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

Applicant Name Mahesh Binawade

Text of Appeal

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.

Reply of Appeal

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 RTI 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.

SN. Action Taken Date of
Action

Action
Taken By Remarks

1 FIRST APPEAL
RECEIVED

13/02/2025

3 APPEAL DISPOSED
OF

07/03/2025 FAA - SUNIL
TIWARI

2 APPEAL FORWARDED
TO CONCERNED

FIRST APPELLATE
AUTHORITY

07/03/2025 Nodal Officer Online

Print



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

Applicant Name Mahesh Binawade

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

Reply of Appeal

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 RTI 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.

SN. Action Taken Date of
Action

Action
Taken By Remarks

1 FIRST APPEAL
RECEIVED

13/02/2025

2 APPEAL FORWARDED
TO CONCERNED

FIRST APPELLATE
AUTHORITY

07/03/2025 Nodal Officer Online

3 APPEAL DISPOSED
OF

08/03/2025 FAA - SUNIL
TIWARI

Print



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

Applicant Name Mohsin Rafique Tanwar

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

Reply of Appeal

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. 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 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. I 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

SN. Action Taken Date of
Action

Action
Taken By Remarks

1 FIRST APPEAL
RECEIVED

26/02/2025

2 APPEAL FORWARDED
TO CONCERNED

FIRST APPELLATE
AUTHORITY

07/03/2025 Nodal Officer Online

3 APPEAL DISPOSED
OF

18/03/2025 FAA - SUNIL
TIWARI

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

 
 

ORDER 
 

1. 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 20th, 2025 to the appellant. The appellant 
filed the present appeal dated March 22nd, 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. I 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. 
Sl.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 Sl.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 
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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, 
Hyderabad 

: Respondent 

 

ORDER 
 

1. The appellant filed an application dated June 06th, 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 26th, 2025 to the appellant. The appellant filed the present appeal dated June 26th, 

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: 

 

Sl 
No. 

Date of 
Application 

Information sought 

1 June 26th, 2025 QUESTION 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 RTI 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/-,₹.5/- ,₹.10/- & ₹.20/- denomination coins pertaining to 2021 AKAM Series. 

 
6. In this regard, the undersigned had directed/sought comments from the Respondent 
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CPIO with whom the information is maintained as per the contentions put forth by the 

Appellant. 

 
7. 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.” 
 

8. 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.” 

 
9. 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.” 

10. 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 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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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.….” 

 
11. 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 28th, 2025 APPELLATE AUTHORITY  & 

F.No. IGMH/RTI/FAA/2021-22 /                                       CHIEF GENERAL MANAGER 
  
  
 To, 
 Shri. Arun Rastogi, 
 Trupati Golden Park, Uttar Pradesh– 262 001. 
 

 



APPEAL No. lG M HY/A/E/25100009

BEFORE THE APPELLATE AUTHORITY
(Under the Right to Information Act, 2005)

INDIA GOVERNMENT MINT
(A Unit of SPMCIL)

IDA.Phase.II, HCL Post, Cherlapally, Hydcrabad - 500 051

First Appeal No. lGI[llY /A/E/25/00009 datcd 26.06.2025

AnkurJain

Cl'lO(rech), IGMH,
Hyderabad

,\ppellant

Respondent

ORDER

1. lhe appellant filed an application dated]une 066,2025 undet the Right to Information Act,

2005 ('RTI Act') through the RTI NIIS Portal bearing Regisuation No:

lGNlHl /R/F,/25/00044. 'I'he respondent disposed of thc request vide his online rcply

dated Junc 1f, 2025 to the appellant. The appellaot hlcd thc present appeal dated.full (Zr,

2025 rgninst the above rcsponsc. I have carefully considered the application, the response

and the Appeal and Frnd that thc mattcr can be decided based on thc matenal alailAblc on

record.

2 F'rom thc r\ppeal, I note thar the appellant is aggtieved bv the tespondcnt's tesponse to his

application fot not ptoviding informaoon as sought.

Querics in the application:

SI

No.
Date of

Application
Information sought

l June m6, 2025 il)Total Mintage of AKAM(Azadi Ka Amrit Mahotsav )Definitive
ieries coins of various denominauons of INR 1, INR 2, INR 5,

tNR 10, INR 20 in *re year 2021. (2) Has ariy succeeding
rear(Example 2021,2022,2023etc) minted the above mentioned
:oins with mint yeat 2021? lf the answer is Yes, then how many
:oins of each denomination has been minted with year mentioned
rs 2021 in its rJlaflchet?

