ACTION HISTORY OF RTI FIRST APPEAL No.IGMHY/A/E/25/00001

Applicant Name

Text of Appeal

Reply of Appeal

SN. Action Taken

1 FIRST APPEAL
RECEIVED

& APPEAL DISPOSED
OF

2 | APPEAL FORWARDED
TO CONCERNED
FIRST APPELLATE
AUTHORITY

Mahesh Binawade

False information is produced by the officer. First, read the question
properly and then answer it. The officer is representative of the mint
which is under the control of Government of India. You are requested
also provide information that which penal action will be taken against
the said officer who produced the false information.

Appeal No:IGMHY/A/E/25/00001 dated: 13.02.2025. Date of
Disposal of the Appeal: 07.03.2025 Order 1) Shri.Mahesh Binawade
has filed an RTl Request bearing Reg.no.IGMHY/R/E/25/00006
dated 17.01.2025, Seeking certain details. 2) Having not satisfied
with the RTI reply tendered by the CPIO, the Applicant has filed the
instant appeal. 3) After perusing the RTI Application & Reply
tendered by the CPIO, it is found that the CPIO has nor provide the
requisite information as sought by the Applicant. 4) It is found that the
Applicant has following informatoon: Information of coinage
production at Hydrabad mint of each denomination wise and financial
year wise from year 1950 to till date, whichever record available at
Hyderabad Mint. 5) It is therefore ordered that the CPIO provide the
requisite information as is available in the records within 15 working
days from the date of receipt of this order.6) With the above Order
the appeal stands disposed of. The decision can be appealed against
to CIC within a period of 90 days at below mentioned address or
through the online RTI portal - https://dsscic.nic.in/online-
appealapplication/onlineappealapplication. Central Information
Commission, CIC Bhawan, Baba Ganganath Marg, Munirka, New
Delhi — 110 067. Sunil Tiwari, CGM & Appellate Authority.

Date of Action

Action Taken By Rl
13/02/2025
07/03/2025 FAA - SUNIL
TIWARI
07/03/2025 Nodal Officer Online



ACTION HISTORY OF RTI FIRST APPEAL No.IGMHY/A/E/25/00002

Applicant Name

Text of Appeal

Reply of Appeal

SN.

1

2

3

Action Taken

FIRST APPEAL
RECEIVED

APPEAL FORWARDED
TO CONCERNED
FIRST APPELLATE

AUTHORITY

APPEAL DISPOSED
OF

Mahesh Binawade

Information of Mintage of each set has not been produced by the
mint.

Appeal No:IGMHY/A/E/25/00002 dated: 13.02.2025. Date of
Disposal of the Appeal: 08.03.2025 Order 1) Shri.Mahesh Binawade
has filed an RTl Request bearing Reg.no.IGMHY/R/E/25/00007
dated 18.01.2025, Seeking certain details. 2) Having not satisfied
with the RTI reply tendered by the CPIO, the Applicant has filed the
instant appeal. 3) After perusing the RTI Application & Reply
tendered by the CPIO, it is found that the CPIO has nor provide the
requisite information as sought by the Applicant. 4) It is found that the
Applicant has following information: Mintage of Proof Set of
Commemorative Coins - Proof set wise - issued by Hydrabad Mint
from year 2000 to till date of reply of Application (Whichever record
available at Hydrabad mint). 2) Mintage of UNC Set of
Commemorative Coins - UNC set wise - issued by Hydrabad Mint
from year 2000 to till date of reply of Application (Whichever record
available at Hydrabad mint). 5) It is therefore ordered that the CPIO
provide the requisite information as is available in the records within
15 working days from the date of receipt of this order.6) With the
above Order the appeal stands disposed of. The decision can be
appealed against to CIC within a period of 90 days at below
mentioned address or through the online RTI portal -
https://dsscic.nic.in/online-appealapplication/onlineappealapplication.
Central Information Commission, CIC Bhawan, Baba Ganganath
Marg, Munirka, New Delhi — 110 067. Sunil Tiwari, CGM & Appellate
Authority.

Date of Action Remarks
Action Taken By

13/02/2025

07/03/2025 Nodal Officer Online

08/03/2025 FAA - SUNIL
TIWARI



ACTION HISTORY OF RTI FIRST APPEAL No.IGMHY/A/E/25/00003

Applicant Name

Text of Appeal

Reply of Appeal

SN.

1

2

3

Action Taken

FIRST APPEAL
RECEIVED

APPEAL FORWARDED
TO CONCERNED
FIRST APPELLATE

AUTHORITY

APPEAL DISPOSED
OF

Mohsin Rafique Tanwar

Not satisfied with the answer please any related information to the
original information would also suffice anything relatedto it

First Appeal No. IGMHY/A/E/25/00003 dated 26.02.2025 ORDER 1.
The appellant filed an application dated February 11, 2025 under the
Right to Information Act, 2005 . The respondent disposed of the
request vide his reply dated February 25th, 2025 to the appellant.
The appellant filed the present appeal dated February 26, 2025
against the above response. 2. | have carefully considered the
application, the response and the Appeal and find that the matter can
be decided based on the material available on record. 3. From the
Appeal, | note that the appellant is aggrieved by the respondent’s
response to his application for not providing/refusing information 4.
The respondent provided the information to the appellant well within
the prescribed period of time as per the provisions contained in the
RTI Act, 2005. 5. Grounds in Appeal — The applicant raised the
appeal on the following issues as stated as below: “Not satisfied with
the answer please any related information to the original information
would also suffice anything relatedto it ” 6. | note that the appellant
had sought information with respect to Inquiry regarding Minting
detail of India Circulation coins (definitive coin having metal
aluminium magnesium ) (A) 1 paisa of year 1965 (B) 5 paisa of year
1979 (C) 5 paisa of year 1981 (D) 20 paisa of year 1983 (E) 20 paisa
of year 1984. Against this request CPIO(HR) vide his RTI reply dated
17.01.2023 has provided the following information: “the information
sought is not available as per the records being maintained by this
Mint.” 7. It is observed from the Reply to the RTI Application that the
CPIO has stated that, no records are available as far as information
requested by the applicant. The FAA observes that, the CPIO is
obliged to provide the information to the extent it is available in their
records. This legal principle is supported by the decision of the
Hon’ble Delhi High Court in its order dated 07-01-2016 of Page 3 of 4
in LPA 24/2015 & CM No. 965/2015 titled as “The Registrar of
Supreme Court of India v. Commodore Lokesh K Batra & Ors.,” 8. In
view of the above, no further consideration by the FAA in this regard
is required. 9. In exercise of the powers, conferred upon the
Appellate Authority under Section 19(6) of Right to Information Act,
2005, the appellate authority finds no reason to interfere with the
responses provided by the respondent CPIO. 10. The Appeal stands
disposed. The decision can be appealed against to CIC within a
period of 90 days at below mentioned address or through the online
RTI portal. Central Information Commission, Room No. 305, 2nd
Floor, CIC Bhawan, Baba Ganganath Marg, Munirka, New Delhi —
110 067. SUNIL TIWARI FAA& CGM

Date of Action

Action Taken By Rl
26/02/2025
07/03/2025 Nodal Officer Online

18/03/2025 FAA - SUNIL
TIWARI



First Appeal No. IGMHY/A/E/25/00004 dated 22.03.2025

ORDER

L. The appellant filed an application dated March 03, 2025 under the Right to Information Act, 2005 .
The respondent disposed of the request vide his reply dated March 20, 2025 to the appellant. The appellant
filed the present appeal dated March 227, 2025 against the above response.

