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PROCEEDINGS OF THE FIRST APPELLATE AUTHORITY UNDER THE
RIGHT TO INFORMATION ACT, 2005 '
Appeal No.42/2023

srfierrat =1 A/Name of Appellant gfAaret &1 A/ Name of Respondent

Shri.V Udaya Kumar
Central Public Information Officer
ISRO Propulsion complex
Mahendragiri,
Tirunelveli District
Tamilnadu - 627 133

1. Smt.J.Jessi Flora had submitted a RTI application on 16.01.2023 and received by CPIO IPRC,
seeking information under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005. Due to non-receipt of information from
CPIO within time limit, the applicant had submitted an appeal dated 05.03.2023 to First Appellate
Authority (FAA), IPRC.

DECISION

2. It is observed that the appellant had sought the copy of a complaint letter/RTI application lodged
against her and also the details regarding the verification done by the Office on her official email as
part of a disciplinary enquiry. CPIO, IPRC had provided the information to the applicant vide letter
No.IPRC/CPIO/RTI/397/2023 dated 16.03.2023 subject to exemptions under section 8 and severance
under section 10 of the RTI, Act and uploaded the same in RTI MIS on 17.03.2023.

3. However, from the appeal it is seen that, the appellant has sought newer information which is not
acceptable. Further, on examination of the reply provided by CPIO, | am of the opinion that the reply
is in order. The appeal is decided accordingly.

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

5. This Appeal is disposed of at Mahendragiri on the 3" of April, 2023.
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2. Shri.V Udaya Kumar
Central Public Information Officer
ISRO Propulsion Complex
Mahendragiri, Tirunelveli
Tamilnadu - 627 133
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PROCEEDINGS OF THE FIRST APPELLATE AUTHORITY UNDER THE
RIGHT TO INFORMATION ACT, 2005
Appeal No.43/2023

srftersRat 1 AT/ S
Name of Appellant

srfraTdt & ATl ' . Shri.V Udaya Kumar
Name of Respondent Central Public Information Officer

ISRO Propulsion complex
Mahendragiri, Tirunelveli District
Tamilnadu - 627 133

1. Shri.Anurag Kumar Gupta had submitted a RTI application on 25.01.2023 and received by
CPIO IPRC, seeking information under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005. Not satisfied with the
reply provided, the applicant had submitted an appeal dated 15.03.2023 to First Appellate
Authority (FAA), IPRC.

DECISION

2. It is observed that the appellant had sought details regarding the stepwise progress of the
disciplinary proceedings pending against him and also regarding the blocking of his Identity card.
CPIO vide letter No.IPRC/CPIO/RTI/403/2023 dated 01.03.2023 has provided the information to
the applicant. .

3. The appeal and the reply provided by CPIO has been examined.The appellant has stated that
the reply provided to SI.No.1 & 2 was ambiguous in nature and not in line with the query sought.
In this regard, it is understood that,

“The appellant was on unauthorized absence from 01.04.2021 and a charge
memorandum was issued to him by the Department on 06.07.2022. During the intervening
period Shri.Anurag had submitted his resignation on 01.06.2022 resulting in the
disciplinary proceedings coming to a halt. In the meantime, Shri.Anurag had visited Office
on 02.01.2023 requesting to.rejoin duty. As his resignation was under process and further
to verify his character & antecedents during the long period of unauthorized absence, it
was decided not to permit him. Accordingly, his Identity card was blocked based on an
Administrative decision. However, subsequently based on the communication from the
Department, Shri.Anurag was allowed to join Office and he had reported for duty on
27.02.2023. The disciplinary proceedings viz. enquiry resumed only after his joining in the
Office.
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For SL.No.1, it has to be noted that, the RTI application was filed by the applicant
on 25.01.2023 and no real progress had occurred in the disciplinary proceedings during
the period. The custodian of records, on this notion had replied to the applicant that the
disciplinary proceedings are under process and the inquiry report will be submitted to the
Disciplinary Authority on its completion.

For SI.No.2, regarding the blocking of Identity card, the reply provided was that the
blocking of ID card was an Administrative decision. The applicant had sought the
guideline/regulation which resulted in the ID card being blocked. It has to be noted that,
the Identity Card issued by ISRO Centres/Units is accessible all over ISRO/DOS
establishments and in order to contain any misuse, the Centre/Unit on its volition holds
the prerogative for blocking the ID card as and when required.”

4. As, such | am of the opinion that the reply furnished by CPIO to both the queries is in order.
Hence, the appeal is decided accordingly.

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

7. This Appeal is disposed of at Mahendragiri on the 5™ of April, 2023.
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2. Shri.V Udaya Kumar
Central Public Information Officer
ISRO Propulsion Complex
Mahendragiri, Tirunelveli
Tamilnadu - 627 133
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PROCEEDINGS OF THE FIRST APPELLATE AUTHORITY UNDER THE
RIGHT TO INFORMATION ACT, 2005
Appeal No.44/2023

it FT AT/
Name of Appellant

gfaaTat &7 919/ . Shri.V Udaya Kumar

Name of Respondent Central Public Information Officer
ISRO Propulsion complex
Mahendragiri,

Tirunelveli District
Tamil Nadu - 627 133

1. Shri.D.R.Selvanayagam had submitted a RTI application on 16/01/2023 and received by
CPIO IPRC, seeking information under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005. Due to non-receipt of
information from CPIO within time limit, applicant had submitted an appeal dated 28/02/2023 to
FAA, IPRC.

DECISION

2. It is observed that the appellant had sought the information on LTC fraudulent claims and its
related details. CPIO, IPRC had replied to the RTI query vide letter No.IPRC/CPIO/RTI/396/2023
dated 08.03.2023 and uploaded in RTI-MIS on 09.03.2023. On receipt of the reply,
Shri.Selvanayagam had preferred another appeal vide e-mail dated 15.03.2023 stating that reply
provided by CPIO on Sl.No.3, 5, 6 & 8 are not satisfactory.

