Hs1d T SN
Central Information Commission
ST Y A1, GRS
Baba Gangnath Marg, Munirka

T8 faTaR, New Delhi — 110067
fgdia 3rdie T / Second Appeal No. (As Per Annexure)

Kamal Nagar W/Appellant
VERSUS
o-H
CPIO: University Grants
Commission, New Delhi .. JfdardiTu/Respondent
Relevant dates emerging from the appeal(s):
SI. No. | Second | Date of Date of Date of Date of Date of
Appeal RTI CPIO’s First FAA’s Second
No. Application | Reply Appeal Order Appeal
1. 105269 | 05.07.2023 | 08.08.2023 | 31.08.2023 | Nil 13.02.2024
2. 105342 1 12.07.2023 | 14.08.2023 | 31.08.2023 | 14.10.2023 | 13.02.2024
3. 105330 | 11.07.2023 | 20.07.2023 | 31.08.2023 | 03.10.2023 | 13.02.2024
4. 105386 | 10.07.2023 | 10.08.2023 | 31.08.2023 | Nil 13.02.2024
5. 105264 | 03.07.2023 | 28.07.2023 | 31.08.2023 | 14.10.2023 | 13.02.2024
6. 105265 | 03.07.2023 | 28.07.2023 | 31.08.2023 | 14.10.2023 | 19.02.2024

The instant set of appeals have been clubbed for decision as these relate to similar

RTI Applications and same subject matter.

Date of Hearing: 12.03.2025
Date of Decision: 21.03.2025

CORAM:

Hon’ble Commissioner

ANANDI RAMALINGAM

ORDER
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Second Appeal No. CIC/UPSCM/A/2024/105269

1. The Appellant filed an RTT application dated 05.07.2023 seeking information on

the following points:

> G 2021 UG 2022 T TG 1o FRIINGIME a7 & YRAT FRdle 9ar 7
geiFld & Tae 7 3% RrciawrT #Hc] &1 35% Hig 78 2023 7 Aaiford 65
o forgd sreflgwaienddl &1 T & geanad 4T Wq Sl del grT o
SHEGTTT T HelGETER B BT TIT HITHT I FIITd 5 b0l Falerd &1+
& EDTT 6] 597 T FUAT HeGRAENBG & qae H [ Geaaor e
P BT B BY-

1. Ty 2021 &1 Ni&idl & Gqe & Riada=rT &8l GRT JIR Minutes of the

meeting

2 s 2022 WW%WHﬁ@WWWWMMU@S of the

meeting

3 3 AT / BRU [ordd HTER GV SElGealeRaddl &1 997 ay 2021 &7
Ri&ral @& Gy § YR =Tl Gal H Tgl [5a7 797 & Ga¢ 4 Faed
GeTaT /

4. @ e / PRU [ord SR UT HEeedierRad! & 997 Ty 2022 &1
Ri&rgl & Gaer 7 yRdig G2rgi7a day J 761 197 77 & Ga¢ § GEed
GEAIaT Il

5 SEEEIERD B DT [5d 7T F GaE H AT |

..., etc./ other related information

1.1. The CPIO replied vide letter dated 08.08.2023 and the same is reproduced as

under :-
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1.2.

“With regard to the information sought at points (1) & (2) of the RTI application,
it is informed that requisite information has already provided to you vide CPIO's
reply dated 24.07.2023. However, a certified copy of the minutes comprising 20

pages is enclosed herewith.

With regard to the information sought at point (3) to (9) of the RTI application, it
is informed that the information sought pertains to the State Government. You are,

therefore, advised to approach the State Government, in this regard.”

Dissatisfied with the response received from the CPIO, the Appellant filed a First

Appeal dated 31.08.2023 alleging that the information provided was incomplete, false

and misleading. The FAA vide order dated Nil upheld the reply given by the CPIO.

1.3.

Aggrieved with the FAA’s order, the Appellant approached the Commission with

the instant Second Appeal dated 13.02.2024.

Second Appeal No. CIC/UPSCM/A/2024/105342

2.