2. I have carefully considered the application, the response and the Appeal and find that the matter can be
decided based on the material available on record.

3. From the Appeal, I note that the appellant is aggrieved by the respondent’s response to his
application for providing incomplete or false information.

4, The respondent provided the information to the appellant well within the prescribed period of time
as per the provisions contained in the RTI Act, 2005.

5. Grounds in Appeal — The applicant raised the appeal on the following issues as stated as below:

“1. The denomination wise , year wise , theme wise , metal wise , weight wise , size wise shape
wise and design wise , total number of coins of One Pice , Half Anna , One Anna , Two Anna

, 1/4 Rupee , 1/2 Rupee , 1 Naya Paisa, 1 Paisa, 2 Naye Paise , 2 Paise , 3 Paise , 5
Naye Paise, 5 Paise, 10 Naye Paise , 10 Paise , 20 Paise, 25 Naye Paise, 25 Paise, 50
Naye Paise, 50 Paise 1 Rupee , 2 Rupee , 5 Rupee , 10 Rupee and Rs.20 total number of
Definitive Coins minted from Year 1950 to 2025. This is the information I wanted from the
mint but I received the incomplete information from year 2005 to 2023 and also they also gave
me half information. [ wanted the information of the coins theme wise , denomination wise ,
metal wise,size wise and shape wise . But they have replied in the manner I cant understand.
And provide me the incomplete reply .kindly look into the matter and send the complete
information. I am also attaching the reply copy I have recd from hyderabad mint.”

6. I note that the appellant had sought information with respect to 15 points on various denominations
and themes from the year 1950 to 2025.

7. In this regard, the undersigned has sought comments from the concerned CPIO through RTI MIS
portal on 22.03.2025. The CPIO vide his reply dated 22.03.2025 has submitted the following comments.
Sir, it is to submit the following point wise reply:
1. Information as available from the year 2005 to 2024 has already been provided.
No further information is available.
2. Information as available from the year 2005 to 2024 has already been provided.
No further information is available.
3. Only AKAM series coins have been minted since the year 2021 and the details
are already provided to the Applicant.
4. Agriculture Dominance-Theme: Re.1-2019: 366.4500MPCs Re.1-2020:16.8500
MPCs Re.2-2019:375.0000 MPCs Re.2-2020: 79.5000 MPCs Re.5-2019: 68.8050
MPCs Re.5-2020.218.0525 MPCs Re.10-2019: 328.2020 MPCs Re.10-
2020:257.0680 MPCs Re.20-2019-2022: Information not available.
S1.No. 5 to 15: Separate information as to the individual themes not maintained
entire production with respect to each denomination from 2005 to 2024 is already
provided.

8. It is observed from the Reply to the RTI Application that the CPIO has stated that, no records are
available as far as information requested by the applicant for Points SI.No.1, 2 & 5 to 15. The FAA observes
that, the CPIO is obliged to provide the information to the extent it is available in their records. This legal



principle is supported by the decision of the Hon’ble Delhi High Court in its order dated 07-01-2016 of
Page 3 of 4 in LPA 24/2015 & CM No. 965/2015 titled as “The Registrar of Supreme Court of India v.
Commodore Lokesh K Batra & Ors.,”

9. In view of the above, no further consideration by the FAA in this regard is required.

10. In exercise of the powers, conferred upon the Appellate Authority under Section 19(6) of Right to
Information Act, 2005, the appellate authority finds no reason to interfere with the responses provided by the
respondent CPIO.

11. The Appeal stands disposed.
The decision can be appealed against to CIC within a period of 90 days at below mentioned address or
through the online RTI portal.

Central Information Commission,

Room No. 305, 2nd Floor,

CIC Bhawan, Baba Ganganath Marg,

Munirka, New Delhi — 110 067.

Sd/-

Date: 27.03.2025 (SUNIL TIWARI)
FAA& CGM



APPEAL No. IGMHY/A/E/25/00005
BEFORE THE APPELLATE AUTHORITY
(Under the Right to Information Act, 2005)
INDIA GOVERNMENT MINT
(A Unit of SPMCIL.)

IDA.Phasc.I1, HICI. Post, Cherlapally, Hyderabad — 500 051

First Appeal No. IGM] IY/A/E/25/00005 dated 24.04.2025

Indrani Bancrnee

Appellant

CPIOCTOY, IGMH -
NI, : Res
Hvderabad pondent

‘1

ORDER

The appellant filed an application dated April 23",
2005 (“RTI Act”) through the RTI
IGMHY/R/E/25/00027. The re

th

2025 under the Right to Information Act,
MIS  Portal bearing Registration No:
spondent disposed of the request vide his online reply
,2025 to the appellant. The appellant filed the present appeal dated April 25",
2025 against the above response. I have carefully considered the application, the response

and the Appeal and find that the matter can be decided based on the material available on

record.

dated April 25

(§e]

From the Appeal, I note that the appellant is aggrieved by the respondent’s response to his
applicanon for not providing information as sought with respect to Job roles of different

p()StS.

Queries in the application:

— — —

Sl1 Date of Information sought
No. | Application _ _ | o
B - . N Hac I- = : T T .
1 Aptil 23 1. Has Hyderabad mint ever produced any T,U paisa coin bearing the
:7(?’}'-', ‘ date 1982 without any mint mark? 2. What is the total number of
o such coins (mintage) dated 1982 without a mint mark, produced by

Hydvml;ad mintz

d c 1 m 101 o Ihl. i[ 1 L
i I}“e res on tnt Pl{)k ldt t]l 1 i()l ‘lt ) "W ]ll“[ \.L]l \ 11 l wes

151 1 I SR Act, 2005,
period of time as per the provisions contained in the RTT Act, 2

4 Grounds in Appeal = The applicant raised the appeal as below:

“PLEASE PROVIDE CORRECT ‘ IN!-'ORﬁ;’A.dI 1 ObNd‘l:’;!:f:r
HAIDRABAD MINT HAS NO INFORMATION ON ff.f’ 1. Has !'_1 er.: ;Mk: "
er produced any 20 paisa coin bearing the date 1982 u'uh.um'an'l mint 1 ? k.
i:;:f) is the total umber of such coins (mintage) dated 1982 without a mint mark,

produced by Hy derabad mint.”




(.

APPEAL No. IGMHY/A/E/25/00005

In this reeard, the FAA
N RS AA observes that feauicite inf ,
the \ppcilmt h\- " serves that requistte information has .’llt'('a(hr bheen prt)\’idcd to
d ‘ cc AR ‘1 . /
A omate 1-(““( erne Lﬁl.-f PTO. Tt s also observed that all the bullion records prior
2 : seen disposed off under Record Retention Schedule.

