Appeals received by First Appellate Authority (RTI) under the RTI Act against the reply of CPIO-

(April 2025 to March 2026)

Application Received Application Disposed

11 11

(Dr. Himanshu Pandey)
(F.A.A. & Dy. Registrar)

Note: - All FAA application and replies are given below. (Attached all FAA application scan copy)
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Refused access to Information Requested

Text of RTI First
Appeal (S{Rﬂaﬂf
UYH AT 1 UTS)

hHac Hirianling meu in DTIMICIA AMammsc=lMainila cbhe e e o W dAk

ToDr. Himanshu PandeyDeputy Registrar & First Appellate
AuthorityCentral Institute of ngher Tibetan StudiesSarnath, Varanasi
221007Email: droffice@cihts.ac.inCC:Shri Sunil Kumar, CPIO &
Asst. Registrar, CIHTS cpio@cihts.ac.inShri R K Mishra, Nodal
Officer, CIHTS rkmishra@cihts.ac.inSubject: First Appeal under RTI
Act, 2005 Against CPIO Response
(CIHTS/RTI/13/202526)Respected Sir,I am writing this letter to file a
First Appeal under Section 19(1) of the Right to Information Act,
2005 against the reply provided by the Central Public Information
Officer (CPIO), CIHTS; dated 27.08.2025, regarding my RTI
application (CUOTSR/R/EDJ/OOOOOQ) submttn:d on 15.08.2025.In |

I
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_any part of my query is unclear, the CPIO should have asked for

RTI Appeal Details

the RTT reply, the CPIO has stated that:1.For Que%{i}&{f’f\%i 1ktrﬁe
information is available on the website of the InsRRICTREY iR
Questions No. 2, 3, and 4, the reply mentions that the GUeiies do-hot
fall under the definition of information“as per-Section 2(£:6% heR TI
Act, and cites the inability to answer hypothetical questions or
provide justification/clarifications.Grounds of Appeal:1.Incomplete
Response for Question 1:The CPIOs reply only generically states that
the Recruitment Rules are available on the website without
specifying the exact URL or document title. As an applicant, I have
the right to receive a specific, pointed reply. Simply directing to the
website without the exact location does not fulfill the obligation
under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act.2.Regarding Questions 2, 3 &
4:While it is correct that opinions or justifications are not information
under Section 2(f), my questions were framed to seek specific
reasons and procedural clarity related to the application process. If

clarification instead of outright denial. Furthermore, if any internal
correspondence, rules, or meeting minutes exist regarding the matters
asked, such documents should have been shared under RTI.Relief
Sought:A direction to the CPIO to provide specific and pointwise
replies to each question.Access to any official documents, file
notings, or cominunication available regarding the points raised in
Questions 2, 3, and 4, if available on record.] hope my appeal will be
considered in the spirit of transparency and in accordance with the
provisions of the RTI Act, 2005.Thanking you,Yours

faithfully,. .-~~~ o g e

oy . ~r 2 s
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10/13/25, 11:24 PM Central Inslitule of Higher Tibelan Studies Mail - Surnmion far Hearing_RTI_FAA_CIHTS

CPIO CIHTS <cpio@cihts\ac,in>

- Summon for Hearing_RTI_FAA_CIHTS

1 message

Deputy Registrar <droffice@cihts.ac.in> Maon, Sep 15, 2025 at 4:50 AM
Mo B0, " R @R 22 &5 0 Lo Be el S ae T
Bee: cpio@cihts.ac.in

Sir, ¥

This refers to your following First Appeal received by the undersigned:

(i) First Appeal RTI received through email on 27.08.2025.

(ii) First Appeal RTI registration No. CUOTS/A/E/25/00001 received on 27.08.2025
(iii)  First Appeal RTI registration No. CUOTS/A/E/25/00002 received on 03.09.2025
(iv)  First Appeal RTI registration No. CUOTS/A/E/25/00003 received on 03.09.2025
(v) First Appeal RTI registration No. CUOTS/A/E/25/00004 received on 03.09.2025
(vi)  First Appeal RTI registration No. CUOTS/A/E/25/00005 received on 03.09.2025

It has been noted that you have initiated 08 (08 + 04 is repetition of same =12) RTI applications since
August 2025, containing more than 60 (excluding sub-questions/information) questions/informations. Inspite
of voluminous information asked by you, CPIO has replied to all the questions within the stipulated period,
as provided in the RTI Act, 2005. )

I have gone through the replies of CPIO and your First Appeals, and it has. bean observed that being not
satisfied with the reply of €PIO, you have preferred First Appeals.

As per Section 2(f) of the RTI Act, 2005, only available & existing information can be provided. It has been
noted that much information, in respect of your questions, can only be provided in the material form. Hence,
as per Right to Information Rule, 2012, Rupees Two (Rs.2/-) for each page (in A-3 or smaller size paper) is
to be provided by the RTI applicant to the organization for receiving the information in material. However, in
the first appeal received by the undersigned 27.08.2025, you do not agree with the request of the CPIO to
pay Rs.32/- against the material information to be provided. Moreover, you are of the opinion that this is niot
in accordance with the spirit of the RTI Act, 2005.

It has also been.noted that on receipt of CPIO reply, you preferred first appeal against 06 replies and
thereafter submitted the requisite additional payment, as per the RTI Rule, 2021, as requested by the CPIO.
On payment, CPIO has provided the available & existing information as annexures.

In view of the above, following the principles of natural justice, you are requested to attend
the personal hearing on 20.09.2025 at 11.00am. The venue of the hearing shall be O/o Deputy
Registrar & FAA (RTI), Administrative Building, CIHTS, Sarnath, Varanasi-221007. After
hearing, FAA will take a decision, as per the RTI Act, 2005,

Thanking you,
Yours sincerely
Dr. Himanshu Pandey

FAA/ Deputy Registrar

@ Summon for Hearing_RTI_ mar s s L0 pdf
~ 549K
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Central Public I,nforﬁat:i'('j'h-"infj.g';e‘rﬂ"',f:‘-‘ »
Central Institute of Higher Tibetan Studies

Sarnath; Varanasi-221007

ORDER =~ . e

RTI application received by CPIO ' - 16._0'}8.2025

Date'of RTI reply by CPIO .~ - . - - '27.08.2025"

- First Appeal-byithe Appellant. <. .. e 301082025 -

Personal Hearing date fixedon ™ - - ... 20:09.2025

Appellant niot attended the personal hearing = 7. ,20.09.2025
1. The-orderishall dispose of the appeal bearing regi'stratjoh‘rf]‘o{iACUOTS/A/EIZ.5/OQOO'1 filed

by 7 o ‘,"..:,: i ;i o Sl Do TR

2. It has been noted thatzyou have initiated 08 (08:+:04 is repetition-ofsame:i=12)
Applications  within:*-34"days  which contains:*:around 67 (éxcluding sub-
questions/information) questions/information. Inspite of voluminous information asked by
you, CPIO has provided ail the information ‘within the stipulated pericd, as provided in

“the RTI Act, 2005, | .." .. A

3. As per the direction-.of the Chief Information Commission & :DoPT; third--part

transparency audit of the Institute for the year 2024-25. has been done,.and the Insitute

. secured 96% i.e. ".ﬂ\-'Grade"(higest grade). The audited report is availablein the Insitute
iwebsite under heading Suo-Motu Disclosoure, and all related information is.available on

Sy

4 yhe(’épﬁéIjé’n,t-"in:"hiv:é:r'c’;:_rjginal?{:RTl application has sought éi}"*_ifrj’f:o'(jr‘na_tion:'Bein\cjj\{f‘ryi‘bt, ééti’éfied '
with the reply of CPIO; preferred this appeal in r/o of all /th'e'.-4'_>inf0rmatjon;. @ b e e
For Q.No. 1 L :
Thef‘fir§t information is related to total sanctioned posts of Assistant Registrar. -
Detaiis “of ‘all. posts inyclud.in,g_ no. of sanctioned posts are available in the Recruitment
Rule (RR) of the Institute, and the RR is approved by the highest decision making body
of the Institute j.e. Boardic')f_GQ\_/emors. o o
CPIO in his reply has rightly mentioned that the RR is available in the Institute website.
However, appellant in-hisin his first appeal desires-the exact URL.‘As desired,URL. is -

https:Ilciht’s.ac'.inlwp-Content/uploads/ZOZZlOQlRéc‘ur_itinent-RuleZpdf -
Hence, the FAA upholds the reply of CPIO : % o

For Q.No. 2 R+ ST " fr g A :
As per Section 2(f) of the RTI Act, 2025, only available & existing information ‘can be
provided. No materijal information regarding creation of additional post. on record
is available. g o,
. ForQNo.3&4 .~ Fee vl i _ :
- Regarding. information' no. 3 & 4, the appellant has admitted in’ his first appeal that
. While it is correct that opinins or justifications are not ‘information’ under section
2(f), my question were framed to seek specific reason_and procedural clarity
related to the application process”. o o K




S Wﬁ@?ﬁfﬁ&n wn:r:mwu arrwwﬁ

g

* rauthoritycan be.prol

Tf‘ -_'_"-:.'Appellant

..:'The FAA is of the" ‘opi
“Act and witl fesult in expans&on of scope of the original’RTI application. In this regard,

the Hon'ble CIC in ts order in the matter of Shri.\Harish Prasad - Divedi- Vs. Bharat.
Petroleum Corporati@ Ltd (Case No. CIC/LS/A]2013/"‘G14?TSS) obberved the-following: -

CPIO  has also. No
CIC/SB/A/2016/00102
observed that.under..

available and éxistifi

‘d held by the public authonty b s una’er controi of the. ,Dub-fc
. Fhe PIO is not supposed, o créate: mformafxon that is.not a

artof-the record: H

part of his original RTI appllcatjon like —any internal corresponaence rules or meet:ng
minute: exist regardlng the matter asked. It is pertinent to- menrron that these are not

the part of the ongmal RTI apphcatron B e
Rion thatsu::h a request in appeal-is not permissible under the RTI

“7. Having heard" t subm:ss:on and perused rhe records Ihe Comm:ssmn
agrees with the Respondenrs that the information’ now sought by rhe AppeHanf in
the present appeal dtd not form part of his original RT/- apphcatwn Therefore the
Commission is not:in‘a position to allow the disclostre of the information which
had not even been: soUght by the appellant in his RTl:application. An:information
seeker cannot-be:allowed to expand the scope of his*RTI enquiry:at-appeal stage:

No disclosure car

ok ﬂnd that the fresh mformat!on in this appeal do not Warrant consnderatlon at. this

“stage.’™

S W N

= The.ﬁappeal |sr_accord|ngl j

In view of the abo\;e observatlons | find that there is no: need to interfere-with the reply
of the_respondent (CPIO), as-all the available and- e;usmng !nformatlon as per Seciion
(f) of the RT! Act 2005 has been provnded C e 2

osed‘of

(Dr. Himanﬁl ?la;néfey,):-;: 2w
Dy. Registrar & FAA" s

Copy to:- o e _
Sr. Asstt. to VC for Kmd information of the Hon'ble VC " ‘
Registrar office for. kind: mformatlon of the Registrar

