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PROCEEDINGS OF THE FIRST APPELLATE AUTHORITY UNDER THE ,
RIGHT TO INFORMATION ACT, 2005 AN
Appeal No.01/2022 (File No. VSSC/RTI/7-2772)

et a1 o ' Smisatishikumary gy
Name of Appellant

wfaardr &1 = : Anil Kumar B APy
Name of Respondent gg;éfad, PGA/CPIO

Background

Shri Sathish Kumar V, 575, Olaiyur, Aroyalur, Pin: 608901 vide application dated
07.12.2021 (received by CPIO on 08.12.2021) had sought the attested original copy
of the (Office Order, Rule, Office Memorandum, Recruitment Policy, Promotion
Policy, Internal Promotion Order followed in VSSC/SRO, approved office note
pertaining to review and promotion etc.) details of protection of all educational
qualification of Technical and Scientific employees who applied through proper
channel for direct recruitment mode and joined on Technical Resignation basis from
another Department (i.e. employed under Central/State Government/Public Sector
Undertaking/Autonomous etc.) to VSSC Centre, under RTI Act, 2005. After coliecting
relevant information from the custodian of records, CPIO vide letter dated 27.12.2021
has provided a certified original copy of the DoPT. OM. No. 28020/1/2010.Estt {c)
dated 17.08.2016 containing the consolidated guidelines on various aspects of
Technical Resignation in 6 pages. However, having not satisfied with the reply

furnished by the CPIO, the Appellant has filed an appeal dated 03.01.2022 before
the undersigned.

Prayers in the appeal

In the appeal, the Appellant has alleged that there is no correlation between the
information sought for and the information provided by the CPIO as the query has
not been covered in the replied document.

FoTU/DECISION

On perusal of the records brought before me, it is observed that the query of the
Appellant in the RT| application was not clear and the Appellant had not sought any
specific docum{gnt. The Appellant had asked for the certified copy of the documents
related to the protection”of educational qualification in respect of Scientific and
Technical employees who have joined in VSSC under Direct Recruitment on
Technical Resignation from another Department. As it was related to the Technical
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Resignation, CPIO has provided the copy of the DoPT. OM. dated 17.08.2016
containing the consolidated guidelines on various aspects of Technical Resignation.
On detailed scrutiny of the application, it is noticed that the ISRO Headquarters OM
dated 27.01.2010 is also relevant for the query. Therefore, undersigned hereby

disseminates the ISRO HQ OM. No. HQ:ADMN:A.20(4)-(1) dated 27.01.2010 to the
Appellant.

4. A second appeal if desired against this decision may be preferred with the Central
Information Commission, Baba Gang Nath Marg, Munirka, New Delhi-1 10067, within
ninety days from the date on which this decision is received.

>
5. This Appeal is disposed of at Thiruvananthapuram on the ..Zz,...cfay of February,
2022.

*

) M/ m;ﬂfj/ ’
k’“*’(m’m #/Manoj C)
S 3rdrelr Wity /First Appellate Authority/

HEH [A03%/Chief Controller
Encl: a copy of the ISRO HQ OM dated 27.01.2010

To

ey 2. CPIO, VSSC/ISU
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PROCEEDINGS OF THE FIRST APPELLATE AUTHORITY UNDER THE
RIGHT TO INFORMATION ACT, 2005
Appeal No 03/2022 (File No.VSSC/RTI/7-2757)

sfraesar = J/ : Shri Sunil

kumar K S
Name of Appellant ’ e

£

wicaEr =1 a9y . Anil Kumar B

Sr. Head, PGA/CPIO
Name of Respondent VSSC
Background

Shri Sunitkumar K S, Flat No.F3, Ist Floor, Hill Cap Hamlet Flats, Vilangan Hill
Road, Amala Nagar P O, Thrissur, Pin: 680555 vide application dated
17.11.2021 had sought certain information regarding his notice for voluntary
retirement. CPIO has collected relevant information from the custodian of
records and vide letter dated 24.12.2021 disseminated the information to the
Appeliant. Not satisfied with the reply fumished by CPIO against the first query,
the Appellant has filed an appeal dated 05.01.2022 before the undersigned.

Prayers in the appeal

CPIO has provided the certified copy of his notice for voluntary retirement dated
19.01.2009 containing inward details of Controller’s Office instead of the letter
containing Director Office’s inward details as requested against query No.1 of his
RTI application.

