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Appellants are of one family. Parties agreed before us that these cases
were identical to Appeal No. CIC/WEB/AM2006/00270, Surya Prakash vs.

L&D Office, DDA and that the decision in that appeal was acceptable in all
the present three. During the last hearing it was clarified by Appeliate
Authorty Shri Makh that it is now recognized that as per rnulings of the
Central Commission file noting unless they are in contravention of Sections 8
and 24 of the Act are disclosable information. He, therefore, agreed that the
information sought would be provided. In response to a question from Shni
Makh we had also clarified that. being part of the record as defined u's
2(i)a). even copies of unsigned documents can be provided certifying

that they are in fact unsig ned documents.




