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PROCEEDINGS OF THE FIRST APPELLATE AUTHORITY UNDER THE
RIGHT TO INFORMATION ACT, 2005
Appeal No. 01/2022 (File No LPSC/RTI/FAAID1/2022)

sftarsmal &1 Ay © Shri KBV Vinay

Name of Appellant

28-14-88, Wood Yard Street
Town Kotha Road
Andhra Pradesh

ufaardtsT Ay . Shri Prasannan M
Namie of Respondent CPIO,LPSC,
Valiamala PO
Thiruvananthapuram — 885 547
Kerala, India
1. Shri KBV Vinay had submilted an application dated 26.12.2021 seeking

information under the provisions of RTi Act, 2005. Based on the inputs received
from the custodian, the CPIO, LPSC, replied to the appellant vide letter
No LPSC/CPIO-RTI/2022-421/00117 dated 13.01.2022. Being not satisfied with
the reply given by CPIO, appellant has submitted an appeal dated 31.01.2022
stating that 'details not provided’,

Ffapecision

The appeliant had soughi information regarding marks secured by the applicant in

the written test and skill test conducted for the post of Draughisman B (Mech.) and
cut off marks for each category. On examination of the case, it is found that CPIO
nad disseminated the information vide letter dated 13.01.2022. Hence, | uphold the
information provided by CPIO. Now, the appeliant has requested fo furnish copy of
answer sheet of skill test in addition to the information sought against original

. application.  The appellant may note that seeking fresh information is not

permissible/not permitted at the appeal stage, under RTI Act, 2005. However,
CPIO/Custodian of records at LPSC is directed to provide the information to the
appellant within 15 days from the date of receipt of this order, if the same is not
exempt under any of the provisions under section (8) of the RT! Act, 2005.
Accordmg y the appeal stands disposed off.

A second a;:apgai agamsz this decision lies with the Central Information Commission,

e TS o o

~Baba Gang NatirMary, Munirka, New Delhi-110087, within ninety days from the

date on which this decision is received.

This Appeal is disposed off at Thiruvananthapuram on the 28"* day of Febmwrgr;
2022. \':T;‘ - % 2 }1“ (\%(

m F??G%}/K\é Saraswaﬁ%})’ 94

TYH g W [First Appeltate Authority/
ﬁm {Controller

1. Shri KBV Vinay, 26-14-88, Wood Yard Sireet, Town Kotha Road, Andhra

Pradesh
2. Shri. Prasannan M, CPIGC LPSC, Valiamala PO, Thiruvananthapuram ~ 695

547, Kerala, India



HRd YD R/ Government of India
3fafve fgumT/ Department of Space

N oe s s
};{aq;m Ul it R) &t Briarg)

PROCEEDINGS OF THE FIRST APPELLATE AUTHORITY UNDER THE
RIGHT TO INFORMATION ACT, 2005

Appeal No.02/2022 (File No.LPSC/RTI/FAA/02/2022)

{leresat a1 1Ay © Shri Lallu
Name of Appellant N87, Chararri Shiv Katra
Lal Bangla
Kanpur
Uttar Pradesh
gfdardieT =y . Shri Prasannan M
Name of Respondent CPIO, LPSC,

Valiamala PO
Thiruvananthapuram — 695 547
Kerala, India

1. Shri Lallu, had submitted an application dated 29.01.2022 seeking information
under the provisions of RT| Act, 2005. Based on the inputs received from the
custodian, the CPIO, LPSC, replied to the applicant vide letter No.LPSC/CPIO-
RT1/2022-432/00008 dated 28.02.2022. Now, the appellant has submitted an
appeal dated 01.03.2022 on the ground that CPIO has provided ‘incomplete,
misleading or false information’ and requested to furnish the information sought by
him with regard to query No.5, 7,8,9, 9(a).& 11.

fAvfpECISION

2. The queries and the submissions made by the appellant have been examined in
detail and the following observation has been made:

The reply furnished by the CPIO, LPSC has been perused. Reply to query No.5,
9(a) & 11 is in order. Reply to query No.7 & 8 stated that no information is held by
the Public Authority. It is confirmed that the custodian of records/CPIO
disseminated the information of query No.7 & 8 after verifying the records in the
Vigilance Section of LPSC. If the appellant is certain that a case is pending with
Central Vigilance Commission, he may directly approach CVC for getting
information with regard to query No.8. Against query No.9, the appellant sought
additional information, which is not permissible/allowable at appeal stage. The
appeal is decided accordingly.

3 A second appeal against this decision lies 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.

4. This Appeal is disposed off at Thiruvananthapuram on the 1st day of April, 2022.

Aoy V0
(% T IRTIAVKN Sa /&a%”aéh ) )
T Sdicia Ui /First Appellate u’thdr%t’y/ 4
ﬁW/ControlL}e\r
%) ?)\
To 1. Shri. Lallu, N87, Chararri Shiv Katra, Lal Bangla, Kanpur, Uttar Pradesh‘\( - £
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PROCEEDINGS OF THE FIRST APPELLATE AUTHORITY UNDER THE
RIGHT TO INFORMATION ACT, 2005

Appeal No. 03/2022 (File No.LPSC/RTI/FAA/03/2022)

sidtarasdl w1 ary © Shri Santhosh Ramgonda Patil
Khamalehatti Post
Channekuppi Dist

Gadhinglaj

Maharashtra - 416502

Name of Appellant

U@B’I‘d‘?iﬁ! {3/ . Shri Prasannan M

Name of Respondent CPIO, LPSC,
Valiamala PO
Thiruvananthapuram — 695 547
Kerala, India

1. Shri Santhosh Ramgonda Patil had submitted an application dated 10.02.2022
seeking information under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005. The appellant has
submitted an appeal dated 15/03/2022 on the ground that ‘CPIO has provided
incomplete, misleading or false information'.

fAofaiDECISION

2 The appellant had sought information regarding marks secured by him in the Skill
test, copy of skill test answer paper and status of waitlisted candidates in the UR &
WS category. In the appeal, the appellant alleged that he has not been provided
with the copy of skill test answer paper. On examination of the case, it is found that
the reply furnished by CPIO is in order. Hence, | uphold the information provided
by CPIO. Accordingly, the appeal stands disposed off.

3. A second appeal against this decision lies 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.

This Appeal is disposed off at Thiruvananthapuram on the 31st day of March, 2022)
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To 1 Shri. Santhosh Ramgonda Patil, Khamalehatti Post, Channekuppi Dist.,
Gadhinglaj, Maharashtra — 416502,

2. Shri. Prasannan M, CPIO, LPSC, Valiamala PO, Thiruvananthapuram — 695
547, Kerala, India
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PROCEEDINGS OF THE FIRST APPELLATE AUTHORITY UNDER THE
RIGHT TO INFORMATION ACT, 2005
Appeal No. 04/2022 (File No.LPSC/RTI/FAA/04/2022)

S{ileraral &F Ay © Shri Vinay

Name of Appellant Plot No.77, 78

Mahaveer Nagar
Nandri Roa
Jodhpur, Rajasthan

ufgardier |y . Shri Prasannan M

Name of Respondent CPIO,LPSC,
Valiamala PO
Thiruvananthapuram — 695 547
Kerala, India

To

Shri Vinay had submitted an application dated 08.02.2022 seeking information
under the provisions of RTl Act, 2005. Based on the inputs received from the
custodian, the CPIO, LPSC, replied to the appellant vide letter No.LPSC/CPIO-
RTI/2022-434/00001 dated 10.03.2022. The appellant has submitted an appeal
dated 14.03.2022 stating that ‘details not provided'.

FAvfpECIsion

On examination of the case, it is found that CPIO had disseminated the information
vide letter dated 10.03.2022. Hence, | uphold the information provided by CPIO.
The appellant may note that seeking fresh information is not permissible at the
appeal stage, under RTI Act, 2005. However, CPIO/Custodian of records at LPSC
is directed to provide the information to the appellant within 10 days from the date
of receipt of this order. Accordingly, the appeal stands disposed off.

A second appeal against this decision lies 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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1. Shri Vinay, Plot No.77, 78, Mahaveer Nagar, Nandri Roa, Jodhpur

2. Shri Prasannan M, CPIO, LPSC, Valiamala PO, Thiruvananthapuram — 695
547, Kerala, India
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PROCEEDINGS OF THE FIRST APPELLATE AUTHORITY UNDER THE
RIGHT TO INFORMATION ACT, 2005
Appeal No. 05/2022 (File No.LPSC/RTI/FAA/05/2022)

fUterarat &1 A/ . Shri Ashik Raja
Name of Appellant Cheepungal House

Ezhiprammarampally PO
Kerala - 683105

yfcrareieT Ty . Shri Prasannan M

Name of Respondent CPIO,LPSC,
Valiamala PO
Thiruvananthapuram — 695 547
Kerala, India

Shri Ashik Raja had submitted an application dated 21.01.2022 seeking
information under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005. Based on the inputs received
from the custodian, the CPIO, LPSC, replied to the appellant vide letter
No.LPSC/CPIO-RTI/2022-431/00007 dated 28.02.2022. Being not satisfied with
the reply given by CPIO, appellant has submitted an appeal dated 16.03.2022
stating that ‘details not provided'.

fAotapEcision

On examination of the case, it is found that CPIO had disseminated the information
vide letter dated 28.02.2022. Hence, | uphold the information provided by CPIO.
The appellant may note that seeking fresh information is not permissible at the
appeal stage, under RT] Act, 2005. Accordingly, the appeal stands disposed off.

A second appeal against this decision lies 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.
This Appeal is disposed off at Thiruvananthapuram on the 1st day of April, 2022,
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1. Shri Ashik Raja, Cheepungal House, Ezhiprammarampally PO, Kerala — "‘\/[k2)‘
683105.

2. Shri Prasannan M. CPIO, LPSC, Valiamala PO, Thiruvananthapuram — 695
547, Kerala, India

Qi



HRd XD/ Government of India
Sidief faymT / Department of Space

*kkkkhkkkkkk

I BT bR SAHTH, 2005 & Sl
A YTl urfeTst ot erdaret

PROCEEDINGS OF THE FIRST APPELLATE AUTHORITY UNDER THE

RIGHT TO INFORMATION ACT, 2005
Appeal No. 06/2022 (File No.LPSC/RTI/FAA/06/2022)

S(Ueasdf o1 AT/ © Shri Ajay Rajawat
Name of Appellant DD Nager, Gwalior
Madhya Pradesh
BIRECICEAGIGT . Shri Prasannan M
Name of Respondent CPIO, LPSC,
Valiamala PO
Thiruvananthapuram — 695 547
Kerala, India

Shri Ajay Rajawat had submitted an application dated 21.01.2022 seeking
information under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005. The appellant has submitted an
appeal dated 19.03.2022 stating that no information was provided by CPIO within
the time limit.

fAvlapECISION

The appellant had sought information regarding marks secured by selected
candidates in the written test and number of candidates qualified for skill test
conducted for the post of Hindi Typist vide Advt. No.LPSC/03/2019. On examination
of the case, it is found that information has already been furnished to the appellant
vide letter dated 01.02.2022 and uploaded in RTI MIS on 03.02.2022. 1t is also
found that the reply has also been provided through post and the same has been
returned by Postal Authorities. Therefore, it is decided to send a copy of the letter
dated 01.02.2022 to the e-mail id provided in the application. Accordingly, the
appeal stands disposed off.

To

A second appeal against this decision lies 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.

This Appeal is disposed off at Thiruvananthapuram on the 31st day of March 2092
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1. Shn Shri Ajay Rajawat DD Nager Gwalior, Madhya Pradesh (to the email id
rejawelaieyb48/@amail.com. since the letter has not delivered to the above

address)

2. Shri. Prasannan M, CPIO, LPSC, Valiamala PO, Thiruvananthapuram — 695
547, Kerala, India
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PROCEEDINGS OF THE FIRST APPELLATE AUTHORITY UNDER THE
RIGHT TO INFORMATION ACT, 2005

Appeal No. 07/2022 (File No.LPSC/RTI/FAA/07/2022)

{Uleresal sr Ty : Shri Ashik Raja
Name of Appellant Cheepungal House (N)
Ezhiprammarampally PO

Kerala - 683105

gfdarateT 1/ : Shri Prasannan M
Name of Respondent CPIO, LPSC,
Valiamala PO

Thiruvananthapuram — 695 547
Kerala, India

1. Shri Ashik Raja had submitted an application dated 04.04.2022 seeking
information under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005. The appellant has submitted an
appeal dated 06.05.2022 stating that no information was provided by CPIO within

the time limit.

fAvfa/DECISTION

2. The appellant had sought information regarding details of payment released to M/s.
Viskaan Associates during lock down period in accordance with Govt. of India instructions
vide RTI application dated 04.04.2022. On examination of the case, it is found that
information has already been furnished to the appellant vide letter dated 09.05.2022
and uploaded in RTI MIS on 10.05.2022. Accordingly, the appeal stands disposed

off,

3. Asecond appeal against this decision lies 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

4. This Appeal is disposed off at Thiruvananthapuram on the 24th May, 2022.
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To 1. Shri Ashik Raja, Cheepungal House (N), Ezhiprammarampally PO, Kerala -
683105.