3. The appeal and the reply provided by CPIO have been examined. The appellant’s contention
on each of the queries (3, 5, 6 & 8) and FAA’s observation is detailed below:

The appellant has stated that the CPIO has only provided information on the second part
of the query and not for the first one. On perusal of the first part of the query, it is noticed that the
query is in the nature of clarification which doesn’t come under the definition of information under
2(f) of the RTI. Accordingly, the PIO is not bound to furnish any information which requires
drawing of inferences or making any assumptions.

Query No.5, 6 & 8:

Vide query No.5 & 6, the appellant sought the names of the management committee
members who have analyzed the internal audit and (i) who had also been identified to have
submitted fraudulent claims (i) who had booked their LTC air tickets through Air India
counter/website during the period from 2008 to 2022. CPIO had however, denied the information
invoking section 8(1)(g) of the RTI, Act.



Further, vide query No.8, the appellant had sought the names of 18 employees for whom
no action was initiated and CPIO had replied that action has already been initiated for recovery
from 17 employees barring one employee whose name was included in the list by oversight.

It is further observed that, a fotal of 99 cases were identified initially by the Centre
where discrepancies were noticed. Accordingly, recovery was initiated from 81 employees
(serving/retired) and later on from the remaining 17 employees (serving/retired) excluding
one employee wherein the case was found to be genuine. It is however noticed that the
PIO had not provided the names of the any of employees as sought by the appellant. As
such, the total list of employees from whom recovery was initiated is disseminated

herewith.

However, the appellant shall understand that, the verification of LTC claims was a
complex procedure and is voluminous in nature. As such, to sort out any related details
on the same, the custodian of records has to compile over a large amount of data which
would disproportionately divert the manpower and resources of the public authority. In
this regard, it is suggested that, if the appellant is having any further queries regarding
the recovery of LTC claims he shall examine the scope for inspection of the available
records subject to severance (u/s 10) and exemptions (u/s 8) under the RTI, ACT. Hence,
the appeal is decided accordingly.

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

5. This Appeal is disposed of at Mahendragiri on the 13" of April, 2023.
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2. Shri.V Udaya Kumar
Central Public Information Officer
ISRO Propulsion Complex
Mahendragiri, Tirunelveli
Tamil Nadu - 627 133



ANNEXURE to Appeal No.44/2023

Name Name Name

(Shri/Smt/Kum) (Shri/Smt/Kum) (Shri/Smt/Kum)
1.P.SUBASKAR 38.M.XAVIER 75.M.RAMASWAMY
2.V.KUMARASAN 39.B.JOBEL RATNAM 76.S.MURUGAN
3.R.SELVAM 40.S.NANTHAKUMAR 77.Y.THANKARAJ
4.V. THAGAPUTHIAVAN 41.M.SUBRAMANIAN 78.C.PONNU PILLAI
5.A.BENZIGAR RAJAN 42 MANISH KUMAR 79.SURESH JEEVAN
6.B.CHELLATHURAI 43.S.SIVAPRASAD 80.M.YOVEL
7.A.DAVID DASON 44 S RAJESWARI 81.T.VIJAYA
8.E GEETHA 45.P.RAJAKUMAR 82.K.PONBARNABAS
9.B.KANNAN 46.J.VELMURUGAM 83.S. A ARUMUGHAM
10.R.MOHANAN 47 MOSES M SEN 84 W.VINCE ANTRO

11.R.NALLAPERUMAL

48.JOHN RABI KUMAR

85.B.CHANDRAN

12.V.SURESH KUMAR

49.MARIANESAN

86.H.HARI PRASATH

13.K.THANGAPPAN

50.R.RAJAKUMAR

87.K.V.KRISHNA KUMAR

14.S.AYYAPPAN

51.G.THIRUMALAI

88.G.GOPALAN

15.J.BRIGHT NELSON 52.J.SUDERSON 89.R.RAJA HELENA BAI
16.S.BAGAVATHI PERUMAL PILLAI {53.P.SUJATHA 90.S.GANESH
17.K.BALAJI 54.S.MURUGAN 91.J.MOHAMED MOHIDEEN

18.P DURAISWAMY

55.M.SINGARAVELU

92.S.VENKATESH

19.M GILBERT ALEXANDER

56.M.DANNY BRUCE

93.K.GANESAN

20.P.GOWTHAMAN

57.J.SINGARAYAR

94 P.PALTHURAI

21.G.N.GOPALAKRISHNAN

58.R.ANANDHA KUMAR

95.E.CHANDIRAN GANDHIJI

22.S JOSEPH BERGMANS

59.T.ARUL PRABAHAR

196.M.JOHN RABI KUMAR

23S KRISHAN 60.G.NAGESWARAN 97.P.V.TARA
24 A.MUN1ARASU 61.G.KAMLESH DAVIDSON  |98.C.K.VEL
25.J. MOHAMMED MOHIDEEN 62.V.KUMARASWAMY

26 K. MONYSEKAR 63. TUIEYABALAN

27.S.MICHAEL RAJ 64.J. HARIKRISHNAN

28.M.REGIS WELLINGTON 65.V.SELVAKUMAR

29.N.SUBRAMONIA PILLAI

66.DHAS THIBAHAR

30.H.M SUBRAMANIAN

67.M.MURUGAN

31.R.SUNDER 68.T.ELANGO
32.G.SAlI VEDACHALAM 69.V.MADASAMI
33.R.TAMIL SELVI 70.P.REVATHI

34.T.THINESH

71.P.MANOHARAN

35.5.VENKADA KRISHNAN

72.N.V.VIJAYA MOHAN NAIR

36.C.VUAYAPANDIAN

73.A.NATARAJAN

37.V.VINOTH KUMAR

74 M AYYASAMY
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HIT &I /Government of India
saer fawm/Department of Space
TEAU e HFAF/ISRO Propulsion Complex

ARzRi/Mahendragiri
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PROCEEDINGS OF THE FIRST APPELLATE AUTHORITY UNDER THE
RIGHT TO INFORMATION ACT, 2005
Appeal N0.41/2023

rdterhat w1 Ar/Name of Appellant gfardt #1 A/ Name of Respondent

Shri.V Udaya Kumar
Central Public Information Officer
ISRO Propulsion complex
Mahendragiri, Tirunelveli District
Tamilnadu - 627 133