Avi/DECISION

On perusal of the records brought before me it is observed that against query
No.1 of his RTI application, the appellant had sought Certified copy of his notice
for voluntary retirement dated 19.01.2009 received in Director's Office which
contains the inward registry number, date and seal of Director, VSSC's Office.
His voluntary retirement notice dated 19.01.2009 which contains inward details
of Director; V8SC's Office is not available with the Public Authority. However,
CPIO provided the certified copy of his requests available with the Public
Authority in this regard. In view of the above, | hold that the reply given by the
CPIO is in order. However, on examining the grounds of this appeal, |
understand that the Appellant has requested for the document against query
No.1 only for confirming the receipt of the said notice by Director, VSSC. For
upholding the main objective of RTI Act, 2005 and the obligation bestowed on
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the Public Authority by the Act, the undersigned hereby disseminates a copy of
the check list in 2 pages which confirms the receipt of his notice for voluntary

retirement dated 19.01.2009 by Director, VSSC and the decision taken by him
thereon.

4, A second appeal if desired against this decision may be preferred with the
Central Information Commission, Baba Gang Nath Marg, Munirka, New Delhi-
110067, within ninety days from the date on which this decision is received.

An
5. This Appeal is disposed of at Thiruvananthapuram on the AL day of February,

I
’N /&: C {_-'wr‘"‘/xm
(#=rsr @Manoj C)
R RHE First Appellate Authority/
HEAITFH/Chief Controller
To

2. CPIO, VSSCHISU
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PROCEEDINGS OF THE FIRST APPELLATE AUTHORITY UNDER THE
RIGHT TO INFORMATION ACT, 2005
Appeal No 04/2022 (File No. VSSC/RTY/7-2776)

2

sPerEaT &1 AR/ . Shri Prasad Shind

Name of Appellant

SfIaEy #1 a1/ ¢ Anil Kumar B

Sr. Head, PGA/CPIO
Name of Respondent VSSC

Background

Shri Prasad Shinde, Gangai, Mahatma Phule Nagar, Takali, Pandharpur, Pin: 413
304 vide application dated 07.12.2021 had sought certain information regarding
the recruitment to the post of Scientist/Engineer-SC, Post No.1467 against Advi.
No0.313. CPIO has collected relevant information from the custodian of records
and disseminated the information to the Appellant vide letter dated 17.01.2022.
However, before the receipt of the reply, Appellant has filed an appeal dated
09.01.2022 before the undersigned.

Prayers in the appeal -

No response within the time limit.

fAoTg/DECISION

On perusal of the records brought before me, it is observed that the Appellant has
sought certain information regarding the recruitment to the post of
Scientist/Engineer-SC, Post No.1467 against Advt. No.313. After collecting
relevant information from the custodian of records, CPIO vide leiter dated
17.01.2022 has disseminated the information to the Appellant. There occurred a
delay of 10 days in disseminating the information. The delay occurred is observed
not intentional as CP1O has taken earnest effort to furnish the entire information 'y
part of which was gathered from another officer who is the custodian of records.
As the information has already been furnished to the Appellant, the appeal petition
is disposed oi)warmming no further action.

A second appeal if desired against this decision may be preferred with the Central
Information Commission, Baba Gang Nath Marg, Munirka, New Delhi-110067,
within ninety days from the date on which this decision is received.
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5. This Appeal is disposed of at Thiruvananthapuram on the / gﬁ\ day of February,
2022. X

i

C e
(ST @/Manoj C)
guH 3ol WS /First Appellate Authority/
&Y @ 7/Chief Controller
To

1. $hn Prasad Shmde
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PROCEEDINGS OF THE FIRST APPELLATE AUTHORITY UNDER THE

i C i G T : Shri Sundar C

l!._l,v

Name of Appellant

RIGHT TO INFORMATION ACT, 2005
Appeal No 05/2022 (File No.VSSC/RTI/7-2783)

e

L.