ﬂll::ﬂ:III.)]\L_.\iI:mI;I:.:: ::(I{l)\::;; 1h\{i (']‘-]; }I 15 ful.a_Ilgtcd r_u |nl-m'id(- the information to the extent it is
P Loy m; | <0, II .t e nmn'm;uum_ in the manner sought by the applicant s
s n‘(?m’d*\ -l-l,”-:lt?lll,n; cn (]-llt}v on the CPIO) to create any fresh compilation for
e .t;l_d”. ;,‘L“]. 1111:L1l 1}1]{; 1s supported by the (.!t'(_‘l:i]tlﬂ of the Flon’ble Delhi
965 /2015 titled ax &7 o U7-01-2016 of Page 3 of 4 in LPA 24/2015 & CM No.
K utled as “ I'he Registrar of Supreme Court of India v. Commodore Lokesh
Batra & Ors.,” wherein, 1t was held as under:- |

“I5. On a combined reading of Section 4(1) (a) and Section 2(i), it appears to
us fh‘ar the requirement is only to maintain the records in a manner which
t:‘;rf:hr;nes.rhc r.{g_rh'r to information under the Act. As already noticed above,
“right to information” under Section 2(j) means only the right to information

under the Act under which a direction can be issued to the public authority
to collate the information in the manner in which it is sought by the

applicant.”
Also, the Hon’ble Supreme Court in SLP(C) NO. 7526/2009 (CBSE & Anr. Vs. Aditya

Bandopadhyay & Ors) had held that:

“35. At this juncture, it is necessary to clear some misconceptions about the
RTI Act. The RTI Act provides access to all information that Is available

and existng.

... the Act does not cast an obligation upon the public authority, to collect
or collate such non-available information and then furnish it to an

382

applicant.....
In exercise of the powers, conferred upon the Appellate Authority under Section 19(6) of
Right to Information Act, 2005, the appellate authority finds no reason to interfere with the
responses provided by the respondent CPIO.
Accordingly, the Appeal stands disposed. N |
The decision can be appealed against to CIC within a period of_ 9Q days at below
mentioned address or through the online R'TT portal - hrtps://dssc:c.mc.m/onhne—appeal-
a )licariuﬂfun]jncappt:alapplicaticm.
e Central Information Commission, CIC Bhawan, Baba Ganganath Marg,
Munirka, New Delhi - 110 067. w
ﬁ{‘ﬂfﬂ "} i
ULl
bad (S.R.Wajpe)
3] . Y >
o Hyd:;: rooll APPELLATE AUTHORITY &
Dace: May : GENERAL MANAGE R(TO) & HOD

F.No. IGMH/RTI/FAA/2 21-22 / )j}( \[ QJ&%
LI -
g s

To,
Shri. Indranil Baneri;:, P.0O-Thalia, Howrah,
Banerjee Bhaban, <

Bengal- 711401

ar Binola Kalitala, Vill—liinalakrishnabali,

Page 2 of 2
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I APPEAL No. IGMHY/A/E/25/00006
BEFORE TI1I: APPELLATE AUTHORITY
(Under the Righy ¢ Information Act 2005)
]Nl)li‘:):;{)\’lﬂk NMENT MIN'T
Init of SPMCI1
1 B ‘ of SPMCIL)
DA.Phase.11, HCL Post, Cherlapally, I Iyderabad = 500 051

Firs . ' .
irst Appeal No. IGMHY /A/¥ /25 /00006 dated 24.04.2025

Hardeep Singh ] \ppell
! F}PC ant
Vs.
CPIO(TO), IGMI, : R !
espondent

Hyderabad
ORDER

l.hc appellant filed an application dated April 12", 2025 under the Right to Information Act
2005 (“RTI Act”) through the RTI MIS Portal bearing Registration ‘;\Jo:
IGMHY/R/E/25/00023. The respondent disposed of the request vide his online reply
dated April 24,2025 to the appellant. The appellant filed the present appeal dated Apnl 3_.4;‘

202 . ] )
2025 against the above response. I have carefully considered the application, the response

and the Appeal and find that the matter can be decided based on the material available on

record.

From the Appeal, I note that the appellant is aggrieved by the respondent’s response to his

application for not providing information as sought with respect to Job roles of different

posts.
Queries in the application:
Sl Date of Information sought
No. | Application
1 "ipril 125 Give me the following mintage and state with if any error happen in rhq[
= - . . . - - o
2025 following denominations for the year 2000 to 2025
rs 1
rs 2
rs 5
rs 10
2. rs shivajl hyderbad mintage 1999
1997 2 rs shubash chndra bose mintage hyd and also state about the button
on coat in SOMe cons are missing and in some present also state about
}wh;u are lht‘_('l‘_l‘_()i_‘_l_l_ﬂi‘_lpt_‘_l_l_i_ll_ -
within the prcscribed

The respondent provided the information to the appellant well
ained in the RTT Act, 2005.

period of time as per the provisions cont

al — The applicant raised the appeal as below:

Grounds in Appe
FOLLOWING

DETAILS

“PLEASE RESPONSE THE

Page 1 0f 2



e e T T

following d““hmiuvni‘l AGE OF COINS FROM year 2000 l(’/2(ﬁ;{:/ofa{Jcm
el SR G -lfl ‘ms rs 1 o8 2,08 5 15 10, rs 20 also mominn‘q‘" .
commertive circulation coin by hyd mine ft(::]t‘

vear 2000 o 2025
. S 9 ¥ e . "
ns what is the mintage of 1999 shivaji hyderabad,™

In this r
s regard, the |f
b » C l'\ R . 5
A observes that CP1O has formed the applicant that no

li‘lf-t‘ll'l‘ll ll‘i(lt'l 1S 1 <
« 15 ﬂ.\'ali{l1 o1 |
}]t mn l]]t‘ I'(‘C{Htl.‘ I’N.‘ll'l_u lll;lll‘i[:lill(‘ll I’\ llll.‘ Mine.

The FAA observes

available '11(1)‘{)]::;:: :‘;Ct(]:ﬂ;; lh\‘i::p.]f() 18 Inhhlucd to provide the information to the extent it is

not available, there is n'n' im-ltl)‘ 1l ‘lhc |nll'ur1n;u|m(1‘]1:: llw m‘nn“nclr .\ni‘lluhl by the applicant 1s

non-existent records. This le mtf.} dl.") u the AN [f} e '"L_.;f.ny fresh c“mP‘.i'-‘"“ﬂ for

Hligh Covit in ks (- b s legal principle is suppnrtcd by the tllcch-mn of the Flon I:[.-.- Delhi

965/2015 tisled a; “3;71.1' datc_d U?-(ll‘- 2016 of [‘n{gc Jof 4 ln.l.l‘r\ '24/2“[5 & CM No.
§ e Registrar of Supremic Court of India v. Commodore Lokesh

K Batra »» R
& Ors.,” wherein, it was held as under:-

« % I3 . - 3
15. On a combined reading of Section 4(1) (a) and Section 2(i), it appears to
us that the requirement is only to maintain the records in a manner which

facilitates the right to information under the Act. As already noticed above,

PP . i . £ ’ E Fl
right to information” under Section 2(j) means only the tight to information

which is held by any public authority. We do not find any other provision
under the Act under which a direction can be issued to the public authority

to collate the information in the manner in which it is sought by the

applicant.”
Also, the Hon’ble Supreme Court in SLP(C) NO. 7526/2009 (CBSE & Anr. Vs. Aditya

Bandopadhyay & Ors) had held that:

“35, Ar this juncture, it Is necessary [o clear some misconceptions about the
RTI Act. The RTI Act provides access (0 all information that is avarlable

and existing.

Act does not cast an obligation upon the public authority,

to collect

-
or collate such non-available information and then furnish it to an
applicant.....””

8 In view of the above position, the undersigned in exercise of the powers, conferred upon

Section 19(6) of Right to Information Act, 2005, the

the Appellate Authority under
erfere with the responses provided by the

appellate authority finds no reason to int
respondent CPIO.