Nodal Officer (RT1):-x %

CPIO,.CIHTS

o rs a!so not required to mfer,oret /nformatfon or furnfsh re,ones for
e ﬂomenca} ques::ms B .
“"The FAA upholds’ the' reply of the CPIO |

Appellant in. his First? Appeal has attemtéd to get the fresh mformatlon .which was. not

He e'fore be directed to be made m the present appeal of the -
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I Al  USITHROT B ARI) -
TSR uT HT):
Name (FTH) : . o Gender (fei) |
Address (UdT) : 5
Pin code (F?Frﬁa :
State ATO) : - Country (S¥0) :
Phone Number (B9 ' ] Mobile Number (AIGTS @ o
&) . ) :
Email-ID (SAd- | - |
\?d[géh e |

Status (ﬁﬁzrﬁ) « ' Educational Status (ﬁ&l‘fﬁ”ﬁﬁ

Is Appellant Bellow Poverty No

Clinznehip Shdus Line ? (T 3Yer Seaarer |
(IR :. TR AT P18 : |
24047 ' Date of Receipt of CPIO's Details not |

CPIO Approached Order/Decision(TTUISTE AT provided

GIREC)E

(e e - ¥ s Fofa 3 <e 91 |

CPIO's Details not provided
Order/Decision No.
&rdramgan m_&rr&sn
) Fyotg He)
Ground for Refused access:to:Information Requested
Appeal(x’:rcﬁ'c"f Eal '
SHTUR) :
Text of RTI First To.Dr. Himanshu PandeyFirst Appellate Authdﬁry & Deputy |
Appeal (&ﬂ'q—cf’[aﬂ‘s‘: RegistrarCentral Institute of Higher Tibetan StudiesSamath, Varanasi |

Ty U &1 UTS) : 221Q_O’/‘-Subject:A_Sﬁbﬂr;ﬁxi;sion of Firgt Appeal under RTI Act, 2005 g
against reply of CPIO1inRTI-Application No. l
i

CUOQOTS/R/E/25/00006Respected Sir,Please find enclosed my First
Appeal underSection 'LO(L) of the RTI Act, 2005 against the reply of
the CPIO vide:letter No.:CIHTS/RTI/10/202526 dated
02.09.2025.The:reply provided is incomplete and amounts to denial |
of information. L.have explained the grounds in detail in the enclosed
appeal and-requested necessary directions.I kindly request you to :
admit.this:appeal‘and:pass appropriate orders. Thanking you,Yours

T AT A A T m AT il b Ve A F e O A A TR FZ e A SVANINATR N AT I Th A S G T8 fma o aPL IR WERE MDA Sl DA AT E hawd > W0 ke




faithfully,

RTI Appaal Datails
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CPIO CIHTS <cpio@cihts.ac.in>

Summon for Hearing_RTI_FAA_CIHTS

1 message
Deputy Registrar <droffice@cihts.ac.in> Mon, Sep 15, 2025 at 4:50 AM
To: T o ot ; >

Bce: cpio@cints.ac.in

¥

Sir,

This refers to your following First Appeal received by the undersigned:

) First Appeal RTI received through email on 27.08.2025.

(i) First Appeal RTI registration No. CUOTS/A/E/25/00001 received on 27.08.2025
(i)  First Appeal RTI registration No. CUQTS/A/E/25/00002 received on 03.09.2025
(iv)  First Appeal RTI registration No. CUOTS/A/ E/25/00003 received on 03.09.2025
(v) First Appeal RTI registration No. CUOTS/A/E/25/00004 received on 03.09.2025
(vi) First Appeal RTI registration No. CUOTS/A/E/25/00005 received on 03.09.2025

It has been noted that you have initiated 08 (08 + 04 is repetition of same =12) RTI applications since
August 2025, containing more than 60 (excluding sub-questions/information) questions/informations. Inspite
of voluminous information asked by you, CPIO has replied to all the questions within the stipulated period,
as provided in the RTI Act, 2005.

I have gone through the replies of CPIO and your First Appeals, and it has been observed that being not
satisfied with the reply of CPIO, you have preferred First Appeals. -

As per Section 2(f) of the RTI Act, 2005, only available & existing information can be provided. It has been
noted that much information, in respect of your questions, can only be provided in the material form. Hence,
as per Right to Information Rule, 2012, Rupees Two (Rs.2/-) for each page (in A-3 or smaller size paper) is
to be provided by the RTI applicant to the organization for receiving the information in material. However, in
the first appeal received by the undersigned 27.08.2025, you do not agree with the request of the CPIO to
pay Rs.32/- against the material information to be provided. Moreover, you are of the opinion that this is not
in accordance with the spirit of the RTI Act, 2005.

It has also been noted that on receipt of CPIO reply, you preferred first appeal against 06 replies and
thereafter submitted the requisite additional payment, as per the RTI Rule, 2021, as requested by the CPIO.
On payment, CPIO has provided the available & existing information as annexures.

In view of the above, following the principles of natural justice, you are requested to attend
the personal hearing on 20.09.2025 at 11.00am. The venue of the hearing shall be O/o Deputy
Registrar & FAA (RTI), Administrative Building, CIHTS, Sarnath, Varanasi-221007. After
hearing, FAA will take a decision, as per the RTI Act, 2005.

Thanking you,
Yours sincerely
Dr. Himanshu Pandey

FAA/ Deputy Registrar

B

Summon for Hearing_=7' - B A - apdf
549K
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Central lnstltute of Higher Tibetan Studles Sarnath, Varanasi | -
e (Deemed to Umvcn Ly) _ .

CTHTS/RTUFAA/02/20236 " i Dute 27092025

IN'THE MATTER OF - HE5/URGENT |
FROA S8 - ﬁW/RT!-MATTER

ﬁTE/ chlstercd/Speed postJ

Ccntml Public Informatlon thuﬁ . L B g 3
Central Institute of Higher lectrm Sl’udlc: i e R¢$.P911d611t‘ o
Sarnath, le 1*’1\1 221007 o L o

ORDER

RTI application received by CRPIO - e .05.08.2025
Date of RTI reply by CPIO .~ - 02.09:2025
First Appeal by the Appellant ' _ - 03.09.2025
Personal Hearing date fixed on--: .. - : ‘ . - + 20.09.2025
Appella "1t not-attended thc pﬁlbD"‘:‘l hedring ' - 7 20.09.2025

1. The Oiuel shaIl cil,:po\e oflhe appcal bearing Iecmtlatlon no CUOTQ/A/E/QS/OZO'J ﬂ "d

by ! ; f

2. It has been noted that jou' have initiated 08 (08" +m‘4 is 1epet1t10n “of dame =12)
Applications within® "34° days which contains” “afound 677 “(excluding  sub-
questions/information) .questions/information. Inspite of: voluminous. information asked
by you, CPIO has p1uv1ded all the information within the stlpulated penod as pmuded
in the RTI Act, 20Ub

3. As per the dlreution of the Chief Information Commi sion ‘& DOPT thud pﬂrty
'tlan;pc.lcncy audlt for the year 2024-25 has been done, and the InSImte secured 96% i.e.
A'Grade. (hlchcs[ ﬁladu) The audited report is available in the Insitute website under
heading Suo-Motu D]awO:DUlL and all related information is-available on the website.

4. The appellant in his:original RTI application has sought 7 information. Being not
satisfied with only oneinformation i.e. Q.No. 7, First Appml has been preferred.

Q.No.

Contcms of the information asked b) the appellant, .-~ “"» .o ¥ - in QNo.7 is
reprod \_ed bc—;lo B own o '
bid! "~ T -7 meet the eligibility criteriaﬂ_‘fqr the vacant post at the timg

of his joining? P
It is to be noted that ‘CPIO has already provided status of thie vacant post af the tite of
joing of Mr. Nirankar Paridey as Computer Maintenance Person (on Contract).

As per Section 2(f) of the RTI Act, 2005, only such information as is available and

existing and held by the public authority or is under control of the public duthority can be

provided. The CPIO is'not suppsed to create information that is not a part of the record.

He is- also not required to mtcrpxet information- or “furnish replies to hypothetical

QLIC\TIDIIS Similarly rediessal of grievances, reason for noncompliance or rules/contesting
- the action of the rupondbnt public authority are outside the purview of the Act.
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Central Instltute of Higher Tibetan Studies, Sarnath, Varanasi
(Deemed to Lzﬂwr:l.,..,}) :

g

F i B

In view of the above CPIO has rightly n,plu,d tlmt no m‘lte}ml mformatlon
regarding eligibilify criteria for the vacant post, at the time of joing.of .

- as Computer antenanw Person (on contract), is available on ItLOld He
can’t interpret 1111011;1_4t10x1 or furnish replies to hypothetical questions. Hence the
appeal lias no merit.. ' ' |

As guch, Faa uphﬁoid‘”th‘e contents/reply of the CP10. et

Appellant in his’ FlIbt Appr:»d has attemted to get the ﬁC\h IHIDIlm:UOD \,\hmh was not
pait of his original RTI application like —Recruitment Rules/eligibility criteria app licable

at the time of my joining, copy of vacancy adv ertisement/notification, certified r,ul,-;es of
file noting/décuments, showing scrutiny of eligibility. bqfole appoiniment, copy of

appointment/engageme approval order. It is pertinent to meniion that these are not the

part of the original RTT application.

The FAA is of thé opirion that such a request in appeal is not permissible under the RTI
Act and will result in- 'expansjon of scope of the original RTI application. In this regard,
the ‘Hon’ble ‘CIC in ‘its ofder in"the matter of Shri Harish Prasad Divedi Vs. Bharat
Petroleum Corp«'_)mtlon Ltd (Case No. CIC/LS/A/2013/001477SS) observed the

following:

“7. Having heard the subiiission and perused the records, the Cominission agrees with
the Respondents that the information now sotght by the Appellant in the present
appeal did not formn pait ‘of his original RTI application. Therefore, the Commission is
not in a position to allow the disclosure of the information which had not even been
sought by the appel[cuzr in his RTI application. An mfommt:on seeker cannot be
allowed to exparnd the scope of his RTI enquiry at appeali stage. No disclosure can,
therefore, be directed, to be wmiade in the present appéal of the Appgllam‘ I find that the
fresh information in this appeal do not warrant consideration at this stage”

In view of the above observaiions, I find that there is no need to interfere with the reply
of the respondent (CPIO), as all the available and exisiting information as per Section

2(f) of the RTT Act, 2005 has been provided.

The appeal is accordingly disposed of.

(Dr. Hinians 1u Pandey)
Dy. Registrar & FAA-

Copy to:-

PS to VC for kind mfounfltlon of the Hon’ble VC..

Registrar office for kind information of the Regun ar

Nodal Officer (RTI) - »
CPIOCIHTS' = wy = i
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RTI Appeal Details
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fafa -

RTI Appeal Received Date 03/09/2025

(SMRETIITS ST UT Bl

Registration No.

(3MRETIHTS 1Y
TSI Ul H3&):

RTI Request CUOTS/R/E/25/00005

RTI Request Registration

Date (RCIATE \?d"jﬁif
USITpR Ul &1 dRING) :

01/08/2025

Name (ATH) : .

| Gender (ﬁ'PT) :

Address (UdI) :

Pin code (NA FT18) : ~

State RTSY) : Country (%.'!ZT) :
Phone Number (Eﬁ_'[ - Mobile Number(ﬂﬁﬂ'l'&‘?[ i
HdR) : qJ8R) ;¢

Email-ID (ﬁ?{-
Gﬂ'ﬁ»‘?ﬁ) :

Status @Jﬁ) :

feufa)

Educational Status (ﬁ&m ._ '

Citizenship Status

Is Appellant Bellow Poverty .
Line ? (&7 3{UTe PRaTR
TR a1 1 B E?)