SfSarey T A8y : Anil Kumar B

Name of Respondent

Sr. Head, PGA/CPIO
VSSC

1.  Background

Shri Sundar C, Kalpathy, Chathapuram, Olavakode, Palakkad, Kerala, Pin: 678003
vide application dated 14.12.2021 (received by the CPIO on 16.12.2021) had
sought the movement details of Department vehicles for the period from 01.08.2021
to 31.08.2021 in 11 queries under RTI Act, 2005. After collecting relevant
information from the custodian of records, CPIO vide letter dated 20.01.2022 has
disseminated the information to the Appellant. However, certain information related
to movement of the vehicles were not furnished due to security reasons. Not
satisfied by the reply furnished by the CPIO, the Appellant has filed an appeal dated
22.01.2022 before the undersigned.

2. Praysrs in the appeal

In the appeal, the Appellant had raised the following allegations:

a,

Against query Nos. 2.f and 2.g, the information sought were the first toll
gate passing time and date for the onward jourheys and the last toll gate
passing time and date for the return journeys of the vehicles performed
outstation trips to SDSC SHAR, but not the registration numbers of the
vehicles. As the journeys had already been completed, the requested data
may be available at the respective FASTAG accounts. If any security
constraints are there, the information may please be provided in typing
without mentioning the vehicle Registration Number. Copies of the
FASTAG records are not required.

Regarding the information furnished against query Nos. 2.h, 2.i and 2.j, the

reply is incomplete as the details may be available in the Tour settlement
records, Contingent Advance settlement records and Fuel issue records.
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feroia/DECISION

a.  On perusal of the records brought before me, it is observed that the Appellant has

sought certain information regarding the outstation trips of Department vehicles to
SDSC, SHAR for the period from 01.08.2021 to 31.08.2021 in 10 queries from 2.a
to 2.j. it is noted that the Appellant has not raised any allegation against the
information furnished to the query Nos. from 1 to 2.e. However, he is not satisfied
with the reply furnished against query Nos. 2.f{o0 2.j.

- Against query Nos.2.fand 2.g, the Appellant had asked for the first toll gate passing

time and date of onward journeys, last toll gate passing time and date of return
journeys, of the vehicles moved to SDSC SHAR during the period form 01.08.2021
to 31.08.2021. CPIO vide letter dated 20.01.2022 has informed that the sought
information cannot be revealed considering the security aspects. In this
connection, it is observed that the vehicles of VSSC performing outstation trips to
SDSC SHAR carry materials for satellite launch activities, which are sensitive.
Revelation of movement details of such vehicles are restricted due to security
concerns. If the sought information against query Nos.2.f and 2.g are
revealed though the journey is over, it would obviously expose such
information to security threat. Further, no public interest warrants the disclosure
of such information to the Appellant. Therefore, the information furnished/restricted
by the CPIO are in order. '

. Against 2.h to 2., the Appellant had asked for the information such as the total

distance travelled, fuel consumed, mileage obtained by the vehicles performed
outstation trips to SDSC SHAR for the period from 01.08.2021 to 31.08.2021. For
these queries, CPIO had informed that majority of the trips are combined trips to
various locations. The sought details are available in the log book. Therefore, the
Appellant was given an opportunity to inspect such documents in VSSC. However,
without availing the opportunity extended to him, the Appellant has preferred this
appeal before the undersigned alleging that the reply given to him by the CPIO is
incomplete as the details may be available in the Tour settlement records,
Contingent Advance settlement records and Fuel issue records. In this connection,
it is noted that the sought information is not available in a compiled format. RT! Act
does not warrant CPIQ to compile the available information and provide the
information as obtained through the compilation, to an Applicant on his/her request.
There are guidelines in vogue that “Only such information is required to be supplied
under RT] Act which already exists or held under the control of the Public Authority.
The CPIO is not supposed to create; or to interpret information; or to solve the
problems raised by the applicants or to fumish the replies to hypothetical
questions”. In view of the above guidelines, | hold that the action of CPIO in inviting
the Appellant to inspect the documents containing the voluminous information is in
order. If the Appellant desires to get the sought information, he can inspect the

Conid.. .3/
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available documents in V8SC as directed by the CPIO, on a mutually convenient
date and time within 30 days from the date of receipt of this decision. Copies of

relevant information, if desired by the Appellant shall be provided to him duly
applying the severability condition.

This Appeal is disposed of at Thiruvananthapuram on the =, ... day of February,
2022 accordingly.

A second appeal if desired against this decision may be preferred with the Central
Information Commission, Baba Gang Nath Marg, Munirka, New Delhi-110067,
within ninety days from the date on which this decision is received.