9 Accordingly, the Appeal stands disposed.
The decision can be appealed against to CIC within a period of 90 days at below

mentioned address or through the online RTI portal - 11ttps://dsscic.nic.in/online-appealv

application/on!jncappcalapphcztion.
Central Information Commission, CIC Bhawan, Baba Ganganath Marg,

Munirka, New Delhi - 110 067. %
TN
‘13\1'\ \ﬂﬁv‘{
Place: Hyderabad (S.R.Wajpe)
Date: May 10%, 2025 APPELLATE AUTHORITY &
GENERAL MANAGER(TO) & HOD

F.No. IGMH/RTI/FAA/2021-22 /
Sheetal Nagar, Indore- 452010. dt ﬁ

Page 20f2 N | ﬁ
\a\th-{

e

To, Shri. Hardeep Singh, 234/a,




APPEAL No. |GMHY/A/E/25/00007
AUTHORTITY
Right to Information Act, 2005)
INDIA GOVERNMENT MINT |
(A Unit of SPMCI1.)
L, HICY, Post, Cherlapally, Flyderabad - 500 051

BEFORE T T APPELLATE
(Under the

”)f\‘l)hﬂsc

First Appe:
SUAPpeal No. 1IGM1 IY/A/E /25700007 dated 09.05.2025

\incet I undia

Appellant

('-T’]U(l'())‘l(ﬂ\'lll, .
Hvderabad ' Respondent

ORDER

r::;l;;pp;}:;tlﬁ’m: ‘&l;l, application dated April 11", 2025 under the Right to Information Act,
2 ' ct”) through the RTI MIS TPortal bearing Registration No:
IQxI\iHY/R/T/ESXUOOOS. The respondent disposed of the request vide his online reply
dated April 24" 2025 to the appellant. The appellant filed the present appeal dated May 09':,
2025 against the above response. I have carefully considered the application, the res;;onse

and the Appeal and find that the matter can be decided based on the material available on
record.

From the Appeal, I note that the appellant 1s aggrieved by the respondent’s response to his
application for not providing information as sought with respect to Job roles of different

posts.

Queries in the application:
\ S1 \ Date of

Information sought

No. | Application
1 Aprﬂ 11"‘, I would like to obtain the following information from your publc
2025 uthority under the RTT Act,2005:

1.The denomination-wise year wise , Design Wise , Meral wise , Mint wise
total number of definitive comns of Re. 1/-, Rs. 2/-, Rs. 5/- Rs. 10/- and
Rs. 20/~ minted after the independence of India 1.e 15th August 1947 unll
ate , or from the latest date available ull financial year 2023-24 issued for
eneral circulation. 2'The denominaton-wise vear wise , Design Wise |
Metal wise , Mint wise total number of commemorative comns ot Re. 1/-,
is. 2/-, Rs. 5/- Rs. 10/- and Rs. 20/- minted atter the independence of
India 1.e 15th August 1947 nll date | or from the latest date available ull

3. The respondent provided the information to the appellant well within the prescribed

period of time as per the provisions contained in the RTT Act, 2005.

4 Grounds in Appeal — The applicant raised the appeal as below:

“Dear Sir , I have asked 2 question in very simple language . First 1 was for
Page 1of 4
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o B pppeic APPEAL No. IGMHY/A/E/ZS/OOQO?
{ coin year “'f‘.\'t-- ;i cd a n-pffr but not properly . Like ﬁ;r
also minted nd me how m;cm:‘n:'” s ity ol o
Zndd mereastiars “: (‘ from 1982 10 1991 ¢ e nr:,c_r( was there . Also for copper a.'nckcl
parse to 10 0 ﬁir‘ Commemorative l. ( 1| {MI there are mary r.rmrc L:(”Im My
. rupees minted fr " coins issucd for general circulation from 5
and metal wise. Bug thev om 1950 1ill 2025 , theme wise and denomination wise
df""”'ﬂ‘i . Also there ",'c-f had send me the reply for proof coims and unc coins
Commemorative (.”mq'“;:"” mentioned the number like in mpes or pes for
s . Please look upon the matter and cend me proper reply

both ] "
pomies. Thanks i
anks in advance for your prompt reply ..

definitive

ae e 1ssuce fssye cor
xample I asked AK, -
vear 2021 -
yea they didng se
corms "

l)crll'ﬂ:d thL I{ +
ppeal, RTT Request & Information pre wided by the Concerned CPIO.

Points for Consideration:

a o L :

12’ “\:;h;;’hpccr“t;fl;nlf;)rn:mmn requested b.y the Appellant was not properly provided
e | AKAM llltl 1cr, wi‘lcthcr the information sought by the Appellant with
g i coin year wise was not provided and whether the Mintage for the
yea 1 was not provided to the Appellant including the details of copper nickel
coins minted from 1982 to 19917

morative coins issued for
from 1950 till 2025 , theme
ded to the Appellant?

b) thtl-mr, [h.e information pertaining to Comme
ge'neral circulation from 5 paise to 10 rupees minted
wise and denomination wise and metal wise was not provi

The points standing for consideration of the FAA are dealt as below:

a) Whether the information requested by the Appellant was not properly provided to
the Appellant? Further, whether the information sought by the Appellant with
respect to AKAM coin year wise was not provided and whether the Mintage for the

year 2021 was not provided to the Appellant including the details of copper nickel

coins minted from 1982 to 19917

the RTI Reply that entire production details from the

It is seen on perusal of
ided by the CPIO to the Appellant

)00-01 to 2023-24 has been duly prov

IFinancial year 2(
Design of the Coin as sought.

along with Metal used and [

pellant in the present appcal has advanced an argument that details

ided. It is seen from the records that

AM series for

FFurther, the Ap
ect to AKAM coin year wise was not prov
ided requisite pruductiun dertails
d that the original R'IT Applicauon

aining to AKAM coins,

with resp
the CPI1O had already prov
the F.Y(s) 2022-23 & 2023 24. That apart, it 1s observe
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APPEAL No. IGMHY/A/E/25/00007
' oas concerned, the Appellant is hereby informed that

cords prior to the vear 2000 have been disposed of interms of Record Retention

Coms minted during 1982 (o 191
bullion re

Schedule.

b) Whether, the information pertaining to Commemorative coins issued for general
circulation from 5 paise to 10 rupees minted from 1950 il 2025 , theme wise and
denomination wise and metal wise was not provided to the f\ppelhnt?

On perusal of the RTT Reply, it is scen that CPTO has provided details pertaining to
UNC Commemorative Coins, Therefore, the following information pertaining to

Circulated Comns as are available in the records is hereby being provided to the
Appcllant:

Thcmc & Pmducunn in NlPCs B
_I Saint 'ﬂL]'mnx.!. 10, 3"1"1'\1]’( s —l
2 T(ralwnar \nm l_ll HI{lll)I\[pc~ o |
3. 60 years of commonwealth.- 5. 0100Mpc’s B J
4 Dr. | Rajendra Prasad.- 3.0750Mpc’s

5. C.subramaniam.- 5.5000 Mpc’s
6 1000 vears of brihadeeswarar temple. - 5.1200 Mpc's
7. Income tax- 150 years of building india.- 10.3175 Mpc’s
8.Mother Teresa.- 5.2525 Mpc’s
9.19th commonwealth Games- Delhi 2010. — 5.2875 Mpc’s
| 10. Comptroller and auditor general of India.- 5.1000 Mpc’s
11. 150th Birth Anniversary of Rabindranath Tagore.- 10.0575 Mpc’s
12. 100 Years of Civil Aviation in India.- 5.1025 Mpc’s
13. 150 Years of the Kuka Movement.- 5.1950 Mpc’s
14. 100 Years of Indian Council of Medical Research (ICMR). 5.4025 Mpc’s
15. 150 Years of the Income Tax Department. 10.3175 Mpc's
16. 150 Years of the Comptroller and Auditor General (CAG) of India.-
5.1000 Mpc’s
17.150 Years of Madan Mohan Malaviya. — 5.3750 Mpc’s