CPIO Approached

GEEZCINEIEEDE

24047

Date of Receipt of CPIO's

Details not

~ Order/Decision(HTAIE 3 provided
& 3meRr/ foia & wiig o

CPIO's
Order/Decision No.

@rfamgan o1 e
/ﬁﬂhm:

Details not provided

Ground for
Appeal(ﬁftﬁ'ﬁm
STUR) :

Refused access to Information Requested

Text of RTI First

UYH YT H1UTS) :

To,Dr. Himanshu PandeyDeputy Registrar & First Appellate

University)Sammath, Varanasi 221007Email:
droffice@cihts.ac.inCC:Shri Praveen Sharma, Under Secretary &
CPIO, BTI Section, Ministry of Culture
praveen.sharma68@gov.inShri Sanjay Gupta, Under Secretary (BTI
& AR/IT), Ministry of Culture sanjay.gupta78@nic.inSunil Kumar,
CPIO & Asst. Registrar, CIHTS cpio@cihts.ac.inSubject: First

Appeal under Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2003

CIHTb/RTI/UQ/”O2 326Appel lant: I

Appeal (MRTISME  AuthorityCentral Institute of Higher Tibetan Studies (Deemed

‘ ARespecre‘d Sit,[

https://rtionline.gov.in/RTIMIS/AA/appealDetails php?reg=ZWiHd 1h4UDNV (CVRIZHVXTOIwWVCIY YWNWA2szUTIGeXc5M1ITQzFSAORrcz080sW..



9/3/2025 RTI Appeal Details

‘ Nirankar Pandey, resident of VillageHiramanpur, PostSamath, = ™
@ DistrictVaranasi 221007, am filing this First Appeal under Section
19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 regarding my RTTapptication:--s:.|
CIHTS/RTI/09/202526 and the subsequent-reply-providedihy. thes .
CPIO dated 26.08.2025. While the CPIO has addressed my queries, I
am not satisfied with the response, specifically with respect to
Questions 4, 5, 6, 7 & 8, for the following reasons:1. Questions 4 & 5
Deputation RulesThe CPIO has refused to provide information
claiming these are clarification/interpretation questions.However, [
i had requested existing rules, circulars, or notifications regarding
deputation, relief, and simultaneous service. These are existing
records held by the public authority and can be disclosed. CPIOs
refusal to provide them is contrary to Section 2(f) of the RTI Act.2.
Question 6 Governing AuthorityThe CPIO referred only to the MoA
available on the website.I requested a copy of the governing statute,
memorandum, or notification/order establishing the regulatory
framework, which are specific existing documents.The response is
incomplete as it does not provide certified copies or official
extracts.3. Questions 7 & 8 Status of Officers and
CorrespondenceThe CPIO has treated these as hypothetical or
internal matters.I requested factual, existing records such as relieving
orders, joining letters, or official correspondence with BHU. Such
records, if available, must be disclosed under RTI. Refusal to provide
them is not justified under the Act. Relief Sought I request the First
Appellate Authority to direct the CPIO to provide complete, factual,
and existing information for all the above questions. Certified copies
of any existing records, circulars, notifications, or correspondence
must be provided. I also request a written clarification on whether
any rules or policies exist regarding deputation and relief, and if so,
provide the relevant documents.Enclosures:1.Copy of RTI
application (CUOTS/R/E/25/00005 &
f MCULT/R/E/25/00286)2.Copy of CPIOs reply dated
| 26.08.2025Thanking you, Yours faithfully, = i

hitpe:/irtionline gov.in/RTIMIS/AA/appealDetails php?reg=ZWiHd 1h4UDNVeVRIZHVXTO WV CEY YWNWd2szUTIGeXeSM1ITQzFSA0Rrz060sW...,  2/2
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CPIO CIHTS <cpio@cihts.ac.in>

First Appeal under Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 — CIHTS/RT1/09/2025-26

1 message

Nirankar Pandey <nirankar.pandey@gmail.com> Tue, Aug 26, 2025 at 9:39 AM
To: droffice@cihts.ac.in
Cc: sanjay.gupta78@nic.in, praveen.sharmab8@gov.in, cpio@cihts.ac.in, rkmishra@cints.ac.in

Respected Sir,

I, ) _ residentof & : ' S L ~ , am filing
this First Appeal under Section 19(1) of the RTI Act 2005 regarding my RTI apphcauon
CIHTS/RTI/09/2025-26 and the subsequent reply provided by the CPIO dated 26.08.2025.

Please find the attachment.

Thanking you,

Yours faithfully,

3 attachments

@ Letter For Appeal.pdf
177K

@ Sumil Kumar RTI_Letter.pdf
203K

@ rti case no 09.pdf
632K

htips://mail. google.corm/mail/u/0/7Tik=0Tbc4 105dcdview=pi&search=all&permthid=thread-1. 18415352223337 28 103 &simpl=msg-1: 184 153553223337 1/1



To,

Dr. Himanshu Pandey

Deputy Registrar & First Appellate Authority

Central Institute of Higher Tibetan Studies (Deemed University)
Samath, Varanasi — 221007

Email: droffice@cihts.ac.in

CC:

Shri Praveen Sharma, Under Secretary & CPIO, BTI Section, Mmistry of Culture —
praveen.sharma68@ gov.in

Shri Sanjay Gupta, Under Secretary (BTI & AR/T), Miistry of Culture —
sanjay.gupta78@nic.1in

Sunil Kumar, CPIO & Asst. Registrar, CIHTS — cpio{@cihis.ac.in

Subject: First Appeal under Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 - CIHTS/RTL/05/2025-26

Appellant:

Respected Sir,

I, .

: resident of - '
_am filing this First Appeal under Section 19(1) of the RTT Act, 2005 regardmg my

RTI application CIHTS/RTI/09/2025-26 and the subsequent reply provided by the CPIO dated
26.08.20253.

While the CPIO has addressed my queries, I am not satisfied with the response, specifically
with respect to Questions 4, 5, 6, 7 & 8, for the following reasons:

1. Questions 4 & 5 — Deputation Rules

The CPIO has refuised to provide mformation claming  these  are
“clarification/interpretation” questions.

However, | had requested existing rules, circulars, or notifications regarding
deputation, relief, and simultaneous service.

These are existing records held by the public authority and can be disclosed. CPIO’s
refusal to provide them is contrary to Section 2(f) of the RTI Act.

2. Question 6 — Governing Authority

The CPIO referred only to the MoA available on the website.
I requested a copy of the governing statute, memorandum, or notification/order
establishing the regulatory framework, which are specific existing documents.

Pagelof2



)

» The response is incomplete as it does not provide certified copies or official extracts.
3. Questions 7 & 8 — Status of Officers and Correspondence

» The CPIO has treated these as “hypothetical” or internal matters.

» Irequested factual, existing records such as relieving orders, joining letters, or official
correspondence with BHU.

» Such records, if available, must be disclosed under RTL. Refisal to provide them is
not justified under the Act.

Relief Sought

o [ request the First Appellate Authority to direct the CPIO to provide complete,.
factual, and existing information for all the above questions.

+ Certified copies of any existing records, circulars, notifications, or correspondence
must be provided.

o lalso request a written clarification on whether any niles or policies exist regarding
deputation and relief, and if so, provide the relevant documents.

Enclosures:

1. Copy of RTI application (CUOTS/R/E/25/00005 & MCULT/R/E/25/00286)
2. Copy of CPIO’s reply dated 26.08.2025

Thanking you,
Yours fatthfully,

Page2 of 2
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CPIO CIHTS <cpio@cihts.ac.in>

Summon for Hearing_RTI_FAA_CIHTS

1 message
Deputy Registrar <droffice@cihts.ac.in> Mon, Sep 15, 2025 at 4:50 AM
Ta: b e : W I N

Bee: cpio@cihts.ac.in

Sir,

This refers to your following First Appeal received by the undersigned:

(i) First Appeal RTI received through email on 27.08.2025.

(i) First Appeal RTI registration No. CUOTS/A/E/25/00001 received on 27.08.2025
(i)  First Appeal RTI registration No. CUOTS/A/E/25/00002 received on 03.09.2025
(iv)  First Appeal RTI registration No. CUOTS/A/E/25/00003 received on 03.05.2025
(v) First Appeal RTI registration No. CUCTS/A/E/25/00004 received on 03.09.2025
(vi)  First Appeal RTI registration No. CUOTS/A/E/25/00005 received on 03.09.2025

It has been noted that you have initiated 08 (08 + 04 is repetition of same =12) RTI applications since
August 2025, containing more than 60 (excluding sub-questions/information) questions/informations. Inspite
of voluminous information asked by you, CPIO has replied to all the questions within the stipulated period,
as provided in the RTI Act, 2005.

I have gone through the replies of CPIO and your First Appeals, and it has been observed that being not
satisfied with the reply of GPIO, you have preferred First Appeals, .

As per Section 2(f) of the RTI Act, 2005, only available & existing information can be provided. It has been
noted that much information, in respect of your questions, can only be provided in the material form. Hence,
as per Right to Information Rule, 2012, Rupees Two (Rs.2/-) for each page (in A-3 or smaller size paper) is
to be provided by the RTI applicant to the organization for receiving the information in material. However, in
the first appeal received by the undersigned 27.08.2025, you do not agree with the request of the CPIO to
pay Rs.32/- against the material information to be provided. Moreover, you are of the opinion that this is not
in accordance with the spirit of the RTI Act, 2005.

It has also been poted that on receipt of CPIO reply, you preferred first appeal against 06 replies and
thereafter submitted the requisite additional payment, as per the RTI Rule, 2021, as requested by the CPIO.
On payment, CPIO has provided the available & existing information as annexures.

In view of the above, following the principles of natural justice, you are requested to attend
the personal hearing on 20.09.2025 at 11.00am. The venue of the hearing shall be 0/o Deputy
Registrar & FAA (RTI), Administrative Building, CIHTS, Sarnath, Varanasi-221007. After
hearing, FAA will take a decision, as per the RTI Act, 2005.

Thanking you,
Yours sincerely
Dr. Himanshu Pandey

FAA/ Deputy Registrar

z+ Summon for Hearing_RTI_| ; wpdf
=] 549K

hilps:/mail gocgle.com/mailiu/0/ 7 ik=0fbc4105dc dview=pi&szarch=ali&parmihid=thread-1: 1843330567354519532 Zsimpl=msg-f:18433305873545. . 11



(Deemed to Unjversi ;—:,/w-:i _

- Central Instlt'ute of Higher Tibetan Studl__es Sarnath VaranaSI

Central Public Information Of c.er
'Cenu al Inst1tute of Higher T1b¢tan STUd]GS
Samath Vmanam—,’lzlow e

AR

M TQ7092u25
_aﬁmﬁﬁ?{/m MATTER:

“IN THE MATTER OF

ik /Fﬁg W/ch;stercd/Speed posf_g

"‘Appellant

Respondent

ORDER o _

RTI apphcahon rewwed by CPL@ ‘ o ,:i-“"—é-02.08.202;§-

Date of RTI reply by CPIO . £ 96.08.2025 7
+03.09.2025..