1. Smt.T.Vijaya had submitted a RTI application on 19/03/2023 and received by CPIO IPRC,
seeking information under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005. Due to non-receipt of information from
CPIO within time limit, applicant had submitted an appeal dated 27.04.2023 to FAA, IPRC

DECISION

2. It is observed that the appellant had sought various queries regarding the recovery of
fraudulent LTC claims. The application and appeal have been examined. CPIO/Custodian of
records at IPRC is directed to provide the relevant information to the appellant within 15 days
from the date of receipt of this order subject to ‘exemptions’ u/s 8 and ‘severability clause’ u/s 10
(1) of the RTI Act 2005. The appeal is decided accordingly

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

4. This Appeal is disposed of at Mahendragiri 6n the 26 of May, 2023.
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2. Shri.V Udaya Kumar
Central Public Information Officer
ISRO Propulsion Complex
Mahendragiri, Tirunelveli
Tamil Nadu - 627 133



AT 9@ Government of India
Faie fAwmDepartment of Space
U AT HIEA/ISRO Propulsion Complex
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PROCEEDINGS OF THE FIRST APPELLATE AUTHORITY UNDER THE
RIGHT TO INFORMATION ACT, 2005

arfter weaT /Appeal No.46/2023

sfie=at &1 A8/
Name of Appellant

wiardt 1 a4/ i oft &t 337 FHTYShri.V Udaya Kumar

Name of Respondent X A AT AT /Central Public Information Officer
T e wFd/ISRO Propulsion complex
aesfify, feaemast fSrem/Mahendragiri, Tirunelveli District
afFemTg/Tamilnadu - 627 133

1. #ft f33% F¥9HT ¥ 30.03.2023 F1 UF AETATE ArASA TET AT 97 A Hrefswda st g
e 3T T o, ST srdtars sfatREw, 2005 ¥ STaETE F a5 STAE 70 @r A1l REiE F 6EE o
st Taqe ¥ s w, Mdterdan, smsfterft 7 No. IPRC/CPIO/RTI/ 425/2023 T2 11.05.2023
(12.05.2023 & RTI-MIS # 3(Ieg) 3as® 1 T & WIeqH § IqL AT 4T | gAftF, A 7 A
19.05.2023 T TIH AT TR (FAA), srEftsmeaT &t U erfter seqa &t ft, s #gr w3 a1
% 3o e (DoPT) #t 2w &, yegqa &1 ot 3w I eI § T 247 HATd & I A
/TSt # et S AT am

Shri. Vivek Kumbhkar had submitted a RTI application on 30.03.2023 and received by CPIO
IPRC, seeking information under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005. Based on the inputs from
custodian of records, CPIO, IPRC had replied to the applicant vide letter No.
IPRC/CPIO/RTI/425/2023 dated 11.05.2023 (uploaded in RTI-MIS on 12.05.2023). However, the
applicant had submitted an appeal dated 19.05.2023 to First Appellate Authority (FAA), IPRC,
stating that he had submitted the RTI to DoPT and they had inadvertently transferred the same to
DOS/IPRC instead of Ministry of Expenditure.

fAvfa IDECISION

2. ag @r g & erfreswat 1 fRAsmoe ear IPRC/RMT/2023/01 fRATF 26.03.2023 ¥ ey
v .. (LVD) #ix w= At g (HVD) & Ry iy 3aw &t & arx & faawor wivm am . dy.ams s
(CPIO), srdtarr<dt ¥ o= @ear IPRC/CPIO/RTI/425/2023 f&AT 11.05.2023 FIT STaSH FT ST
ST Y&T 1 o

It is observed that the appellant had sought details regarding the salary package given to LVD
and HVD with respect to the advertisement No. IPRC/RMT/2023/01 dated 26.03.2023. CPIO,
IPRC vide letter No. IPRC/CPIO/RTI/425/2023 dated 11.05.2023 had provided the available
information to the applicant.
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3. srfier it ST F q¢, AIwt FT Tg Fd U @7 AT T AETE AraET O H ST By vwqa
R T a7 @i} 5 sty Famsrdisreht ¥ avma ww wAew W eareata R s s am
AEqaT, Afesal SaT HATAT T LTSS AT TATATATLA FLel 7 FIUG FL T 2

On examination of the appeal, the appellant is seen stating that the RTI application was initially
submitted to DoPT and it should have been transferred to Ministry of Expenditure instead of
DOS/IPRC. Accordingly, the appellant is requesting to transfer the RT| application to Ministry of
Expenditure.

4. grerifs, Sueey RHTE & sqam, 98 @r T § & ardtend srdew siqfier f@wmr @ smdfiemet,
weaff #r saraaia FT R A am i smdters araea w1 ags g1 AEarer R S 99 g, |
AT F AT TATATALIT T 1S TTTLUTT A5t 8| 59 FHI, FHITHAT B GF7T THT 77 F [0 T G177
FT TF FAWAIT AREIHE AT JeGT FX7 F1 Tl & FAT 51 386 1T, HrdTamresn gra ge= e
T I Y AT FA 9, WG T & I F A g1 agqE erfier & [Rovr Rt sar 21

However, as per the available records, it is seen that the RT| application was transferred from
Department of Space to IPRC, Mahendragiri. Since the RTI application has already been
disposed, there is no provision for further transfer of the application. As such, the appellant is
advised to submit a separate/fresh RTI application to Ministry of Expenditure for gathering
information. Further, on examination of the reply provided by CPIO, | am of the opinion that the
reply is in order. The appeal is decided accordingly.

5. z& fAotr % feyerrs godt srdfier Ffa g s, Hiemset swaw, arar e a9, g, 78 fiesd-
110067 ¥ uTer 28 fAviT & sy g & g & weer Rt F sftaw i s gt 21

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

6. 29 ardier =1 Mmoo AgafAf #§ fRaiF 16 7, 2023 it &7 S 21

This Appeal is disposed of at Mahendragiri on the 16" of June, 2023.