The respondent pror.ided the information to the appell^nt rvell rvithin the ptescdbed

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

Gtounds in Appeal - The applicant mised the appeal as belorv:
"rbe RTI np! I ha,t n en,ed tsdiilt /,t qw,J L:o/ er d NtL HoDe*/, t ,,Jre/l hdft rone ,an)
ol tbe rane denani"dtiot! utd.Tear (2021 in tbit.aff).Kndb hdte t ft/aok..t lhe query and

lnride tuitb 
"t 

the rcmt rcpb. I tua d tke to ft.nab nt q ea.fi ) Tota/ nirtase af 75th )1o o/'

LdxPerder.e, .4K4M(4<ddr Kd lln Mdhotldt) ,ler,,?J oi"r i, the de"anidtio"t o/ lNR 1 ,

,lNR2,1NR t lNR 10,INR20 bedirt lrilhd-te d 2021 or\.fun the Indid Goremnent

Min/, H)defttbad. '

l'age 1of2



AppEAL No. tGMHy /A/E/2s/OOOO9

I notc rhat the 
^ppellant 

had sought informatiofl with respect to .t.otal 
Nlintage of <.l/_,

{.2/-, {.5/- , {.10/- & {.20/- denomination coins pertaining to 2021 jlir\NI Series.

In this rcgard, the undersigned has pcrused rhe records concerning rhe issue and have
found that no informauon as sought bv the RTl{pplicant is available in the rccoids.

The FAA obsenes rhat, rhc CPIO is obliged to provide thc informadon to rhe extent u is
available io their records. r\lso, if rhe informadon rn rhc manner sough, S1, ,t . ^ppfi** i"not al.ailable, there is no bounden dut_v on the CplC) to crcatc ,nr "ft.sh .o-pil"tion fo,
non cxrsrcnr rr cord.. I ll. Icgal princrpic rs .L,pporc.l bv rlr. JA",", .i,f,. U"" rrf. Oaf,
Hrgh Coufl in irs,,rclcr Jated 0--01 2Ul6otpage.1 of 4 in Lp\ 24r20t5 & Cl\t No.
965/2015-titled as ,,The Registtat of Supreme C'ourt of Iadia ,, Ci-oain Lo*nnKBata & Orc.,,,t.hercin. it was hcld as under:

"1s. oa a,combined teadins ofsection 4(1) (a) and Sectioa 2(i), it appcars to
us that the rcquircment is onty to naintai,l the recods in )'_""ii, _n*t,
tacttta.es the righ. to intotmatioh under the Act. As atready noticed above,
'right to information" undet Section 2(, neans 

""ty 
,t . Aght a )"t"r""-U""

$ hich is held by )ny public authotiy. W. do no; find a;r, ",n* ,l"r,ii""under the Act undcr which a dircction crn be issued ro thl public'authotiry
to collate the information iD rhe manner in which it is sought by theappticanr."

l:-:l:.:,;:.", ,n.. n"i ers.^clll 
lred 

upon the Appelare Aurhodrr.under section 1e(6) of
Krghr ru Inl'rm,uon \cr.t0o5.rhcappcllareaurhorindr.pore.oirhisarr.,,Ir1je.t wirhrh(
abovc obsen arr,,ns

9 Accordingly, th€ Appeal srands disposed.
The 

:lccrs]on,,can bc appcaled against to CIC rvithin a pcriod of 90 da\'s at betorv
menuoncLl .ddr(jr or rhr.ugh ihc online RTI portal https:7/dsscic.nic.tnlodinc appcal-
apptication/onlincappcalapplicatron.

Central Information Commission, CIC Bhawan, Baba Ganganath Malg,
Munirka, New Dethi - I t0 067.

2n6E ft\k
(Dr.Ramakant Dixit)

APPELLATE AUTHORITY &
CHIEF GENERAL MANAGER

olck.
To,

;:,1:111,:{il.1.1".Mahabir M-a^rketins &encv, shop oo. 12, SRCB Rd, Fancv Bazar, NearNauga(€ r. (ruwahatr, Assam, pin:781001

PIace: Hydetabad

Date: July 12'h,2025

F.No. IG Nfl I /R'rI / Ir\ ,\ / 2021 22 /

P^ge 2 of 2



APPEAL No. lG M HY/A/E/2sl00010

BEFORE THE APPELIATE AU'THORITY

(Under the Right to Information Acr, 2005)

INDIA GOVERNMENT MINT
(A Unit of SPMCIL)

IDA.Phase.II, HCL Post, Cherlapally, Hydcrabad - 500 051

Firct Appeal No. IGM.l{.v / L/E/25/00010 datcd 12'08'2025

I'rasad Puranik

CPIO(F&A), IGMH,
Hyderabad

r\ppellant

Respondent

of by rhe CPIC)
dod of time as

on 12.08.2025 providing the following

ccified in thc R'fl A€t, 2005.