%1720,09.20237 7+

Appellant not attended the ps‘.‘l;)OI" ! 20.09. 2077” oy -;‘ s ',:' :

1.

‘ ol

It has _been noted

Grade::(highest: macle)1 ‘The audzted report is available -in"the Insitute website under
ihcﬂdmg Suo-M otu D1 c10~oure -and. all related information'is available on the website.

within-

RN 'days which con‘i‘.ams ' (cmludmﬂ < sub-

OHQ/lnfommtlon] questions/information. Inspite of wolummous information asked
by }ou CPIO has* pmwd»ed all the information within the stipulated perlod -as plu‘ﬂd"d
in the RTI Act, 2005.**
As per the dureutlun of the Chief Information Cormmmwn & - DOPT thlrd part
transparency audit for the year 2024-25 has been done,; and:the Insitute secure 96% Yole A

...... L SEEEL

The appellan{ in hlS orlgmul RTI appllcatlon has sought g mformatlon i.e. Q.No. 1 10 8.

Being not satisfied with the-information provided by the CPIO in r/o Q NG 4 D 6, 7 & 8

this first appeal has bct:n preferred

ForQ.No.4 &5
Both the information
“hypothetical, and as'y
information can be pr
part of the records

/0 of Q.No. 4 & 5 are:in the. namre of clarlﬁuatwn of rules &
ser; Section 2(f) of the RTI Act, 2005, only available and- -existing
ided. The CPIO is not supposed torcreate:’ mfomlauon that is not-a
also not required to interpret mfurmanou or furnish: replies 1o

hyp thetlce? qucstionq 'sSum»larIy redressal of grievances, IcaSO]‘l for nomomphamc or

_;utcatmg the a

ctzun of the respondent public authquty are oumde the’ purwcvx of

o In- wcw of the abu‘ e CPI@ has rightly replied that- the mformat:on budg}lt by the

appelia.nt is in the natm’eﬁof query/clarification and seeking clanﬁuatlon/jusuﬁcauon does
not fall under the deﬁmtlon of the “Information™, as. per Sec1ton 2(f) of the RTI Act,

2005.

Hence, FAA upholds the contents/ reply of the CPIO

oA



el TRI&T WU, ARATY, TRIURA
W%@w

(Deemed to Universi *y)

Henee, FAA upholds‘the'rcply of the CPIO

For Q.No. 6 S : R
The CPIO has cleary: pmwded the desired mfonnatlon tbﬂt the.CIHTS:is.governed-by the

‘Ministry of Culture,’ and the MoA is available on the:- CIHTS . »\ebalte For yuur

':Effi" ;

convenience, linléof. 1s glven https://cihts.ac. m/moa/ ;

'ForQ NO 7

" No material mformanon legardmg date of relieve of I‘y i Sumﬂ Tiwari is a\fazlable on

record. However, omve circular no. CIHTS/ADWREG/CIRJ512/20’)5 3643 regarding

.7 his cunent dcslgnatlom & postmg status is attached. (Annuxer-A)

L Dy. Reglstrar& FAA Rep

AW e

For Q No 8 :
Omcnal cornmumcatlon in 1c:.peut of depulatlonfjommg is att ched. (Annuxer-B)

In view of the above' obber»atlons [ find that there i 1s no‘need to. mterfele ‘with the reply
of the respondent (CPIO) as all the available and exmtmg mfommuon as’per Section
2(f) of the RTI Act, 2005 has been provided. ' S

The appeal is accordi‘n'g'ljf"diSposed of.

(Dr. Himansh b PhnTet)

Copy to - 5T | .'

"PS to VC for Kind mformqtmn of the Hon’ble VC

Registrar office for kmd information of the Registrar
Nodal Officer (RTI) °
CPIO CIHTS
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[ " TR =
tm 8. /Rece L ——--—-w-i?TI-APPEAL DETAILS (3IREI3(TS 37dtef faawom)

ot
of 7=y

Kppeal Tegist 3%:%_‘% TS/A/E/25/00004  RTI Appeal Received Date 03/09/2023. '

(3REI3MTS 3rdied UTed Hi
fafy .

3’* ./ Ca‘ﬁlﬂmber

RTI Request CUOTS/R/E/25/00007 RTI Request Registration 06/08/2025

Registration No.
Date (3TREIIATF SRIY
(ame“rﬁvﬂmmsiﬁ mﬂﬁﬁﬂ GSITepR ol T dRIE) :

Name (ATH): . - Gender e
Address (UdT) :
Pin code (ﬁ?ﬁ'@) 2
State (XT9Y) : ‘ Country (é"'-«’l’) g
Phone Number (B1 ' 2 Mobile Number (HISTSel
' HaR) : ECRE

'Email-ID (SHE-

ST S) :
Status (R : Educational Status (ﬁ&lﬁ)‘rﬁ

s ’ e Is Appellant Bellow Poverty .
Citizenship Statu? Line ? : 3

A @ A ®187) :

24047 Date of Receipt of CPIO's Details not
CPIO Approached Order/Decision(Tc'ﬂTﬂ'&{'l'gGﬂ' provided

(Hues ddtamg ) : & 31¢ / iy & wfig o
‘ Fﬂ_&@):

CPIO's Details not provided
Order/Decision No.

(T3S 3 &7 3w
/ﬁ'quﬂ.'@T):

Ground for Refused access to Information Requested

AppeaI(G{tﬂﬁW
STUR) :

Text of RTI First To The First Appellate Authority (FAA),Dr. Himanshu Pandey,

Appeal (G{R—é’[sﬂg Deputy Registrar, Central Institute of Higher Tibetan Studies
Yy GTEﬁ'HWU'IB') . (Deemed to be University),Sarnath, Varanasi 221007 Email:
droffice(@cihts.ac.in CC: Shri Praveen Sharma, Under Secretary &
CPIO, BTI Section, Ministry of Culture
praveen.sharma68@gov.inShri Sanjay Gupta, Under Secretary (BTI
& AR/IT), Ministry of Culture sanjay.gupta78@nic.inShri Sunil
Kumar, CPIO & Asst. Registrar, CIHTS cpio@cihts.ac.in Shri R K
Mishra, Nodal Officer, CIHTS rkmishra@ecihts.ac.in Subject: First
Appeal under Section 19(1) of RTI Act, 2005 against CPIOs reply
dated 26.08.2025Ref: | .My RTI App lcations bedrmg Registration

T T e

hHngYrtianlina Aam iInIRPTIRAICIA AllanaaatPiaiaile b 74

f
i




©/3/2025

RTI Appeal Details

Nos. CUOTS/R/E/25/00007 dated 06.08. 2025CUOTS/’R/E/25/0“O”8:
dated 06.08.2025MCULT/R/E/25/00287 dated-20.08.2025 R Bl

(transferred from MoC) 2.CPIO Reply Ref. No--CIHTS/RTI/11,12. &a -
15/202526 dated 26.08.2025. Respected Sir, .- , 259

: . aereby file th1s First Appeal under Sect:on 19(1) of the RTI
Act 2005 being dissatisfied with the response of the CP10, CIHTS,
dated 26.08.2025.Grounds of Appeall.Incomplete and vague
information For several queries (Q. No. 2, 3,4, 5 & 6), the CPIO has
rejected the request on the ground that the information amounts to
confirmation/query/clarification, whereas the queries specifically
seek records/documents (sanctioned estimates, BoQ, work orders,
monitoring records, plantation reports, etc.) which are available in
material form and fall squarely within the definition of information
under Section 2(f) of the RTI Act.2.Denial contrary to RTI provisions
The CPIO has cited a CIC decision (Appeal No.
CIC/SB/A/2016/001025/CBECEB]J) incorrectly. My queries are not
hypothetical or grievance redressal but relate to official records
maintained by CIHTS. Hence, the denial is unjustified and amounts
to violation of Section 7(1) of the RTI Act.3.Annexures not provided
despite willingness to pay The CPIO has demanded Rs. 2/ for one
page of annexure but has not specified the mode of online/digital
payment option as per RTI Rules, 2012 (amended). Further, despite
the token cost, the annexure has not been enclosed even for
reference, which restricts access to information. Relief Sought I
respectfully request that the Honble First Appellate Authority may
kindly:1.Direct the CPIO to provide complete information sought in
my RTI applications, including copies of sanctioned estimates, work
orders, bills of quantity (BoQ), monitoring records, and plantation
reports, etc., as available in CIHTS records.2.Provide certified copies
of all relevant annexures without unnecessary denial under Section
2(f).3.Ensure that proper digital/online payment option is given for
additional documents, as per RTT Rules.4.Take appropriate action
against unjustified denial of information by the CP1O. Thanking you,

You

(RO KSR SR £

INTIRAIOTA A fmmmm P miailn mbmDram—74 14 W2RN A IEIATZOTAEAHN 12270V RAG7MI I NYY AvaFZnNRvdnN 2MzZh TTNANMmat
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CPIO CIHTS <cpio@cihts.ac.in>

First Appeal under Section 19(1) of RTI Act, 2005 against CPIO’s reply dated
26.08.2025 Ref. No. CIHTS/RTI/11,12 & 15/2025-26

1 message

Tue, Aug 26, 2025 at 10:20 AM

] N n & .' "?‘ - 3 g ~ >
To: droffice@cihts.ac.in
Cc: sanjay.gupta78@nic.in, praveen.sharmas8@gov.in, rkmishra@cihts.ac.in, cpio@cihts.ac.in

Respected Sir,

I, ' _ *, hereby
file this First Appeal under Section 19(1) of the RTT Act, 2005, being dissatisfied with the response of
the CPIO, CIHTS, dated 26.08.2025.

Please find the attachment.

Thanking you,
Yours faithfully,

3 attachments

=+ RTI Online __ Request_Appeal Form Details.pdf
= 203K

.@ Letter Appel.docx.pdf
185K

@ rti case no 11 12 15.pdf
643K
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CPIO CIHTS <cpio@cihts.ac.in>

Summon for Hearing_RTI_FAA_CIHTS

1 message
Deputy Registrar <droffice@cihts.ac.in> ' Mon, Sep 15, 2025 at 4:50 AM
To: ! - L <2 } s e o

Bcc: cpio@cihts.ac._in

Sir,

This refers to your following First Appeal received by the undersigned:

(0 First Appeal RTI received through email on 27.08.2025.

(in) First Appeal RTI registration No. CUOTS/A/E/25/00001 received on 27.08.2025
(i)  First Appeal RTI registration No. CUQTS/A/E/25/00002 received on 03.09.2025
(iv)  First Appeal RTI registration No. CUOTS/A/E/25/00003 received on 03.09.2025
(v) First Appeal RTI registration No. CUOTS/A/E/25/00004 received on 03.09.2025
(vi)  First Appeal RTI registration No. CUOTS/A/E/25/00005 received on 03.09.2025

It has been noted that you have initiated 08 (08 + 04 is repetition of same =12) RTI applications since
August 2025, containing more than 60 (excluding sub-questions/information) questions/informations. Inspite
of voluminous information asked by you, CPIO has replied to all the questions within the stipulated period,
as provided in the RTI Act, 2005.