2. Shri Prasannan M, CPIO, LPSC, Valiamala PO, Thiruvananthapuram — 695
547, Kerala, India
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PROCEEDINGS OF THE FIRST APPELLATE AUTHORITY UNDER THE
RIGHT TO INFORMATION ACT, 2005
Appeal No. 08/2022 (File No.LPSC/RTI/FAA/D8/2022)

dlawd! o Ay . Shri Suresh Kumar T

Name of Appellant Mottakkave
Chullimanoor PO
Nedumangad
Thiruvananthapuram - 695541
wicraTdie) Ay . Smi K Suma
CPIOLPSC,

Name of Respondent
Valiamala PO

Thiruvananthapuram — 695 547
Kerala, India :

Shri Suresh Kumar T had submitted an application dated 29.04.2022 seeking
information under the provisions of RT! Act, 2005. Based on the inputs received
from the custodian, the CPIO, LPSC replied to the appellant vide letter
No.LPSC/CPIO-RTI/2022-470/00011 dated 03.06.2022. Being not satisfied with
the reply given by CPIO, appellant has submitted an appeal dated 10.06.2022
alleging that ‘purposefully hiding the information for query No.2 &3',

Fetwpecision

The appellant had sought information regarding qualified similar nature of work
considered to meet the eligibility criteria for providing telephone facility to EPS-ILFC
Buildings at LPSC vide Tender No. VM/ICMD/ICS/02/5749(T)/TELE/037/2021-22. On
examination of application and reply furnished to the applicant by CPIO and appeal,
I 'am of the opinion that CPIO/custodian of records at LPSC may provide the
information sought vide query No.2 & 3 to the appellant within 15 days from the date
of receipt of this order, if the same is not exempt under any of the provisions under
section (8) of the RTI Act, 2005. Accordingly the appeal stands disposed off.

A second appeal against this decision lies 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. .

This Appeal is disposed off at Thiruvananthapuram on the 26 day of July, 2022,
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Te 1. Shri Suresh Kumar T, Mottakkave, Chullimanoor PO, Nedumangad,
Thiruvananthapuram — 695541

2. Smt. K Suma, CPIO, LPSC. Valiamala PO, Thiruvananthapuram - 695 547,
Kerala, India
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PROCEEDINGS OF THE FIRST APPELLATE AUTHORITY UNDER THE
RIGHT TO INFORMATION ACT, 2005

Appeal N0.09/2022 (File No.LPSC/RTI/FAA/09/2022)

ieraaf &1 A/ . Shri Nagabhushana
Name of Appellant C 507, Sampige Block
High Court Staff Quarters

NG Baiyyappanahalli
Bengaluru
Karnataka - 560038

IRCIFEAGIES © Smt. K Suma

Name of Respondent CPIO, LPSC,
Valiamaia PO

Thiruvananthapuram — 695 547
Kerala, India

1. Shri Nagabhushana had submitted an application dated 22.06.2022 seeking
information under the provisions of RTl Act, 2005. The appellant has submitted an
appeal dated 25.07.2022 stating that no information was provided by CPIO within

the time limit.

fuvla/DECISION

2. The appellant had sought informaticn regarding details of revision of wages i.r.o.
Casual Labourers, Contract Labourers in the field of ITI, Diploma and Engineering
during the period from 2017 to 2022 in respect of LPSC, Bengaluru unit. On
examination of the case, it is found that information has already been furnished to
the appellant vide letter dated 29.07.2022. Accordingly, the appeal stands disposed
off.

3. A second appeal against this decision lies with the Central Information Commission,
Baba Gang Nath Marg Munirka, New Delhi-110067, within ninety days from the
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4. This Appeal is disposed off at Thiruvananthapuram on the 28t September 2022,
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To 1. Shri Nagabhushana, C 507, Sampige Block, High (‘ourt’Staff QuartersvgNG
Baiyyappanahalli, Bengaluru, Karnataka - 560038

1. Smt. K Suma, CPIO, LPSC, Valiamala PO, Thiruvananthapuram — 695 547,
Kerala, India
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PROCEEDINGS OF THE FIRST APPELLATE AUTHORITY UNDER THE

RIGHT TO INFORMATION ACT, 2005
Appeal No. 10/2022 (File No.LPSC/RTI/FAA/10/2022)

3dteresal &1 A/ . Shri Nagabhushana

Name of Appellant

C 507, Sampige Block
High Court Staff Quarters
NG Baiyyappanahalli
Bengaluru

Karnataka - 560038

PIRCICIRIE . Smt. K Suma
Name of Respondent CPIO, LPSC,
Valiamala PO
Thiruvananthapuram — 695 547
Kerala, India

Shri Nagabhushana had submitted an application dated 22.07.2022 seeking
information under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005. Based on the inputs received
from the custodian, the CPIO, LPSC, replied to the appellant vide letter
No.LPSC/CPIO-RTI/2022-479/483/487/488/00008/00009/00007/00033 dated
29.07.2022. Being not satisfied with the reply given by CPIO, appellant has
submitted an appeal dated 29.07.2022 stating that ‘details not provided'.

fofa/DECISION

The appellant had sought information regarding details of revision of wages i.r.c
Casual Labourers, Coniract Labourers in the field of ITI, Diploma and Engineerin:
during the period from 2017 to 2022 in respect of LPSC, Bengaluru unit. O
examination of the case, it is found that CPIO had disseminated the information vid:
letter dated 29.07.2022. However, CPIO/Custodian of records at LPSC is directed t
provide additional information, if any, on the queries, to the appellant within 15 day
from the date of receipt of this order. Accordingly the appeal stands disposed off.

A second appeal against this decision lies with the Central Information Commissior

Baba Gang Nath Marg, Munirka, New Delhi-110067, within nmety days from the dat

ommwhichthis.decisionisrecsived

To

This Appeal is disposed off at Thiruvananthapuram on the 28" September 2022.
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1. Shri Nagabhushana, C 507, Sampige Block, High Court Staff Quarters ‘NG
Baiyyappanahalli, Bengaluru, Karnataka — 560038.

2. Smt. Suma K, CPIO, LPSC, Valiamala PO, Thiruvananthapuram — 695 547,
Kerala, India
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PROCEEDINGS OF THE FIRST APPELLATE AUTHORITY UNDER THE

RIGHT TO INFORMATION ACT, 2005
Appeal No. 11/2022 (File No.LPSC/RTI/FAA/11/2022)

ftamd! &1 am8/ : Shri Nagabhushana

Name of Appellant C 507, Sampige Block
High Court Staff Quarters

NG Baiyyappanahalli

Bengaluru

Karnataka - 560038
yfaardieT Ty © Smt. K Suma
Name of Respondent CPIO, LPSC,

Valiamala PO
Thiruvananthapuram — 695 547
Kerala, India

1. Shri Nagabhushana had submitted an application dated 22.07.2022 seeking
information under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005. Based on the inputs received
from the custodian, the CPIO, LPSC, replied to the appellant vide letter
No.LPSC/CPIO-RTI/2022-479/483/487/488/00008/00009/00007/00033 dated
29.07.2022. Being not satisfied with the reply given by CPIO, appellant has
submitted an appeal dated 29.07.2022 stating that ‘details not provided'.

fof/DECISION

2. The appellant had sought information regarding details of revision of wages i.r.c
Casual Labourers, Contract Labourers in the fieid of iTl, Diploma and Engineerin:
during the period from 2017 to 2022 in respect of LPSC, Bengaluru unit. O
examination of the case, it is found that CPIO had disseminated the information vid:
letter dated 29.07.2022. However, CPIO/Custodian of records at LPSC is directed t
provide additional information, if any, on the queries, to the appellant within 15 day
from the date of receipt of this order. Accordingly the appeal stands disposed off.

3. A second appeal against this decision lies with the Central Information Commissior
Baba Gang Nath Marg, Munirka, New Delhi-110067, within nmety days from the dat:
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4. This Appeal is disposed off at Thiruvananthapuram on the 28" September 2022.
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To 1. Shri Nagabhushana, C 507, Sampige Block, High Court/Staff Quarters NG
Baiyyappanahalli, Bengaluru, Karnataka — 560038.

2. Smt. Suma K, CPIO, LPSC, Valiamala PO, Thiruvananthapuram — 695 547,
Kerala, India
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PROCEEDINGS OF THE FIRST APPELLATE AUTHORITY UNDER THE
RIGHT TO INFORMATION ACT, 2005
Appeal No. 12/2022 (File No.LPSC/RTI/FAA/12/2022)

rftaaral &1 A/ . Shri Nagabhushana

Name of Appellant C 507, Sampige Block
_ High Court Staff Quarters

NG Baiyyappanahalli
Bengaluru
Karnataka - 560038

ufdardier =ray . Smt. K Suma
Name of Respondent CPIO, LPSC,
Valiamala PO
Thiruvananthapuram — 695 547
Kerala, India

1. Shri Nagabhushana had submitted an application dated 13.07.2022 seeking
information under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005. Based on the inputs received
from the custodian, the CPIO, LPSC, replied to the appellant vide letter
No.LPSC/CPIO-RT1/2022-479/483/487/488/00008/00009/00007/00033 dated
29.07.2022. Being not satisfied with the reply given by CPIO, appellant has
submitted an appeal dated 19.08.2022 stating that ‘details not provided'.

frofapECISION

2. The applicant sought details of revision of wages i.r.o. Casual Labourers, Contract
Labourers in the field of ITl, Diploma and Engineering during the period from 2017
to 2022 in respect of LPSC, Bengaluru unit. On examination of the case, it is found
that CPIO had disseminated the information vide letter dated 29.07.2022. However,
CPIO//Custodian of records at LPSC is directed to provide additional information, if
any, on the query, to the appellant within 15 days from the date of receipt of this
order. He also sought copy of guidelines issued by DOS for engaging contractual
manpower, which is an additional information sought against original application.
The appellant may note that seekmg fresh information is not permrssrble at the

R e e

“appeai-stage; underi
3. Asecond appeal against this decision lies 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.
4.  This Appeal is disposed off at Thiruvananthapuram cn the 28t September, 2022.
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PRI ESHBED éf /First Appellate Autfo
W/Controller

To 1. Shri Nagabhushana, C 507, Sampige Block, High Court %taf? Quarters, NG
Baiyyappanahalli, Bengaluru, Karnataka - 560038

2. Smt. K Suma, CPIO, LPSC, Valiamala PO, Thiruvananthapuram — 695 547.
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PROCEEDINGS OF THE FIRST APPELLATE AUTHORITY UNDER THE
RIGHT TO INFORMATION ACT, 2005

Appeal No. 13/2022 (File No.LPSC/RTI/FAA/13/2022)

srfieeral &1 Ay - Nagabhushana R

Name of Appellant

Clo C507, High Court Staff Quarters
Baiyyappanahalli, Karnataka

ufdardier =/ . Smt. K Suma
Name of Respondent CPIO, LPSC,
Valiamala PO
Thiruvananthapuram — 695 547
Kerala, India

Shri Nagabhushana R had submitted an application dated 08.07.2022 seeking
information under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005. Based on the inputs received from
the custodian, the CPIO, LPSC, replied to the appellant vide letter No.LPSC/CPIO-
RTI/2022-482/00006 dated 30.08.2022. Being not received the reply from CPIO,
appellant has submitted an appeal dated 20.08.2022 stating that ‘no information was
provided by CPIO within the time limit.’

fAufa/DECISION

The appellant had sought information about the wage paid to contract employees on 15
August, 2021, considered as paid holiday and later recovered the same from contract
employees along with service charges since the day fell on Sunday. He sought
information regarding copy of approval taken for the recovery of wages from contract
employees on that day, responsibility of the service charges recovered, the reason for
recovering service charges from contract employees and the reason for not paying the
service charges from Primary Employer. On examination of the case, it is found that
information has already been furnished to the appellant vide letter dated 30.08.2022.
Accordingly, the appeal stands disposed off.

