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BEFORE THE APPELLATE AUTHORITY CONSTITUTED BY THE BOARD
UNDER THE PROVISIONS OF THE RIGHT TO INFORMATION ACT, 2005,

Appeal Memo No. [ 2011

shri.Rajkumar Vitthalrao Waghmare
Bhawswar Chawk, Tathagat Nagar,

— Opposite Punchashill Dhwaj,
Nanded - 431 605 GAppellant

Wis

Public Infarmation Oificer,

Mzharashtra Pollution Control Board,
Sion - Respondent

ORDER

Shri. Rajkumar Vitthalaao Waghmare, has filed an appeal under section 19 (1)
of the Right to Information Act, 2005 before first Appellate Authority of the
Mahzrashtra Pollution Contral Board on 1912011 received to this office an

25:1.2011.

The appeal is mainly filad by the appellant against the gueries raised and
pointed out by the appallant in the information sent by the Publie information Officer

vide letter did. 14.10.2010.

Before passing any arder, the Appellate Authority has decided to give him an

opportunity of personal hearing on 4.3 2071 at 11.30 am. and the date of hesring



w8
was communicated to the appellant vide letter did, 14.2.2011.  Thereafter, the
Assistant Public Infarmation Qfficer had telephonically discussed with the Appeliant
on 23.2.2011 and the Appellant has informed that due to his accident and injury o
his leg, the Doctors have suggesied one month rest hence he imay not be able o

altend the personal hearing on 4.3.2011.

In the meantime, the Establishment Branch of the Board had subrmnitted its
reply dtd. 24.2.2011, to the queries raised by the appellant pertaining {o point Nos. 2
‘& 3 of the application filed by the Appellant under the Right to Information At 2005
The infarmation received from the Establishment Branch of the Board was sent to the
Appeilant vide letter did. 24.2.2011 and he was asked as to whether he is satisfied
with the information or not? He was requested lo mention the reasons about his
inabiiity to attend the persanal hearing, 2o as to take appropriate decision in the

appeal.

Till telephonic communication made by the Assistant Public Information
Officer on 2532011, the appellant has neither given any reply nor made any
communication with this office as o whether he has received the information 2nd
whether he is satisfied with the same.  The Appellant informed after tefephonic
communication from Assistant Public Information Officer on 25.3.2011 with him, that
he has received the information and now he is satisfied with the same. Therefore,

the said appeal is hereby disposed off.

Dated this 28" day of March. 2071
“Hienade.

(D.T. Devale)
Appellate Authority
RTI Act, 2005