I have gone through the replies of CPIO and your First Appeals, and it has.been observed that being not
satisfied with the reply of CPIO, you have preferred First Appeals.

As per Section 2(f) of the RTI Act, 2005, only available & existing information can be provided. It has been
noted that much information, in respect of your questions, can only be provided in the material form. Hence,
as per Right to Information Rule, 2012, Rupees Two (Rs.2/-) for each page (in A-3 or smaller size paper) is
to be provided by the RTI applicant to the organization for receiving the information in material. However, in
the first appeal received by the undersigned 27.08.2025, you do not agree with the request of the CPIO to
pay Rs.32/- against the material information to be provided. Moreover, you are of the opinion that this is not
in accordance with the spirit of the RTI Act, 2005.

It has also been noted that on receipt of CPIO reply, you preferred first appeal against 06 replies and
thereafter submitted the requisite additional payment, as per the RTI Rule, 2021, as requested by the CPIO.
On payment, CPIO has provided the available & existing information as annexures.

In view of the above, following the principles of natural justice, you are requested to attend
the personal hearing on 20.09.2025 at 11.00am. The venue of the hearing shall be O/o Deputy
Registrar & FAA (RTI), Administrative Building, CIHTS, Sarnath, Varanasi-221007. After
hearing, FAA will take a decision, as per the RTI Act, 2005.

Thanking you,
Yours sincerely
Dr. Himanshu Pandey

FAA/ Deputy Registrar

.@ Summon for Hearing_RTl_ . : adf
549K

4



| THE MATTER O

Central Public lnformatloaf@’lfﬁé:er
Central Institute of Higher Tibetan Studies -
Sarnath, Varanasi- 2210@

©06.08.2025:
26.08.2025 7+ i+
703.09.2025. ., v

Personal Hearing date fixed:or 20.09.2023 -
f'-‘-.:;:20 09.2023 -

' Appellant not attended the personal hearlng - ;-.--:, .

It has been’ noted tha
applications  within
-questions/information)-q

3. As per the directionof 'the Chief lnformatlon Commlss:on 8 DoPT thlrd part
transparency audit for'{he year 2024-25 has been done and the lnsrtute .secure 96%
i.e. A Grade (highest: ;‘-ade) The audited report is avallable in rhe. l_nsrtute webSIte
under heading Su '_'Motu' Dlsclosoure and all related znformailon ls avallable on l:he

| :=websrte

4 ""l'he appellant in- hlS 'orlglnal RTI application [ eought 6 fofabation. with’ sub-
-:_-.—;se(;tlons/mforamtlon £ Q:No. 1 to 6. Being not sausﬂed with the’ lnformatlon
‘provided by the CPl@ in“rfo Q.No. 1, 2, 3, 4, 5 & 6 thls first appeal has been

preferred

Fur’[her desplte the token cost the annexure has not

pel‘r‘l—lﬁ'o 3 of page 2 that
ess to’ information” has ‘no

been enclosed, even™ reference whch restrlcts
merit, ‘
Hence, FAA upholds’

ﬁéﬁients!reply of CFI-Q“{‘.;,_, L

ForQ.No.2,3&4 "o | -
As per Section 2(f) of the.RTI Act, 2005, only avallable & exustlng mformatlon can: be
- shared. No material’ mformatlon in respect of the Q No 2, 3 & 4 is- avallable on

‘the record




_tute of ngher Tibetan Stddtes Sarnath Varanas:
; (Deemed toUnnctstty) _ o :

~Heis “also not required:

T : _Is'o not supposed to create rnformatlon that is not a part of
the».record He. is als ot ;required to interpret -information or furnish replies: 1o
hypothetical quest|ons Slrnrlarty redressal of grievances; reason:for. noncompllance
or rules/contestrng th' -actron of the respondent publ:c authorrty are ‘outside tthe
purvrew of the Act. - i . _ :

Hence, FAA upho[d

gontentslreply of CEID

‘ForQ. No. 5
Q.No. 5 contains:twg rfor_rnatlon —18t & 29 part. a5 siadue :
- In the 1% part, the: rntorrnatron iasked by the RTlzapplicant is:in- the nature ‘of seek ind
,.,'clarlfrc:atlon of rules &regulations / reason, ‘and ‘seeking ‘clarification of 'rules :&
o regulahons! reasor istification / procedural clarity. does notfall under. the deﬂnmon
v -of the’ “Informatlon r:Section 2(f) of the RTI Act, .4@0(2)5 e

posed to create information that i&hot a part’ of the record
sto.-interpret information or “ftmisis repliesto™ hypothetical

Also, the CPIO is not's

“questions... Sirmlarly fedressal of grievances, “‘reason -for: ‘noncompliance or
rules/contestlng the aotron of the respondent public authonty are outside the. purwew

of the Act Wy SedE i

I the 2n¢ part as desrred ,
attached. '

For Q.No. 6
The applicant has akse
and seeking clarificatio,
clarity does not fall und"
RTIAct, 20005.

~ Also, the CPIO is: not Supposed to create information. that is not a part of the recaord.

copy of the apporntment order |s enclosed as Annx A

':;;clarrfy the rules &- regua[trons govermng.the NPS/OPS :
of rules & regulations /- reason /Justrﬂcatron / procedural
the definition of the “lnforrnatron .as per Sectlon 2 f) of the

7 He is also not required tointerpret information -or- furmsh replies 'to ‘hypothetical

Srmrlarly ‘redréssal of grievances; “reason -for noncompllanoe or
“otron of the respondent public authorrty are outsrde the purvrew

.._»'-;_}'Jofft-he'Act Henoe appe ;::has no merit. _ ; o
In view of the above opservations, | find that there is: o need to interfere Wrth the
-~ ~reply of the respondent! (CPIO) as all the available-and: exrsrtrng lm‘ormanon as per
- “Section; 2(t) of the RTH Aot 2005 has been provided:: -

"_'_“-questrons

=2 y;dlsposed of.

(Dr. Hima?!@n Pandey)
Dy. Registrar & FAA

Copy to:- .
-PS to VC for kind mfortratlon of the Hon'ble VC

Registrar office for kint nformation of the Registrar
Nodal Officer (RTH# "
CPIO, CIHTS 5

EENE N I



V 9!5:'?025 Ob /Q,OQ—"S 2*43 L rﬁﬁ/ RTI Appeal Delails

W GREUR TIRTI APPEAL DETAILS (3MRETSE srdrer f%ﬁmrr)

ﬁea 21;’3&@;1;&@5%@@,%/}3/75/00005 RTI Appeal Received Date 03/09/2025
‘. umber( thang (SIRET3MME U U i |

RTI Request CUOTS/R/E/ZS/OOOO3 . 29/07/2025

Registration No. RTI Request Registration
(SIRET3TE SRy ‘ Date (RIS SRIY
' STy SRl H1 ARIG) : |
Name (dTH) : . Gender (f%‘ITI') :
Address (Udl) : . |
Pin code (ﬁ??ﬁ%‘) : : ‘ 1
State (TY) ; Uttar Pradesh Country Q@ :
- i
Phone Number (®19 Mobile Number (HISTSS h
TR) : ) - |

Email-ID (SHd-

SIS - -
R : Educational Status Reffore Above
Status : IR Graduate

Is Appellant Bellow Poverty No

Line ? (T
NI TR®182)

2 Date of Receipt of CPIO's Details not
CPIO Approached Order/Decision(FTA3TS3fT provided
GREEEINEIEEDE ¥ ameer/ Frofa & wite &

Citizenship Status

CPIOQ's Details not provided
Order/Decision No.

(STS 3N BT ST
ot S -

Ground for Refused access to Information Requested
Appeal(&l'tﬂ?f Cal
STYUR) :

Text of RTI First To, Dr. Himanshu Pandey Deputy Registrar & First Appellate
Appeal (&ﬂ?‘cﬁ&ﬂé Authorlty Central Institute of Higher Tibetan Studies (Deemed |
U 3{diel bl uTs) University)Sarnath, Varanasi 221007Email: droffice@cihts.ac.in CC: l
Shri Praveen Sharma, Under Secretary & CPIO, BTI Section, ;
Ministry of Culture praveen.sharma68@gov.inShri Sanjay Gupta.
Under Secretary (BTI & AR/IT), Ministry of Culture j
sanjay.gupta78@nic.inSunil Kumar, CPIO & Asst. Registrar, CIHTS
cpio@cihts.ac.in Subject: First Appeal under Section 19(1) of RTI
Act, 2005 against CP10s reply dated 26.08.2025Reference:1.My RTI |
Application No. CUOTS/R/E/25/00003 dated L
29.07.20252.Transferred RTI Application from Ministry of Culture

https;.’frtionline_gov'.in/RTIiVIIS;'ANappeaIDetaiIS.pi’:p?f&-g=cWFnQRdCV‘\/JY\NmZCZiBPZ1 FUNORyUOJJZKAIbEduYDxsN1FxK3II0dXM2TTOSOKbF4 ...
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9/3/2025 RT! App=al Details

@ (No. MCULT/R/E/25/00254) dated 21.08.20253.CP10s Reply No. |
CIHTS/RTI/07/202526 dated 26.08.2025 A ppellantaMeiiiBnleoy '

Pandey Village Hiramanpur, Post Sarnath-Bistriet Vazanasi i iy -~
221007Respected Sir/Madam, [, NirankarPandey, hereby, filethis -

First Appeal under Section 19(1) of thgﬁﬁig]ﬂjg@jg;p;gj}g&ﬁ%,
2005, as I am dissatisfied with the reply given by the CPIO, CIHTS,
dated 26.08.2025.Grounds of Appeal: 1. Vague / Incomplete
Information o For Q. No. 6 (Civil works in the tender) only a vague
statement has been provilled, without supporting documents such as
sanctioned estimates, work orders, or bills of quantities (BoQ). These
records are essential and must be provided. o For Q. No. 10 (height
of plants/samplings), the reply is incomplete and not supported by
plantation reports, monitoring records, or survival reports which are
expected to be maintained officially. o For Q. Nos. 7 & 8, the CPIO
has simply mentioned incomplete and not clear, but under Section
6(1) of the RTI Act, the CPIO is bound to assist the applicant in
clarifying queries rather than outrightly rejecting them.2. Mode of

A Information Delivery o Since the RTI application was filed online,

3 ' the CPIO should have provided scanned/digital copies of the records
instead of only insisting on photocopy charges. As per Section 7(9)
of the RTI Act, information should ordinarily be given in the form
requested by the applicant, unless it disproportionately diverts
resources. 3.Excessive Fee Demand o The reply demands payment
for several pages without even providing a summary or sample. The
applicant has the right to inspect records before deciding which
copies are actually required, thereby reducing unnecessary payment.
Relief Sought / Prayer In light of the above, I request the First
Appellate Authority to:1.Direct the CPIO to provide complete and
clear information along with supporting documents (preferably in
scanned/digital format) for Q. Nos. 6, 7, 8, and 10.2.Instruct the
CPIO to allow inspection of relevant records under Section 2(j)(i) of
the RTI Act, so that only necessary documents may be
copied.3.Ensure that in future, replies are not rejected with vague
terms like incomplete and not clear, but instead the applicant is
assisted in refining

-~

2/2



8/11/25, 10:27 PM Cenlral Inslilute of Higher Tibetan Studies Mail - First Appeal under Section 19(1) of RTI Act, 2005 against CPIO’s reply d%i’.e

CPIO CIHTS <cpio@cihts.ac.in>

First Appeal under Section 19(1) of RTI Act, 2005 against CPIO’s reply dated
26.08.2025

1 message

' ' Tue, Aug 28, 2025 at 9:15 AM
To: droffice@cihts.ac.in
Cc: praveen.sharmaé8@gov.in, sanjay.gupta78@nic.in, cpio@cihts.ac.in, rkmishra@cihts.ac.in

Respected Sir/Madam,

[ g  resident of Village-Hiramanpur, Post-Samath, District Varanasi — 221007. hereby file this First
Appeal under Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, as | am dissatisfied with the reply provided by the CPIO,
CIHTS, dated 26.08.2025, regarding my RTI application CUOTS/R/E/25/00003 (transferred RTI No.