A second appeal against this decision lies with the Central Information Commission,
Baba Gang Nath Marg, Munirka, New Delhi-110067, within ninety days from the date on

To

wihinh thic . deocicion.ic.recaivarn
WRHER-IHE-UECISIe 18- F2CiVe v

This Appeal is disposed off at Thlruvananthapuram on the 19" Day of September 2022.

i

(F M/KNZSaraswatm)
TyH JUield Uit R] /First Appellate Authority/
fda@ /Controller

Nagabhushana R, C/o C507, High Court Staff Quarters, Baiyyappanahalli,
Karnataka

2. Smt. K Suma, CPIO, LPSC, Valiamala PO, Thiruvananthapuram — 695 547, Kerala,

india
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PROCEEDINGS OF THE FIRST APPELLATE AUTHORITY UNDER THE
RIGHT TO INFORMATION ACT, 2005

Appeal No. 14/2022 (File No.LPSC/RTI/FAA/14/2022)

Sdtereat &l AT/ - Shri Bhagiratha Panda
Name of Appellant Narendrapur, Kiapada PO

Bramhungaun Dist.
Bhadras, Basudevpur
Odisha - 756165

PIREIMEaGIE © Smt. Suma K

Name of Respondent CPIO,LPSC,
Valiamala PO, Thiruvananthapuram - 695 547

Kerala, India

1. Shri Bhagiratha Panda had submitted an application dated 08.07.2022 seeking
information under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005. Based on the inputs received
from the custodian, the CPIO, LPSC, replied to the appellant vide letter
No.LPSC/CPIO-RTI/2022-484/00035 dated 12.08.2022. Being not satisfied with
the reply given by CPIO, appellant has submitted an appeal dated 12.08.2022
stating that ‘details not provided'.

fyofa/pECISION

The appellant had sought information regarding written test marks & skill test marks
secured by selected candidates and waitlisted candidates for the post of Technician
B (Fitter) vide Post Code: 702 & 705. On examination of the case, it is found that
CPIO had disseminated the information related to Technician B (Fitter) bearing Post
Code 702 & 725, since both results are combined, vide letter dated 12.08.2022. It
is also found that the post code No.705 is not for Technician B (Fitter). Since he
sought information related to Fitter trade only, | uphold the information provided by
CPIO. Now, the appellant has again requested to provide information related to
post code 705. The appellant may note that Post Code 705 is for the post of
Technician B (Turner trade). However, CPIO/Custodian of records at LPSC is
directed to provide the information to the appellant within 15 days from the date of
receipt of this order. Accordingly the appeal stands disposed off.

PO

Asecon d-apoea I against this decigion lies with the Central Information Commission,

X DA I TR WIS AT AN A L)

G

Baba Gang Nath Marg, Munirka, New Delhi-110067, within ninety days from the
date on which this decision is received.

4 This Appeal is disposed off at Thiruvananthapuram on the 26" day of September,
2022. ' I
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(& T RN Sarasyathil
TYT U UiBRY /First Appellate ALR]\% itg//f’}”"’ /‘
)77\, /T3 /Controller

A Mmoo S
To 1+ Shri Bhagiratha Panda, Narendrapur, Kiapada PO, Bramhungaun Dist.,
Bhadras, Basudevpur, Odisha — 756165

P

2. Smt. K Suma, CPIO,LPSC, Valiamaia PO, Thiruvananthapuram — 695 547,
Kerala, India
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PROCEEDINGS OF THE FIRST APPELLATE AUTHORITY UNDER THE

RIGHT TO INFORMATION ACT, 2005
Appeal No0.01/2023 (File No.LPSC/RTI/FAA/01/2023)

S{dlaesal o1 Ay . Shri Antony AD

Name of Appellant

Perfect Engineers and Associates
Arackal (H), Neezhoor PO
Kottayam

Kerala - 686 612

yfdardieT Ty : Smt. Suma K

Name of Respondent

CPIO, LPSC,

Valiamala PO,
Thiruvananthapuram — 695 547
Kerala

Shri Antony had submitted an application dated 22.11.2022 seeking information
under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005. Based on the inputs received from the
custodian, the CPIO, LPSC, replied to the appellant vide letter No.LPSC/CPIO-
RT1/2022-531/P/00022 dated 21.12.2022. Being not satisfied with the reply given
by CPIO, appellant has submitted an appeal dated 17.01.2023 stating that
‘provided incomplete information’.

AofpECISION

The appellant had sought information regarding reasons for disqualifying and
rejecting the offers submitted by him. On examination of the case, it is found that
CPIO had disseminated the information as sought against query No. 3, 4 & 5. vide
letter dated 21.12.2022. The appellant has now sought certain information which
was not asked at the time of application. Itis not coming within the scope of appeal.
Hence, | uphold the information provided by the CPIO against query No. 3, 4 & 5.
Vide query no. 7, the appeliant had not sought any specific information. Hence,
the decision of the CPIO for not disseminating any information, is in order. Against
query no. 1, 2 &6, CPIO is directed to provide the certified copies of the documents
already provided and any other additional records, if maintained and available, to
the appellant within 15 days from the date of receipt of this order subject to

_severability clause’ u/s 10 (1) of the RTI Act 2005 Accordingly the appeal stands.

To

~disposed off.

A second appeal against this decision lies 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.

This Appeal is disposed off at Thhiruvananthapuram on the 08! day of March, 2023.
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oy Srdlefly Wi /First Appeliate Authority/

= /controller -

1. Shri Antony AD, Perfect Engineers and Associates, Arackal (H), Neezhoor PO,

Kottayam, Kerala - 686 612

2. Smt. K Suma, CPIO, LPSC, Valiamala PO, Thiruvananthapuram, Kerala — 695

547.
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PROCEEDINGS OF THE FIRST APPELLATE AUTHORITY UNDER THE

RIGHT TO INFORMATION ACT, 2005
Appeal No.02/2023 (File No.LPSC/RTI/FAA/02/2023)

sl d] &1 Y © Shri Lokesh Kumar
Name of Appellant 08, Matrusri Nilaya
6! Cross

Subbegowda Choultry Road
Panchayat Layout

Yelwal

Karnataka — 571130

yfcardieT Ay © Smt. K Suma
Name of Respondent CPIO, LPSC,
Valiamala PO
Thiruvananthapuram — 695 547
Kerala, India

Shri Lokesh Kumar had submitted an application dated 30.12.2022 seeking
information under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005. Based on the inputs received
from the custodian, the CPIO, LPSC, replied to the appellant vide letter
No.LPSC/CPIO-RTI/2023-538/00066 dated 17.01.2023. Being not satisfied
with the reply given by CPIO, appellant has submitted an appeal dated
22.02.2023 stating that ‘details not provided'.

frofapecisioN

The appellant had sought information regarding branch wise vacancies of
Technical Assistant/Scientific Assistant. On examination of the application,
reply furnished to the applicant by CPIO and appeal, | am of the opinion that
the information furnished by CPIO vide letter dated 17.01.2023 is generally in
order. However, in the meantime, if the vacancies have been ascertained, the
appellant may be provided with the latest information on guery No.1 & 2.
Regarding query No.3, if the advertisement is scheduled, the same may also
be provided to the appellant. The CPIO Is advised to provide the information
as above, within 15 days from this date of receipt of order. Accordingly, the

To

apppzl s riiqprmpri aoff

A second appeal against this decision lies 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.

This Appeal is disposed off at Thiruvananthapuram on the 20% March, 2023.

(T8 IR/ S Suresh)
gyt S{dleta uifies Rl /First Appellate Authority/
i /Controller

1. Shri Lokesh Kumar, 08, Matrusri Nilaya, 6" Cross, Subbegowda Choultry
Road, Panchayat Layout, Yelwal, Karnataka — 571130

2. Smt K Suma, CPIO, LPSC, Valiamala PO, Thiruvananthapuram - 695 547.
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PROCEEDINGS OF THE FIRST APPELLATE AUTHORITY UNDER THE
RIGHT TO INFORMATION ACT, 2005

Appeal No.03/2023 ('.File No‘LPSC/RTI/FAA/OB/ZOQB)

S{dleranrdf a7 =y * Shri Selvanayagam
Name of Appellant 518, Fourth Cross Street

Nesamony Nagar
Nagercoil
Tamil Nadu - 629001

ufaardleT Ay . Smt. K Suma

Name of Respondent CPIO, LPSC,

1.

Valiamala PO
Thiruvananthapuram — 695 547
Kerala, India

Shri Selvanayagam had submitted an application dated 14.02.2023 seeking
information under the provisions of RTI Act 2005. Not satisfied with the
information from CPIO, appellant has submitted an appeal dated 23.03.2023 to
furnish the information sought by him.

FvkapECcision

The appeliant had soughtinformation regarding 7t CPC Pension revision for pre-
2016 Sci/Engr H pensioners taking into account the Special pay of
Rs.2000/4000. The application, reply and appeal have been examined.
Information furnished vide query No.1is in order. Regarding query No.2 & 3je.

as above, within 15 days from this date of receipt of order. Accordingly, the
appeal is disposed off.

A second appeal against this decision lieswwithwthe Central Information
Commission Baba Gang MNath Marg,-Munirka ™ New Leini-110067, within ninety

To

days from the date on which this decision is received.
This Appeal is disposed off at Thiruvananthapuram on the 02" May, 2023.
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(R TF/ Suresh §")é

wH Sidtella mRISRY /First Appeliate Authority/

/Controller

1. Shii Selvanayagam, 518, Fourth Cross Street, Nesamony Nagar, Nagercoil,
Tamil Nadu - 629001

2. Smt. K Suma, CPIO, LPSC, Valiamala PO, Thiruvananthapuram - 695 547.
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PROCEEDINGS OF THE FIRST APPELLATE AUTHORITY UNDER THE
RIGHT TO INFORMATION ACT, 2005

Appeal No.04/2023 (File No.LPSC/RTI/FAA/04/2023)

(Uil & Ay © Shri Anil

Name of Appeliant . Hirikadalur Vill

Dudda Post, Hassan Dist.
Karnataka - 573118

yldardter 9y © Smt. K Suma

Name of Respondent CPIO, LPSC,

1.

Valiamala PO
Thiruvananthapuram ~ 695 547
Kerala, India

Shri Anil had submitted an application dated 13.04.2022 seeking information under the
provisions of RTI Act, 2005. After exchange of a few communication between
CPIO and the appellant regarding the cost of information, the inputs received from
the custodian was disseminated on 22.05.2023 by CPIO, LPSC. In the meantime,
being not received the reply from CPIO, appellant submitted an appeal on 21.05.2023
stating that ‘no information was provided by CPIO within the time limit.’

fAotaipecision

The undersigned has gone through the chronology of events in this case. The appellant
had sought information about (i) number of vacancies for the post of Technician B
(Fitter) post, (i) probable date of release of advertisement and (i) copy of 2017
question paper. On examination of the case, it is found that the information was ready
on 04.05.2023. Since the information was available in 13 pages, the appellant was
directed by CPIO vide letter No. LPSC/CPIO-RTI/2022-561/00018 dated 04.05.2023 to
remit the cost of the information sought.  On 09.05.2023, the appellant sought
clarification on payment mode option for which a reply was sent on 16.05.2023. The
appellant on the same day requested to send soft copy of the information. The CPIO
disseminated soft copy on 22.05.2023 through the RTI Portal. In the meantime, the
above appeal was filed on 21.05.2023, aggrieved by non-receipt of the information.
Since the required information has already been furnished, the appeal has become
infructuous. There was no intentional delay on the part of CPIO, | PSC. Agcordingly.

tho ann

To
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A second appeal against this decision lies 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.

This Appeal is disposed off at Thiruvananthapuram on the 7t Day of June, 2023.