ORDER

1\ Shri.Prasad Puranik has frled an RTI Request be^ring Reg'no lGNIHY/R/E/25100056 dated

ti.0u.zozs, Se.kng the follorving details'

2) The RTI Rcquest hat been drspo'ed

informatron well wrthin the prescribed pt

3) fhe ADDellant m the prcsent aPPeal hns raised the follorving grounds for hling the appeal:

':l:.,a,,! Ia,o,7ti' tlile iryat f,tt ' lalor'loha

For lr t: I h,trl a cr! roral nnted anJ 'old 
onhn at uel'ltc' koth datr not [m'rd?d'

P=or Sr 2: I had a*ed total ntutetl antl vll onlite on aebite'

Bath tla/d nal lnided lor Sr 1 anl Sr 2'

l;or Sr ): I hid atketl totd /1/i te.t lhat ddtd ir Nt Pnidell "

,l) Perused thc m^terral on record and ihc undersigned is of thc opinion th^t the mattet can bc

clecrded wrth ihe facrs akeadv a!ail'blc'

5) Accodingly, the instant Appeal is herebl disposed of with the follorving infotmation

clarificauon.

For S.No.1: Total N{inted: 1534; Sold Online: Nil
Fot S.No.2: 

-fotal N{inted: 1517; Sold Online: Nil'
For S.No.3: Total N{inted: 320'

i'ffi Rai were mintcd

,la fr"" -".t *..i .old on SPMCIL *ebsrre? 2) How manr l0 tupec corn

ili.tC r"ri.' ";," "J 
:.a r"ai" Aftica Forum Summit wcre minted and how

;,"; ;.,. sold on SPNICIL wcbsrre? 1r Horv manv (25 & l0)-rupee coin

L Na foldehcts of.ilver iubilec of Shri Nlata Varshno Dcv' Shnne ['o^rd were

minted and how manl rvete sold on SPN{CIL website?

IGNIHY/R/E/
2s /00056

Info-tmaiion Providcd bY CPIO
Fot S.No.1: 1534 Units Oftune
For S.no.2;1517 Units offlinc
For S.No.3r 320 Units sold out ofwhich 170 were sold online'

iGNTHY/R/E/
2s/000s6

l'agc 1of2
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7) With the above information the appeal stands disposcd of.. The decision can be appealed
against to CIC rvithin a period of 90 davs at below mentioned address or through thc onlnc RTI
portal -https://dsscic-nic.in/online-appeal-application/onlineappealapplication.
Centtal Information Commission, CIC Bhawan, Baba Ganganath Marg, Munirka, New
Delhi - 110 067.

*"trcc$F
Place: Hyderabad

Datc: August 26'h,2025

(Dr. Ramakant Dixit)
APPELLATE AUTHORITY &

'lo. alL
Sri. l'rasad I'uranik, Shaiun, Bombav Housing Socictl 2, OPP C;K Dholakiya School, University
Road, Raikot, (iuiarat 360005.

Cfff General Mana8et.
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APPEAL No. lG MHY/A/E/25l00011

I]EFORE'THE APPELLATE AUTHORITY

(Under the Right to Informarion Acl, 2005)

INDIA GOVERNMENT MIN'I
(A Unit of SPMCII-)

IDA.Phase.II, IICL Post, Chertapally, Ilyderabad - 500 051

First Appcal No. IGMllv / A'/F /25 /00011dttcd 22'08'2025

Jugal Kishot Chak.ravartht

CPIO(HR), IGMH,
Hyderabad

Information I'tovided bv CPIO

Place: Hyderabad

Date: August 26'n, 2025

To, Sd. Jugal Kishor Chakravarthy,

Appellaot

Respondcnt

afl RTI Request bearing

detail pertaining to Advettisement

ORDEts

L Shri.lucal inshor Chakravrnhv has frlcd

Reg.n..lL; M"HY/R/ t /25100063 dared I 1'08'2025' Sceking

No.01/2024.