Wr g 012 4
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TYTH, 1. F 9T, I./Head, P&GA
vy srdfteits wifarsrdt /First Appellate Authority

4T #/To

2. +fY <t 357 FHTYShri.V Udaya Kumar
FHATT AT =T ATAHTL/Central Public Information Officer
U AT HF/ISRO Propulsion Complex
weefif, fAwa=aet e Mahendragiri, Tirunelveli District

FfR@Tg/Tamilnadu - 627 133
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AT T /Government of India
qafter fawm/Department of Space
T FIeq HiF=m/ISRO Propulsion Complex

Agzfit/Mahendragiri

TAAT &7 ST sTferfag®, 2005 F savd
o ST WAL it FrdaTg!

PROCEEDINGS OF THE FIRST APPELLATE AUTHORITY UNDER THE
RIGHT TO INFORMATION ACT, 2005
Appeal No.47/2023

2. Shri.V Udaya Kumar
Central Public Information Officer
ISRO Propulsion Complex

Mahendragiri, Tirunelveli District
Tamilnadu - 627 133

1. Shri.G.Sai Kishore had submitted a RTI application on 14.05.2023 and received by CPIO IPRC,
seeking information under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005. On receipt of the reply provided by CPIO,
the applicant had submitted an appeal dated 26.05.2023 to First Appellate Authority (FAA), IPRC
stating the information provided was incomplete, misleading/false information.

DECISION

2. It is observed that the appellant had sought details regarding advertisement No.IPRC/RMT/2023/01

dated 26.03.2023 for post code 020 Technician B (Welder) category. CPIO, IPRC vide letter
No.IPRC/CPIO/RTI/440/2023 dated 25.05.2023 had provided the information to the applicant.
However, the appellant had stated that, CPIO had provided details regarding Technician B (Fitter)
instead of Technician B (Welder).

3. The appeal and the reply provided by CPIO have been examined. In this regard, the appellant is
hereby informed that, “the name of the post furnished as Technician ‘B’ (Fitter) in the reply for
SI.No.1 of the RTI application was a typographical error. Hence, the appellant may read the
same as Technician ‘B’ (Welder) instead of Technician ‘B’ (Fitter). All the other information
provided for the remaining queries (Sl No.2 to 6) pertains to the post of Technician ‘B’ (Welder)
only. ” Hence, the appeal is decided accordingly.

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

5. This Appeal is disposed of at Mahendragiri on the 21° of June, 2023.
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2. Shri.V Udaya Kumar
Central Public Information Officer

ISRO Propulsion Complex
Mahendragiri, Tirunelveli District
Tamilnadu - 627 133



AT 9 I /Government of India
safer fawm/Department of Space
T a7 FF==a9/ISRO Propulsion Complex

Hgafiii/Mahendragiri
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PROCEEDINGS OF THE FIRST APPELLATE AUTHORITY UNDER THE
RIGHT TO INFORMATION ACT, 2005
Appeal No.48/2023

srfieraRdt &1 ATa/Name of Appellant widardt &1 ATH/Name of Respondent
Shri.V Udaya Kumar
Central Public Information Officer
ISRO Propulsion complex
Mahendragiri, Tirunelveli District
Tamilnadu - 627 133

1. Shri.Anurag Kumar Gupta had submitted a RTI application on 10.04.2023 and received by CPIO
IPRC, seeking information under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005. Not satisfied with the reply provided,
the applicant had submitted an appeal dated 15.06.2023 to First Appellate Authority (FAA), IPRC.

DECISION

2. It is observed that the appellant had sought details regarding the process to be followed for
resignation and whether it was made applicable to his resignation request. CPIO, IPRC vide letter
No.IPRC/CPIO/RTI/426/2023 dated 11.05.2023 had provided the information to the applicant.

3. The appeal and the reply provided by CPIO have been examined. It is understood that the
appellant is seeking clarification for the reply provided to SI.No.1 which is not acceptable. Further, |
am of the opinion that the reply furnished by CPIO for both the queries are in order.

4. The appellant may kindly note that, he had preferred the appeal only after the expiry of thirty days
(reply updated in RTI-MIS on 12.05.2023; appeal received on 15.06.2023) and has not satisfactorily
established the causes that prevented him from filing the appeal within the time frame. However,
Appellate Authority has taken a lenient view on the same and considered the appeal and arrived at
the above conclusion. Hence, the appeal is decided accordingly.

6. A second appeal against this decision lies with the Central Information Commission, CIC
Bhawan, Baba Gangnath Marg, Munirka, New Delhi-110067, within ninety days from the date on

which this decision is received.
N \é @\,
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T e yTfATE /First Appellate Authority

7. This Appeal is disposed of at Mahendragiri on the 14" of July, 2023.

49T H/To

2. Shri.V Udaya Kumar
Central Public Information Officer
ISRO Propulsion Complex
Mahendragiri, Tirunelveli District
Tamilnadu - 627 133



HTLd 9L /Government of India
safter Awm/Department of Space
TEU Aed HI=d/ISRO Propulsion Complex
#gzfMfMahendragiri
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PROCEEDINGS OF THE FIRST APPELLATE AUTHORITY UNDER THE
RIGHT TO INFORMATION ACT, 2005

Appeal No.50/2023

srftereat T ATH/Name of Appellant gfd=Tet #1 ATa/_Name of Respondent

Central Public Information Officer
ISRO Propulsion complex
Mahendragiri, Tirunelveli District
Tamilnadu - 627 133

1. Shri. Anurag Kumar Gupta had submitted a RTI application on 15.06.2023 and received by CPIO .
IPRC, seeking information under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005. Not satisfied with the reply provided
by the CPIO, the appellant has submitted an appeal dated 18.07.2023 to First Appellate Authonty
(FAA), IPRC on the ground of refusal of access to information.

DECISION

2. It is observed that the appellant had sought information on the compensation rules that applies with
regard to the delay attributed in processing his resignation request. Based on the inputs received from
the custodian of records, the CPIO replied to the appellant vide letter No.IPRC/CPIO/RTI/456/2023
dated 18.07.2023 (uploaded in RTI-MIS on 18.07.2023 itself).