(I T / Suresh sy
qyv Jutelta e IFirst Appellate Authority/
93 /Controller

1. Shri Anil, Hirikadalur Vill, Dudda Post, Hassan Dist., Karnataka - 573118

2. 8Smt. K Suma, CPIO, LPSC, Valiamala PO, Thiruvananthapuram - 695 547,
Kerala, India
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PROCEEDINGS OF THE FIRST APPELLATE AUTHORITY UNDER THE
RIGHT TO INFORMATION ACT, 2005

Appeal No.02/2024 (File No.LPSC/RTI/FAA/02/2024)
erfieresdl &1 1y

Name of Appellant

ufaardieT Ay : Smt. Suma K
Name of Respondent CPIO, LPSC,
Valiamala PO,
Thiruvananthapuram — 695 547
Kerala
1. had submitted an application dated 06.12.2023 seeking information under

the provisions of RTI Act, 2005. Based on the inputs received from the custodian, the
CPIO, LPSC, replied to the appellant vide letter No.LPSC/CPIO-RTI/2023-632/P/00083
dated 01.01.2024. Being not satisfied with the reply given by CPIO, appellant has
submitted an appeal dated 18.01.2024 stating that ‘CPIO has refused access to the
information sought'.

fofpECISIioN

2. The appellant had sought copy of Purchase Order number TM20 2012 021292 01 01
and its amendments, if any with all commercial terms and conditions with list of items to
be supplied with price is needed. CPIO had rejected the information vide letter dated
19.12.2023 stating that the information sought would prejudicially affect the sovereign,
scientific interests of LPSC, therefore the copy of contract cannot be provided and is
exempted u/s 8{1){(a) of RT1 Act, 2005, O examination of the case. it is Tound that the
information sought is related to developmental contract for fabrication of Semi-Cryo
Engine mixing head assembly.

3. With a view to make the nation self-reliant in application of Space Science and
Technology, ISRO has been continuously engaged in design and development of various
complex systems required for its missions. The technology for such complex systems
has to be indigenously developed as they are not easily available / obtained from
elsewhere. Hence, realization of such systems is strategic in nature. One of such
developmental activities embarked upon by LPSC/ISRO, is the design and development
of semicryo engine for launch vehicles. The fabrication of mixing head assembly, which
is one of the most important sub-systems of Semicryo Engine involves very high
precision activities. Being a developmental activity, the contract contains many technical
details which are interlinked with commercial terms and conditions. Since the system is
strategic in nature, sharing the copy of the contract will adversely affect the interest of the
nation. Further, the contract was entered into after following due procedure and sharing
a copy will also affect competitive position of a third party, as the information involves
commercial confidence of the third party. As per the terms & condition of the Contract,
the Contractor is also bound to maintain secrecy and is prevented from disclosing any of
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the details to any other person. Hence it is exempted under Sec 8(1) (a) and 8 (1) (d) of
the RTI Act.

4. In view of the above, | uphold the decision conveyed by the CPIO. Accordingly the
appeal stands disposed off.

5. A second appeal against this decision lies 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.

6. This Appeal is disposed off at Thiruvananthapuram on the 12" day of February, 2024.
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(TE R/ S Suresh)’ !
T Yl T RY /First Appellate Authority/
e /Controller

To 1.

2. Smt. K Suma, CPIO, LPSC, Valiamala PO, Thiruvananthapuram, Kerala — 695 547.
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PROCEEDINGS OF THE FIRST APPELLATE AUTHORITY UNDER THE
RIGHT TO INFORMATION ACT, 2005

Appeal No.02/2024 (File No.LPSC/RTI/FAA/02/2024)

3ila@mdal T T8/

Name of Appellant

yfdardier amy : Smt. K Suma

Name of Respondent CPIO, LPSC,
Valiamala PO

Thiruvananthapuram — 695 547
Kerala, India

1. had submitted an application dated 19.01.2024 seeking information under

the provisions of RTI Act, 2005. The appellant has submitted an appeal dated
28.02.2024 stating that no information was provided by CP10O within the time limit.

fRAvluprCisSiON

2. The appellant had sought information about date of occurring of vacancy and against
whom he joined in LPSC and the date and year of approval of Competent Authority to
release the Notification for his post. On examination of the case, it is found that
information has already been furnished to the appellant vide letter dated 29.02.2024.
Accordingly, the appeal stands disposed off.

3. A second appeal against this decision lies 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.

4. This Appeal is disposed off at Thiruvananthapuram on the 05" March, 2024.
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(T8 QR / S Sufesh)

Ty YTl WA RY /First Appellate Authority/
3@ /Controller

To 1.

2. Smt. K Suma, CPIO, LPSC, Valiamala PO, Thiruvananthapuram — 695 547, Kerala,
India
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PROCEEDINGS OF THE FIRST APPELLATE AUTHORITY UNDER THE
RIGHT TO INFORMATION ACT, 2005

Appeal No.4/2024 (File No.LPSC/RTI/FAA/4/2024)
Srdierepat o1 J1/

Name of Appellant

PIRCICGGIE, : Smt. Suma K
Name of Respondent CPIO, LPSC,
Valiamala PO,
Thiruvananthapuram — 695 547
Kerala
1. had submitted an application dated 22.02.2024 seeking

information under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005. CPIO, LPSC replied to the
appellant vide letter No. LPSC/CPIO-RTI/2024-34/00017 dated 13.03.2024.
Being not satisfied with the reply given by CPIO, appellant has submitted an
appeal dated 27/03/2024 stating that ‘provided incomplete, misleading or false
information’.

fAvkpECISION

2. The appellant had sought about whether any enquiry has been conducted
against Catering Manager, LPSC. On examination of the case, it is found that
the reply has already been furnished to the appellant vide letter dated
13.03.2024 uploaded in RTI MIS on 14.03.2024 and the same is found to be in
order. Accordingly, the appeal stands disposed off.

3. A second appeal against this decision lies 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.

4. This Appeal is disposed off at Thiruvananthapuram on 19t day of April 2024.
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To 1.
2. Smt. K Suma, CPIO, LPSC, Valiamala PO, Thiruvananthapuram, Kerala — 695547
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PROCEEDINGS OF THE FIRST APPELLATE AUTHORITY UNDER THE

RIGHT TO INFORMATION ACT, 2005
Appeal No.4/2024 (File No.LPSC/RTI/FAA/4/2024)

Sfdteral &1 T/
Name of Appellant
PIREIHEAK ] . Smt. Suma K
Name of Respondent CPIO, LPSC,
Valiamala PO,
Thiruvananthapuram — 695 547
Kerala
1. Shri nad submitted an application dated 14.03.2024 seeking information

under the provisions of RT| Act, 2005. CPIO, LPSC replied to the appellant vide
letter No. LPSC/CPIO-RTI/2024-40/00021 dated 04.04.2024. Being not
satisfied with the reply given by CPIO, appellant has submitted an appeal dated
06/04/2024 stating that ‘provided incomplete, misleading or false information’.

fAvfaDECISION

The RTl application submitted by the appellant and the reply furnished by CPIO,
LPSC have been gone through. The appellant had sought for information
regarding Income Tax deduction on the ticket charges reimbursed towards
Leave Travel Allowance. The information sought contained the following:

Part 1 | Whether the ticket charges which is reimbursed towards Leave
Travel Allowance is taxable if an employee is categorized under
New Tax regime?

Part2 | If it is taxable, is the total ticket charges is taken for calculation for
tax or the ticket charges minus GST charges is taken for
calculation?

Part 3 | Which Section of the Income Tax Rule is taken for deducting the
same?

Information sought being of generic in nature, reply was furnished by CPIO,
LPSC vide letter No. LPSC/CPIO-RTI/2024-40/00021 dated 04.04.2024. The
reply furnished with refernce to the application is found to be in order.

However, the appellant has now clarified through his appeal that he had sought’
for information pertaining to LPSC and not a generic one. Since he is not
seeking any additional / new information through the appeal and is seeking only
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the same information pertaining to LPSC, replies pertaining to Part 1 & Part 2
above shall be provided to him by CPIO, LPSC within 15 days from the date of
this Order. While disseminating the information, severability clause under
Section 10 (1) of the Act may be applied wherever applicable.

5. Regarding Part 3 of the information, the appellant may refer to the relevant
Rules/Orders on the subject, available in the public domain, as RTl Actis not a
platform for seeking clarification/opinion/interpretation.

6. A second appeal against this decision lies 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. -

7. This Appeal is disposed off at Thiruvananthapuram on 30" day of April 2024.

{ ]
mey@

(T ﬁ%-‘ll /' S Suresh)
Ty i WiIHRI /First Appellate Authority/
T8 /Controller

To 1.
2. Smt. K Suma, CPIO, LPSC, Valiamala PO, Thiruvananthapuram, Kerala — 695547
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PROCEEDINGS OF THE FIRST APPELLATE AUTHORITY UNDER THE

RIGHT TO INFORMATION ACT, 2005
Appeal No. 05/2024 (File No.LPSC/RTI/FAA/05/2024)

Sl dl BT AT/

Name of Appellant

yfaardteT =/ - Smt. KSuma
Name of Respondent CPIO, LPSC,
Valiamala PO
Thiruvananthapuram — 695 547
Kerala, India
1. Shri had submitted an application dated 15.02.2024 seeking

To

information under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005. Based on the inputs received
from the custodian, the CPIO, LPSC, replied to the appellant vide letter
No.LPSC/CP!O—RTI/2022-29/00002 dated 14.03.2024. Being not satisfied with the
reply given by CPIO, appellant has submitted an appeal dated 13.04.2024 stating
that ‘complete details not provided’.

fyofa/DECISION

The applicant sought details of total marks prescribed for written test and skill test
with complete details, marks obtained by the applicant, marks secured by Shri
Swamy HSR, first panelist, number of candidates called for Certificate Verification
and their marks, basis on which Shri Swami HSR has been listed in the merit list,
with complete details. Though he asked information with complete details, he has
not specifically mentioned about the information he wanted. Hence, the information
disseminated by CPIO, LPSC vide letter dated 14.03.2024 is found in order. Now,
he specified the details clearly on his appeal. Hence, CPIO//Custodian of records
at LPSC is directed to provide the information to the appellant within 15 days from
the date of receipt of this order. Accordingly, the appeal stands disposed off.

A second appeal against this decision lies with the Central Information Commission,
Baba Gang Nath Marg, Munirka, New Delthi-110067, within ninety days from the
date on which this decision is received.
This Appeal is disposed off at Thiruvananthapuram on the 13th May, 2024.

(T8 TR / S Sureésh)

gor arfiela Wi RY /First Appeliate Authority/
3% /Controller

1.

2 8mt. K Suma, CPIO, LPSC, Valiamala PO, Thiruvananthapuram — 695 547
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PROCEEDINGS OF THE FIRST APPELLATE AUTHORITY UNDER THE
RIGHT TO INFORMATION ACT, 2005

Appeal No.6/2024 (File No.LPSC/RTI/FAA/6/2024)

dteraar &1 ATE/
Name of Appellant

yfcrardlesT A/ :  Smt. Suma K
Name of Respondent CPIO, LPSC,
Valiamala PO,
Thiruvananthapuram — 695 547
Kerala
1. Shri the Appellant had submitted an online application dated

03.04.2024 through the RTI portal for which CPIO, LPSC replied vide letter No.
LPSC/CPIO-RTI/2024-44/00022 dated 16.04.2024 informing that the
information sought is not held in LPSC. Being not satisfied with the reply given
by CPIO, the Appellant has submitted an Appeal dated 22.04.2024.

fAoR/DECISION

2. On perusal of the application submitted through the RTI Portal, it is observed
that the application was in the nature of a grievance petition rather than an RTI
application. No specific information was sought through the application, but
sought for action against third parties, which is beyond the scope of the RTI
Act. In the appeal, also the Appellant has reiterated the same for which this
Centre has no authority. The Appellant may approach the concerned
authorities for redressing his grievance, since RTl is not a platform for the same.
Accordingly, the appeal stands disposed off.

3. A second appeal against this decision lies 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.

4. This Appeal is disposed off at Thiruvananthapuram on 30" day of April 2024.
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Ty 3fUTeg Wi R /First Appellate Authority/
fydm @ /Controller
To 1.