2) The R'll Requcst has becn disposed of br thc CPIO on 21 08 2025 ptoviding the folkrrving

ulr..-^rl" .*ti.*n," the prcscriird pcriod of timc as specificd in thc 1{11 '\9t 4!! 
-

]) I he ADDcltant m thc present appeal has taised the following gtounds for frling thc appcal:

' ' ' '':;; 
i )r'prraai 1., Inlbrnation 'lboal t/atanLv Thtt/ It ltutirnur No it

itjilittl.t'n '*r.,ritl2) zj)'t'tt. )drcr/irenttt/ N0 0//2021 '4u! Alv Nane It

Iria X;tt,,tu**,r,a Roll Na )rtl Other lnJimdlto! !:tt 4/:d!t C^u'en. \hx -'1nl
"Pf;ate 'lell Me Ahotrt"(l) Seteted (':ardillk Nme wirb Their l\larkr (2) Vaitiry bn
Cattdidare Ndne Q) i4y potiriott It Retttlr Ttu/ h Vaiti4 Lir artd (1) llow Matv

Z.l,rijirt tt,' trti Tia' lob lill Now 
"1arl 

The Dak Ol loiniry Ol All Ca idaret at

I;-arly,,1: Porihh"
+r p"rusJ the material on reconi and the undersigned is of the oPinion that the mattcr cnn be

ii.,a"i""r, ,n. i".i" ul,.adv ,,a,t"ul"' tt is obscn'id from the rccotds that no such tccruitment

has bccn undertaken bv this officc during the lear 2024'

5) In view of the above, no fault can be found as far as the information provided bv tho Cl']lO'

6,) With the above obsen'ations the appeal stan'ls di"po*c't of' Ihe dectsion can bc appealed

^*r.t ," ifa .r-frf" , feriod of 'r0 dar ' ar bclorv mcnrroncd addre" or rh'ough rhe onLnt RI I

^I',"i i',* , za*.- nrc.rnlonline-anneal annLcatj'n r.rtrLncappealapplication'

'i""ir"l r"i.#rii"" Com-ission.'CIC Bhawan, Baba Ganganath Ma'g' Munirka' Ncw

Derhi-11006?. 
{HffiIfl hB7-

@3.07.2025, itis to inform

advertisement for recruiting lr.Technician(Fitter) has been notifred t dris ofttcc.

(Dr. Ramakant Dixit)

APPELI-{ILJ AUTHORITY &
Chief General Manager.

,d. U-
iiiil.Jr"r:;fift;.i, r"n-d M*,,a Madai, Jabarput' MP-4tzooo -5$''/

IGI{HY/R/E/
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APPEAL No.IGMHY / AlE/25/OOO72

BEFORE'I'fIti APPELI-ATI] AIJ'II IORITY

(Under thc Right to In{ormation Act' 2005)

INDIA GOVERNMENT MINT
(A Unit of SPMCIL)

IDA.Pbase.II, HCL Post, Chetlapally, Hydetabad - 500 051

Fitst Appcal No. IGIIIIIY / L/E/25/00012 d.ated 23.08.2025

Randhit Yadav

CPIO(lrlaterials), IoNIH,
Hyderabad

Appellant

Respondent

ORDER

1) Shri.Randhit Yadar. has filed an RTI Request beadng Reg.no.IGN{HY/R/E/25l00064 dated

13.08.2025, Secking the following details.

2) 'lhe RTI Request has becn disposed of by thc CPIO on 23.08.2025 providing the following
information rvell rvithin the ptescdbcd pedod of ume as spccihed in thc RII Act, 2005.

Information Providcd bv CPIO
With reference to your R'lI received on 13.08.2025, Please

copy of the Purchase otdet as sought. Further, a copy of
find cnclosed a

thc Completion
certifrcate is not alailablc as pcr thc recotds being maintained.

3) 1he Appellant in the prcscnt appcal has raised rhe follox.ing grounds for f:ling the appeal:

'W'irh n/innce roa 1RTI apP/id/io, we hatl nqle:tel ,t *ni/ittl n al c V:orkO er

iwrl a3tint Cou/tut/ Na 1;20001928 lotul 12/02/2025, fntinig /a'fendo N0.