The Appellant filed an RTI application dated 12.07.2023 seeking information on

the following points:

1. SEERTIERBA GINT [3TId 28.04.2023 &l FIRET T i Jal ST &1 57

LT AT Flod HHIIaq TG &Y SR 1597 7147 o7 135 FrE=~ G-
13477 PP ZRT gHiaTIqae Prddle! @1 o 6] & d F9P o § GHET
GTGST TG 159 717 8 7T [Hda 1597 T o7 13 sridaT Ud aediael &
HTHH H-

- G TR [T FETgaT 1 [937R0d 13597 S [ el & arel aia
37 GRT Tl Tird 9d 13 718 & @ 56 G2fed 1397 &/

- IGIE T F [IGTT F SgH 7 SgRIel 1397 747 o7 15 Jla Trar=T G9ma—
134T FHE gRT FiF Flaga [cwd/geaas 9ia &9 74 & d G
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GBI / QIS JaTd B dlld HElevdieRedl §Y die dal AT &l
31195 TG HX G/

- JHE Ff3d HiHE GHY FIT 134T §RT SEeEierddl & /aeg

gHITTIgas FIAE] 1 TE & FAH! T H AT &7 T GHBR H
FTIIT 77T &1 HITHT FIgITd GRT 3fegeiieRdl & gRT Iigd S&qdl Tyd

EDYT iFagad rd o7 & GGE Ti9d BifHE GRT Jiwigad Hridaie] o &
off 1ear T 81 S AGE T F Gid & g § ScM F 95T Gfaq
PIHE BT §I] Jlwkigad 761 & FHlY THHITH & HUISTT TRAlIT 1aT
...

SRIFITER ST BRG] TN YGIHld &1 Brddle] He- 3] ol #e
TT TG PIF THRIEG Teid Hol T & a1 38 [5G IR HY Tai7d
TG SHITTH] BIIGTET BT SgN1 [T 14T o7/

FUIT TRIFT 3GlacT & Ta¢ 7 P BIAaIE] 1a99% T 7T Tq0 F&Aa/

..., etc./ other related information

2.1. The CPIO replied vide letter dated 14.08.2023 and the same is reproduced as
under :-

“With regard to the information sought at points (1) to (4) of the RTI application,
it is informed that the representations received directly from the State Service
Officer are not entertained. However, the requisite information on your
representations have already provided to you under RTI Act, 2005 vide CPIO's
letter dated 24.07.2023.”

2.2. Dissatistied with the response received from the CPIO, the Appellant filed a First
Appeal dated 31.08.2023 alleging that the information provided was incomplete, false
and misleading. The FAA vide order dated 14.10.2023 upheld the reply given by the

CPIO.
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2.3.

Aggrieved with the FAA’s order, the Appellant approached the Commission with

the instant Second Appeal dated 13.02.2024.

Second Appeal No. CIC/UPSCM/A/2024/105330

3.

The Appellant filed an RTI application dated 11.07.2023 seeking information on

the following points:

1. SfEIEeTIEnN Gl GRT IaTld 16.05.2023 @1 H1dcT GF T&Jd B HTTT BT

T YT 135 TG G T @ GRT & / SHEGRalenadd] @ [aeg 1]
THR &1 P1IaTe] 787 163 o7 & 9017 & G817 7 Tic TrErg G2 134T
GIT P15 U] Breare] TRandd &1 7TE & I7 13U & Y gV FEiid & o
g Tiefbare @ Fuar TR &1 BN § 191E I & NGid &
S T ST BRI BT BF B/ I 31ac i Hld TG b GG ST Tell
HFTT PP, b RIBrIT 0q 9517 &1 Yl 5517 &1 T 75719 &7 1 FF
3157 [399F F Hridale] & Tael J TR T 7T Tq0f Fedraor /

SENGETENBT GIRT [71H 29.04.2023 F1 AT TF Jegd &Y SR a1

TRIT T 135 1T I [T, BIHE GRT TS -] Ja77 761 #1 75 &
foren] i e e Gar HFNT T HAITT BiiH D, T RIprd Td 99 &l
ot garg ®1 7 o1 G e [3VTE Fa FrIATE] & TaY 1 GERT Tl 7T
TG GIAIFT |/

SEYTETIER B GRT [a-Id 27.04.2023 &1 TITHT F=d Fr17d §RT TR
SR &1 Tl GTT B SF¥lel 1357 797 o7 1 Tle 3% UG & geiq oFr
P BN 7671 & [orer ATER TR SfelgeaieRdbal &1 Ugiala b1 ol (a1
TRFTGA] / ST & SITEIR G3) | FHKT Hde &) Tl T el Hal SFNT TelT
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HFITT FH®, dE Rrerd v 99 @1 4 5T @1 TS ol 3% e
1399% B Frale] & Gae H TURT Tl TF G0 Geaiaor /