¥

J 2/

_ (#eirsr W/Manoj C)
SR el Wit /First Appellate Authority/

qEa fAdFs/Chief Controller
To

1. Shri Sundar C

2. CPIO, VSSCAISU
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PROCEEDINGS OF THE FIRST APPELLATE AUTHORITY UNDER THE
RIGHT TO INFORMATION ACT, 2005
Appeal No 07/2022 (File No.VSSC/RTI/7-2816)

drerRaT HT AT/ : Shri Challa Bala Durga Kasi
Name of Appellant Viswanatham
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afary &1 A/ . Anil Kumar B

Sr. Head, PGA/CPIO
Name of Respondent VSSC

Background

Shri Challa Bala Durga Kasi Viswanatham, 5-165, Vadlamuru, Sivaru
Ragampeta, Peddapuram Mandal 15-155, G Ragampeta, Peddapuram East
Godavari, Pin: 533 437 vide application dated 19.01.2022 had sought
information related to the recruitment for the post of Technical Assistant
(Mechanical), Post Code: 1424 against Advt. No. 312. After collecting relevant
information from the custodian of records, CPIO vide letter dated 23.02.2022
disseminated the information to the Appellant. Before the receipt of the reply

furnished by CPIO, the Appellant filed an appeal dated 23.02.2022 before the
undersigned.

Prayers in the appeal

The appellant has alleged that no information was provided against within the
time limit.

=rota/DECISION

On perusal of the records brought before me it is observed that the Appellant
had sought information in 4 queries related to the recruitment for the post of
Technical Assistant (Mechanical), Post Code: 1424 against Advt. No. 312. CPIO
has disseminated the available information to the Appellant vide letter dated
23.02.2022. There was a delay of 5 days in disseminating the information which
is not intentional. As the CPIO has provided the available information appeal
petition is disposed without further intervention.
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4, A second appeal if desired against this decision may be preferred with the
Central Information Commission, Baba Gang Nath Marg, Munirka, New Delhi-
110067, within ninety days from the date on which this decision is received.

5. This Appeal is disposed of at Thiruvananthapuram on the &,Qé\day of

March, 2022. .
= w"‘"/’
' / o~
(w5 @Manoj C)
gaFdeaiR®) /First Appellate Authority/
HEyTeaTsH/Chief Controller
To
1. Shri Challa Bala ﬁurga Kasi Viswanatham
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PROCEEDINGS OF THE FIRST APPELLATE AUTHORITY UNDER THE .i{‘{‘?

RIGHT TO INFORMATION ACT, 2005
Appeal No 08/2022 (File No.VSSC/RTI/7-2835)

A
Sdrere BT T/ fﬁi
Name of Appellant 08 \intig s PG \
Vi u nanths, Coene 270021 ;’:‘ N
e / © Anil Kumar B
Name of?éjgndem 3%:; ad, PGA/CPIO
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PROCEEDINGS OF THE FIRST APPELLATE AUTHORITY UNDER THE
RIGHT TO INFORMATION ACT, 2005

Appeal No 09/2022 (File No.VSSC/RT1/7-2841)

et T SRy : Shri Brahamjeet Pal
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wiarey &1 S/ :  Anil Kumar Bs
Name of Respondent ggggad, PGA/CPIO

Background

Shri Brahamjeet Pal, C-10/173 Saboli Extn, Near MCD School, Delhi, Pin: 110 093
vide application dated 18.02.2022 (received by the CPIO on 21.02.2022) had
sought the following information regarding the recruitment to the post of Catering
Supervisor, Post No.1476 against Advt. No.316 in 4 queries, under RT1 Act, 2005.

1. The marks scored by the 10 candidates who are shortlisted for the Skill
Test, for the post of Catering Supervisor, Advt. N0.316, Post N0.1476
with the copies where the writing part has been checked by invigilator.

2. The marks of the candidate with Roll No. 760212, Reg. No. TBZ5F42.
{Applicant)

3. Total number of candidates appeared for the examination.
4. Cut-off marks for the post of Catering Supervisor.

After collecting relevant information from the custodian of records, CPIO vide letter
dated 14.03.2022 has informed the Appellant that the sought information against
query Nos.1, 2 and 4 could not be provided as the selection process is in progress.
Total number of candidates appeared for the examination is 119. Not satisfied with

the reply of CPIO, the Appellant has filed an appeal dated 15.03.2022 before the
undersigned.