MCULT/R/E/25/00254).

Please find the attachment.

Yours faithfully,
E..oo. T

Frails |
Date: [26-08-2025]

3 attachments

@ Letter For Appel.pdf
163K

- Main Gate Beautificaton_Letter.pdf
204K

= rti case no 07.pdf
558K

11
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hitps.//mail Qoogle.com/maii;’u!Oi?ik=0fbc—‘r‘iOSd-:&'.'iew=pi£553rcl"|=a!t&permihid=thread-f:‘l8415353“\2875046122&51mpl=msg-f:184153531 26730...



RTI Request Details :-

00 @,

Online RTI Request Form Details

RTI Request Registration number

CUOTS/R/E/25/00003

Public Authority

Central University of Tibetan Studies.

Personal Details of RTI Applicant:-

Name

Gender

Address

Country

State

Status

Educational Status

Literate

Phone Number

Meobile Number

Email-1D

Reguest Details :-

Citizenship

Is the Requester Below Poverty Line ?

Na

(Description of Information scught {upto 500 chara

s)

Description of Information Sought

To,

Central Public Information Officer,

Sarnath, Varanasi-221007

Respected Sir/Madam,

L

falls under your Ministry):

Questionnaire:

Central Institute of Higher Tibetan Studies

quotations submitted by all participating firms.

Subject: Application under Section 6(1) of the Right to Informatian Act, 2005

, hereby seek the following information under Section 6(1) of the Right to Infarmation

Act, 2005, regarding the Central Institute of Higher Tibetan Studies, Sarnath, Varanasi (which

1. What were the publication and expiry dates of Tender No. CIHTS/MW/R&M/2024
15 related to the beautification of the main gate of the institute?

2. How many firms participated in the said tender? Kindly provide photocopies of the

3. Was the contract awarded to the L1 (lowest guoted) firm in this tender?

4. Please provide a photacopy of the inveice submitted by the executing firm after



In)

ompletion of the wark,
5. What was the tom! cucted e oy i e i

e = e T R e provide

S== == guarTUes of bricks, sand, and cement used, along with relevant

|
4

invoices.

7. At the ime of this tender, was a Civil Engineer appointed in the Tibetan Insttute? If
ves, was the BOQ (Bill of Quantities) prepared by the same engineer?

8. Please provide a phatocapy of the BOQ of the said work, duly signed by the Civil
Engineer of the Tibetan Insttute.

9. What species of plants/trees were planted as part of the beautification work at the
main gate? Kindly mention the purchzse rate per plant and their height at the time of
plantation.

10. What is the current height of the plants/saplings planted undar this tender, and how
many of them are currently alive.

Request:

Kindly provide the above information within the prescribed time limit as per the RTI Act,

If any of the requested information does not pertain to your office, | request you to trans

same to the concerned Public Information Officer under Section 6(3) of the Act,
Thank you for your attention and cooperation.

Sincerely,

Date: 29/07/2025

2005.

fer the

Concerned CPIO

Supporting document  (enly pdf upto 1 MB) SR

Brint Close
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CPIO CIHTS <cpio@cihts.ac.in>

Summon for Hearing_RTI_FAA_CIHTS

1 message

Deputy Registrar <droffice@cihts.ac.in> Mon, Sep 15, 2025 at 4:50 AM
To: . L et ' :
Bece: cpio@cihts.ac.in

Sir,

This refers to your following First Appeal received by the undersigned:

(i) First Appeal RTI received through email on 27.08.2025.

(ii) First Appeal RTI registration No. CUOTS/A/E/25/00001 received on 27.08.2025
(iii) First Appeal RTI registration No. CUOTS/A/E/25/00002 received on 03.09.2025
(iv)  First Appeal RTI registration No. CUOTS/A/ E/25/00003 received on 03.09.2025
(v) First Appeal RTI registration No. CUOTS/A/E/25/00004 received on 03.09.2025
(vi)  First Appeal RTI registration No. CUOTS/A/E/25/00005 received on 03.09.2025

It has been noted that you have initiated 08 (08 + 04 is repetition of same =12) RTI applications since
August 2025, containing more than 60 (excluding sub-questions/information) questions/informations. Inspite
of voluminous information asked by you, CPIO has replied to all the questions within the stipulated period,
as provided in the RTI Act, 2005. ]

I have gone through the replies of CPIO and your First Appeals, and it has been observed that being not
satisfied with the reply of GPIO, you have preferred First Appeals.

As per Section 2(f) of the RTI Act, 2005, only available & existing information can be provided. It has been
noted that much information, in respect of your questions, can only be provided in the material form. Hence,
as per Right to Information Rule, 2012, Rupees Two (Rs.2/-) for each page (in A-3 or smaller size paper) is
to be provided by the RTI applicant to the organization for receiving the information in material. However, in
the first appeal received by the undersigned 27.08.2025, you do not agree with the request of the CPIO to
pay Rs.32/- against the material information to be provided. Moreover, you are of the opinion that this is not
in accordance with the spirit of the RTI Act, 2005.

It has also been noted that on receipt of CPIO reply, you preferred first appeal against 06 replies and
-thereafter submitted the requisite additional payment, as per the RTI Rule, 2021, as requested by the CPIO.
On payment, CPIO has provided the available & existing information as annexures.

In view of the above, following the principles of natural justice, you are requested to attend
the personal hearing on 20.09.2025 at 11.00am. The venue of the hearing shall be O/o Deputy
Registrar & FAA (RTI), Administrative Building, CIHTS, Sarnath, Varanasi-221007. After
hearing, FAA will take a decision, as per the RTI Act, 2005.

Thanking you,
Yours sincerely
Dr. Himanshu Pandey

FAA/ Deputy Registrar

.@ Summon for Hearing_RTI_ .~ 5 « .pdf
545K

https.//mail. googie.com/mailiu/d/ 7ik=0foc4105dc&view=pt&search=all& pennthid=thread-1843330567354519533 &simpl=msg-f:18433203673535... 11



CIHTS/RTUFAAIFAA/

" IN'THE MATTER OF -

'-"'31 07.2025

FlrSt Appeal received by,,
Personal Hearing date ﬂxe

1. The order shal
' CUOTS/A/E/25/0

Volummous lnformatlon"_
:'~|n‘the stlpulated perJod .

3. As per the dlrectlomf‘of the Chlef Information Com_rmssmn & DOPT thlrd party-:;
e transparency eudlt fer the.year 2024 25 has been donei:

; gmal RTI application has sought 10. mfermatlon Being not:
satisfied with the. mformatlon provided by the CPIQ in ' r/o Q. No 6,7,8 & 10 thls,{.:.-
first appeal has’ bee "ferred ek E il d

For Q. No. 6.
As per Section 2(f)
can be provided,
_ provided by ths, CP
©on 30 08. 2028 ‘

the RTI Act, 2005, on]y available and ex;stmg mformatlon-:_
| the avallab!e & existing mformahon has already been..




et e e ST, ARATY, arrrmﬂ
o W IS ACEIERINE) T 8
W Central Instltute of Higher Tibetan Studles, Sarnath Vafa“aSI
(Dezmed to b]livcl‘-ny) =

O

ForQ No. '10

As per Sectlon 2 'fRTI Act 2005 only avaliable and 'ex .,,T]ngf "

| Hence FAA uphoids‘the contents/ reply of the CPIO

ity

- 1n view-of the- abov”observatlons | find that there 1s no nee.d to mten’ere w1th the'

(Dr. Himanshu Pandey_);:_:
Dy. Reglstrar&FAA' '

_‘rormation
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R tNo-*---——-—“— ‘ ;
A ./ mu? |/~‘r§ {0k CPIO CIHTS <cpio@cihis.ac.in>

Rﬂﬁﬁ/ Date .
_%l.w“ _

First Appeal under Sectlon 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 against incomplete reply of
CPIO

1 message .
Wed, Aug 27, 2025 at 7:17 PM

To: gpffceuvuhts .ac.in
Cc: g.shekhawal@sansad.ni nic.in, secy-culture@nic:in; js-culture- candm@goum praveen.sharma68@gov.in, bti-section-

culture@gov.in, cpio@cihts.ac. in, rkmishra@gjhts.ac.in

Respected Sir,
2 resident of ™. ' ' , had filed an RTI
application dated 29 07. 2025 (Regmtranon No CUOTS!RI:I?SIOOOM) to the CPIO, CIHTS, Sarnath

The CPIO has provided a reply; vide-letter dated 27.08.2025. However, | am not satisfied with the reply, as the
information furnished is incomplete, vague, and in some cases made conditional upon additional payment,

which is not in accordance with the spirit of the RTI Act, 2005.

ACL,uJid ingly, | prefer this First Appeal under Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005.
My detailed grounds of dissatisfaction with rcspect to the CPIO's reply are enclosed herewith as an attachment for ‘

your kind consideration.

Applicant’s Details:

3 attachments

_E‘J Appeal_Letter.pdf
— 201K

RTI Online __ Request_Appeal Form Details.pdf
203K

ﬂ RTI Answer_00004.pdf
487K
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To

The First Appellate Authority

-Dr. Himanshu Pandey, Deputy Registrar

Ceritral. Institute of Higher Tibetan Studies (Deemed to be University)
Sarnath, Varanasi - 221007

Email: dl'Oﬁ‘lCc’,\z. ‘cihts.ac.1n

CC:

«  Shri Gajendra Singh Shekhawat, Union Minister of Culture- ¢ .shekhawatfsansad.nic.in

. Shri Vivek Aggarwal, IAS, Secretary, Ministry of Culmre GOvunmL,nt of I[ndia- secy-
culturefzmic.in

o  Shri Samar Nanda, Joint Secretary, Ministry of Culture- is-culture-candimfdgoyv.in

o Shri Praveen Sharma, Under Secretary, BTI Section, Ministry of Culture- Dbti-section-

culture@gov.in
o Shri Sunil Kumar, CPIO & Asst. chlstrar CI[—ITS cpio(@cihts.ac.u
« Shri R K Mishra, Nodal Officer, CIHTS- rkmishra@eihts?ac: 10

Subject: First Appeal under Section 19(1) ofithe RTI Act, 2005 agams[ incomplete reply of
CPIO

Respected Sir,

" had filed an RTI application dated 29.07.2025 (Registration No.