2. Smt. K Suma, CPIO, LPSC, Valiamala PO, Thiruvananthapuram, Kerala — 695547
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PROCEEDINGS OF THE FIRST APPELLATE AUTHORITY UNDER THE

RIGHT TO INFORMATION ACT, 2005

Appeal No. 07/2024 (File No.LPSC/RTI/FAA/07/2024)

3iteepdl &1 A/

Name of Appellant

yfdareteT A/ : : Smt. Suma K
Name of Respondent CPIO, LPSC,
Valiamala PO,
Thiruvananthapuram — 695 547
Kerala, India
1. Shri had submitted an application dated 16.04.2024 seeking

To

information under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005. Based on the inputs received
from the custodian, the CPIO, LPSC, replied to the appellant vide letter
No.LPSC/CPIO-RTI/2022-51/00028 dated 07.05.2024. Being not satisfied with
the reply given by CPIO, appellant has submitted an appeal dated 10.05.2024
stating that ‘details not provided'.

faofa/DECISION

The appellant had sought information about the details of marks secured by
candidates in the written examination and skill test conducted for the post of
Technician B (Diesel Mechanic) vide Advt. No.LPSC/02/2023. Instead of marks
secured by the candidates, CPIO has furnished the result of the examination i.e.
whether qualified or not qualified, vide letter dated 07.05.2024. Now, the appellant
has requested to provide the marks secured by him in the skill test also. Since the
skill test is only a qualifying exam, | uphold the information furnished by CPIO.
However, CPIO/Custodian of records at LPSC is directed to provide the marks
secured by Shri Ismayil to the appellant within 15 days from the date of receipt of
this order. Accordingly, the appeal stands disposed off.

A second appeal against this decision lies 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.

This Appeal is disposed off at Thiruvananthapuram on the 30" day of May, 2024.

Qw2 -
(TG XY / S Surdshy 7

Ty ety Wb RY /First Appellate Authority/
9= IController

1.

2. Smt. K Suma, CPIO, LPSC, Valiamala PO, Thiruvananthapuram — 695 547,
Kerala, India
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PROCEEDINGS OF THE FIRST APPELLATE AUTHORITY UNDER THE
RIGHT TO INFORMATION ACT, 2005

Appeal No. 09/2024 (File No.LPSC/RTI/FAA/09/2024)

Srdterasal &1 AT/
Name of Appellant

PIREIMEAGIEN © Smt. K Suma
Name of Respondent CPIO, LPSC,
Valiamala PO

Thiruvananthapuram — 695 547
Kerala, India

1. had submitted an application dated 04.08.2024 seeking information
under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005. Based on the inputs received from the
custodian, the CPIO, LPSC, replied to the appellant vide letter No.LPSC/CPIO-
RTI/81/00050 dated 09.09.2024. Being not received the reply from CPIO,
appellant has submitted an appeal dated 09.09.2024 stating that ‘no
information was provided by CPIO within the time limit.’

fAvRiDECISION

The appellant had sought information on overtime allowance, transportation

) allowance and night duty allowance availed by Canteen employees and duties

"~ and responsibilities of Canteen Cook and Catering Attendant. On examination

of the case, it is found that information has already been furnished to the

appellant vide letter dated 09.09.2024. Accordingly, the appeal stands
disposed off.

3 A second appeal against this decision lies 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.

4 - This Appeal is disposed off at Thiruvananthapuram on the 23" day of
" September, 2024. LA
\‘5\

Eﬁ %@W / V“*ijayakumar)

TyH 3fdieiy W [First Appellate Authority/
=6 /Controller

To 1.

2. Smt. K Suma, CPIO, LPSC, Valiamala PO, Thiruvananthapuram — 695 547,
Kerala, India
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PROCEEDINGS OF THE FIRST APPELLATE AUTHORITY UNDER THE

RIGHT TO INFORMATION ACT, 2005
Appeal No.10/2024 (File No.LPSC/RTI/FAA/10/2024)

3fterdhel 1 AT/

Name of Appellant

PIRCIFEkIET] . Smt. Suma K
Name of Respondent CPIO, LPSC,

To

Valiamala PO
Thiruvananthapuram — 695 547
Kerala, India

had submitted an application dated 16.12.2023 seeking
information under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005. Based on the inputs
received from the custodian, the CPIO, LPSC, replied to the appeliant vide
letter No.LPSC/CPIO-RTI/2023-634/00085 dated 11.01.2024. Being not
satisfied with the reply given by CPIO, appellant has submitted an appeal dated
03.10.2024 alleging that he has been provided-incomplete information.

fAvfDECISION

The appellant had sought information regarding issue of No Objection
Certificate for outside employment. The appellant stated that he has not
received Annexure 1 & 2 sought vide query No.1 & 5. On examination of the
case, it is found that CPIO has provided the information on 11.01.2024 through
RTI MIS. But, it is observed that due to the restriction in size in the RTI MIS
portal, Annexure 1 & 2 has been sent by Speed post, but could not be delivered
to the appellant due to ‘incomplete address’. Now, it is understood that CPIO
has furnished the information i.e. Annexure 1 & 2, through email on
23.10.2024. Accordingly, the appeal stands disposed off.

The appellant may kindly be noted that the appeal should be preferred within
thirty days from the date of receipt of information under section 19(1) of the RTI
Act, 2005.

A second appeal against this decision lies 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.

This appeal is disposed off at Thiruvananthapuram on the 29" day of October,
2024. \ / ;:\
N
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(@ faSIHAR / V Vijayakimar)
Uy 3dieia UIfIHRY /First Appellate Authority/

/Controller

2. Smt. K Suma, CPIO, LPSC, Valiamala PO, Thiruvananthapuram — 695 547.
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PROCEEDINGS OF THE FIRST APPELLATE AUTHORITY UNDER THE
RIGHT TO INFORMATION ACT, 2005 -
Appeal No. 11/2024 (File No.LPSC/RTI/FAA/11/2024)

Srdfiaemat &1 AT/
Name of Appellant

yfrareiest T/ . Smt. Suma K
Name of Respondent CPIO, LPSC,

To

Valiamala PO
Thiruvananthapuram — 695 547
Kerala, India

had submitted an application dated 15/10/2024
seeking information under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005. Based on the inputs
received from the custodian, the CPIO, LPSC, replied to the appellant vide letter
No.LPSC/CPIO-RTI/96/00064 dated 04.10.2024. The applicant has submltted an
appeal dated 15.10.2024 statmg that ‘details not provided'.

faofa/iDECISION

On examination of the case, it is found that CPIO had disseminated the status of
the application at that time vide letter dated 04.10.2024. Hence, | uphold the
information provided by CPIO. However, CPIO/Custodian of records at LPSC is
directed to provide the present status of the information to the appellant within 15
days from the date of receipt of this order. It is also noted that the appellant has
sought additional information i.e. expected date of examination vide query No.3,
which is not permissible at the appeal stage, under RTI Act, 2005. Accordingly,
the appeal stands disposed off.

A second appeal against this decision lies 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.

This Appeal is disposed off at Thiruvananthapuram on the iibl Nb\/)tféy of

2024, —
\ W
(3 RIoagaR 1 Wijayskufnay)
TyH 3diciy WfdeRY /First Appellate Authority/
5@ /Controller
1.

2. Smt. K Suma, CPIO, LPSC, Valiamala PO, Thsruvananthapuram 695 547,
Kerala, India
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PROCEEDINGS OF THE FIRST APPELLATE AUTHORITY UNDER THE
RIGHT TO INFORMATION ACT, 2005
Appeal No. 12/2024 (File No.LPSC/RTI/FAA/12/2024)

Srfidsmdl &1 A/

Name of Appellant

ufqardter A/ : Smt. SumaK

Name of Respondent CPIO, LPSC,
Valiamala PO

Thiruvananthapuram — 695 547
Kerala, India

1. had submitted an application dated 11/09/2024 seeking
information under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005. Based on the inputs received
from the custodian, the CPIO, LPSC, replied to the appellant vide letter
No.LPSC/CPIO-RTI/99/00062 dated 04.10.2024. The applicant has submitted an
appeal dated 24.10.2024 stating that ‘details not provided’.

fAof/DECISION

On examination of the case, it is found that CPIO had disseminated the status of

2. the application at that time vide letter dated 04.10.2024. Hence, | uphold the
information provided by CPIO. However, CPIO/Custodian of records at LPSC is
directed to provide the present status of the information to the appellant within 15
days from the date of receipt of this order. Accordingly, the appeal stands disposed
off.

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

This Appeal is disposed off at Thiruvananthapuram on theoded Ns\day of 2024. |
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T4 3Tl UifhRY /First Appellate Authority/
f8951® /Controller
To 1.

2. Smt. K Suma, CPIO, LPSC, Valiamala PO, Thiruvananthapuram — 695 547,
Kerala, India
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PROCEEDINGS OF THE FIRST APPELLATE AUTHORITY UNDER THE
RIGHT TO INFORMATION ACT, 2005

Appeal No.13/2024 (File No.LPSC/RTI/FAA/13/2024)
CNRERIGACIEY

Name of Appellant

BIRCICEACILY . Smt. Suma K
Name of Respondent CPIO, LPSC,

Valiamala PO,

Thiruvananthapuram — 695 547

Kerala

had submitted an application dated 06/08/2024 seeking information

under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005. CPIO, LPSC replied to the appellant vide letter
No. LPSC/CPIO-RTI/2024-82/00051 dated 23.08.2024. The appellant has submitted an
appeal dated 09/11/2024 stating that "details not provided".

fofa/pEcision

On examination of the case, it is found that, no specific information was sought in the
RTI application and the appellant had filedrepetitive applications/appeals on similar
subjects/issues. In this connection, the appellant may note that no information was
available with the public authority and the matter he mentioned in the application has
no relation with the activity of the Public Authority. The status was already furnished to
him against earlier RTI applications/appeals. The appellant may also note that, RTI is
not an appropriate forum to seek redressal of grievances.As per the CIC Decision
(CIC/AD/A/2013/001326-SA), filing repetitive applications on similar subject/issues
shall be treated as a ground for refusal.Therefore, the above referred RTI application
can't be entertained under RTI Act. This for your kind information.Accordingly, the
appeal stands disposed off.

A second appeal against this decision lies 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.

adh
i L . & MNov Qod
This Appeal is disposed off at Thiruvananthapuram on day of November 2024.

(RRSEEHR/ VVijayakumar)
GYHHUTAIUTDBRY /First Appellate Authority/
85 /Controller

1. -

2. Smt. K Suma, CPIO, LPSC, Valiamala PO, Thiruvananthapuram, Kerala — 695547
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HRAHXD R/ Government of India
3{AR&fIUNT / Department of Space
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PROCEEDINGS OF THE FIRST APPELLATE AUTHORITY UNDER THE
RIGHT TO INFORMATION ACT, 2005
Appeal No.14/2024 (File No.LPSC/RTI/FAA/14/2024)

O BINCRICAGIE]
Naime ol Appellant

PIRCIMEAGIE : Smt. K Suma

Name of Respondent- CPIO,LPSC,
Valiamala PO

Thiruvananthapuram — 695 547
Kerala, India

1. had submitted an application dated 20.09.2024 seeking information
under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005. Based on the inputs received from the
custodian, the CPIO, LPSC, replied to the appellant vide letter No.LPSC/CPIO-
RTI/109/00076dated 21.10.2024. Being not satisfied with the reply given by
CPIO, appellant has submitted an appeal dated 20.11.2024stating that
‘inadequate information/non-specific response/incomplete explanation’.

fAoR/DECISION

2. The applicant sought detailsregarding categorization of different gate passes
issued from 2016 to 2023, gate pass category assigned to contractors/workers
with ISRO purchase orders &M/s. Fluid Control Research Institute personnel and
its details, copies of request letters submitted by FCRI and the formalities,
procedures and required documents for customers and visitors.On examination of
the application, reply furnished by CPIO and appeal, the custodian of records at
LPSC is directed to provide the available information to the appellant within 15
days from the date of receipt of this order, after applying severability clause, if
any, u/s 10(1) of RTI Act. Accordingly, the appeal stands disposed off.