3. The appeal and the reply provided by CPIO have been examined. In this regard, it is noticed that
CPIO had provided the information on the queries sought by the applicant. Further, the claim of the
appellant on office not providing any explanation to the query is untenable, as the PIO is bound to
furnish information as defined under section 2(f) of the RTI Act and doesn’t requires to draw any
inferences or make any assumptions. As, such | am of the opinion that the reply furnished by CPIO is
in order. Hence, the appeal is decided accordingly.

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

6. This Appeal is disposed of at Mahendragiri on the 09" of August, 2023. |
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PROCEEDINGS OF THE FIRST APPELLATE AUTHORITY UNDER THE
RIGHT TO INFORMATION ACT, 2005

Appeal No.51/2023

adteeat 1 719/
Name of Appellant

Rt T : Central Public Information Officer
Name of Respondent ISRO Propulsion complex
: Mahendragiri, Tirunelveli District
Tamilnadu - 627 133

1. Shri. D.R. Selvanayagam had submitted a RTI application on 15.06.2023 and received by
CPIO IPRC, seeking information under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005. Due to non-receipt of
information from CPIQO, appellant has submitted an appeal dated 25.07.2023 to First Appellate
Authority (FAA), IPRC requesting to furnish the information sought by him. Based on the inputs
received from the custodian of records, the CPIO, IPRC had replied to the appellant vide letter
No.IPRC/CPIO/RTI/457/2023 dated 03.08.2023 (uploaded in RTI-MIS on 04.08.2023).

DECISION

2. It is observed that the appellant had sought various details regarding recovery of fraudulent
LTC claims. As the reply had already been furnished by CPIO vide letter No.CPIO/RTI/457/2023
dated 03.08.2023, the appeal stands disposed of. Further, | am of the opinion that the reply
furnished by CPIO is in order. The appeal is decided accordingly.

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

7. This Appeal is disposed of at Mahendragiri on the 09" of August, 2023.
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PROCEEDINGS OF THE FIRST APPELLATE AUTHORITY UNDER THE
RIGHT TO INFORMATION ACT, 2005

Appeal No.49/2023

FdterRat HT ATH/
Name of Appellant

gyfaardt &7 778/ : Central Public Information Officer

Name of Respondent ISRO Pfopulsion complex
Mahendragiri, Tirunelveli District
Tamilnadu - 627 133

1. Shri. P. Nagalingam had submitted a RT| application on 01.06.2023 and received by CPIO
IPRC, seeking information under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005. Due to non-receipt of
information from CPIO, appellant has submitted an appeal dated 13.07.2023 to First Appellate
Authority (FAA), IPRC requesting to furnish the information sought by him. Based on the inputs
~ received from the custodian of records, the CPIO, IPRC had replied to the appellant vide letter
No.CPIO/RTI/448/2023 dated 30.06.2023 (uploaded in RTI-MIS on 30.06.2023 itself).

DECISION

2. It is observed that the appellant had sought details regarding recovery of fraudulent LTC
claims. As the reply had already been furnished by CPIO vide letter No.CPIO/RTI/448/2023
dated 30.06.2023, the appeal stands disposed of. Further, | am of the opinion that the reply
furnished by CPIQ is in order. The appeal is decided accordingly.

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

7. This Appeal is disposed of at Mahendragiri on the 09" of August, 2023.
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PROCEEDINGS OF THE FIRST APPELLATE AUTHORITY UNDER THE
RIGHT TO INFORMATION ACT, 2005
Appeal No.52/2023

Aftershat &1 A/Name of Appellant gfAarEt #1 Aw/Name of Respondent

Central Public Information Officer
ISRO Propulsion complex
Mahendragiri, Tirunelveli District
Tamilnadu - 627 133

1. Shri. D.R. Selvanayagam had submitted a RTI application on 15.06.2023 and received by CPIO
IPRC, seeking information under the provisions of RTIl Act, 2005. Due to non-receipt of information
from CPIO, appellant has submitted an appeal dated 25.07.2023 to First Appellate Authority (FAA),
IPRC requesting to furnish the information sought by him.

DECISION

2. It is observed that the appellant had sought various details regarding recovery of fraudulent LTC
claims and CPIO, IPRC vide letter No.IPRC/CPIO/RTI/457/2023 dated 03.08.2023 had furnished the
reply to the appellant. Accordingly, the appeal was disposed of on 09.08.2023. However, on receipt of
the reply from CPIO, Shri.Selvanayagam had preferred another appeal vide e-mail dated 18.08.2023,
stating that the reply provided by CPIO on Sl.No. A(i), B, D & E are not satisfactory.

3. The appeal and the reply provided by CPIO have been examined. It is observed that, most of the
queries raised by the appellant are either in the nature of clarification or seeking opinion from the
public authority. It has to be noted that, under RTI, the public authority is not supposed to create or
interpret information/solve the problems raised by the applicants/furnish replies to hypothetical
questions. Only such information can be provided which already exist with the public authority. As
such, | am of the opinion that the reply furnished by CPIO is in order. Hence, the appeal is decided
accordingly.

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

7. This Appeal is disposed of at Mahendragiri on the 15™ of September, 2023.
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PROCEEDINGS OF THE FIRST APPELLATE AUTHORITY UNDER THE
RIGHT TO INFORMATION ACT, 2005
Appeal No.53/2023

Fdtershdat &1 ara/Name of Appellant gia=ar=t &1 arA/Name of Respondent

Smt. Varde Hiranben B
Central Public information Officer
ISRO Propulsion complex
Mahendragiri, Tirunelveli District
Tamilnadu - 627133

1. Ms. Amsavalli had submitted a RTI application on 04/08/2023 and received by CPIO IPRC,
seeking information under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005. The appellant has submitted an appeal
dated 20/09/2023 to First Appellate Authority (FAA), IPRC on the grounds of refusal to access of
information requested.

DECISION

2. It is observed that the appeliant had sought various details regarding the recruitment exam for
Technical Assistant (Civil) conducted by IPRC. Based on the inputs received from the custodian of
records, the CPIO replied to the appellant vide letter No.IPRC/CPIO/RT1/474/2023 dated 31.08.2023
(uploaded in RTI-MIS on 01.09.2023).