CUOTS/RJ’E/'J'S/GOOM) to the CPIO, CIHTS, Samath.

The CPIO has provided a reply vide letter dated 27.08.2025. However, [ am nol satisfied with
the reply, as the information furnished is incomplete, vague, or conditional upon additional
payment, which is not in accordance with the spirit of the RTI Act, 2005. My grounds of

dissatisfaction are as follows:

I. For Q. No. 2 (ii"& iii) - CPIO has demanded photocopying charges (Rs. 32) but has

not specified the nature or number of documents clearly. It is unclear whether these are

work orders, invoices, sanction letters, or BoQs. A clear list of available records should

_have been provided l:u,fore demanding payment.

“For Q. No. 3 - Only a vague mention of “Government Fund (Creation of Capital

Assets)” has been provided. Copies of sanction letters, grant utilization records, and

. approval from the Ministry of Culture should have been supplied.

% For Q.No.4 & 5 - The reply only mentions thal “Tender is available on website™ and
“4 firms participated”. No documentary proof (tender notice, bid summary,
comparative statement) has been enclosed. Mere reference to the w ebsité is insufficient.

A For QrNo. 6, 7 & 8 - Again, CPIO has demanded charges for annexures without
5p601fylng the type of documents. The Act requires reasonable assistance, but the reply

X

is evasive.

5. Overall - The reply lacks clarity and completeness. Essential supporting records such
as tender documents, work orders, bills, minutes of committee meetings have not
been provided. '

Page lof2



Prayer:
I, therefore, request you to kindly:
..o Direct-the CPIO to provide complete and specific information along with certified
copies of relevant records (sanction orders, invoices, tenders, comparative statements,
minutes, etc.) without unnecessary delay.
= Waive:or rationalize the excessive demand for copying charges as the documents are
directly related to the questions and should have been supplied in the first instance.

+ e« Pass appropriate orders under Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 for ensuring
-complete and correct information. . ors

Applicant’s Details:

Date: 27/08/2025

Page 2 of 2



§/25/25, 12:28 AM e RTI Appeal Details
' ’—ﬂﬂiﬂ—wﬂ"”” C=AA)
' i §./R o No= T ”%KLDETAILS 3T Srdte faawo) -
RS Bt RREARKEAL Sl

A, /Dm—-‘—é—-{‘-*‘-%-ﬁ-’"@
© Appealk CUOTS/A{E/25/00006 13/09/2025 |
( &g ot A{ RTI Appeal Received Date 7 ’ l

- NP _.-Hg#_l D5 -0 nny
Nuﬁ%ﬁ;& j2ox-2g( AR smétaims srdte e =it fafi
Yot~ Ul HEAT) :

— i
RTI Request CUOTS/R/E/25/00004 RTI Request Registration Date 29/07/2025

: T=): ARIE) :

Name (ATH) : = Gender (ﬁ“FI’) :

Address (Udl): - - ) -

Pin code (FUF
ﬁ@.’) -

State (J199) : o Country () :
Phone Number o ;
OHF umber Mobile Number (ATEIgd Fa&R) :

Email-ID (3AT-
G-I'Ig@’) :

Status (ﬁqﬁ) : Educational Status (ﬁ&l‘fﬁ]? ;

Citizenship Stat Indian Is Appellant Bellow Poverty No
itizenship Sta us: Line ? . -
(TR : RS Y@ TR F18?) :

24047 Date of Receipt of CPIO's Details not
CRIO Approached Order@ecisionﬁﬁﬂﬂﬁ% provided

GEEIRIRIEED ey ok ¥ veiie @

CPIO's Details not provided
Order/Decision

No.maﬂ'ﬁ:&ﬁ Eal
3w/ fofg
) :

Ground for Unreasonable amount of Fee required to Pay
Appeal(\wﬂﬁ?ﬂ
STUR) :

Text of RTI First ToThe First Appellate AuthorityDr. Himanshu Pandey, Deputy
Appeal (am-c"re-rré RegistrarCentrai [nstitute of Higher Tibetan Studies (Deemed to be
TYH 4T T University)Sarnath, Varanasi 221007Email: droffice@cihts.ac.inSubject:
TS) : First Appeal under Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2003 against incomplete
" reply of CPIORespected Sir,l,” - o residentof 7 F
o G T ", had filed an RTI
application dated 29.07.2025 (Registration No. CUOTS/R/E/75/00004) 10
the CPIO, CIHTS, Samath.The CPIO has provided a reply vide letter

htlps:h‘rﬂon]iﬂe.go'v'.in!RTIMiS!ANapp-:—a!Deiails.php?reg=‘l'kva0!Q'v'VZqTG NDC3VieDJRSIVNSThvdDVTOUSFK2FleFZ3dHEIZDRBcz020OnMER



©/25/25,12:28 AM

Y

RTI Appezl Details
dated 27.08.2025. However, [ am not satisfied with tha foplgasiErT
nformation furnished is incomplete, vagueser-cenditionabgpon B =i
additional payment, which is not in accordanceawvith-the spiritefitheR TI

Act, 2005. My grounds of dissatisfaction arg as follows: L.‘g;%@\y@;@ (i1

& iii) CPIO has demanded photocopying charges (Rs. 32) but has not
specified the nature or number of documents clearly. It is unclear whether
these are work orders, invoices, sanction letters, or BoQs. A clear list of
available records should have been provided before demanding
payment.2.For Q. No. 3 Only a vague mention of Government Fund
(Creation of Capital Assets) has been provided. Copies of sanction letters,
grant utilization records, and approval from the Ministry of Culture
should have been supplied.3.For Q. No. 4 & 5 The reply only mentions
that Tender is available on website and 4 firms participated. No
documentary proof (tender notice, bid summary, comparative statement)
has been enclosed. Mere reference to the website is insufficient.4. For Q.
No. 6, 7 & 8 Again, CPIO has demanded charges for annexures without
specifying the type of documents. The Act requires reasonable assistance,
but the reply is evasive.5.Overall The reply lacks clarity and
completeness. Essential supporting records such as tender documents,
work orders, bills, minutes of committee meetings have not been
provided.Prayer:I, therefore, request you to kindly:Direct the CPIO to
provide complete and specific information along with certified copies of
relevant records (sanction orders, invoices, tenders, comparative
statements, minutes, etc.) without unnecessary delay. Waive or rationalize
the excessive demand for copying charges as the documents are directly
related to the questions and should have been supplied in the first
instance.Pass appropriate orders under Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005
for ensuring complete and correct information. Applicants Details:Name:

- g Date: 13/09/2025

hitps “riionling gov.in/RTIMIS/AA/appealDetails. php?reg=YkpvTOIQVVZgTGNDe3VIeDJRSIVNS ThvdDVTOLUGFK2FleFZ 34 HdIZDRBczOAONRMEH. ..
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10/13/25, 11:24 PM Cenlral Inslilute of Higher Tibetan Studies Mail - Summaon for Hearing_RTI_FAA_CIHTS
)

CPIO CIHTS <cpio@cihts.at.in>

Summon for Hearing_RTI_FAA_CIHTS

1 message
Deputy Registrar <droffice@cihts.ac.in> Mon, Sep 15, 2025 at 4:50 AM
Tom Ro =¥ n Bl ST _—

Bce: cpio@cihts.ac.in

Sir,

This refers to your following First’Appeal received by the undersigned:

(i First Appeal RTI received through email on 27.08.2025.

(i) First Appeal RTI registration No. CUOTS/A/E/25/00001 received on 27.08.2025
(i)  First Appeal RTI registration No. CUOTS/A/E/25/00002 received on 03.09.2025
(iv)  First Appeal RTI registration No. CUOTS/A/E/25/00003 received on 03.09.2025
V) First Appeal RTI registration No. CUQTS/A/E/25/00004 received on 03.09.2025
(vi)  First Appeal RTI registration No. CUQTS/A/E/25/00005 received on 03.09.2025

It has been noted that you have initiated 08 (08 + 04 is repetition of same =12) RTI applications since
August 2025, containing more than 60 (excluding sub-questions/information) questions/informations. Inspite
of voluminous information asked by you, CPIO has replied to all the questions within the stipulated period,
as provided in the RTI Act, 2005.

I have gone through the replies of CPIO and your First Appeals, and it has been observed that being not
satisfied with the reply of CPIO, you have preferred First Appeals.

As per Section 2(f) of the RTI Act, 2005, only available & existing information can be provided. It has been
noted that much information, in respect of your questions, can only be provided in the material form. Hence,
as per Right to Information Rule, 2012, Rupees Two (Rs.2/-) for each page (in A-3 or smaller size paper) is
to be provided by the RTI applicant to the organization for receiving the information in material. However, in
the first appeal received by the undersigned 27.08.2025, you do not agree with the request of the CPIO to
pay Rs.32/- against the material information to be provided. Moreover, you are of the opinion that this is not
in accordance with the spirit of the RTI Act, 2005.

It has also been noted that on receipt of CPIO reply, you preferred first appeal against 06 replies and
thereafter submitted the requisite additional payment, as per the RTI Rule, 2021, as requested by the CPIO.
On payment, CPIO has provided the available & existing information as annexures.

In view of the above, following the principles of natural justice, you are requested to attend
the personal hearing on 20.09.2025 at 11.00am. The venue of the hearing shall be O/o Deputy
Registrar & FAA (RTI), Administrative Building, CIHTS, Sarnath, Varanasi-221007. After
hearing, FAA will take a decision, as per the RTI Act, 2005.

Thanking you,
Yours sincerely
Dr. Himanshu Pandey

FAA/ Deputy Registrar

.@Summon for Hearing_RTI_ .. . L pdf
549K

hitos://mail.aooole.comimail/u/0i7ik=0fnc4105dc&view=nt&search=all& narmthid=thread-F184 33305735451 0533& simnl=msn-P1RARRANNERTRAAR 11
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Central lnstltute of Higher Tibetan Studies, Sarnath Varana5| @
(Deemed to University)

B mrs PR SR

“Date: 2?.09.2012"3" L

'Appel-lan.t _
W/URGENT ;

Septtc . N @ SRER-RT/RTLE MATTERE R
Central Institute of High'e'r' ltaetan Studies qaﬂ@/gﬁg t’m‘/ﬁeg brered,@@ap@ﬁdent i
Sarnath, Varanasi-221007%% % o i Fp

| INSTHE MATTER OF

e

ORDER e ’i-’t

RTI application recewed by GPIO : -31.07.2025
Date of RTl reply by CPIO " ; : Lol -27.08.2025
First Appeal by the Appetldnt ' o ..-27.082025
Personal Hearing date fixed on VT T20.00.2025
Appellant not attended the personal hearing A -20.09.2025
1. The_order shall dtisbb's'e"d'f the appeal filed = . T 7, recewed
through ' email* én 27.08.2025 (Pl refer RTI request Regrstratlon No.
CUOTS/R/E/QS/OGOOit) by

2.t has been noted that you have initiated 087(08 =+ 04 -is repetition of same -12) .
RTI applications within: ‘34 days which contains:‘around. 60 (excluding sub-:-
questions/informatiq -:,.guestlons/mformatlon Inspite..of voluminous:informatjon
asked by you, CPIO-has.provided all the lnform il@ rwrthln the,strpulated penod
as provided in the RTJ A@t 2005. :

3. As per thexdirection ‘of-the Chief Intormatron Commrssron & DoPT thrrd part
transparency audit for-the year 2024-25 has been done, and the' Insitute secure '

96% i.e. A Grade (highest grade). The audited report is available in the Insitute
website under heading Suo-Motu Disclosoure, and alt retated information is
available on the website. -

H!Lt ..< ,,.‘—-..,r

4. The appellant in his original RTI application has sought-8 information. Question
No. 2 bears 6 sub-sections i.e. 2(i) to (vi) and question no. 8 bears 2 sub-
sections i.e. 8(i) & (ii). In total 14 information asked.

