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* IN  THE  HIGH  COURT  OF  DELHI  AT  NEW  DELHI 

+  W.P.(C) 8332/2022 

 RAJENDER PRASAD     .....Petitioner 

Through: Ms. Monica Kapoor, Advocate.  
 

    versus 
 

 CENTRAL INFORMATION COMMISSION & ORS. 

.....Respondents 

Through: Mr. Rakesh Kumar SPC with Mr. 

Sunil Advocate for R-UOI. 

Mr. Raghvendra Upadhyay, Panel 

Counsel (GNCTD), Ms. Shivpa 

Taneja, Ms. Purnima Jain, Mr. 

Madhur, Advocates for R-2 to 8. 

Mr. Balendu Shekhar Mr.Rajkumar 

Maurya Mr. Krishna Chaitanya 

Mr.Divyansh Singh Dev Advocates 

for R-CPCB 

CORAM: 

HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE PURUSHAINDRA KUMAR KAURAV 

    O R D E R 

%    13.04.2026 
  

1. The instant petition is for the following reliefs:- 

“(i) Issue a writ, order, direction in the nature of mandamus/certiorari 

directing the respondents to provide to the petitioner, the information 

sought by him vide Applications dated 26.12.2016 and 18.01.2018 filed 

U/RTI Act, 2005; 
 

(ii) Issue a writ, order, direction in the nature of mandamus/certiorari 

directing the respondent no. 1 to take cognizance against the respondents 

no.2 to 7 under sections 20 (1 ), 20 (2), 19(8)(b) & 19(8)(c) of the Right 

to Information Act, 2005; 
 

(iii) award the cost of this petition in favour of the petitioner and against 

the respondent; 
 

(iv)  pass any further order/orders as this Hon'ble Court may deem fit 

and proper in the facts and circumstances of the case.” 
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2. The sole grievance raised by the petitioner seems to be with respect to 

non-compliance of the purported existing directions passed by Central 

Information Commission („CIC‟). The petitioner contends that despite the 

directions passed by the CIC, complete information has not been furnished. 

3. This Court in Ravinder Yadav. v. Central Information Commission 

& Ors.,
1
 Vipin Kumar Tyagi v. Union of India & Ors.,

2
 and Bimla 

Bhardwaj v. Delhi Jal Board
3
 has held that the CIC is sufficiently 

empowered under the provisions of the Right to Information Act, 2005 

(“RTI Act”), to adjudicate upon the issue of purported non-compliance of 

its orders.  

4. Accordingly, it is directed that the petitioner to file a fresh 

representation raising all grievances with respect to non-compliance of the 

CIC directions along with all earlier representation(s) and necessary 

documents. Let the said representation be filed within a period of fifteen 

(15) days from today. 

5. Let the CIC to deal with the same in accordance with law and to pass 

appropriate orders within a period of four months from the date of receipt of 

the representation. 

6. With the aforesaid observations, the instant petition stands disposed 

of. 
 

PURUSHAINDRA KUMAR KAURAV, J 

APRIL 13, 2026 

Nc 
 

 

                                           
1
 W.P.(C) 3522/2026; order dt. 19.03.2026. 

2
 W.P.(C) 11793/2025; order dt. 10.03.2026. 
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 W.P.(C) 930/2026; order dt. 22.01.2026. 
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