..., etc./ other related information

3.1. The CPIO replied vide letter dated 20.07.2023 and the same is reproduced as

under :-

“Shri Kamal Chandra Nagar @& Ie1 11.07.2023 & SNl 3ME 317 &I
T BN SHEATH, 2005 B] &INT6 (3) @& T State Government of Madhya
Pradesh and Union Public Service Commission &1 XAl 134T off ¥6T & Tl
=7l 7] G b1 [d9GaEg BT GGE State Government of Madhya Pradesh and
Union Public Service Commission & &1 3/: RT3 3T @1 Tafda
134T & YT T YT 81 TYT 1 & 7 $1qds A% 2 HTE UF &l 5 [GUrT &
PRI Tp GaTT PR B 4} HST T 81

3.2. Dissatisfied with the response received from the CPIO, the Appellant filed a First
Appeal dated 31.08.2023 alleging that the information provided was incomplete, false
and misleading. The FAA vide order dated 03.10.2023 upheld the reply given by the
CPIO.

3.3. Aggrieved with the FAA’s order, the Appellant approached the Commission with
the instant Second Appeal dated 13.02.2024.

Second Appeal No. CIC/UPSCM/A/2024/105386

4. The Appellant filed an RTI application dated 10.07.2023 seeking information on

the following points:

1. 9T Glade— 4 Fecifad Fldgd I2Tufl & dgfad 14 o @& d§¢ 4 yRd
IRNBIR/ GG b Gal AT / TeqIGST FG= GRT SIS [e7id dd TRl 19 T4
T AATT /397 / [FRaRuT 8 miafT giddeT 3 el
gldge Pwdfl 98 qqfad 13 - Jiad 14 o7 &1 Gug-H5] Tag-Har
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T Gfad 767 B3 T, 7 THIT 817 I 139 57 G8 3g1657 189 &1 1
BT G/ 319G BT [RIBYT 781 611 d& UelHia G &7 FHid 817 Jaefl

THT G&ddol [orge STYR 7 GrHT FRTET [@HFT /&9 e gal
SN/ HRT FRBR BIHP UF JI7 HA7 GIRT alala & dae § Friare] &7
v/ro/

2. G [195] & TI9& FT SfeleedieR®dl &1 &g Tiage ICTo T &1 78
favges Zedraor

3 % 795 & TOE T HUeNENDT & HFacT HT HTE 397 T4
TIATIF FETGT |

4. geIld & ggel H SrelEvderedl gRT & 34 & i glage Icwul &
GG 1347 T4 &1 Ga¢ff BT dlel TE off diaugd qeda /

5. fEERTERDAl & T GA/IdGT & dqe FHT GG [FYF/YRT

INBR, FIHE UG GI7 TATT / TG T GaT ST §RT Fd BrAaTe & Ga
o' TR TRl / TGO Gergor /
..., etc./ other related information
4.1. The CPIO replied vide letter dated 10.08.2023 and the same is reproduced as
under :-

“With regard to the information sought at point (1) to (6) of the RTI application, it
is informed that the information sought pertains to the State Government. You are,

therefore, advised to approach the State Government, in this regard.”

4.2. Dissatisfied with the response received from the CPIO, the Appellant filed a First
Appeal dated 31.08.2023 alleging that the information provided was incomplete, false
and misleading. The FAA vide order dated Nil upheld the reply given by the CPIO.
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4.3. Aggrieved with the FAA’s order, the Appellant approached the Commission with
the instant Second Appeal dated 13.02.2024.
Second Appeal No. CIC/UPSCM/A/2024/105264

5. The Appellant filed an RTT application dated 03.07.2023 seeking information on

the following points:

1. YRT GNBN gNT §TIECT FIcipae okl 158 51/ with hold 1% 7 & &g/
I 5N Goed GRTF/ SRR/ GRAAS [0/F e TR GT G b Jal ST &l
5% TG gINT 3IAe] W] &1 Gl & 9] ol &/