B[ .

| 18. 60 Years of the Parhament of India.- 5.2950 Mpc’s

19. 60 Years of India Government Mint, Kolkata.5.2050 Mpc’s

20. 150th Birth Anniversary of Moulal Nehru.- 5.0500 Mpc’s

21. Mata Vaishno Devi Shrine Board Commemoration.- 99,4000 Mpc’s

22. Acharya Tulsi Birth Centenary.- 5.4800 Mpc's

23. 125th Birth Anniversary of Maulana Abul Kalam Azad. — 5.0000 Mpc's

24. Birth Centenary of Begum Akhtar. — 5.0000 Mpc’s

25. BHEL - 30 Years of Engineering Excellence. — 5. "UUU Mpc's

26. C en[emr\ of rhc lk.mr_]_ngm f\[‘ll‘ll ]nc1dent = 5 70“0 l\lpc §

‘?8 Blrlh centenary of R'm; g11d1nl1u 5. 7!)3[} \Ipc S

29. %Ilahabad high court- 150th anniversary- 1.4800 l\Ip;: s

30). BIJU‘PQIIHZIL blrlh centenary — 5.5000

31. 125 birth anniversary of l'l\\"lhar]a} Nehru - year 2014 - 5. 1250 MPCS

32. University of I\l\wn centenary Llf.‘l{l)l'l!tt}n'- l‘)l() ”(ll('._- D_DbU MPCS

33, Srare b:m]-. of India 18( 6- 20006 year -. 1 lHll‘)hll mpcs

34, O\JCC( elebrating 50 \L.lrx 1956-2006 - 13. 73()(] mpcs

35. 10 rupee centenary year rof Banaras Hindu univ ersity year 2016 -5,1920
Mpes

36. 10 rupee 150th years o f national archives of india yvear 2016 - 5.0500 Mpes

37. 10 Rs 3rd India-Africa forum year 2015 - 5.2000 Mpcs

38. 10 rupee 475th birth anniver;:gi of Maharana Pratap }-‘e-:; -5.4720 Mpes
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APPEAL No. IGMHY/A/EDS/OOOOY

39. 10 III[‘{& I50th Davth annversary of lala |, Appat Kar 1955 2015 year 2015
6. 7200 Mpcs
JOo 10 rapee OO vears of the parhiiment of imdia 1952 20012 5.1200) f\i[)f 5 i
) $1. 10 rupee shrr Maa N ashno devi sign board 2012 31,8910 Mpes

12. 10 rupee 60 years of cotr board 1953 201 Yvear 2003 5.3600) Mpes

13. 10 rupee NMahatma Gandht return from Africa centenary commemoration

j 1915 5..‘.('”1\1110~'
{4 10 rupee mternational day of ve A year 20015 5.1000) Mpes

5.1600 Mpcs

45. 10 rupee |1 25th [)irfh mnivu‘mn‘ of BR Ambckar year 7‘0!'}
5.1200 Mpcs

J(: 10 rupec birth centenary t)f “\\\;”!]l (hnnmmn,md year 2015 -
7. 10 rupee ]""ath Imlh anniversary nfl)r S Radlmkrlwhn'm 7“] 5-3.1000 Mpecs 4. B

In view of the above position, the undersigned in exercise of the powers, conferred upon
the Appellate Authority under Section 19(6) of Right to Information Act, 2005, the
appellate authority disposes of the Appeal with the above information

8 Accordingly, the Appeal stands disposed.
The dectsion can be appealed against to CIC within a period of 90 days at below
mentioned address or through the online RTI portal - https://dsscic.nic.in/online-appeal-
application/onlineappealapplication.
Central Information Commission, CIC Bhawan, Baba Ganganath Marg,
Munirka, New Delhi — 110 067.
(%X (‘4 m
Place: Hyderabad (5.R. Wa;pe)
Date: May 10", 2025 APPELLATE AUTHORITY &
GENERAL MANAGER(TO) & HOD

F.No. IGMH/RTI/FAA/2021-22 /

To,

Shri. Vineet Lundia, V\
Royal Residency, Zakaria Street,

AN

Atghara, Rajarhat,
e SM

Go Block-A, Flat-106, Near Dashdrone SBI ATM,
North 24 Paraganas, West Bengal- 700 136



APPEAL No. IGMHY/A/E/25/00008
BEFORE THE APPELLATE AUTHORITY
(Under the Right to Information Act, 2005)

INDIA GOVERNMENT MINT
(A Unit of SPMCIL)
IDA.Phase.II, HCL Post, Cherlapally, Hyderabad — 500 051

First Appeal No. IGMHY/A/E/25/00008 dated 26.06.2025

Arun Rastogi : Appellant
Vs.
CPIO(Tech), IGMH, : Respondent
Hyderabad
ORDER

1. The appellant filed an application dated June 06", 2025 under the Right to Information Act,
2005 (“RTI Act”) through the RTI MIS Portal bearing Registration No:
IGMHY/R/E/25/00043. The respondent disposed of the request vide his online reply
dated June 26", 2025 to the appellant. The appellant filed the present appeal dated June 26",
2025 against the above response. I have carefully considered the application, the response
and the Appeal and find that the matter can be decided based on the material available on

record.

2 From the Appeal, I note that the appellant is aggrieved by the respondent’s response to his

application for not providing information as sought.

Queries in the application:

S1 Date of Information sought
No. | Application
1 June 26", 2025QUESTION NO. 01 - PROVIDE THE TOTAL MINTAGE IN NUMBERS
FOR AKAM SERIES COINS DENOMINATIONS RUPEE 1, RUPEES 2,
RUPEES 5, RUPEES 10 AND RUPEE 20 FOR YEAR 2021

3 The respondent provided the information to the appellant well within the prescribed

period of time as per the provisions contained in the RTT Act, 2005.

4 Grounds in Appeal — The applicant raised the appeal as below:

“I  have not requested for a  specific period of time
I want to know the average cost of making a ¥1 %2 , ¥5 and ¥10 coin
respectively.

Please provide me the details based on last financial year data “

5 I note that the appellant had sought information with respect to Total Mintage of .1/-
,.2/-,%3.5/- %.10/- & %.20/- denomination coins pertaining to 2021 AKAM Series.

G In this regard, the undersigned had directed/sought comments from the Respondent
Page 1 0f 3
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APPEAL No. IGMHY/A/E/25/00008
CPIO with whom the information is maintained as per the contentions put forth by the

Appellant.

Further, in response to the direction, CPIO(Tech) has provided the following
information/comments on record dated 28.06.2025:

“It is to submit once again that no information as sought by the RTI
Applicant is available in the records.”