00016597/11/,15-t.1\'dtud 02/09/2021.Llortttr tu ftqa$e, tue ktlr fti e{t /hc

Wark O u .lor (.)o*dtr/ PO No. 152000/ 96 t dated 02 /0t / 2022, ft/.ird to Te det No.
600001728/7 t /..'l.l.!Ay dorel )l /0/ /2022, uhih ii ledr/r to/ lbe locbieh/ Nqwr/ed

dntl dlPeor lo be a nirr@hh. Ve /heftlirc ftq en y, n kind/| look i lo the ndltut dnd

frot,ile tA ailh /he i)mtt i/ied Lof)t ol /he fthM lf"o* Orler d/ary aitl /ht: O) Ph/it l
C:enliah nt //)e eo/;N. ltor.yo nady nllrcuv, ue m en/a.ting lrrcwith /hc ,o/thu,:l dtl /.t

,tl'ltildbh o .)ro/tr arhlile d/o ,q Nith th 1.0/)t d t/)c lttt)twl ll;'atk Oder proilul ta u.lVc
.tl)rl ha.erd/4t!/ lir )our \NnPl dt/ion i /hi.t ft.\aft|."

4) Pcrused the m^terial on record and the undersigned is of the opinion lhat the rn^ttet can be

decided rvith the facts already availablc.

Reg.no. Information sought
IGMHY/R/E/
25 /00064

Request you to please provid€ the certified copy of contract of award/ri7otk
ordet issued to M/s Lab Nation, Ghaziabad in respect of contact number
4520001928, dated 12.02.2022 related to tender no. 600001659'7 /41/xsay for
the design, supply, installation, testing & commissioning of clean room for
gold retrnery and assay laboratory at IGM, Hydrabad. Also ptovide thc

certified coDy of completioo cettificate.

rGN{}rY/R/lrl
25 /00064

I'agc 1of2



APPEAL No. TGMHY IAlE/25/OOO12
5) Accotdingly, thc instart Appeal is hetebl disposed of with the following information &
clarifrcation.

A Copl of the Putchase Ordcr No. 4520001928 is enclosed herevith for information.
I'urther, a Copl' of the I'r\C Certificate in respcct of the above Purchase ordet as it
relates to Third Partv infotmation and therefote exemPted under Section 8(1) (d) of
the RfI Act, 2005.

7) With the above information the appeal stands disposed of. The decision can be appealed aginst
to CIC wrthin a period of 90 days at belorv mcntroned address or lhrough the onlinc RTI potal
hnps://dsscic.nic.inlonLine-appeal apptication/onlineappcalapplication
Central Infomation Commission, CIC Bhawan, Baba Gaoganarh Marg, Munirka, New
Delhi - 110 06?.

Place: Hydetabad

Date: August 26'n, 2025

l1)
!)o.-

266 q\Nr
(Dt. Ramakant Dixit)

APPELI.ATE AUTHORITY &
ChiefGeneral Managet.

,o. 49*q
Sri. Randhir Yadav, 265 BP Colonv, Dhirpur viJJage. l\lodel Town. Delhr - I 10b09.
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ACTION HISTORY OF RTI FIRST APPEAL No.IGMHY/A/E/25/00013

Applicant Name Hemant Kumar Jain

Text of Appeal

महोदय, मेरे  द्वारा हैदराबाद मिंट द्वारा तैयार किये गए फोल्डर प्रूफ /अप्रचलित सेट
की संख्या की जानकारी चाही गई थी। यह जानकारी मेरे  आवेदन पत्र के  सरल
क्रमांक 1 से 16 तक लिखी है। हैदराबाद मिंट द्वारा मेरी चाही गई जानकारी की
जगह मिंट द्वारा तैयार किये गए एमडीएफ बॉक्स की संख्या की जानकारी दे  दी गई
है। लगता है मेरे  आवेदन पत्र को ठीक से पढ़ा ही नहीं  गया है। सूचना के  अधिकार
के  अंतर्गत मांगी गई जानकारी के  विरुद्ध गलत जानकारी भेजे जाने में की गई
लापरवाही अत्यंत गंभीर विषय है। अतः  आपसे अनुरोध है कि मेरा आवेदन पत्र पुनः
ठीक से पढ़कर ही उत्तर भेजने की कृ पा करें। भवदीय इंजी.हेमंत कु मार जैन वरिष्ठ
सिक्का संग्रहकर्ता 7000770620

Reply of Appeal

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.No.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.No.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.

SN. Action Taken Date of
Action

Action
Taken By Remarks

1 FIRST APPEAL
RECEIVED

27/08/2025

2 APPEAL FORWARDED
TO CONCERNED

FIRST APPELLATE
AUTHORITY

28/08/2025 Nodal Officer Online

3 COMMENTS SOUGHT
FROM CPIO

29/08/2025 FAA -
Dr.Ramakant

Dixit

Please provide comments on the above
prayer sought by the Appellant.

4 APPEAL DISPOSED
OF

02/09/2025 FAA -
Dr.Ramakant

Dixit

Print