Pravers in the appeal

In the appeal the Appellant has alleged that CPIO has refused the access to the

sought information. He has also requested FAA to provide the full details as
requested in the application.
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=oRI/DECISION

On perusal of the records brought before me, it is observed that the Appellant has
sought the marks and the answer sheet of the 10 candidates shortlisted for the skill
test for the post of Catering Supervisor against Advt. No.316, marks scored by the
Appeliant (Roll No.760212), and the cut off mark for the post of Catering Supervisor
against query Nos.1, 2 and 4. However, CPIO has denied the information citing the
reason that the recruitment process for the selection to the post of Catering
Supervisor against Advt. No. 316 is in progress. In this connection, it is observed
that when the RTI application was received by the CPIO, the recruitment process
for selection to the post Catering Supervisor was in progress. Dissemination of the
sought information at that stage would adversely affect the progress of the
recruitment process. Therefore, the action of CPIO is in order. However, it is
observed that the skill test for the said post was conducted on 12.03.2022 and the
selection panel has been drawn. Therefore, the requested information may be
provided to the Appellant except the answer sheets of the shortlisted candidates.
Answer sheets of other candidates is third party information which comes under

Section 11 of RTI Act. Therefore, disclosing the same is not warranted.

A~
This Appeal is disposed of at Thiruvananthapuram on the ... .... day of April, 2022
accordingly.

A second appeal if desired against this decision may be preferred with the Central
information Commission, Baba Gang Nath Marg, Munirka, New Delhi-110067,
within ninety days from the date on which this decision is received.

(#HAF ¥/Manoj C)
wuH 3l wifsdy /First Appellate Authority/

qEY A g3%/Chief Controller
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PROCEEDINGS OF THE FIRST APPELLATE AUTHORITY UNDER THE

RIGHT TO INFORMATION ACT, 2005
Appeal No. 10/2022 (File No.VSSC/RTI/7-2848)

et & ATE/ . Shri Sunil Kumar KS

f.fw-, N ?3, qu :wr:-:;,,
Name of Appellant L Mot =0 e
‘I. t’%%z% ermu VGIM‘-?C;“-- . an_-
T ot 000 ~E2 ’ i
. A pAD
wfQardy &1 JrF/ . Anil Kumar B =)
: Sr. Head, PGA/CPIO “ A
Name of Responden ' % =5 -5
m pondent VSSC [
Background ~ I\

Shri Sunil Kumar KS, Flat No. F3, 1% Floor, Hill Cap Hamlet Flats, Vilangan Hil Road,
Amala Nagar PO, Thrissur-680 555 has filed an application dated 17.11.2021
seeking the following information regarding his Notice of Voluntary Retirement dated

198.01.2009 and VR withdrawal! letter dated 06.02.2009, in three queries under RTl
Act, 2005.

1. Certified copy of Voluntary Retirement notice dated 19.01.2009
received in Director, VSSC’s office which contain the inward registry
number, date and seal of Director VSSC Office.

2. Certified copy of VR withdrawal request letter dated 06.02.2009
received in Director, VSSC's Office which contains the inward registry
number, date and seal of Office of Director VSSC.

3. Certified copy of the order containing the Director, VSSC approval to
VR withdrawal request/letter dated 06.02.2009.

After collecting relevant information from the custodian of records, CPIO vide letter
dated 24.12.2021 has furnished the reply to the Applicant. Not satisfied with the reply
of CPIO, the Appellant has filed an appeal date 05.01.2022 before the undersigned
alleging that the copies of the documents provided by the CPIO against query No.1
de not contain the inward registry number, date and seal of Director, VSSC's Office.
Accordingly, undersigned vide decision dated 11.02.2022 had viewed that the sought
document is not available in VSSC. However, for confirming the receipt of the notice
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of Voluntary Retirement dated 19.01.2009 by the Director, VSSC, a copy ofthe check
list in 2 pages was disseminated {o the Appellant. Based on the data in the aforesaid -
check list, the Appellant has filed another RT! application dated 19.02.2022 (received
by the CPIO on 21.02.2022) seeking certified copies of certain other documents
related to the same subject, in 8 queries. As the present application dated 19.02.2022
was on the same subject as that of his earlier RT] application dated 17.11.2021,
CPIO has rejected the application vide letter dated 25.02.2022 based on the
observation made by the Hon'ble CIC in its decision dated 25.06.2014. Not satisfied
with the decision of CPIO, the Appellant has filed the present appeal dated
11.03.2022 before the undersigned.