3. The appeal and the reply provided by CPIO have been examined. It is observed that, the appellant
is satisfied with reply provided by CP1O except for SI.No.6. On perusal of the inputs provided by the
custodian of records on S| No.6 and on further examination, it understood that the Skill Test
question paper is not retained after examination. As such, | am of the opinion that the reply
furnished by CPIO is in order. Hence, the appeal is decided accordingly.

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

5. This Appeal is disposed of at Mahendragiri on the 19" of October, 2023.
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2. Smt. Varde Hiranben B
Central Public Information Officer
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Mahendragiri, Tirunelveli District
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PROCEEDINGS OF THE FIRST APPELLATE AUTHORITY UNDER THE
RIGHT TO INFORMATION ACT, 2005
Appeal No.54/2023

it FT A/Name of Appellant gfaart %1 9/Name of Respondent

Smt. Varde Hiranben B
Central Public Information Officer
ISRO Propulsion complex
Mahendragiri, Tirunelveli District
Tamilnadu - 627133

1. Shri. Subas Chandra Patro had submitted a RTI application on 15/08/2023 and received by
CPIO IPRC, seeking information under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005. Due to non-receipt of the
information, the appellant has submitted an appeal dated 27/09/2023 to First Appellate Authority
(FAA), IPRC.

DECISION

2. Itis observed that the appellant had sought details regarding the Pay & allowances, incentive,
bonus, award etc., pertaining to Fire Service personnel of DOS / ISRO. Based on the inputs
received from the custodian of records, the CPIO replied to the appellant vide letter
No.IPRC/CPIO/RTI/477/2023 dated 26.09.2023 (uploaded in RTI-MIS on 27.09.2023).

3. As the reply had already been furnished by CPIO vide letter No.IPRC/CPIO/RTI/477/2023
dated 26.09.2023, the appeal stands disposed of. Further, | am of the opinion that the reply
furnished by CPIO is in order. The appeal is decided accordingly.

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

5. This Appeal is disposed of at Mahendragiri on the 23™ of October, 2023.
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PROCEEDINGS OF THE FIRST APPELLATE AUTHORITY UNDER THE
RIGHT TO INFORMATION ACT, 2005
Appeal No.55/2023

Gﬂﬂﬁﬁf @l "ATH/Name of Appellant Tlﬁ-'fa'l?:ﬁ @1 ATH/Name of Respondent

Smt. Varde Hiranben B
Central Public Information Officer
ISRO Propulsion complex
Mahendragiri, Tirunelveli District
Tamilnadu - 627133

1. Shri. D.R. Selvanayagam had submitted a RTI application on 25/08/2023 and received by
CPIO IPRC, seeking information under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005. Due to non-receipt of the
information, the appellant has submitted an appeal dated 27/09/2023 to First Appellate Authority
(FAA), IPRC.

DECISION

2. It is observed that the appellant had sought various details regarding recovery of LTC claims.
Based on the inputs received from the custodian of records, the CPIO replied to the appellant
vide letter No.IPRC/CPIO/RT1/482/2023 dated 18.10.2023 (uploaded in RTI-MIS on 18.10.2023
itself).

3. As the reply had already been furnished by CPIO vide letter No.IPRC/CPIO/RTI/482/2023
dated 18.10.2023, the appeal stands disposed of. Further, | am of the opinion that the reply
furnished by CPIO is in order. The appeal is decided accordingly.

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

5. This Appeal is disposed of at Mahendragiri on the 26" of October, 2023.
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PROCEEDINGS OF THE FIRST APPELLATE AUTHORITY UNDER THE
RIGHT TO INFORMATION ACT, 2005
Appeal No.56/2023

Srfierepdl &1 TH/Name of Appellant

JfaaTdl ST ARI/Name of Respondent Smt. Varde Hiranben B
Central Public Information Officer

ISRO Propulsion complex
Mahendragiri, Tirunelveli District
Tamilnadu - 627133

1. Shri. J. Suresh Jeevan had submitted a RTI application on 06.08.2023 and received by CPIO
IPRC, seeking information under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005. Based on the information
received from the custodian of records, CPIO vide letter No.IPRC/CPIO/RTI/475/2023 dated
26.09.2023 had reply to the appellant. Not satisfied with the reply provided, the appellant has
submitted an appeal dated 08.10.2023 to First Appellate Authority (FAA), IPRC.

DECISION

2. It is observed that the appellant had sought various details regarding recovery of LTC claims
done by IPRC. Based on the inputs received from the custodian of records, the CPIO replied to
the appellant vide letter No.IPRC/CPIO/RTI/475/2023 dated 26.09.2023 and uploaded in
RTI-MIS on the same day itself.

3. The appeal and the reply provided by CPIO have been examined. It is understood that, the
appellant’s contention is on the reply provided by CPIO to SI No.1 & 3. It is observed that,for
Sl No.1, CPIO had not denied any information but had requested the applicant for inspection of
records. The appellant shall understand that, in order to sort out the details, the custodian of
records has to compile over a large amount of data in respect of serving and retired employees
which would disproportionately divert the manpower and resources of the public authority. As
such, | am of the opinion that the reply furnished by CPIO is in order. Further, with respect to
Sl No.3, the appellant had sought details regarding the verification charges paid to Air India and
CPIO had already provided the reply for the same. However, the reply is modified as follows:

Verification charges were paid to Air India on two occasions.

