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Appea! No.: AAI/V:g/RTI/Flrst Appeal/ZOZB/lOB/LH')-— ‘FF?’ Dated: 18.06.2026

1o, PREAMBLE N 3
‘;:1 Th;s Order is made under Sectlon 19 of the nght to Informatlon Act, 2005

"12 An appea] agarnst this Order IIES with Central Informatlon Commrssmn Cluh
" “Bullding Old JNU Campus, New Deli-110067, "= | e

kil 3 " The appeal may be filed wrthrn 90 days from the date Qn whlch thrs order shouid
_ _have beentnade or. is actually recetved ‘ . i

20 -FACTS (b 2 T y ¥ L

P 2.1.'-,' ] ' made an. onhne RTI appllcatlon bearrng‘
Registration Ne. /R[T/26/00228 dated- 20.05.2026. Nodal @fﬁcer (RTE) -

- forwarded the said RTI appilcatlon to CPIO of Vrgrlance Departmerﬁ and PIO of.°'

B Western Reglon

2 2 Ir1 hIS RTI apphcatlon the apphcant had sought the followmg rnformatlon and
CPIQ/Dy: CVO (InVestlgatron) vrde letter dated 26 05.2026 had replred to the apphcant

- as under

g | 7 ar%rﬂa*cmfr | iy 7 il 138 W@rarrmfr

b ,.Whe'ther.ahy such employees‘who_‘redei\‘/'ed' y ’\‘IT-IﬁW-IT e & mﬁ]-a- 1
. arhounts in lakhs of rupees individually or | 3 ﬁfi = Q?f a_? )

amounis aggregating to crores collectively

| during October 2021 to January 2023, have - | EFNUT 3‘45] st o_-l'e?l‘ fram
submitted a mandatory declaration OR ‘ T.P?Ff_rﬁl' -

| intication of such flnancral recelpts to.the HR
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2)3

Department or Vigilance Department of AAI gf3g#dt &7 O gremd
Mumbai Division, as required under the & % BT ¥

applicable service conduct rules. _
6 Whether the HR Department or Vigilance S S S SHTEIHI-
Department of AAI Mumbai Division conducted | 41 &T.3TT. &Ted &1
any inquiry, verification, or investigation into
such financial receipts by its employees during Since the Information sought

the period October 2021 to January 20237 If pertaining to Vigilance

yes, what was the outcome? __| Directorate is not specific, it
8 Whether any complaint or reference regarding cannot be provided.

such financial transactions involving AAl For information, pertaining to

Mumbai Division employees was received by the
Vigilance Department of AAl Mumbai Division
between October 2021 and the date of this
application? If yes, please provide the number ShriD.G.5alve.
of such complaints and the action taken
thereon.

Western Region, custodian of
information is PIO, WR-

2.3 The applicant has preferred online first appeal vide Registration No.

AAOIN/A/26/00160 dated 01.06.2026 wherein he has stated that he is not satisfied
with the reply of CPIO.

2.4  The appellant has stated that—"this RT/ application for point no 4 6 8 if its related to
Vigilance then the PIO should have transferred this points to PIO of vigilance department.”

3. FINDINGS/ORDER

3.1  On receipt of the Appeal made by the RTI applicant, matter was examined by
the undersigned wherein, it is observed that the concerned RTI application has been
appropriately responded to by the CPIO vide letter No. AAI/VIG/RTI/524/2026/441-
442 dated 25.06.2026.

8.2 With reference to serial number 2.4, it is stated that neither in the original
RTI application nor in the first appeal, the appellant has provided the exact details of
the complaint, the complainant’s name, the date of the complain, etc. Since the
appellant has not sought specific information, it is not possible to provide the
information.

3.3 It is observed that serial number 1, 2, 3, 5, and 7 in the original RTI
application pertain to the Western Region. Serial number 4, 6 and 8 pertain to both
the Vigilance Department and the Western Region. Therefore, the CPIO (Vigilance)
vide dated 25.06.2026 had forwarded the RTI application for serial numbers 4, 6 and
8 to the PIO, Western Region.



4. DECISION
In view of the above, the appeal stands disposed of,
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