Prayers in the appeal

a. The documents sought in the RT! application dated 19.02.2022 was not

sought earlier by the Appellant. Hence, the present application could not be
considered as repetition.

b. The reason by which CPIO rejected the RTI application dated 19.02.2022
was a passing observation made the CIC in its decision dated 25.06.2014
wherein CIC has rejected the second appeal filed by an Appeliant who had
filed 130 RT! applications repeatedly. Hence, the CIC decision dated
25.06.2014 could not be applied equally in this case.

c. The Appellant was an employee who worked in the organisation as
Scientist/Engineer in the erstwhile CED and had retired on 01.03.2012.
Hence, information regarding administrative matters are not familiar to him.
Thus, he was not able to seek all the documents in the first application itself.

The Appellant has further requested to issue direction to the CPIO for providing
certified copies of the 08 documents asked by him in his RTI appiication dated
19.02.2022.

frota/DECISION

a. On perusal of the records brought before me, it is observed that the Appellant had

filed the present application dated 19.02.2022 seeking certain documents in 08
queries, based on the checklist disseminated by the undersigned vide decision dated
11.02.2022, against the appeal preferred by the Appellant to his RTI application
dated 17.11.2021. As the sought information were on the same subject as that of his
earlier RTI application, based on the observation made by the Hon'ble CIC in its
decision dated 25.08.2014, the application was rejected by the CPIO. In the appeal,
the Appellant has alleged that the decision of Hon'ble CIC could not be applied here
as the cases are not similar. The Appellant has also alleged that the aforesaid
observation of CIC is only a passing observation. In this connection, it is observed
Contd... 3/-
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that in the aforesaid decision of Hon'bie CIC, to curb the misuse of RTI, CIC had held
that “when an applicant uses an opportunity to obtain information on a particular
subject, as per law, he is expected to seek all the related information in that first ever
opportunity itself. He cannot file ancther application for a bit or piece which he forgot
to ask™. Here, CPIO had not taken the precedent of the CIC decision as a whole,
instead taken a vital observation of CIC which is very relevant to the instant case.
Further, the observation made by the CIC in the aforesaid decision cannot be
considered as a passing observation as CIC had made remarkable observations on
the misuse of RTI, while disposing the appeal.

- In the appeal, the Appellant has prayed that the information regarding the existence
of the sought documents in the RTI application dated 19.02.2022 was not known to
him prior to the receipt of the check list. This was the reason why he had not asked
the documents in the first RTI appiication. Considering this fact of incognizance and
to promote transparency, the undersigned hereby direct CPIO to provide the

available documents sought in the RTI application dated 19.02.2022, to the Appellant
at the earliest.

This Appeal is disposed of at Thiruvananthapuram on the X@Tday of April, 2022.
A second appeal if desired against this decision may be preferred with the Central
Information Commission, Baba Gang Nath Marg, Munirka, New Delhi-110067, within
ninety days from the date on which this decision is received.
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Appeal No.13 /2022 (File No.VSSC/RTI/7-2843)
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Background *

Shri Midhun B Ashokan, Arathara House, Thazhathangadi, Kottayam, Pin: 686005 vide
application dated 19.03.2022 (received in this office on 21.03.2022) had sought certain
information related to the recruitment of Technician-B (Boiler Attendant) under Post Code
No. 1422 in 08 queries. After collecting information from the custodian of records, CPIO vide
letter dated 20.04.2022 has disseminated the available information against his queries to the

applicant. Not satisfied with the reply of CPIO, the Appellant has filed an appeal dated
19.05.2022 before the undersigned raising certain allegations.