<68,750/- on 04.08.2016 for verifying 275 tickets
€29,205/- on 22.02.2022 for verifying 99 tickets out of 1297 tickets

4. The appeal is decided accordingly. However, it is hereby informed that, the appellant may
contact the CPIO for inspection of records for SI.No.1 on a mutually convenient date and time.
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5. A second appeal against this decision lies with the Central Information Commission, CIC

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

6. This Appeal is disposed of at Mahendragiri on the 6™ of November, 2023.
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2. Smt. Varde Hiranben B
Central Public Information Officer
ISRO Propulsion Complex
Mahendragiri, Tirunelveli District
Tamilnadu - 627133
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PROCEEDINGS OF THE FIRST APPELLATE AUTHORITY UNDER THE
RIGHT TO INFORMATION ACT, 2005
Appeal No.58/2023

3rfiererdl &1 AM/Name of Appellant ﬂﬁﬁT’gﬁ %1 "ATH/Name of Respondent

Smt. Varde Hiranben B
Central Public Information Officer
ISRO Propulsion complex
Mahendragiri, Tirunelveli District
Tamilnadu - 627133

1. Shri. D.R. Selvanayagam had submitted a RTI application on 25/08/2023 and received by
CPIO IPRC, seeking information under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005. Based on the information
received from custodian of records, CPIO had replied to the applicant vide letter
No.IPRC/CPIO/RTI/482/2023 dated 18/10/2023. Not satisfied by the reply provided, the appellant
has submitted an appeal dated 30/10/2023 to First Appellate Authority (FAA).

DECISION

2. It is obsenved;that the appellant had sought various details regarding recovery of fraudulent
LTC- ctaims. “CPIO had provided the sought information to the applicant vide letter
No.IPRC/CPIO/RTI/482/2023 dated 18/10/2023 and uploaded in RTI-MIS. On receipt of the
reply, the applicant had filed an appeal stating that the CPIO had provided incomplete,
misleading and false information on SL.No. 3, 8, 14(2), 14(3), 14(4), 14(5) & 14(6).

3. The appeal and the reply provided by CPIO have been examined. The appellant’s contention
on each of the queries (3, 8, 14(2), 14(3), 14(4), 14(5) & 14(6)) and FAA’s observation is detailed

below:

Query No.3 & 8:

For SI.No.3, the appellant had sought details regarding the discrepancies noted in the
LTC claims. Even though the query was in the nature of clarification the PIO had replied that the
actual amount paid to Air India is less than the amount settled to the employee. As for SI.No.8,
the appellant had sought the name details of the employees whose LTC tickets were sent for
verification on 20.10.2021. The PIO had provided the sought details to the query. However, it is
observed that, the appellant is relying on assumption and seeking newer information through the
appeal which cannot be provided at this juncture.

Query No. 14(2), 14(3). 14(4). 14(5) & 14(6)

The queries are pertaining to the recovery made from retired employees based on the
discrepancies found in their LTC claims. On perusal of the reply provided, it is observed that PIO
had provided the point wise information as sought by the appellant and the same is found to be
satisfactory. For SI.No.14(2), PIO had already provided the information regarding the employees
who had agreed to refund the amount in installments and the number of installments they have
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remitted. For SI.No.14(3), 14(4) &14(5), it is understood that instruction to withhold CHSS claims
in respect of certain employees were communicated to Accounts division during October, 2023.
Further, the appellant shall note that, withholding can only be effected once the claims are
submitted by the retired employee. On examination of the SI.No.14(6), it is found that the
appellant had sought names of retired employees from whom IPRC is unable to make CHSS
recovery since they are not availing the facility. On perusal, the reply provided for the same is
also found to be in order.

Further, attention of the appellant is invited to the decision of Appeal N0.44/2023 dated
13.04.2023 made by the undersigned against his appeal dated 28.02.2023 and it is reiterated
that the appellant shall understand that, the verification of LTC claims was a complex
procedure and is voluminous in nature. As such, to sort out any related details on the
same, the custodian of records has to compile over a large amount of data which would
disproportionately divert the manpower and resources of the public authority. In this
regard, it is suggested that, if the appellant is having any further queries regarding the
recovery of LTC claims he shall examine the scope for inspection of the available records
subject to severance (u/s 10) and exemptions (u/s 8) under the RTI, ACT. Hence, the
appeal is decided accordingly.

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

5. This Appeal is disposed of at Mahendragiri on the 29" of November, 2023.
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2. Smt. Varde Hiranben B
Central Public Information Officer
ISRO Propulsion Complex
Mahendragiri, Tirunelveli District
Tamilnadu - 627133
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PROCEEDINGS OF THE FIRST APPELLATE AUTHORITY UNDER THE
RIGHT TO INFORMATION ACT, 2005 «
Appeal No.57/2023

o
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Gl"lﬂﬁ?ﬁ‘lf &1 "AH/Name of Appellant Uﬁﬁlﬁ DT dTH/Name of Respondent

Smt. Varde Hiranben B
Central Public Information Officer
ISRO Propulsion complex
Mahendragiri, Tirunelveli District
Tamilnadu - 627133

1. Shri. D.R. Selvanayagam had submitted a RTI application on 20/08/2023 and received by
CPIO IPRC, seeking information under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005. CPIO, IPRC had
transferred the application to URSC, Bengaluru on 25.08.2023 for providing information to the
applicant. However, the appellant has submitted an appeal dated 29/10/2023 to First Appellate
Authority (FAA), IPRC on the grounds of providing misleading or false information.

DECISION ‘

2. It is observed that the appellant had sought details regarding the 7" cPC pension revision
done by URSC, Bengaluru for Scientist/Engineer-‘H' grade which was discussed during the
pension Adalat held in IPRC. As the information sought was closely related to URSC, Bengaluru,
the RTI application was transferred to the Centre under section 6(3) of the RTI, Act for providing
the information directly to the applicant.

3. Since the RTI had been transferred to URSC, the authority for issuing decision on the appeal
lies with URSC only. As such, the appellant is advised to submit the appeal to First Appellate
Authority, URSC for decision. The appeal is decided accordingly.

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

5. This Appeal is disposed of at Mahendragiri on the 29™ of November, 2023.
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PROCEEDINGS OF THE FIRST APPELLATE AUTHORITY UNDER THE
RIGHT TO INFORMATION ACT, 2005
Appeal No.59/2023

SrfiaHdl HT TH/Name of Appellant

wferard) ST TH/Name of Respondent Smt. Varde Hiranben B
_ Central Public Information Officer
ISRO Propulsion complex
Mahendragiri, Tirunelveli District
Tamilnadu - 627133

1. Shri. Boby Wilson had submitted a RTI application on 29/11/2023 and received by CPIO
IPRC, seeking information under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005. Based on the information
received from custodian of records, CPIO had replied to the applicant vide Iletter
No.IPRC/CPIO/RTI/521/2023 dated 14/12/2023. Not satisfied by the reply provided, the appellant
has submitted an appeal dated 15/12/2023 to First Appellate Authority (FAA), IPRC.

