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Subject: - Appeal filed by Shri Sandeep Kumar Yadav Reg. No.
CCUM1/A/E/25/0001 dated 31.01.2025 under Section 19(1) of
the Right to Information Act, 2005 against CPIO’s reply dated
29.01.2025 issued vide F. No. GEN/RTI/658/2024-DC/AC-VII -

O/o PR COMMR-CUS-GEN-ZONE-I-Mumbai.

BRIEF FACTS OF THE CASE

This is an order passed in the case of an Appeal Reg. No.

CCUM1/A/E/25/0001 dated 31.01.2025 (received in this Section on
03.02.2025) filed by Shri Sandeep Kumar Yadav (herein referred to as the
Appellant) against the order dated 29.01.2025 of the Central Public Information
Officer’s issued vide F. No. GEN/RTI/658/2024-DC/AC-VII O/o PR. COMMR-
CUS-GEN-ZONE -I-Mumbai.
2. Brief facts of the case are that the Appellant residing at B-704 Lloyds
Estate, Near V.L.T. College Wadala EA, Mumbai, Pin: 400037 had sought
following information under the Right to information Act, 2005 vide his RTI
application No. CCUM1/R/E/24/00179 dated 30.12.2024, in brief the same is
reproduced as under:

i). Please provide the details of Appointing Authority for the post of
Superintendent (Preventive).

ii). Please provide the copy of order for designating an officer of CBIC as
Appointing Authority for Superintendent (Preventive).

3. In response, the Central Public Information Officer/RTI (General

Commissionerate), New Custom House, Mumbai sought reply from concerned
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section, i.e. Personal & Establishment (Preventive) Section, New Custom House,
Mumbai. Accordingly, on the basis of information received from concerned
Section, the point wise reply was forwarded to the applicant vide letter F. No.
GEN/RTI/658/2024-DC/AC-VII O/o PR. COMMR-CUS-GEN-ZONE -I Mumbai
dated 29.01.2025 is as follows:

Point No. 1. Please refer Recruitments Rules, 2019 Gazette of India vide
GSR No. 340 dated 13.11.2019.

Point No. 2. Please refer Recruitments Rules, 2019 Gazette of India vide

GSR No. 340 dated 13.11.2019

GROUNDS OF APPEAL

-+ “Provided Incomplete, Misleading or False Information.”

5. In pursuance of appeal Reg. No. CCUM1/A/E/25/0001 dated 31.01.2025
in the subject case, Para wise Comments were sought from the Personal &
Establishment (Preventive) Section, New Custom House, Mumbai which is as
under:

5.1 The Chief Commissioner of Customs is the Appointing Authority of
Superintendent of Customs (Preventive). Also provided a letter dated 16.01.2003

issued vide F. No. A-11013/04/2022-Ad-IV.

PERSONAL HEARING

6. The personal hearing was granted to the appellant which was scheduled
on 10.02.2025 at 11.30 AM, but the appellant failed to attend the personal
hearing. In the interest of natural justice, a second opportunity was granted to
the appellant and the personal hearing was re-scheduled for 14.02.2025 at 11:00
AM. The appellant appeared at this rescheduled hearing and requested to
provide the information and copies of documents as sought in his RTI application

and appeal.



DISCUSSION AND FINDINGS

7. I have gone through the RTI application No. CCUM1/R/E/24/00179 dated
30.12.2024, CPIO’s reply dated 29.01.2025, appeal filed by the Appellant Reg. No.
CCUM1/A/E/25/0001 dated 31.01.2025 (received in this Section on 03.02.2025), and
para wise comments dated 19.02.2025 received from concerned section and discovered

the following:

7.1 That the Appellant vide RTI application No. CCUM1/R/E/24/00179 dated

30.12.2024 sought the information as mentioned in para 2 above.

7.2 That the CPIO vide letter F. No. GEN/RTI/658/2024-DC/AC-VII O/0 PR. COMMR-
CUS-GEN-ZONE -1 Mumbai dated 29.01.2025 informed to the Appellant as mentioned

in para 3 above.

7.3  That aggrieved by the said CPIO letter, the Appellant filed the subject appeal on
the ground that the information provided to him is incomplete, misleading or false

information as mentioned in para 4 above.

7.4  Upon review of the relevant documents, I find that the Chief Commissioner of

Customs is the Appointing Authority for the Superintendent of Customs (P).

7.5 Inview of the above findings, I find that the information provided to the Appellant
appears to be incomplete as the name of the Appointing Authority is not mentioned in
the Recruitments Rules, 2019 Gazette of India vide GSR No. 340 dated 13.11.2019.

ORDER

8. In view of above discussion and findings, I pass the following order, as per the

provisions of the RTI ACT, 2005.

8.1 The CPIO is directed to provide the complete information to the appellant as

requested in his RTI application.

8.2 The appeal is disposed of accordingly.
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(Arvind Ghuge)
First Appellate Authority
Addl. Commissioner of Customs (G)

New Custom House, Mumbai.

Copy to: -

Shri Sandeep Kumar Yadav,

B-704 Lloyds Estate, Near V.I.T. College,
Wadala EA, Mumbai, Pin: 400037.