2. TP GG &l Gal G177 &1 5 GRT S/41da U Hel [d71 27.4.2023 & Gae/
7 (1T GIRT FT BRAIGIE] g Teed Fied 7 Gquf geraer |

3. FYTHT GG b Gal ST 1 H GRT Sf1de @71 28.4.2023 T HeT a7
29.4.2023 & Y T AT GNT Fa FrIaTe] [a99% Feka Fier 7T qquf
GeTqT |

4. GlAT GG G Gar SFT &1 Q8T 3241aq g% 16.5.2023 UF el I3
17.5.2023 @& Gq¢ T SIFNT GRT Hd HrATTE] [a5aF TEea el 79 Tquf
/el

5. G99 G e Gal G &l AT GF UG Je7 a1 17.5.23 & Fqe 7 ST
ZRT Fd BRITTE] [359% G Tl 79 Tquf eardor/

..., etc./ other related information

5.1. The CPIO replied vide letter dated 28.07.2023 and the same is reproduced as

under :-

“With regard to the information sought at point (1) of the RTI application, it is

informed that the information sought is not specific & clear.
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5.2.

With regard to the information sought at points (2) to (6) of the RTI application, it
is informed that the representations received directly from the State Service
Officer are not entertained. However, the requisite information on your
representations have already provided to you under RTI Act, 2005 vide CPIO's
letter dated 24.07.2023.”

Dissatisfied with the response received from the CPIO, the Appellant filed a First

Appeal dated 31.08.2023 alleging that the information provided was incomplete, false

and misleading. The FAA vide order dated 14.10.2023 upheld the reply given by the

CPIO.

5.3.

Aggrieved with the FAA’s order, the Appellant approached the Commission with

the instant Second Appeal dated 13.02.2024.

Second Appeal No. CIC/UPSCM/A/2024/105265

6.

The Appellant filed an RTI application dated 03.07.2023 seeking information on

the following points:

1. GETERB Tl Pl o FITTHFH GaT T YRAT gRgiae Jar 7 geiFia, av

2021 TG 2022 8 FING Nl & aR9&q & THifaa off gvg I8 Fd g6 &
2024 T HefIGeTEND Tl Bl unfit B 17T T &1 SHEIGEAERBT Bl G BIIT
& GRTT B o] vsad Naiehe gfaa 61 191 7T &1 S ford ay & fay
unfit 97 T & 39 T8 & Tag 7 vsa¥ REIE qiad 134 o7 & dael § 757
T GIRT e Tl HaT ST &1 HI8d GRAaoT |

gl 37 qul & [e7w 791 3<Ie] Gl &1 77 81 97 911 7T &1 i RIdb/olR] YT
Gae} ZedraT /

§aIAe] GicTodbe Gl 154 G701 G @ dae T YRT GNBIR gINT 5T 175

7- Instruction No. 14/23/65-AlS(1ll) dated 28-7-1966.
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2- No. 17/3/70-AIS(lll) dated 26-5-1970

3- No. 14015/18/99-AlS dated 27-10-1999 & F 14015/18/99 AIS(II) dated
27-10-2001.

forTd srer v T i GaT ST gIRT UeiFia & dae J Frare] &1 aidl 61

..., etc./ other related information

6.1. The CPIO replied vide letter dated 28.07.2023 and the same is reproduced as
under :-

“With regard to the information sought at points (1) & (2) of the RTI application,
it is informed that the information sought pertains to the State Government. You

are, therefore, advised to approach the State Government, in this regard.

With regard to the information sought at point (3) of the RTI application, it is
informed that the Order No. 14/23/65-A1S(11l) dated 28.07.1966 & No.17/3/70-
AIS(Ill) dated 26.05.1970 pertain to Ministry of Home Affairs and Order
No.14015/18/99 dated 27.10.99 & F.No.14015/18/99-AIS(1ll) dated 27.10.2001
pertains to DOP&T. You are advised to approach the concerned Ministry in this

regard.”

6.2. Dissatisfied with the response received from the CPIO, the Appellant filed a First
Appeal dated 31.08.2023 alleging that the information provided was incomplete, false
and misleading. The FAA vide order dated 14.10.2023 upheld the reply given by the
CPIO.

6.3. Aggrieved with the FAA’s order, the Appellant approached the Commission with
the instant Second Appeal dated 19.02.2024.