DECISION

2. It is observed that the appellant had sought the details regarding the written test conducted by
IPRC for recruitment to various posts. CPIO had provided the sought information to the applicant
vide letter No.IPRC/CPIO/RTI/521/2023 dated 14/12/2023 and uploaded in RTI-MIS. On receipt
of the reply, the applicant had filed an appeal stating that the CPIO had refused access to
information requested.

3. The appeal and the reply provided by CPIO have been examined. It is understood that, the
appellant’s contention is on the reply provided by CPIO to Sl No. 3, 4 & 5. It is observed that for
Sl No. 3, 4 & 5, CPIO had not denied any information but had informed to the applicant that the
details sought will be published in Centre’s website after completion of Skill Test.

4. The appellant shall understand that, the recruitment process is a procedure which requires
utmost attention right from the beginning of publishing the advertisement till the publishing of the
final selection list. Moreover, the recruitment for Technician B (Plumber, Electrician) & Light
Vehicle Driver consists of written test as well as skill test and providing the marks of each
candidate for the above post before the completion of skill test doesn’'t seem to be ideal. Further,
as informed by CPIO, the final selection list for the recruitment was published in the Centre’s
website (www.iprc.gov.in » careers—+ results) which is accessible for the public. As such, | am
of the opinion that the reply furnished by CPIO is in order and hence the appeal stands disposed
of. :
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4. A second appeal against this decision lies with the Central Information Commission, CIC

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

5. This Appeal is disposed of at Mahendragiri on the 12" of January, 2024.
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2. Smt. Varde Hiranben B
Central Public Information Officer
ISRO Propulsion Complex
Mahendragiri, Tirunelveli District
Tamilnadu - 627133
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PROCEEDINGS OF THE FIRST APPELLATE AUTHORITY UNDER THE
RIGHT TO INFORMATION ACT, 2005
Appeal No.63/2023

3rdteredt &1 ATH/Name of Appellant Uﬁ-’@iﬁ 91 ATH/Name of Respondent

Smt. Varde Hiranben B
Central Public Information Officer
ISRO Propulsion complex
Mahendragiri, Tirunelveli District
Tamilnadu - 627133

1. Shri. J. Suresh Jeevan had submitted a RTI application on 01/11/2023 and received by
CPIO, IPRC seeking information under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005. Not satisfied with the
reply provided by CPIO, appellant has submitted an appeal dated 12/01/2024 to furnish the
information sought by him.

DECISION

2. Itis observed that the appellant had sought details related to the LTC recovery process carried
by IPRC as per the instruction from Department. Based on the inputs received from the
custodian of records, the CPIO replied to the appellant vide letter No.IPRC/CPIO/RTI/504/2023
dated 04/01/2024.

3. The appeal and the reply provided by CPIO have been examined. It is observed that the
appellant is not satisfied with reply provided by CPIO on S| No.4. However, on perusal of the
query, it is seen that the same is in the nature of clarification at the first place. The appellant may
note that, as far as RTI Act is concerned, the PIO is bound to furnish information as defined
under section 2(f) and doesn’t requires to draw any inferences or make any assumptions. As,
such | am of the opinion that the reply furnished by CPIO is in order.

4. Further, the appellant shall understand that, the verification of fraudulent LTC claims was a
complex procedure and is voluminous in nature. As such, to sort out any related details
on the same, the custodian of records has to compile over a large amount of data which
would disproportionately divert the manpower and resources of the public authority. In
this regard, it is suggested that, if the appellant is having any further queries regarding
the recovery of LTC claims he shall examine the scope for inspection of the available
records subject to severance (u/s 10) and exemptions (u/s 8) under the RTI, Act. Hence,
the appeal is decided accordingly.

\

YQ;S‘EEQ,

bﬁj”?"f A aay Page 1 of 2



4. A second appeal against this decision lies with the Central Information Commission, CIC

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

4. This Appeal is disposed of at Mahendragiri on the 09™ of February, 2024.
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2. Smt. Varde Hiranben B
Central Public Information Officer
ISRO Propulsion Complex
Mahendragiri, Tirunelveli District
Tamilnadu - 627133
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PROCEEDINGS OF THE FIRST APPELLATE AUTHORITY UNDER THE

RIGHT TO INFORMATION ACT, 2005
Appeal No.65/2024

Srdieedl &1 AT/Name of Appellant Hﬁl’d‘l’cﬁ 1 HTH/Name of Respondent

Smt. Varde Hiranben B
Central Public Information Officer
ISRO Propulsion complex
Mahendragiri, Tirunelveli District
Tamilnadu - 627133

1. Shri. M. N. Subramanian had submitted a RTI| application on 06/01/2024 and received by
CPIO, IPRC seeking information under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005. Due to non-receipt of
information from CPIO, appellant has submitted an appeal dated 12/02/2024 to furnish the
information sought by him.

DECISION

2. It is observed that the appellant had sought the list of non-administrative staff (S&T and other
categories) both serving & retired as on 01/01/2024, who had opted to remain under Contributory
Provident Fund (CPF) terms. Based on the inputs received from the custodian of records, the
CPIO replied to the appellant vide letter No.IPRC/CPIO/RTI/537/2024 dated 04/03/2024.

3. As the reply had already been furnished by CPIO vide letter No.IPRC/CPIO/RTI/537/2024
dated 04/03/2024, the appeal stands disposed of. Further, | am of the opinion that the reply
furnished by CPIO is in order. The appeal is decided accordingly.

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

4. This Appeal is disposed of at Mahendragiri on the 13" of February, 2024.
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2. Smt. Varde Hiranben B
Central Public Information Officer
ISRO Propulsion Complex
Mahendragiri, Tirunelveli District
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