The FAA observes that, the CPIO is obliged to provide the information to the extent it is
available in their records. Also, if the information in the manner sought by the applicant is
not available, there is no bounden duty on the CPIO to create any fresh compilation for
non-existent records. This legal principle is supported by the decision of the Hon’ble Delhi
High Court in its order dated 07-01-2016 of Page 3 of 4 in LPA 24/2015 & CM No.
965/2015 titled as “The Registrar of Supreme Court of India v. Commodore Lokesh
K Batra & Ors.,” wherein, it was held as under:-

“15. On a combined reading of Section 4(1) (a) and Section 2(i), it appears to
us that the requirement is only to maintain the records in a manner which
facilitates the right to information under the Act. As already noticed above,
“right to information” under Section 2(j) means only the right to information
which is held by any public authority. We do not find any other provision
under the Act under which a direction can be issued to the public authority
to collate the information in the manner in which it is sought by the
applicant.”

Further, it is also observed that under the provisions of the RTI Act, 2005, only such
information as is available and existing and held by the public authority or is under control
of the public authority can be provided. In this context, the decision of the Hon’ble
Supreme Court of India in Khanapuram Gandiah v. Administrative Officer and Ors. in SLP
(C).34868 OF 2009 (Decided on January 4, 2010) can be cited where it was held as under:

6. “...Under the RTI Act “information” is defined under Section 2(f) which
provides: “information” means any material in any form, including records,
documents, memos, e-mails, opinions, ad vices, press releases, circulars, orders,
logbooks, contracts, report, papers, samples, models, data material held in any
electronic form and information relating to any private body which can be
accessed by a public authority under any other law for the time being in force.”

This definition shows that an applicant under Section 6 of the RTI Act can get
any information which is already in existence and accessible to the public
authority under law. Of course, under the RTI Act an applicant is entitled to get
copy of the opinions, advices, circulars, orders, etc., but he cannot ask for any
Information as to why such opinions, advices, circulars, orders, etc. have been
passed.”

Also, the Hon’ble Supreme Court in SLP(C) NO. 7526/2009 (CBSE & Ant. Vs. Aditya
Bandopadhyay & Ors) had held that:

“35. At this juncture, it is necessary to clear some misconceptions about the RTI
Act. The RTI Act provides access to all information that is available and existing.

This is clear from a combined reading of section 3 and the definitions of
‘information’ and ‘right to information’ under clauses (f) and (j) of section 2 of the
Act. If a public authority has any information in the form of data or analysed data,

or abstracts, or statistics, an applicant may access such information, subject to
the exemptions in section 8 of the Act. But where the information sought is not a
part of the record of a public authority, and where such information is not
required to be maintained under any law or the rules or regulations of the public
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APPEAL No. IGMHY/A/E/25/00008
authority, the Act does not cast an obligation upon the public authority, to collect
or collate such non-available information and then furnish it to an applicant.....”

1. In exercise of the powers, conferred upon the Appellate Authority under Section 19(6) of
Right to Information Act, 2005, the appellate authority disposes of this first appeal with the
above information.

12 Accordingly, the Appeal stands disposed.
The decision can be appealed against to CIC within a period of 90 days at below
mentioned address or through the online RTI portal - https://dsscic.nic.in/online-appeal-
application/onlineappealapplication.
Central Information Commission, CIC Bhawan, Baba Ganganath Marg,
Munirka, New Delhi — 110 067.

Sd/-
Place: Hyderabad (Dr.Ramakant Dixit)
Date: June 28", 2025 APPELLATE AUTHORITY &
F.No. IGMH/RTI/FAA/2021-22 / CHIEF GENERAL MANAGER

To,
Shri. Arun Rastogi,
Trupati Golden Park, Uttar Pradesh— 262 001.
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APPEAL No. IGMHY/A/E/25/00009
BEFORE THE APPELLATE AUTHORITY
(Under the Right to Information Act, 2005)

INDIA GOVERNMENT MINT
(A Unit of SPMCIL)
IDA.Phase.Il, HCL Post, Cherlapally, Hyderabad — 500 051

First Appeal No. IGMHY /A/E/25/00009 dated 26.06.2025

Ankur Jain ; Appellant
Vs.
CPIO(Tech), IGMH, : Respondent
Hyderabad
ORDER

The appellant filed an application dated June 06", 2025 under the Right to Information Act,
2005 (“RTI Act”) through the RTI MIS Portal bearing Registration No:
IGMHY/R/E/25/00044. The respondent disposed of the request vide his online reply
dated June 19", 2025 to the appellant. The appellant filed the present appeal dated July 02",
2025 against the above response. I have carefully considered the application, the response
and the Appeal and find that the matter can be decided based on the material available on

record.

From the Appeal, I note that the appellant is aggrieved by the respondent’s response to his

application for not providing information as sought.

Queries in the application:

Sl Date of Information sought
No. | Application

1 June 06", 2025|(1) Total Mintage of AKAM(Azadi Ka Amrit Mahotsav )Definitive
series coins of various denominations of INR 1, INR 2, INR 5,
INR 10, INR 20 in the year 2021. (2) Has any succeeding
year(Example 2021,2022,2023etc) minted the above mentioned
coins with mint year 20217 If the answer i1s Yes, then how many
coins of each denomination has been minted with year mentioned
jas 2021 in its planchet?

The respondent provided the information to the appellant well within the prescribed

period of time as per the provisions contained in the RTT Act, 2005.

Grounds in Appeal — The applicant raised the appeal as below:
“The RTI reply I had received against my query comes as NIL. However, I myself have some coins
of the same denominations and year (2021 in this case).Kindly have a relook at the query and
provide with us the correct reply. I wounld like to restate my query.(1) Total mintage of 75th Year of
Independence, AKAM (Azadi Ka Amrit Mahotsap) Series coins in the denominations of INR 1,
INR 2,INR 5, INR 10, INR 20 bearing minted year as 2021 only from the India Government
Mint, Hyderabad. **
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APPEAL No. IGMHY/A/E/25/00009

) I note that the appellant had sought information with respect to Total Mintage of Z.1/-,
R.2/-,%.5/-,%2.10/- & 2.20/- denomination coins pertaining to 2021 AKAM Series.

6. In this regard, the undersigned has perused the records concerning the issue and have

found that no information as sought by the RTI Applicant is available in the records.

T The FAA observes that, the CPIO is obliged to provide the information to the extent it is
available in their records. Also, if the information in the manner sought by the applicant is
not available, there i1s no bounden duty on the CPIO to create any fresh compilation for
non-existent records. This legal principle is supported by the decision of the Hon’ble Delhi
High Court in its order dated 07-01-2016 of Page 3 of 4 in LPA 24/2015 & CM No.
965/2015 titled as “The Registrar of Supreme Court of India v. Commodore Lokesh
K Batra & Ors.,” wherein, it was held as under:-

“I5. On a combined reading of Section 4(1) (a) and Section 2(i), it appears to
us that the requirement is only to maintain the records in a manner which
facilitates the right to information under the Act. As already noticed above,
“right to information” under Section 2()) means only the right to information
which is held by any public authority. We do not find any other provision
under the Act under which a direction can be issued to the public authority
to collate the information in the manner in which it is sought by the
applicant.”

8 In exercise of the powers, conferred upon the Appellate Authority under Section 19(6) of
Right to Information Act, 2005, the appellate authority disposes of this first appeal with the
above observations.

