MERC, Mumbas Respondent

In exercise of the power, conferred upon the Appellate Authority by Section 19 (6) of
Right to Information Act, 2005, the Appellate Authority makes the following decision:

Facts of the Appeal

The Appellant had filed an application dated 12.06.2023, under the Right to Information
Act, 2005, (hereinafter referred to as “RTI Act”). The application received at the
Commission’s Office on 16.06.2023. The Respondent/PIO provided the information to the
Appellant vide letter dated 22.05.2023. Accordingly, the Appellant filed the First Appeal
on 12.06.05.2023 (First Appeal received to the Commission’s Office on 16.06.2023).

Before passing an Order, the First Appellate Authority ‘has given Appellant an
opportunity of personal hearing on 12.07.2023 by serving upon him a notice of hearing
dated 03.07.2023. The Appellant and PIO were present in the hearing and presented oral

submission.
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3)

4)

3)

I have carefully considered the application, the response and the Appeal and find that the
matter can be decided based on the material available on record.

Upon perusal of the Appellant's request for information as made through his
application, was as follows:

34. MERC (Maharashtra Electricity Regulatory Commission) ST BIH FT &, HENTE GVHN &
foer fayrT @t & PRI =t & ford 78 AT @l &I 13T & AT gRT &RT e Syl

3B. W 4q5 HEFN H [l sotagia SO 598 #xId) dige Gy $vcll 8 ) aige
YICI BX= BT AT, e 1 it g1 BTGRP BT QT 7T 8, $UdAT QY ST
FRITE 3N g8T FT I T Tyl

3C. Q¥ 498 HEFAR H fdbcrll gelagiar SU-NAT 448 axlal aige Feid &vell 8 $dr aEe
AT YT BT AR, e 4T ol ¥ 87 i YBR BT [THIT &7 &, FUIT G FARBNT
IR X q8T ST Gl [T Sl

3D. TH.U9.SLE.Te, 37arh, erer a7 divwet o g weny &7 vEl & 498 4 39 duhar &
O gET BN Uq BRele SfEBRIGT & T, UGl S-S 1Bl 89 SRANGT S
Rrebraer &% Wg 3K GBI o 6l

The response provided by PIO to the above queries are as follows:

Reply to Pont No.3A-

HERTS, [AgRT FIarAd AT @& GdeRed  www.merc.gov.in X ' Jif¥e Sigarer sicrifr 37
et d SNt 9ycrer 8

Reply to Pont No.3B-

H9% 7 §93 SUFR H 3GF gefagive! g9s for. (faawuy, erer giaw @wfl for. (facwo),

FERTS XS fagger facRor Sl for. (Wigy T gos) SN g8-4a% [aeT gvaer afor gRasT

SUBH 7 AN URGFITERE HUAAl & GRY fadrel! &1 awng &1 arft 81

> HERTS ¥y [AekT AR U+t fof. ik §8-4q5 [deRT yvder afor yRaeT SusHH I8 Hu-1
faeer S, 2003 & SIfEFT FTEAlT facRT YRR 81

> TIeT Uiay &ut for. (f&Rv) ST & f3.9%.0¢.3098 @ BT . Qo/209y I AT &
SN A<k VT GRaTT for &1
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6)

7

8)

R §hREFIYT BU Bl 3.99.0¢.2099 & TP B. £4/2099 3G & AN fawoT
URGFIT Q4T &1 I8 UREFT Reflg=d peg @y, &yl & S gotldgiic] gag for. (facwoy) &h
f&.2%.0%.209¢ & IRGET <T&<T YT [T 747 81

Reply to Pont No.3C-

T8 BN 39 Bralord & weEha <& 8

Reply to Pont No.3D-

39 B TFEIBHRT AERTS; [IgeT FmHE STFRT & Ha<ve@ www.merc.gov.in U% 'CGRF &
EO' S S 3T Syciey 81 3N WWaFTER® Hu- & Wdhevaad uv 4 Syorer &

Reason for filing an Appeal:-

Information provided by the PIO is incomplete/not satisfied.

The Grounds of the Appeal:
3.A- 1. #fecft SEBRT HEIGy =1 g3 A 7% WHBR] f dewige &7 gor 97 | < siftefir

SIfIBRT HIgIed STYH! 84 U= IRH &<l VeT § |

&9 @IE yeT forar Gy SIS, gSIE &7 afdbe 81 § | 89R a7 I & ©iewH <8l & |
BN 7T B ¥Pper o, §F FIS & AT YUY ¥ A IIHY IV A5 7 | W Iq9Ee T E
&9 =781 W PUAT §9 49 Gged Yierse Marday a7 @ $uT B |

3.B- 3w it FEEI] GFIE, SH GIEE S [SUCAS ar &1 99 fSUrdHe T wiT guT §
& qeIrr I ur B

3.C- v g8t ver verar warT & o9, Sran arit 7F & a8 e @ 1 #iwl 89 HiF gai
FIE, gTIHIT BT FfFer T §, ot wrERT AT T & 9o 8 | | 3 furd @ wEnry
WNBN 7 d ST 81 AT g3t d9wig SN 3 ®IT FT wige & a1 ger w7 | g
fierge My & &+ |

Issues raised in the Appeal:

The Respondent PIO has already provided the information available in the Office vide its
Order/Letter dated 22.05.2023. Therefore, there is no need to interfere with the Order
passed by the Information Officer.
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9) In the light of the above reasoning the Appeal filed by the Appellant is devoid of merits
and accordingly dismissed.

10) In case, the Appellant is not satisfied with decision, he may prefer Second Appeal under
RTI  Act, 2005, within 90 days from the issue of this decision before the State
Information Commissioner, 13% Floor, New Administrative Building, Madam Cama

Road, Opposite Mantralaya, Mumbai- 400 032.

Decision

Appeal is devoid of merits, since dismissed accordingly.

(Anilkumat Ukey)
First Appellate Authority & Director, Legal (I/c)
Maharashtra Electricity Regulatory Commission

To

Mr. Ramjan Shaikh,

Room No. 125, Ahilyabai Holkar Chawl,

Annabhau Sathe Nagar, In front of P.M.G.P. Colony,

Mumbai-400043. ‘
Mob. No. 9892185445

(Anilkumar Ukey)
First Appellate Authority & Director, Legal (I/c)
Maharashtra Electricity Regulatory Commission
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