3. A second appeal against this decision lies 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.

: . . BASK TR
4. This Appeal is disposed off at Thiruvananthapuram on the N'\'*“’*‘?}ZOE-%
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TUIS(UIIIUTIIGRT /First Appellate Authority/

f993% /Controller
To

2. Smt. K Suma, CPIO,LPSC, Valiamala PO, Thiruvananthapuram — 695 547
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PROCEEDINGS OF THE FIRST APPELLATE AUTHORITY UNDER THE
RIGHT TO INFORMATION ACT, 2005

Appeal No.01/2025 (File No.LPSC/RTI/FAA/01/2025)

S IGCCARIT) . Shri Rajeev Puthampurayil
Name of Appellant ISRO Staff Quarters
I11-B/6, Thumba
Pallithura PO
Thiruvananthapuram 695586
PIRCIFAC G/ : Smt. Suma K
Name of Respondent CPiO,LPSC,

Valiamala PO
Thiruvananthapuram — 695 547
Kerala, India

Shri Rajeev Puthampurayil had submitted an application dated 13.12.2024
seeking information under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005. Based on the inputs
received from the custodian, the CPIO, LPSC, replied to the appellant vide letter
No.LPSC/CPIO-RTI/163/00121 dated 21.01.2025. The appellant has submitted
an appeal dated 18.01.2025 stating that ‘details not provided’.

fAofpECISION

The appellant had sought information regardingminimum basic pay
corresponding to the Grade Pay of Rs.4200, 4600 & 4800 under 6" CPC, Pay
Band - 2, (Rs.9300-34800) and internal policies or deviations in the
implementation of the above pay structure in ISRO.On examination of the case, it
is found that information has already been furnished to the appellant
on21.01.2025. Accordingly, the appeal stands disposed off.

A second appeal against this decision lies 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.

This Appeal is disposed off at Thiruvananthapuram on the 25*“January, 2025.

} VAW

(AfaTagaRs V-vijayskiimar)
TUH3UIAIIesRY /First Appellate Authority/
55 /Controller

1. Shri Rajeev Puthampurayil, ISRO Staff Quarters, 111-B/6, Thumba, Pallithura
PO, Thiruvananthapuram 695586

2. Smt. K Suma, CPIO,LPSC, Valiamala PO, Thiruvananthapuram — 695 547,
Kerala, India



HIRd XPRR/ Government of India
A&l fdUTT / Department of Space
o1 &1 HABR SHfITH, 2005 & 3l
gyY Uteiyg UYBR! &1 HRiaTe!
PROCEEDINGS OF THE FIRST APPELLATE AUTHORITY UNDER THE

RIGHT TO INFORMATION ACT, 2005
Appeal No. 02/2025 (File No.LPSC/RTI/FAA/02/2025)

et o T © Shri Vilas Arjun Gawal
Name of Appellant 604, 12A wing, Manasarovar Complex

Sector 34, Kamothe Navi Mumbai
Panvel - 410209

PIGCIFEaGIE : Smt. Suma K

Name of Respondent CPIO, LPSC,

Valiamala PO
Thiruvananthapuram — 695 547
Kerala, India

Shri Vilas Arjun Gawali had submitted an application dated 22/01/2025 seeking
information under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005, Based on the inputs received
from the ocuctodian, the CPIO, LPEC, recplicd to the appellant vide lattar
No.LPSC/CPIO-RTI/2025/08/00008 dated 13.02.2025. The applicant has
submitted an appeal dated 21/02/2025 stating that ‘details not provided'.

faofa/DECISION

On examination of the case, It Is found that CPIO had disseminated the status ot
the application at that time vide letter dated 13.02.2025. Hence, | uphold the
information provided by CPIO. However, CPIO/Custodian of records at LPSC is
directed to provide the present status of the information to the appellant within 15
days from the date of receipt of this order. However, if it is not ready, the
information should be provided to the appellant as and when the selection process
is completed. Accordingly, the appeal stands disposed off.

A second appeal against this decision lies 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.

This Appeal is disposed off at Thiruvananthapuram on the 19" day of March,
2025.

(U IMHPWIF / H Ramakrishnan)
UYH 3Uieid USR] /First Appellate Authority/
5@ /Controller

1. Shri Vilas Arjun Gawali, 604, 12A wing, Manasarovar Complex, Sector 34,
Kamothe Navi Mumbai, Panvel - 410209

2. Smt. K Suma, CPIO, LPSC, Valiamala PO, Thiruvananthapuram — 695 547,
Kerala, India
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HRd IRPR/ Government of India
3fafkef faUrT / Department of Space
I T SHUBR AT, 2005 F it
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PROCEEDINGS OF THE FIRST APPELLATE AUTHORITY UNDER THE

RIGHT TO INFORMATION ACT, 2005
Appeal No. 04/2025 (File No. LPSC/RTI/FAA/04/2025)

Siddmdl BT A/ . Shri Vijay

Name of Appellant Bala Ishitha Boys Hostal,

Brodipet 6/7 Road,
Nearby Guravaiah College, Guntur,
Andhra Pradesh - 522002

ufdardtest Am/ . Smt. Suma K
Name of Respondent ’ CPIO, LPSC,
Valiamala PO
Thiruvananthapuram — 695 547
Kerala, India

Background

Shri Vijay, Bala Ishitha Boys Hostal, Brodipet 6/7 Road, Nearby Guravaiah
College, Guntur, Andhra Pradesh — 522002, vide application dated 26/08/2025
- had sought the number of online applications under all categories
(UR/EWS/OBC/SC/ ST/PWD/EX-MAN) received against the post of Technician —
B (Fitter) notified vide advertisement No. LPSC/01/2025 (Post Number 796)
under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005. The CPIO vide letter No. LPSC/CPIO-
RT1/2025/75/00062 dated 08.09.2025 had informed the applicant that “number of
applicalions received for Technician-B (Fitter) Post No.796 advertised vide
Advertisement No. LPSC/01/2025 is yet to be finalized and further processing of
applications also not started”.

Prayer in the Appeal

Aggrieved by the above decision of the CPIO/LPSC, the Appellant preferred an
Appeal dated 12/09/2025. The Appellant had stated that he was ‘refused access
to information requested’.

Examination of the Appeal

On perusal of the records brought before me, | have observed that CPIO/LPSC
vide letter dated 08.09.2025 had informed the Appellant that number of
applications received for Technician-B (Fitter) Post No0.796 advertised vide
Advertisement No. LPSC/01/2025 is yet to be finalized and further processing of
applications also not started. As per the provisions contained in the RTI Act,
2005, information available with the Public Authorities are only to be furnished
under the RTI Act. In the instant case, the number of category-wise applications
for the post of Technician-B (Fitter) was not finalized and therefore, the act of the
CPIO/LPSC is in order. The contention of the Appellant that he was refused
access to information requested is not borne out of facts.



To

faofapECisSioN

The Appellant may note that once the online window for capturing applications is
closed, the applications received are to be integrated with the database of
candidates paid application fee, submitted caste/community/gender/disability
certificate, etc and spurious applications are to be rejected, so as to arrive at the
exact number of applications. This may take time as the different categories of
posts advertised are to be processed simultaneously. Further, submission of
application by the candidates sponsored through State Employment
Exchanges/Sainik Welfare Board is also to be integrated with the online
applications received. Therefore, the number of applications received for
Technician — B (Fitter) against Post No0.796 notified vide Advertisement No.
LPSC/01/2025 is not finalized.

A second appeal against this decision lies 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. '

This Appeal is disposed off at Thiruvananthapuram on the 29" day of September,

2025.
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(3e AR ol / Anil Kumar B)

YW U WIYERY /First Appellate Authority/
= /Controller

1. Shri Vijay, Bala Ishitha Boys Hostal, Brodipet 6/7 Road, Nearby Guravaiah

College, Guntur, Andhra Pradesh - 522002

2. Smt. K Suma, CPIO, LPSC, Valiamala PO, Thiruvananthapuram — 695 547,

Kerala, India



HIRA PR/ Government of India
3idfRe faurT / Department of Space
A1 1 SUBR AW, 2005 & fefd
, 7 srdtelia witie R} o} erfar
PROCEEDINGS OF THE FIRST APPELLATE AUTHORITY UNDER THE

RIGHT TO INFORMATION ACT, 2005
Appeal No 05/2025 (File No. LPSC/RTI/FAA/05/2025)

3rdierepat &1 A/ | . ShriAman Jat
Name of Appellant v House No.238, Ward No.10,

Laxmi Colony, Chaurahha Tehsil Dabra,
~Gwalior, Madhya Pradesh - 475110

yfdardisT 7/ ) . Smt. Suma K

Name of Respondent CP!O’ LPSC, :
Valiamala PO

Thiruvananthapuram — 695 547
Kerala, India

, 1, Background

Shri Aman Jat, House No.238, Ward No.10, Laxmi Colony, Chaurahha Tehsil
Dabra, Gwalior, Madhya Pradesh - 475110, vide application dated 30/08/2025 had
sought the total candidates in .- three queries who submitted application form for
the post of Technician B- Fitter (Post No.796)- EWS, UR and Category wise, -
~against Advertisement No. LPSC/01/2025 under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005.
The CPIO vide letter No. LPSC/CPIO-RTI/2025/85/00072 dated 18.09.2025 had
informed the appllcant that “number of appl/cat/ons received for Technician-B
(Fitter) Post No.796 advertised vide Advertisement No. LPSC/01/2025 is yet to be

finalized and furlther processing of applicalions also nol starled”.

2  Prayer in the Appeal

Aggrieved- by the above déClSIOn of the CPIO/LPSC, the Appellant prefer'red an
- Appeal dated 23.09.2025. The Appellant had stated that he was ‘refused access

to information requested’.

3 Examination of the Appeal

On perusal of the records brought before me, | have observed that CPIO/LPSC
vide letter dated 18.09.2025 had furnished a common reply to all the three queries
to the Appellant that number of applications received for Technician-B (Fitter) Post
No0.796 advertised vide Advertisement No. LPSC/01/2025 is yet to be finalized and
further processing of applications also not started. As per the provisions contained
in the RTI Act, 2005, information available with the Public Authorities are only to
be furnished under the RTI Act. In the instant case, the applications received es
online against Post Code No. 796 (Technician B- Fitter) notified vide Advertisement
No. LPSC/01/2025 was not processed for arriving at category wise applications
(UR,EWS, etc) and therefore, the act of the CPIO/LPSC is in order. The contention
of the Appellant that he was refused access to information requested is not borne

. out of facts.



fvl/DECISION

The Appellant may note that once the online window for capturing applications is-

closed, the applications received are to be integrated with the database of

candidates paid application fee, submitted cast/community/gender/disability

certificate, etc and spurious applications are to be rejected, so as to arrive at the

exact number of applications. This may take time as the different categories of
posts advertised are to be processed simultaneously. Further, submission of

application by the candidates sponsored through State Employment

Exchanges/Sainik Welfare Board is also to be integrated with the online

applications received. Therefore, the total number of candidates who submitted

application form for the post of Technician B- Fitter (Post No0.796)- against ’
Advertisement No. LPSC/01/2025 is not processed for arriving at the actual

number category wise (UR, EWS, efc). '

A second appeal against this decision lies with the Central Information
Commission, Baba Gang Nath Marg, Munirka, New Delhi-110067, w1th|n ninety
days from the date on which this decision is received.

This Appeal is disposed off at Thiruvananthapuram on the 14th day of October,

2025,
(3T FHR &/ Anil Kumar B) W\“‘

uyy a{tﬂ?ﬁq iR} /First Appellate Authority/
9% /Controller

1. Shri Aman Jat, House No0.238, Ward No.10, Laxmi Colony, Chaurahha Tehsn
Dabra, Gwalior, Madhya Pradesh 475110

2. Smt. K Suma, CPIO, LPSC, Valiamala PO, Thlruvananthapuram — 695 547,
Kerala, India
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PROCEEDINGS OF THE FIRST APPELLATE AUTHORITY UNDER THE
RIGHT TO INFORMATION ACT, 2005
Appeal No. 06/2025 (File No. LPSC/RTI/FAA/06/2025)

ficrepdf &7 AT/ : Shri Vilas Arjun Gawali

Name of Appellant : 604, 12 A Wing,
Manasarovar Complex, Sector 34,

Kamothe, Navi Mumbai,
Panvel - 410209

m:{rq/ | ;. Smt. Suma K

Name of Respondent CPIO, LPSC,
Valiamala PO

Thiruvananthapuram — 695 547
Kerala, India

1. Background

Shri Vilas Arjun Gawali, 604, 12 A Wing, Manasarovar Complex, Sector 34,
Kamothe, Navi Mumbai, Panvel - 410209, vide application dated 04/09/2025 had
sought details with respect to Advt. No. LPSC/01/2025 dated 09.08.2025 and Advt.
No. LPSC/01/2024 dated 19.08.2024 in five queries, under the provisions of RTI
Act, 2005. The CPIO vide letter No. LPSC/CPIO-RTI/2025/89/00075 dated
18.09.2025 had furnished their replies to the details sought for by the appellant.