Hearing proceedings and Decision:-

7. The appellant attended the hearing through video conference and on behalf of the
respondent Mr. Nand Kishor Kumar, Dy. Secretary, Mr. Sanjay Kumar, CPIO and Mr.
Madhur Bhaskar, S.O attended the hearing in-person.
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8. The appellant inter alia submitted that complete information has not been
provided till date. He stated that he has sought copies of documents which have been
forwarded by the State Government to the respondent for selection and requested the
Commission to direct the respondent to furnish the information as sought.

9. The respondent while defending their case inter alia submitted that all the RTI
applications are related to the SCM for preparation of select list of 2021 and 2022 for
promotion of SCS officers Madhya Pradesh to the IAS. He stated that all available
information like copy of minutes comprising 20 pages have been provided to the
appellant vide letters dated 08.08.2023, 14.08.2023, 20.07.2023, 10.08.2023 and
28.07.2023. Moreover, remaining information that is sought are all non-specific and
hence, the appellant has been advised to approach State Government concerned. He
submitted that on same subject matter the Hon’ble Commission vide file no.
CIC/UPSCM/C/2023/133197 disposed of the matter.

10. The Commission after adverting to the facts and circumstances of the case, hearing
both parties and perusal of records, observes that the CPIO has provided appropriate
replies to the RTI Applications vide letters dated 08.08.2023, 14.08.2023, 20.07.2023,
10.08.2023 and 28.07.2023. Moreover, on the same subject matter, the Commission vide
file nos. CIC/UPSCM/C/2023/133197, CIC/UPSCM/C/2023/138375 and
CIC/UPSCM/A/2023/138369, has already decided the matters. The perusal of the RTI
applications further reveals that the appellant has sought clarification, interpretation and
opinion, which do not fall within the definition of “information” as defined under section
2 (f) of the RTI Act. In this regard, the attention of the appellant is also drawn towards a
judgment of the Hon’ble Supreme Court in Central Board of Secondary Education
&Anr. vs. Aditya Bandopadhyay & Ors [Civil Appeal No.6454 of 2011] date of
judgment 09.08.2011. The following was thus held:

“....A public authority is also not required to furnish information which require
drawing of inferences and/or making of assumptions. It is also not required to

provide ‘advice’ or ‘opinion’ to an applicant, nor required to obtain and furnish
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any ‘opinion’ or ‘advice’ to an applicant. The reference to ‘opinion’ or ‘advice’ in
the definition of ‘information’ in section 2(f) of the Act, only refers to such

material available in the records of the public authority.......

11. Moreover, the appellant has requested for non-specific information like “all
documents”, speculative information etc. hence, the CPIO’s response to approach the
State Government cannot be faulted. The Appellant is reminded that filing the request
on similar or same subject matter with the CPIO by a mere inter play of words will not
change the narrative of the case which has been already decided by the Commission. He
is therefore strongly advised to desist from filing repetitive RTI Applications on the same
grievance as his future appeals/complaint on the same matter are liable to be summarily
dismissed. The Respondents are also advised to take reference of the instant decision
while dealing with any future RTI Applications of the Appellant on the same subject
matter. In view of the above, the Commission finds no scope of intervention in the
matter. Accordingly, the appeals are dismissed.

Copy of the decision be provided free of cost to the parties.

Sd/-

(Anandi Ramalingam) (GIT'"i_cﬂ TITI'%"TH')

Information Commissioner (AT 3TYd)
f&-Te/Date: 21.03.2025

Authenticated true copy

Sharad Kumar (RMR& PHR)
Dy. Registrar (U qﬁﬁ’ﬂﬁ
011-26180514

Addresses of the parties:

1. The CPIO

Union Public Service Commission,
US & CPIO, (RTI Cell), Dholpur
House, Shahjahan Road,

New Delhil10069
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2 Kamal Naagar

Annexure of Second Appeals

SI. No.

Second Appeal No.

CIC/UPSCM/A/2024/105269

CIC/UPSCM/A/2024/105342

CIC/UPSCM/A/2024/105330

CIC/UPSCM/A/2024/105386

CIC/UPSCM/A/2024/105264

QNN B[R [

CIC/UPSCM/A/2024/105265
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Recomendation(s) to PA under section 25(5) of the RTI Act, 2005:-

Nil
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