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ACTION HISTORY OF RTI FIRST APPEAL No.QCIND/A/E/21/00007

Applicant Name

Text of Appeal

It is incorrect to say that I have sought clarification/ interpretation. I
have sought information as defined in the Section 2(f) of the RTI Act
2005. I agree that it is a hypothetical scenario but there is no Section
of the RTI Act 2005 that states that one cannot seek information from
a public authority on a hypothetical scenario nor are you saying that.
Considering the above, it is not understandable why you say that the
query does not come under the ambit of information as per Section
2(f) of the RTI Act 2005. This is a matter which should be right up
your alley since it pertains to a scenario where the DNA test results
are rigged even if the DNA test is conducted properly. I would have
thought that you would be very enthusiastic and positive in your
reply.

Reply of Appeal

 Dear Sir, This
has reference to your First Appeal dated 05th June 2021 submitted
online under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005. The response to your
Appeal is appended below: On scrutiny of your RTI Application it has
been observed that the reply provided by CPIO, QCI against your
RTI No. QCIND/R/E/21/00021 is in order. Through the aforesaid RTI
Application you have provided a hypothetical scenario and sought
information with respect to that scenario through NABL, QCI. In this
regard, it is hereby apprised that under RTI Act, CPIO is not
supposed to create information that is not a part of record. Only such
information may be provided under the Act which already exists with
the public authority. However, if you have any complaint against any
laboratory, you may approach an appropriate forum for resolution of
your complaint. In view of the above, I uphold the reply provided by
CPIO and accordingly your appeal is disposed of. 
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ACTION HISTORY OF RTI FIRST APPEAL No.QCIND/A/E/22/00004

Applicant Name

Text of Appeal
On the basis of which standard the accreditation certificate has been
issued by the National Accreditation Board (NABH) in Neemuch MP.
Attested photocopy of his list.

Reply of Appeal

QCIND/A/E/22/00004 27th June 2022
 Dear Sir, This has

reference to your First Appeal dated 01st June 2022 submitted online
under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005. The response to your First
Appeal is appended below: On scrutiny of your RTI Application vide
No. QCIND/R/T/22/00003 dated 10th March 2022, it has been
observed that you had sought information “On the basis of which
standard the accreditation certificate has been issued by the National
Accreditation Board (NABH) in Neemuch, M.P. Attested photocopy of
his list”. The information related to the matter has already been
provided to you vide CPIO letter dated 08th April 2022. However, for
any specific reply, kindly mention the name of the hospital/
healthcare provider. In view of the above, the reply provided by CPIO
through letter dated 08th April 2022 is in order and I uphold the reply
provided by CPIO, QCI. Accordingly, your First Appeal is disposed of.
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ACTION HISTORY OF RTI FIRST APPEAL No.QCIND/A/E/21/00004

Applicant Name

Text of Appeal
I Had ask Three Information as per the above RTI application but a
long time of 60 days have passed, the CPIU has not provided
information.

Reply of Appeal

. Dear Sir, This has reference to your First Appeal
dated 20th April 2021 submitted online under the provisions of RTI
Act, 2005. The response to your Appeal is appended below: Query: I
had ask three information as per the above RTI application but a long
time of 60 days have passed, the CPIO has not provided information.
Response: On scrutiny of your RTI Application it has been observed
that you had submitted an online RTI Application to Department of
Science & Technology (DST). The said RTI Application was
transferred by DST to Quality Council of India (QCI) and received
online in CPIO, QCI office vide RTI No. QCIND/R/T/21/00001 dated
22nd February 2021. Further, to your online RTI Application, a reply
was provided by CPIO, QCI online through RTI MIS portal dated
22nd March 2021. Copy of the same is being enclosed herewith for
your kind reference. (Refer: Annexure-1) The Action History of RTI
Request being displayed along with the First Appeal clearly shows
that the reply has been provided to you on 22nd March 2021 i.e.
within 30 days of time frame as mandated under RTI Act, 2005.
Hence, your ground for First Appeal “I had ask three information as
per the above RTI application but a long time of 60 days have
passed, the CPIO has not provided information” is completely false.
Further, we would like to mention that QCI and its constituent boards
including NABL have received more than 70 RTI applications / First
appeals from your end. This shows that you have a habit of writing
the same without any motive related to public interest. In this context,
it is hereby apprised that in the similar matter taken up by Hon’ble
CIC and vide it’s order no. CIC/NABTC/A/2017/187614 dated 11th
May 2017 recorded ‘the admonition against your filing repetitive RTI
applications for personal vengeance and with an interest to
pressurize NABL with an intention to secure accreditation to your
laboratory and that NABL is under no obligation to respond to
repeated RTI applications and thus they need to be rejected. The
commission also advised you to refrain from filing RTI application to
prevent wastage of money, resources and time of NABL.’
Accordingly, your appeal is disposed off. 