2 Prayer in the Appeal

Aggrieved by the above decision of the CPIO/LPSC on the first query related to
Advt. No. LPSC/01/2025 dated 09.08.2025, the Appellant preferred an Appeal
dated 06.10.2025. The Appellant had stated that the ‘provided information is
incomplete, misleading or false’. The appellant has not preferred any appeal on the
reply furnished against queries no.2,3,4 &5.

3 Examination of the Appeal

On perusal of the records brought before me, | have observed that CPIO/LPSC
vide letter dated 18.09.2025 had furnished all the available information to the
Appellant. However, the number of applications submitted against Advertisement
No. LPSC/01/2025 is yet to be finalized and further processing of applications also
not started. As per the provisions contained in the RTI Act, 2005, information
available with the Public Authorities are only to be furnished under the RTI Act. In
the instant case, the number of application forms (Category wise -
UR/OBC/SC/ST/EWS/PWD) submitted under Advertisement No. LPSC/01/2025
was not finalized and therefore, the act of the CPIO/LPSC is in order. The
contention of the Appellant that the ‘provided information is incomplete, misleading
or false’ is not borne out of facts. ‘



4 fAoRDECISION

The Appellant may note that once the online window for capturing applications is
closed, the applications received are to be integrated with the database of
candidates paid application fee, submitted caste/community/gender/disability
certificate, etc and spurious applications are to be rejected, so as to arrive at the
exact number of applications. This may take time as the different categories of
posts advertised are to be processed simultaneously. Further, submission of
application by the candidates sponsored through State Employment
Exchanges/Sainik Welfare Board is also to be integrated with the online
applications received. Therefore, the total application forms submitted - Category
wise (UR/OBC/SC/ST/EWS/PWD) against Advertisement No. LPSC/01/2025 is
not finalized.

A second appeal against this decision lies 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.

This Appeal is disposed off at Thiruvananthapuram on the 27™ day of October,

ar

25\
(3 PUR ot / Anil Kumar B)'} w

gyH ey WY /First Appellate Authority/
: 9% /Controller

To 1. Shri Vilas Arjun Gawali, 604, 12 A Wing, Manasarovar Complex, Sector 34,
Kamothe, Navi Mumbai, Panvel - 410209

2. Smt. K Suma, CPIO, LPSC, Valiamala PO, Thiruvananthapuram — 695 547,
Kerala, India
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PROCEEDINGS OF THE FIRST APPELLATE AUTHORITY UNDER THE
' RIGHT TO INFORMATION ACT, 2005
Appeal No. 06/2025 (File No. LPSC/RTI/FAA/06/2025)

S{Uteahd! BT AT/ © Shri Surya V

Name of Appellant 3/53 Main Street,
Pattampudur, Virudhanagar,
Tamil Nadu - 626003

oot A - Smt. Suma K

Name of Respondent CPIO, LPSC,
Valiamala PO

Thiruvananthapuram — 695 547
Kerala, India

1.  Background

Shri Surya V, 3/53 Main Street, Pattampudur, Virudhanagar, Tamil Nadu - 626003,
vide application dated 28/08/2025 had sought information regarding the validity
and applicability of OBC certificates issued based on present versus permanent
address, in seven queries under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005. All queries except
query No 4 is not coming under the definition of ‘Information’ under Section 2(f) of
RTI Act and also LPSC is not the custodian of information for the same.
Accordingly, the CPIO vide letter No. LPSC/CPIO-RTI/2025/83/00070 dated
25.09.2025 had informed the applicant against query No. 4 that the OBC Non-
Creamy Layer Certificate for appointment to posts under Government of India
issued by the Competent Authority is acceptable to ISRO. There is no separate
format of OBC Non-Creamy Layer Certificate for ISRO.

2 Prayer in the Appeal

Aggrieved by the above decision of the CPIO/LPSC, the Appellant preferred an
Appeal dated 02.10.2025. The Appellant had stated that ‘provided information is
incomplete, misleading or false’. The Appellant has also stated that all the queries
raised by him fall under RTI Act.

3 Examination of the Appeal

On perusal of the records brought before me, | have observed that CPIO/LPSC
vide letter dated 25.09.2025 had informed the Appellant against query
Nos.1,2,3,5,6&7, that the information sought by the applicant does not come under
the definition of ‘Information’ under section 2(f) of the RTI Act. Moreover, LPSC is
not the custodian of Information. Further against query No.4, CPIO had informed
that the OBC Non-Creamy Layer Certificate for appointment to posts under
Government of India issued by the Competent Authority is acceptable to ISRO.
There is no separate format of OBC Non-Creamy Layer Certificate for ISRO. As
per the provisions contained in the RTI Act, 2005, information available with the
Public Authorities are only to be furnished under the RTI Act. In the instant case,
all queries except query No. 4 does not come under the definition of ‘Information’
under Section 2(f) of RTI Act and, also the aforementioned queries do not pertain
to LPSC. Accordingly, CPIO has informed the details sought against query No. 4
to the applicant and therefore, the act of the CPIO/LPSC is in order. The contention



of the Appellant that the “Information is incomplete, misleading or false” is not borne
out of facts.

fAotapECISION

The Appellant may note that, the details/Information sought by him vide query Nos.
1,2,3,5,6 &7 do not come under the purview of definition of ‘Information’ under
section 2(f) of the RTI Act,2005. The Department of Personnel and Training
(DoPT) is the Nodal Department for the matters related to reservation for
appointments. DoPT had over a period of time issued many orders on the subject
and all the relevant information are available in the public domain‘persmin.gov.in*
Other Ministries/Department cannot interpret and issue clarification on
guidelines/instructions issued by the DoPT. The details sought by the appellant
against query Nos. 1,2,3,5,6&7 are in the nature of seeking opinion/clarification
from the Public Authority and therefore does not come under the purview of
definition of ‘Information’.

Against query No.4, the CPIO has replied that the OBC Non-Creamy Layer
Certificate for appointment to posts under Government of India is issued by the
Competent Authorities in the respective States which is acceptable to ISRO. There
is no separate format of OBC Non-Creamy Layer Certificate for ISRO. As per RTI
Act, the Public Authority is duty bound to provide information which is available with
them and not to issue clarification/opinion/inferences on the guidelines issued by
the Nodal Ministry.

A second appeal against this decision lies 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.

This Appeal is disposed off at Thiruvananthapuram on the 227 day of October,
2025, )

N ¥
(GWW@/AniI Kumar B)

T U UIITRY /First Appellate Authority/
g9 /Controller

To 1. Shri Surya V, 3/53 Main Street, Pattampudur, Virudhunagar, Tamil Nadu —
626003

2. Smt. K Suma, CPIO, LPSC, Valiamala PO, Thiruvananthapuram — 695 547,
Kerala, India
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'PROCEEDINGS OF THE FIRST APPELLATE AUTHORITY UNDER THE
RIGHT TO INFORMATION ACT. 2005
Appeal No. 06/2025 (File No. LPSC/RTI/FAA/06/2025)

StereRd] T T/ : © Shri Rupendra Choubhey
Name of Appellant ‘ - Ward no 11 Aadarsh Nagar Jhirmau,

Teh ltarsi, Narmadapuram, _
Madhya Pradesh — 461111

wfdardier Ay ' , .. Smt. Suma K
Name of Respondent ' - CPIO, LPSC,

‘ : Valiamala PO
Thiruvananthapuram — 695 547 .

Kerala, India

1. Background

Shri Shri Rupendra Choubhey Ward no 11 Aadarsh Nagar Jhirmau,Teh
Itarsi,Narmadapuram, Madhya Pradesh — 461111, vide application dated
04/10/2025 had sought information regarding the number of candidates who have
~submitted their applications for Post No.796, with a category wise breakup in two
-questions. Accordingly, the CPIO vide letter No. LPSC/CPIO-RTI/2025/107/00085
dated 13.10.2025 provided a common reply to both queries together informing that
the number of applications received is yet to be finalized as integration of
application fee paid by the candidates is ongoing. Further the submission of
applications by the candidates sponsored through State Employment Exchanges/
Sainik Welfare Board also not completed. Processing of applications can be started
after the completion of above activities only. Hence the Information sought is nol
available now. '

2 Prayerin the Appeal

Aggrieved by the above decision of the CPIO/LPSC, the Appellant preferred an
Appeal dated 15.10.2025. The Appellant has stated that ‘refused access to
information required’. :

3 Examination of the Appeal

On perusal of the records brought before me, | have observed that CPIO/LPSC
vide letter dated 13.10.2025 had furnished a common reply to both queries together
that the number of applications received is yet to be finalized as integration of
application fee paid by the candidates is ongoing. Further the submission of
application by the candidates sponsored through State Employment Exchanges/

Sainik Welfare Board also not completed. Processing of applications can be started

~after the completion of above activities only. Hence the information sought is not
available now. As per the provisions contained under RTI Act, 2005 Public
Authorities have to furnish only ’Information’ available with them. Therefore, the act
of CPIO, LPSC is in order



To

fvfaDECISION

The Appellant may note that once the online window for capturing applications is
closed, the applications received are to be integrated with the database of
candidates paid application fee, submitted caste/community/gender/disability
certificate, etc and spurious applications are to be rejected, so as to arrive at the
exact number of applications. This may take time as the different categories of
posts advertised are to be processed simultaneously. Further, submission of
application by the candidates sponsored ~through State Employment
Exchanges/Sainik ‘Welfare Board is also to be integrated with the online
applications received. Therefore, the total number of candidates who submitted
application form for the post of Technician B- Fitter (Post No.796)- against
Advertisement No. LPSC/01/2025 IS not processed for arriving at the actual
number & category wise.

A second appeal againsi this decision lies 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.

This Appeal is dlsposed off at Th|ruvananthapuram on the 29t day of October,

2025.

| (G{ﬁﬁwa"rmm Kumar B)
T Srdlelly Ui RY /First Appellate Authority/
33 /Controller

1. Shri Shri Rupendra Choubhey Ward no 11 Aadarsh Nagar Jhlrmatl Teh,
Itarsi Narmadapuram Madhya Pradesh — 461111

2. Smt. K Suma, CPIO, LPSC, Valiamala PO, Thiruvananthapuram — 695 547,
Kerala, India
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PROCEEDINGS OF THE FIRST APPELLATE AUTHORITY UNDER THE

RIGHT TO INFORMATION ACT, 2005
Appeal No. 09/2025 (File No. LPSC/RTI/FAA/OQ/ZOZS)

Srfieteral @7 ATy ' - Smt Mounika Amruthala
Name of Appellant 10/474, Nagavarappadu,

Gudivada, Krishna Dist.
Andhra Pradesh-521301

‘Q’%’a‘[‘(ﬂ’&;‘[‘;{m/ . Smt. Suma K

Name of Respondent CPIO, LPSC,
' Valiamala PO
Thiruvananthapuram — 695 547

1.

Kerala, India

Background

Smt Mounika Amruthala,10/474, Nagavarappadu,Gudivada, Krishna Dist. Andhra
Pradesh-521301 vide application dated 05/10/2025 had sought information
regarding the leave details of Shri Darise Ravi Kiran Kumar in three questions.
CPIO,  vide letter No. LPSC/CPIO-RTI/2025/108/00086 dated 28.10.2025
provided a common reply to all queries together informing that the disclosure of
‘Personal Information’ is exempted under Section 8(1)(j).of RTI Act.

- Prayer in the Appeal

Aggrieved by the above decision of the CPIO/LPSC, the Appellant preferred an
appeal dated 01.11.2025. The Appellant has stated that ‘refused access to
information required’. '

Examination of the Appeal

On perusal of the records brought before me, | have observed that CPIO/LPSC
vide letter dated 28.10.2025 had furnished a common reply to all queries together
that the disclosure of Personal Information is exempted under Section 8(1)(j) of RTI
Act. As per the provisions contained under the RTI Act personal details disclosure
of which does not warranting any public interest are exempted from disclosure. As
the leave details of an employee is personal to the employee, the CPIO has not
disclosed the Information. The action of CPIO is in order. Now, the appellant has
stated that she is the spouse of the employee. This Information was not provided
in the application seeking Information under RTI Act.

fAvkpECISION

Considering the fact that the applicant is the wife of the employee the custodian of
records at LPSC is directed to provide available information to the appellant within



To

15 days from the date of receipt of this order , affer applying severability clause
under section 10(1) of RTI Act. Accordingly the appeal stands disposed off.