9 Accordingly, the Appeal stands disposed.
The decision can be appealed against to CIC within a period of 90 days at below
mentioned address or through the online RTI portal - https://dsscic.nic.in/on]inc—appcal-
application/onlineappealapplication.
Central Information Commission, CIC Bhawan, Baba Ganganath Marg,

Munirka, New Delhi - 110 067. _
Yiva e

Place: Hyderabad (Dr.Ramakant Dixit)
Date: July 12", 2025 APPELLATE AUTHORITY &
F.No. IGMH/RTI/FAA/2021-22 / CHIEF GENERAL MANAGER

oe s

Shri. Ankur Jain, C/O Mahabir Marketing Agency, Shop no. 12, SRCB Rd, Fancy Bazar, Near
Railgate 3, Guwahati, Assam, Pin:781001
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APPEAL No. IGMHY/A/E/25/00010
BEFORE THE APPELLATE AUTHORITY
(Under the Right to Information Act, 2005)

INDIA GOVERNMENT MINT
(A Unit of SPMCIL)
IDA.Phase.Il, HCL Post, Cherlapally, Hyderabad — 500 051

First Appeal No. IGMHY/A/E/25/00010 dated 12.08.2025

Prasad Puranik : Appellant
Vs.
CPIO(F&A), IGMH, : Respondent
Hyderabad
ORDER

1) Shri.Prasad Puranik has filed an RTT Request bearing Reg.no.IGMHY[RXE/.’?.S/UUOS() dated
17.07.2025, Seeking the following details.

' Reg.no. Information sought
IGMHY/R/E/ | 1) How many 10-rupee coin UNC folder sets of Lala Lajpat Rai were minted
25/00056 and how many were sold on SPMCIL website? 2) How many 10-rupee coin

UNC folder sets of 3rd India-Africa Forum Summit were minted and how
many were sold on SPMCIL website? 3) How many (25 & 10)-rupee coin
UNC folder sets of silver jubilee of Shri Mata Vaishno Devi Shrine Board were
minted and how many were sold on SPMCIL website?

2) The RTI Request has been disposed of by the CPIO on 12.08.2025 providing the following
information well within the prescribed period of time as specified in the RTI Act, 2005.

Reg.no. Information Provided by CP1IO
IGMHY/R/E/ | For S.No.1: 1534 Units Offline
25/00056 For S.n0.2:1517 Units offline
For S.No.3: 320 Units sold out of which 170 were sold online.

3) The Appellant in the present appeal has raised the following grounds for filing the appeal:
“Provided Incomplete, Misleading or False Information
For Sr 1+ I bad asked total minted and sold online on website. Both data not provided.
For Sr2: I had asked total minted and sold online on website.
Both data not provided for Sr 1 and Sr 2.
For Sr 3: I bad asked total minted that data is not provided.”

4) Perused the material on record and the undersigned is of the opinion that the matter can be
decided with the facts already available.

5) Accordingly, the instant Appeal is hereby disposed of with the following information &
clarification.

For S.No.1: Total Minted: 1534; Sold Online: Nil.

For S.No.2: Total Minted: 1517; Sold Online: Nil.
For S.No.3: Total Minted: 320.
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7) With the above information the appeal stands disposed of.. The decision can be appealed
against to CIC within a period of 90 days at below mentioned address or through the online RTI
portal - https://dsscic.nic.in/online-appeal-application/onlineappealapplication.

Central Information Commission, CIC Bhawan, Baba Ganganath Marg, Munirka, New
Delhi - 110 067.

mﬁfia%g

Place: Hyderabad (Dr. Ramakant Dixit)
Date: August 26", 2025 APPELLATE AUTHORITY &
Chief General Manager.

o ol

Sri. Prasad Puranik, Shajun, Bombay Housing Society-2, OPP GK Dholakiya School, University
Road, Rajkot, Gujarat — 360005.
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APPEAL No. IGMHY/A/E/25/00011
BEFORE THE APPELLATE AUTHORITY
(Under the Right to Information Act, 2005)

INDIA GOVERNMENT MINT
(A Unit of SPMCIL)
IDA.Phase.Il, HCL Post, Cherlapally, Hyderabad — 500 051

First Appeal No. IGMHY/A/E/25/00011 dated 22.08.2025

Jugal Kishor Chakravarthy - Appellant
Vs.
CPIO(HR), IGMH, : Respondent
Hyderabad ;
ORDER

1)  ShriJugal  Kishor Chakravarthy  has  filed an  RTI Request  bearing
Reg.no.IGMHYXR/I.‘Z/ZS/()UU()S dated 13.08.2025, Seeking detail pertaining to Advertisement
No.01/2024.

2) The RTT Request has been disposed of by the CPIO on 21.08.2025 providing the following
information well within the prescribed period of time as specified in the RT1 Act, 2005.

Reg.no. Information Provided by CP1IO
IGMHY/R/E/ | With reference to your RTI received on 13.07.2025, it is to inform that no such
25/00063 advertisement for recruiting Jr. Technician(Fitter) has been notified by this office.

3) The Appellant in the present appeal has raised the following grounds for filing the appeal:
“Again 1 Am Providing You Information About V'acancy That Is Recruitment No is
SPP/HR/ Recruitment] 2023 24/ 3441. Adpertisement No 01/2024 And My Name Is
Jugal Kishor chakravarty Roll No And Other Information Has Already Given You And
Please Tell Me About (1) Selected Candidate Name with Their Marks (2) Waiting List
Candidate Name (3) My position In Result That Is Waiting List and (4) How Many
Candidates Has Left That Job Till Now And The Date Of Joining Of All Candidates as
Early As Possible”
4) Perused the material on record and the undersigned is of the opinion that the matter can be
decided with the facts already available. It is observed from the records that no such recruitment
has been undertaken by this office during the year 2024.

5) In view of the above, no fault can be found as far as the information provided by the CPIO.
6) With the above observations the appeal stands disposed of. The decision can be appealed
against to CIC within a period of 90 days at below mentioned address or through the online RTI

portal - https:/descic.nic.in/oniine'appeal—app]jcation/on]jncappealapplicatit)n.
Central Information Commission, CIC Bhawan, Baba Ganganath Marg, Munirka, New

Delhi — 110 067.
TR v

Place: Hyderabad (Dr. Ramakant Dixit)
Date: August 26", 2025 APPELLATE AUTHORITY &
ief General Manager.

To, Sri. Jugal Kishor Chakravarthy, &/

H No.349, Bilpura Road, Behind Maszid Madai, Jabalpur, MP-482009. -\,»,\A')
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APPEAL No. IGMHY/A/E/25/00012
BEFORE THE APPELLATE AUTHORITY
(Under the Right to Information Act, 2005)

INDIA GOVERNMENT MINT
(A Unit of SPMCIL)
IDA.Phase.Il, HCL Post, Cherlapally, Hyderabad — 500 051

First Appeal No. IGMHY/A/E/25/00012 dated 23.08.2025

Randhir Yadav : Appellant
Vs.
CPIO(Materials), IGMH, : Respondent
Hyderabad
ORDER

1) Shri.Randhir Yadav has filed an RTI Request bearing Reg.no.IGMHY/R/E/25/00064 dated
13.08.2025, Seeking the following details.

Reg.no. Information sought
IGMHY/R/E/ | Request you to please provide the certified copy of contract of award/Work
25/00064 order issued to M/s Lab Nation, Ghaziabad in respect of contract number

4520001928, dated 12.02.2022 related to tender no. 6000016597 /41 /assay for
the design, supply, installation, testing & commissioning of clean room for
gold refinery and assay laboratory at IGM, Hydrabad. Also provide the
certified copy of completion certificate.

2) The RTI Request has been disposed of by the CPIO on 23.08.2025 providing the following
information well within the prescribed period of time as specified in the RTT Act, 2005,

Reg.no.

