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W.P.(C)No.^'^ /2015

Smt. Anita Madhukar W/o Virendra

Kumar mag&ukar Aged about 30

years, Resident of village- Navapara

(Ratanpiir), Post- Shrawan-devri,

district- Bilaspur (C.G.)

3)

Through its Secretary, Ministry of

Railway, Govt. of India, Rail-Bhawan

(Senior Divisional Personnel Officer),

South East Central Railway, division-
•Bilaspur, D.R.M. Office Bilaspur PIN

495004 ( C.G.)

The Public Information Officer

(Senior Divisional Personnel Officer),

division-Raipur, W.R.S. Colony,

Complex -Raipur ( C.G.)

The Appellant Authority, (The

Assistant Divisional Rail Manager),

ioufh Eastem Central Railway
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. Complex -Raipur ( C.G.)

5)

7)

Senior Divisional Security

Commissioner Railway Protection

Force South East Central Railway

Bilaspur Division D.R.M. Complex

Bilaspm (C.G.) PIN- 495004

The Appellant Authority, (The

Assistant Divisional Rail Manager),

Soufh Eastem Central Railway

division-Bilaspur, D.R.M. Complex -

Bialpsur ( C.G.) PIN- 495004

Divisional Security Commissioner

Railway Protection Force South East

Central Railway Raipur Division

D.R.M. Complex W.R.S. Colony

Raipur (C.G.)

Saumya Dutta Inspector Railway

Protection Force present posted at

R.P.F. Post Sahdo) ( M.P.) South East

Central Railway Division Bilaspur

( C.G.)
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SB : Hon'ble Shri Manindra Mohan Shrivastava. J.
31.03.2015

Mr. Ravi Maheshwari, ctaunsel forthe petitioner.

Mr. Anil Pandey, Assi^tant Solicitor General for Union of

lndia/respondentNo.1 on adv^

inspection of railway's record

on 29.05.2014, theorder of

under the law, the law obliges

nce copy.

Limited grievance rais^d through this petition is that even

though there is ari order pass^d by Central Information Commission

in favour of the petitioner direcjting respondent to allow the petitioner

and provide photocopies as back as

Information commission is not being

comptied with.

Unless the responden)^ have challenged the order of the

Central Information Commissi^n, in ahy ctyly constituted proceeding

respondents to disclose information'

as per Qrder dated 29.05.2014,

The petitioner has $ remedy of moving appropriate

application for imposing penall

disciplinary action against ofRi

the R.T.t. Act.

Leaving the petitioner -f

underthe law, this petition is di

y and issuance of direction for taking

iial as provided under Section 20 of

lp work out remedy avaitable to him

^posed off.
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