A second appeal againét this decision lies with the Central Information
Commission, Baba Gang Nath Marg, Munirka, New Delhi-110067, within nmety

days from the date on which this decision is received.

. This Appeal is disposed off at Thlruvananthapuram on the 26t day of November

2025.

™

(31 HaR &1 / Anil Kumar B)
TyH 3rdleiia uTfeiep R /First Appellate Authority/
ﬁW/Controllerv

1. Smt Mounika Amruthala,10/474, Nagavarappadu,Gudivada, Krishna
Dist. Andhra Pradesh-521301

2. Smt. KSuma, CPIO, LPSC, Valiamala PO, Thiruvananthapuram — 695 547,
Kerala, India
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PROCEEDINGS OF THE FIRST APPELLATE AUTHORITY UNDER THE
RIGHT TO INFORMATION ACT, 2005
Appeal No. 10/2025 (File No. LPSC/RTI/FAA/10/2025)

it dl &1 1y . Ms Rejitha S
Name of Appellant Ajitha House,Chevidampara
- Karikkuzhi, Panavoor P O
Kerala — 695568

yfdardiesT A/ © Smt Suma K
Name of Respondent CPIO, LPSC,
' Valiamala PO

Thiruvananthapuram — 695 547
Kerala, India

1. Background

Ms Rejitha S Ajitha House,Chevidampara,Karikkuzhi, Panavoor P O,Kerala —
695568 vide application dated 23/10/2025 had sought the following information
under RTI Act 2005,

1. The number of employees appointed as Technical Assistants through
special review in each ISRO centres (URSC, VSSC, SAC, LPSC, IPRC,
etc.) during the last 40 years. (or from the earliest period for which records
are available) who were initially appointed as Technician B and later

.- completed a Diploma in Engineering after joining ISRO.

2. Out of these how many had already completed a Diploma or B.Tech before
joining as Technician B and later completed or re-acquired a Diploma in ,
Engineering after joining ISRO, thereby becoming eligible for special rewew
and promoted as Technical Assistant.

CPIO vide letter No. LPSC/CPIO-RTI/2025/115/00017 dated 12.11.2025 informed
the applicant that, the information sought by the apphcant is scattered in nature
and fumlshed the details from 01/01/2020.

2 Prayer in the Appeal

Not satisfied with above decision of the CPIO/LPSC, the Appellant preferred an
Appeal dated 15.11.2025.  The Appellant has stated that ‘provided /ncomplete
misleading or false information’.

3 Examination of the Appeal

On perusal of the records brought before me, | have observed that CPIO/LPSC
vide letter dated 12.11.2025 had furnished reply to both queries that the information
is scattered in nature. However, details of Special Review to the post of Technical
Assistant from 01.01.2020 was consolidated and provided. As per the provisions
contained under RTI Act, 2005 Public Authorities have to furnish only Information’
available with them. The Information sought was for 40 years and it was not
compiled and scattered. It requires extensive collation of data, which



To

disproportionately divert the limited resources of the public authority. Therefore,
the decision of CPIQO to disseminate the data for last 5 years is in order.

fAvla/DECISION

I have carefully examined the appeal preferred by the appellant. Though, the
details are not maintained in physical form, it is presumed that the data may be -
available in Electronic form. Though, data for 40 years may not be available in
Electronic form, available data may be obtained from the custodian and furnish to
the Appellant within 15 days from this order.

The Appellant may note that the information prov1ded is based on the digital
records available.

A second: appeal against this decision lies 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.

This Appeal stands disposed off With the above decision at Thiruvananthapuram
on the 15t day of December, 2025.

%%@{m&

S{%W'cﬁ/ Anil Kumar B)

Yy G{Iﬁ?ﬁq PUREAR] /First Appellate Authority/
‘ =1 /Controller

1.Ms Rejitha S, Ajitha House Chevidampara, Karikkuzhi, Panavoor P O,Kerala
-~ 695568

28mt K Suma, CPIO, LPSC, Vallamala PO, Thlruvananthapuram 695547,
Kerala, India :



HRA ER Government of India
afafeer framr Department of Space
T iEq Ul de Liquid Propuision Systems Centre
arTanen it Valiamala P 0.
Toreaeaged - 695 547, WA Thiruvananthapuram - 695 547, India
T ¢ Telephone :
aﬂiﬂT/K Suma e Fax:
HART SR FITT AR
Central Public Information Officer
.No.LPSC/CPIO-RTI/2025/120/00008 Dated: 08.12.2025

Shri Mukesh Kumar Rai

77/26 Viswadeep Apartment kasturi avenue
MRC Nagar Chennai

Tamilnadu: 600028

Sir,
fas/Subject: Information under the RTI Act, 2005 - reg.
khEkkk

This has reference to the letter No. VSSC/RTI/7-4337 dated 10.11.2025, transferring the RTI
application submitted by Shri Mukesh Kumar Rai, seeking information under the provisions of the RTI
Act, 2005. The information sought for by the applicant, in respect ot query nos. 10 to 13 obtained
from the custodian of records is given below:

Query

No Information sought for Reply/Comments

How many tests with the PHTA
(Preliminary ~ Hardware  Test
10 Article) are planned before the
full-stack SCE-200 is integrated
for the first full stack hot test?

Five PHTA tests are planned as on date

Is it possible to make SCE-200 It is possible to reuse SCE2000. ISRO will be
11 reusable? [fyes, will ISRO do it? attempting

It was planned earlier to reuse
the SCE-200, but why was it

12
abandoned? It is not abandoned
What specific technical
limitations (thermal cycling
capability, structural margin L . )
13 degradation, turbopump The design itself is such a way that engine can be

reliability) were identified in the reused

reusability analysis of the SCE -
2007?

aaaﬁaﬂméﬁaﬁmmmm%ﬁaﬁﬁw?&, fore, vardivad), aforaser dia,
fARaAdRHA-695547, GIMT-0471-2567715/7399, & FeT: faa@lpsc.gov.in &l T HFER & GRT 19(1)
& A I FF T § A, 59 gF f Wt A F 30 Rt & 3fex wafAewar & smo

The First Appellate Authority of Liquid Propulsion Systems Centre is Shri Anil Kumar B,
Controller, LPSC, Valiamala PO, Thiruvananthapuram - 695 547, Phone No.0471 - 2567715/7399,
E-mail:faa@lpsc.gov.in. Appeal, if any may be preferred within 30 days from the date of receipt of
this letter under section 19(1) of the RTI Act.

Hadrr / Yours faithfully,

e

(& GAVK Suma)
(FERT Wl gaT TRy

~u Central Public Information Officer)

e e sgEam @ SO |iSPa  Indian Space Research Organisation
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PROCEEDINGS OF THE FIRST APPELLATE AUTHORITY UNDER THE

RIGHT TO INFORMATION ACT, 2005
Appeal No. 06/2025 (File No. LPSC/RTI/FAA/06/2025)

Sftdddl &1 A1/ . . ShriR S Reddy

Name of Appellant : Y Junction,
Sullurpetta,
Andhra Pradesh — 524121

gfdardier amy - Smt. Suma K

Name of Respondent CPIO, LPSC,

, Valiamala PO

Thiruvananthapuram — 695 547
Kerala, India

1.  Background

Shri R S Reddy,Y Junction, Sullurpetta, Andhra Pradesh — 524121 vide application
dated 18/10/2025 had sought the following information.

1.

Any fire service personnel or cadre that needs to mandatorily reside in the

residential quarters provided by the department. If so, please provide details

of the followmg :

A. Provide the list of the personnel along with name, designation and cadre.

B. Provide the order/o.m/circular that mandates the above referred persons
to reside mandatorily in residential quarters provided by the department.

. The details of fire personnel and employees related to safety

division/section that residing outside the residential quarters that provided '
by the department. And also, provide the details of the period of drawal and
amount and percentage of House Rent Allowance(HRA) by the said
personnel.

The order, if any, that mandates the fire service personnel and employees
that related to safety division/section mandatorily resides in the re51dentia!
quarters provaded by the department

Accordingly, the CPIO vide letter No. LPSC/CPIO-RTI/2025/111/00089 dated
19.11.2025 provided a common reply to both queries 1 &3 together informing that
the information can be sought from the DOS. Reply to query No. 2 was furnished.

Prayer in the Appeal

Aggricved by the above decision of the CPIO/LPSC, the Appellant preferred an
Appeal dated 18.11.2025. The AppeHant has stated that ‘No response within the
time limit'.



3 Examination of the Appeal

On examination of the case, itis found that information sought against query No.2
has already been furnished to the appellant vide letter dated 19.11.2025. It was
also replied that the details sought vide query Nos. 1 &3 does not pertam to
CPIO/LPSC and therefore Informa’uon may be obtained from DOS. -

fautapDECISION

The appellant had sought information about orders, list of personnel residing both

_inside and outside residential quarters -of Dept etc, regarding provisions of
residential quarters of the department to fire service personnel and employees
related to safety division. On examination of the case, it is found that information
has already been furnished to the appellant vide letter dated 19.11.2025.
Accordingly, the appeal stands disposed off.

A second appeal against this decision lies 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.

This Appeal is disposed off at Thlruvananthapuram on the 20" day of November,

2025. | | |
| 2\
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(3 $AR &1/ Anil Kumar B) o)
uyH iy WiYeRY /First Appellate Authority/
9% /Controller

To 1. Shri R S Reddy,Y Junction, Sullurpetta, Andhra Pradesh — 524121

2. Smt. K Suma, CPIO, LPSC, Vahamala PO, Thlruvananthapuram 695 547,
Kerala, India
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PROCEEDINGS OF THE FIRST APPELL ATE AUTHORITY UNDER THE

RIGHT TO INFORMATION ACT, 2005
Appeal No. 13/2025 (File No. LPSC/RT!/FAA/13/2025) o

syferepell &7 =y : Shri Vijay

Name of Appellant Bala Ishitha Boys Hostal,

Brodipet 6/7 Road,
Nearby Guravaiah College, Guntur,
Andhra Pradesh - 522002

UfdardtasT Ty | o Smt. Suma K

Name of Respondehit CP!O’ LPSC,
Valiamala PO ,
Thiruvananthapuram - 695 547
Kerala, India N

-~ Background

Shri Vijay, Bala Ishitha Boys Hostal, Brodipet 6/7 Road, Nearby Guravaiah College,
Guntur, Andhra Pradesh - 522002, vide application dated 21/1 172025 had sought
the total number of application forms received for the post of Technician B- Fitter
(Post” No.796)- Category Wise(UR,OBC,EWS,SC,ST,PWD,EX—MAN), against
Advertisement No. LPSC/01/2025 under the provisions of RTI Acl, 2005. The
-CPIO vide letter No. LPSC/CPIO~RTI/2025/124/00101 dated 09.12.2025 had
informed the applicant that “the recruitment processes are under progress and

- therefore, the information sought by the applicant cannot be divulged now”.

Prayer in therAppeal

Aggrieved by the above decision of the CPIO/LPSC, the Appellant preferred an
Appeal dated 11.12.2025. The Appellant had stated that he was ‘Provideq
Incomplete, Misleading or False Information’. The written exam date also published

be furnished under the RTI Act. In the instant case, the applications received on ,
online against Post Code No. 796 (Technician B- Fitter) notified vide Advertisement



To

fAvfa/pECISION

The Appellant may note that recruitment activities related to the conduct of written
test are under process and therefore, the information sought by the appellant can
be provided once the selection panels are drawn. However, since the applications
received against the advertisement are validated with reference to payment,
certificates etc. CPIO may furnish the total number of apphcatlons received agamst
the post of Technician B (Fitter) S

A second appeal against this decision lies with the Central Information
Commission, Baba Gang Nath Marg, Munirka, New Delhi-110067, within ninety

days from the date on which this dec;svon is recewed o e

This Appeal is disposed off at Thiruvananthapuram on the --- day of January, 2026.

mﬂ?\\
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(aﬁa’w &1/ Anil Kumar B)
gy Ulely mfdeR /FH’St Appellate Authority/
W/Controller

1. Shri Vijay, Bala Ishitha Boys Hosta! Brodlpet 6/7 Road, Nearby Guravaiah

College, Guntur, Andhra Pradesh - 522002

2. .Smt. K Suma, CPIO, LPSC, Vallamala PO, Thlruvananthapuram 695 547,

Kerala, India
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