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7) During the hearing before the incumbent SCIC on 24/10/2024,
Respondent PIO (Secretary, Macasana Village Panchayat) and
Adv. P. Naik for the appellant were present. The Commission asked
Adv. P. Naik why the Petitioner withdraw his Writ petition in the Hon’ble
High Court and brought back to the Commission when there is no
provision at all in the Development RTI Act for review of a decision or

order of this Commission in a matter.

17y

' :3.(, v 8) Hon’ble Delhi High Court in Delhi Development Authority v/s Central
Information Commission and another W.P.C 1271 of 2009 has observed

h ‘Neither the RTI Act nor the rules framed thereunder grant the power of

1 review to the Central Information Commission or the Chief Information
Commissioner. Once the statute does not provide for the power of
review, the Chief Central Information Commissioner cannot, without any
authority of law, assume the power of review or even of a special leave

to appeal”.

9) Both the appellant and the Respondent present for the hearing today i.e.
08.11.2024, in which the Commission made the appellant understood
that the Commission do not have power to Review its orders, as there is

no such provision is provided by the Act.

ORDER

Considering the above facts and the RTI Act, 2005 does not
provide any provision or power to the Commission to review its
orders, Revision application No. 01/2024/SCIC/276 in Second Appeal
No. 189/2020 is dismissed today i.e. 08.11.2024,

However, in order to accord relief to the Appellant with regard to
his request for information on point No. 4 in the original RTI
application dated 20/04/2020, Commission gave direction to the
current PIO (Respondent No. 1) to help the appellant by making a
fresh attempt to trace the said record and furnish the information
pertaining to point no. 4 to the appellant. Assuring the Commission
all possible assistance to the appellant, current PIO asked the
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