Information Provided by CPIO e L)

IGMHY/R/E/
25/00064

With reference to your RTT received on 13.08.2025, Please find enclosed a
copy of the Purchase order as sought. Further, a copy of the Completion
certificate is not available as per the records being maintained.

3) The Appellant in the present appeal has raised the following grounds for filing the appeal:

“With reference to our RTI application, we had requested a certified copy of the Work Order
issued against Contract No. 4520001928 dated 12/02/2025, pertaining to Tender No.
600001659741/ ASSAY dated 02/09/2021.However, in response, we have received the
Work Order for Contract/ PO No. 4520001965 dated 02/05/ 2022, related to Tender No.
6000017203/ 71/ ASSAY dated 31/01/2022, which is clearly not the document requested
and appears to be a mismatch. We therefore request you to kindly look into the matter and
provide us with the correct certified copy of the relevant Work Order along with the Completion
Certificate at the earliest. For your ready reference, we are enclosing berewith the contract details
available on your website along with the copy of the incorrect Work Order provided to us.We
shall be grateful for your prompt action in this regard.”

4) Perused the material on record and the undersigned is of the opinion that the matter can be
decided with the facts already available.
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5) Accordingly, the instant Appeal is hereby disposed of with the following information &
clarification.

A Copy of the Purchase Order No. 4520001928 is enclosed herewith for information.
Further, a Copy of the FAC Certificate in respect of the above Purchase order as it

relates to Third Party information and therefore exempted under Section 8(1) (d) of
the RTT Act, 2005.

7) With the above information the appeal stands disposed of. The decision can be appealed against
to CIC within a period of 90 days at below mentioned address or through the online RTI portal -
https:/ /dsscic.nic.in/online-appeal-application/onlineappealapplication.

Central Information Commission, CIC Bhawan, Baba Ganganath Marg, Munirka, New

Delhi - 110 067.
\\,ﬁ g [ARATe
4
Place: Hyderabad (Dr. Ramakant Dixit)
Date: August 26", 2025 APPELLATE AUTHORITY &
}5&, Chief General Manager.
To, k\

Sri. Randhir Yadav, 265 BP Colony, Dhirpur Village, Model Town, Delhi — 110
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. y . Itm Material! aty _ Unit | Price per | HSNISCN noal Net Value
PO No, :4520001928, Date 112.02.2022 | No. Material Description Unit
Version |, PO Rel Date 22.02.2022 (tsm Descrint
LRipat - 70 1 EA 85369090 702306
Reference ; T
Plirchase ﬂ.mn Ref 12003879 GAS distribution system 702,306.00
esdorDublation Mmbert Asset No: 002004008780
Gontact Parson . a0 - 1 EA 84198910 2100000
Emall Addréss Acid storage tank Bdistribution system 2,100,000,
Telephone - Asset No. 002018000238 00
Procurement Type:MSME 90 1 EA 73080030 140000
Soack tanka nautralization tower system 140,000.00
Asset No: 002016000240
100 Bl AU 998732 3952680
|, TESVTING BHD O Installation 3,952 880,
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pmount in Words RUOFPEES RORE EZGHTEEY
ftm Materiall 7 aty 7 Unit | Price per | HSNISCN na%_ Net Value . EIGHT |
Na., Material Description Unit Unit of Measure Legend:
.=|m_H Description : = e EA=  each
| 84159 6172007 o - :
. HVAC/AHLIERE work gold & labarea 5,172,007, s ikl
| Asset No' 002002001855 00 Delivery Schedule:
20 1 EA 208732 15320097 P i s
clisi v sk Gold& Lah arss | 18,390,097 SN | PRengton: Shesty. | IRE Y Flace DT DEIlvEry Rema
) € 1 IVery
Agset No: 002002001857 ] 00 + i
T = 10/0001 |HVACIAHUW/BRF 1.000 | 22.08.2022 India Gavernment Mint, Hyderabad
30 1 EA | H98732. 1777274 work gald &
‘Bilver Area 1777274, ik
Aeset No: 002902001659 L 20 /o001 |cl finish 1.000 | 22.08.2022 India G t Mint, Hyderabad
a5 - e 08207 7 ; |
40 7 P 24810000 (s I me_““ w_owmw M_.Mm 4 ndia Government Mint, Hyderaba |
| Gias Suppressan sysism 1,750.000, - . = >
Asgal Mo 002004009772 | o0 30 /000 Silver Area _ 1,000 | 22.08.2022 India Govarnment Minl. Hyderabad
_ 5 1 EA H98732 4750000 400001 |Gas m:buﬁmm_o: 1.000 | zz.08.2022 Intha Government Mint, Hyderabad
LAS furn 3,750.000 system .
VII | Asset Mol 00200501554, 0o 50 0001 LAE fumiture 1,000 | 22082027 India Govarnment Mint, Hyderabad
_ [ 1 A o870 7184402 _80/0001 | Electrical fittings | 1000 | 22082022 | India Gavernment Mint. Hyderabad
| Electrical fittings Gold ama 7 184,402, |
_ | | Asgel N 002007003779 | eo 1 |
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ACTION HISTORY OF RTI FIRST APPEAL No.IGMHY/A/E/25/00013

Applicant Name

Text of Appeal

Reply of Appeal

SN.

Action Taken

FIRST APPEAL
RECEIVED

APPEAL FORWARDED
TO CONCERNED
FIRST APPELLATE
AUTHORITY

COMMENTS SOUGHT
FROM CPIO

APPEAL DISPOSED
OF

Hemant Kumar Jain

TEIEY, TR GRT 3EIETG e GRT R {3 7T thieeR Y /3iviferd i
P T B FFHRI ATE! T8 At T8 SHDRT R 31ae U & Wd
DB 1 Y 16 P ol 81 FexaTe fie gRT A8 =1et 1S SR Bt
STg fiie gR1 AUR 360 71U THEIUG sie &1 S B SHeR) & & T
| TR 8 TR SfTde UA B1 31 ¥ UgT &1 T 1 5| Y1 & ISR
F 3l AR T THBRI & [3¥g T STBR! Bt S § & T
ATRATEY 3rcdd TR AW §1 orc: SO SFRYY § o BRT Sifde U= UA:
3P T UgHR &l ST WM $I FHUT B | HdeHg Soit.gHd HHR oF
a1 TUgHdl 7000770620

Dear Sir, Please peruse your RTI First Appeal dated 27.08.2025,
aggrieved by the information tendered by the CPIO. 2. In this regard,
the matter has been considered and the following information is
herewith tendered in pursuance to the original RTI Application. For
S.No.1: 873 Units For S.no.2: 645 Units For S.No.3: 835 Units For
S.N0.4:455 Units For S.No.5 :354 Units For S.No.6: 2269 Units For
S.No.7:2630 Units For S.No.8 & 10: 8654 Units For S.No.9 & 11:
6266 Units For S.N0.12: 2643 Units For S.No.13: 2379 Units For
S.No.14: 1534 Units For S.No.15: 1097 Units For S.No.16: 636 Units
In case if you are not satisfied with the above information. You may
appeal to the Second Appellate Authority, i.e. Central Information
Commission, New Delhi through its Online Portal cic.gov.in. Yours
faithfully, CGM & FAA.

Date of Action Remarks
Action Taken By
27/08/2025
28/08/2025 Nodal Officer Online
29/08/2025 FAA - Please provide comments on the above
Dr.Ramakant prayer sought by the Appellant.
Dixit
02/09/2025 FAA -
Dr.Ramakant
Dixit