Prayers in the appeal

In the appeal, the Appellant has alleged that CPIO has provided incomplete, false and
misleading information against query Nos.2,3,4,5 & 8.

fAvra/DECISION

a) On perusal of the records brought before me, it is observed that the Appellant has sought
information pertaining to the recruitment of Technician-B (Boiler Attendant) under Post
Code No.1422 and the CPIO has disseminated the available information to the appeliant.

b) It is observed that against query Nos.2 & 5, the Appellant had sought the number of
recruitment board members of VSSC and cost, annual expenditure of VSSC Recruitment
Board including gmployee salaries incurred in the activity. The query is not clear/specific
since recruitment is an end to end process involving various stages, with the participation
of different officials and committees from selection to appointment, and no such compiled
information on expenditure on recruitment activities is available. Moreover, there is no

permanent/standing recruitment Board existing in VSSC. Thus the reply furnished by
CPIO was in order.

Contd...2/-



¢) Regarding query No.3 the applicants were not asked to submit certificate at the time of
submission of online application and hence no question of second verification arises,

Hence, the information furnished by Cp1o against query No.3 was in order,

d} On considering Query No.4 it is observed that the information Sought against first part was
disseminated to the Appeliant ang against second part it was informeq that the query is
not clear. CPIO's reply was appropriate. However, the appellant has singe clarified second
part of the Query No.4 as to how many questions were directly related to the advertised
post. It is observed that alf the questions asked in the exam are related to the job profile of
the advertisad pPost under Post Code No.1422,

e} Further, the query No.8 which was not clear in the RT} application is clarified in the appeal
petition, that the information sought was the number of applicants who raised objections
instead of number of candidates argued with the examination, Information sought against
clarified Query is that there were 36 objections against 35 different Questions filed by a
single applicant. The objections were scrutinized hy the committee and the Commitiee had
found out that the objections were not genuine and hence no change was made in the

4, Accordingly, the information disseminated by CPIO against the Query Nos.2345 & g vide
letter dated 20.04.2022 was in order, However, as the Appeilant through his Appeal Petition
clarified the query Nos. 4 (second, part) & 8 the information sought against these queries are
also disseminated to the Appeliant through this order,

5. This Appeal is disposed of at Thiruvananthapuram on the fif’ day of June, 2022
accordingly,

6. Asecond appeal if desired against this decision may be preferred with the Centra) Information
Commission, Baba Gang Nath Marg, Munirka, New Delhi-1 10067, within ninety days from the
date on which this decision is received, )
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1. Background

Shri Shajith KK, B-151, ISRO Staff Quarters, Pin: 695022 vide application dated
28.09.2022 had sought certain information pertaining to the service matters of
Shri Sunny Xaviour, SC No. 27017, HVD, TOMD an ex-employee of VSSC. CPIO
collected relevant information from the custodian of records and has disseminated
the information vide letter dated 21.10.2022. Due to intervening holidays the reply
tetter was transmitted online only on 25.10.2022. However, the Appellant has filed
an appeal dated 30.10.2022 before the undersigned.

2. Prayers in the appeal
CP10O has not provided the information within stipulated time limit.
3. viw/DECISION
a. On perusal of the records brought before me, it is observed that CPIO
furnished the information against the queries in the RTI application filed by the
Appellant within the time limit. In the appeal petition,the Appellant has not

raised any allegation against the reply furnished by CPIO, but has stated that
the reply was not furnished within the time limit.

b. The RTI application dated 28.09.2022 filed by the appellant seeking
information received by CPIO on 29.09.2022 (online). Subsequently, CPIO
disseminated the information vide letter dated 21.10.2022 and disposed the
same through online on 25.10.2022. As per RTI Act, the information sought
for is required to be disseminated within one month. Here, the information was
disseminated within the time limit of one month. In view of the above, a
hearing notice dated 28.11.2022 was issued to the Appellant and CPIO for
attending the hearing scheduled on 30.11.2022 at 2.30 PM. Subsequently a
submission was received from the Appellant vide email dated 29.11.2022
stating that he was unaware of the reply to his RTI enquiry while filing the
appeal and after filing appeal he came across the reply. The Appellant has

requested to ignore the appeal petition filed by him and also expressed his regret
for the inconvenience caused.

2l
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¢. In the light of the submission made by the Appellant the appeal stands
disposed off as "withdrawn’.

4.  This Appeal is disposed of at Thiruvananthapuram on the .%.0.. x:iay of November,
2022 without further intervention.

5. A second appeal if desired against this decision may be preferred with the Central
Information Commission, Baba Gang Nath Marg, Munirka, New Delhi-110067,
within ninety days from the date on which this decision is received.
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