5. It has been noted that CPIO in compliance of the Section 2(f) of the RTI Act,
2005 — provided all the available & existing information i.e. from Q.No. 1 to 8.
Being not satisfied with the reply of all the questioris except question no: 1, this,

_,appeat f:led before the FAA

ForQNo 2(||&||:)and678(l&|l) i '
; In compliance of: Right to Information Rule, 20‘]2 -on 27. 08 2025 CPRIO has -
i already requested-the :appellant to pay Rs.32/-. ter 16 pages-: @Rs 215 pege,
However, the appeltant has not paid the requisite ‘amount till ‘date: Hence, the
appeal in r/o the said’ questlons/lnforamtlon has no merit. :

FAA upholds the repiy of CPIO.
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‘Central instntute of Higher Tibetan Stud;es Sarnath \iaranas@

(Dcen‘ed to University): «

: -Apeeaf ﬁas atterhted to+ get the fresh information;’ whzch was not part of his

. 1
S O i

For Q.No. 3 : ‘
As per-Section 2(f): of. the RTI Act, 2005, avallab[e ex;stmg information ‘has.

already been prowded

original RTI applxcatlon like sanction letters, grant utilization records, and
approval from the: Mmlstry of Culturte. It is pertinent to mention: that-these
fresh informatio spot-part of the origitial R Ti- apphcat;d' f;f.—"ﬁand Stchs
request in appeal not permissible under ‘the: RTI Act as.it:will.:result in-
expansion of scope:p he orig!nai RTI appllcatlon Kind attentlon is'drawan to
the Hon’ble CIC in; |ts order in the matter of Shrle; Harish- Prasad:Divedi Vs.
Bharat Petroleum::Corporation Ltd (Case No. -CIC/LS/A/2013/001477SS)
wherein it has been:imentioned that fresh information at later’stage:i:e. in
appeal is not persamnbfe Hence, the appeal in rfo-of Q. No. has not merit.

e ?*:FAA upholds the rep[y of CPIO.

v”QNo 4

Appellant kind attent;on is drawn to his questzon no. 4 “Was there a tendering
process involved for prepartmg the statue? If yes,. kmdly specify the tender
number”. :
CPIOhas afready mformed that the Tender details | are. already available in'the
websitesunder the: Head “Tender “However for ready reference tender no. is

. CIHTSIMW/STSTUE/2023-05:

For Q.No. 5
As per Section 2(f)

"_.t_hse;_ng-Tl Act, 2005, a\(e-i'l;é‘bfll‘e;& exist|'e‘g",'."i,efe'rim'a-tio,-n.;_h-a.,é

In view of the above observatlons | find that there is’ no need to interfere’ Wlth the
decision of the respondent (CP1O), as all the available and ex; isiting information
as per Section 2(f)of the RTI Act, 2005 has been erowded The -appeal is

| accordmgly dlsposed of.

(Dr H.manehu ll-"andey) '

B

Dy. Registrar & FAA

Copy to:-

PSto VC for kind mformatlon of the Hon’ble VC
Registrar office for kmd lnformetlon of the Reglstrar

. Nodal Officer (RTI)

CPIO, CIHTS

(Dr. Himanshu Pandey)- -
Dy. Registrar & FAA’I: i
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Central Institute of Higher Tibetan Studies, Sarnath, Varanasi
(Deemed to University)

(W)

CIHTS/RTI/FAA/07/2025 Date: 09.10.2025

HHEEIISH/URGENT
T 1 S-S /RTIMATTER
‘Fﬁ@'ﬂ/ﬂﬁg W{Registereq/Specd postJ

Subject:- (i) First Appeal i(RTI registration no. CUOTS/R/E/25/00004 dated
29.07.2025), received through email by the FAA on 27.08.2025.

(ii) First Appeal (RTI registration no. CUOTS/A/E/25/00006 dated
13.09.2025) received online by FAA on 25.09.2025. Contents of
both the first appeals are same.

Sir,

This is to inform you that being not satisfied with the reply of CPIO letter dated
27.08.2025, you have preferred 02 First Appleals on the same matter, received through
email on 27.08.2025 and online on 25.09.2025.

The First Appellate Authority has already disposed of the appeal, received
through email, vide order dated 27.09.2025. A copy of the same is attached for redy
reference please.

Accordingly, your first appleal received through online bearing registration no.
CUOTS/A/E/25/00006 dated 13.09.2025 is hereby disposed of.

Attached-02 pages

U)\L\./s

(Dr. Himanshu Pandey)
FAA & Dy. Registrar

Copy to:-

1. PS to VC for kind information of the Hon'ble VC

2. Registrar office for kind information of the Registrar
3. Nodal Officer (RTI)

4. CPIO, CIHTS

(Dr. Hima%s}g/g Pandey)
FAA & Dy. Registrar
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RTI Appeal Delails

T . /7Receipt No.
i71% /D =

M. &l a}ﬁﬂ'{/RTlLFﬁﬁ) :

AL DETAILS (ARETATE de faavom)

PR e

eSS 2 _ 24/09/2025
ﬁé’gls . ' RTI Appeal Received Date
Number ( (311 |:1|3|-r§ e o T o1 fa I)_ o
EICRUEECIDE ' :
Regli’;'frlagsglgzt CUOTS/R/T/25/00011 RTI Request Registration Date 02/09/2025
SRYSTE SR (SRETSHTE SR TSR DI
TelleRuT HE): I -
Name (FTH) : Gender ((RI7T) :
Address (9dl) : i
Pin code (T
State (19Y) : Country @) :
Ph Number s
zé’%imj , Mobile Number (HIETgd HaR) :
Email-ID (39d-
Educational Stat
P (F@-Iﬁ'l’) : ucationa us (Sa&fﬁfﬁ
Citi ko Gt Is Appellant Bellow Poverty No
itizenship Statis Line ? (T CRECII
‘lilélm@f:ﬂﬁﬁa‘?) :
24047 Date of Receipt of CPIO's Details not

CPIO Approached

GEEAEINEIERD

Order/Decision 3Tgeft & provided
e/ Fota & wilE Bl
GICIEC)E

CPI1O's
Order/Decision No.

Arframgan a1
e/ fofa
&) :

Details not provided ‘ |

Ground for
Appeal(mw
STUR) :

Provided Incomplete,Misleading or False Information

Text of RTI First
Appeal (GHT'\’é:'f\?vﬂ—iF
qyH 3die BT
7o) :

To The First Appellate Authority (FAA)Central Institute of Higher Tibetan
Studies (Deemed to be University)Sarnath, Varanasi 221007, Uttar
Pradesh Subject: First Appeal under Section 19(1) of the RTT Act,
2005Reference: RTT Application No. CUQTS/R/IT/25/00011 dated
02.09.2025 and CPIO reply dated 11.09.2025 (Ref. No. ‘1
CIHTS/RTI/21/202526)Brief Grounds for Appeal: The CPIO has denied
the names/designations of the enquiry committee members and the
minutes of meetings citing Section 8(1)(g), but no specific evidence of
any threat to life or safety has been provided. All committee members |

lI']Pt:dis.ﬂhﬂ'?iF:G:NHNTZWQWCGN4T\N1OcWFZ MZdSTThZakaSUiINFRRSUESY‘iFGdrnOv'-.-’iaOWTL'.IGOQO._.

1/2
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! were formally introduced to me during the enquiry. procegdingss hence,
B " ;1.-:’*.;-:1 Ve

written disclosure of their names/designations cannot create any N ¢

L5

additional risk. Section 10 requires severing only the portiony% that N
actually attract exemption and providing the Tést, whic f'h‘é'é’ngfi Ly
done. I have sought only the text/content of the student :

complaint/feedback without any names or identifying details so Sections
8(1)(g) or 8(1)(j) are not applicable. Information was specifically
requested by email, but the CPIO keeps insisting on hard copy charges,
which is contrary to Section 7(9). Relief Sought: Direct the CPIO to

" provide a certified copy of the committee formation order with
names/designations of its members. Provide minutes of meetin gs after
severing only genuinely exempt portions. Supply the text of the student
complaint/feedback (allegations only) by email. Waive the insistence on
hard copy charges and provide the information in the requested email
format. Attachment: Detailed appeal document (2 pages).Appellant:

https./irtiontine.gov.in/RTIMIS/AA/appeslDetails. php Treg=NHNTZWOwcGNATW1 OcWF2Mzd5TTh2ak JkSOIrNFRRS LIS Y1 F6dmOvVigOWT060gQ... 272
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Central Institute of Higher Tibetan Studies, Sarnath, Varanasi

(Deemed to University)

CIHTS/RTI/FAA/08/2025 Date: 18.10.2025
IN THE MATTER OF

: . - Appellant

Central Public Information Officer

Central Institute of Higher Tibetan Studies - Respondent

Sarnath, Varanasi-221007

ORDER

RTI application received by CPIO - 03.09.2025

Date of RTi reply by CPIO - 11.09.2025

First Appeal received by the FAA - 25.09.2025

Personal Hearing date fixed on _ - 15.10.2025

Appellant not attended the personal hearing - 15.10.2025

1. The order shall dispose of the appeal bearing registration no. CUOTS/A/E/25/00007
filed by ' - ‘

2 |t has been noted that you have initiated 10 (10 + 04 is repetition of same =14) RTI
applications  within 46 days which contains around 66 (excluding sub-
questions/information) questions/information. Inspite of voluminous information
asked by you, CPIO has provided all the information within the stipulated period, as
provided in the RTI Act, 2005. :

3. As per the direction of the Chief Information Commission & DoPT, third part
transparency audit for the year 2024-25 has been done, and the Insitute secure
96% i.e. A Grade (highest grade). The audited report is available in the Insitute
website under heading Suo-Motu Disclosoure, and all related information is
available on the website.

Ground of First Appeal

4. The appellant in his original RT! application has sought 07 question / information.
Being not satisfied with the information provided by the CPIO in rlo
Q.No./information no. 1,3 &5, this first appeal has been preferred.

For Q. No. 1.
The CPIO has informed that the desired information bears the names of the
officers, their designation, ~ address and official capacity like

Chairman/Member/Member-Secretary of the Committee. The disclosure of such
information may endanger the physical safety of the committee members, who
under an apprehension of danger to their life may not be able to effectively
discharge their duties. Hence, information as to the names and particulars of
the committee members like designation, address & their status in the
Committee(Chairman/Member/NMember Secretary) are exempted from
disclosure under Section 8(1)(9) of RTI Act, on the ground that if such
information is disclosed, it may endanger their lives or physical safety.

In support of the above, CPIO has also cited the judgement dated 13/12/2012 of the
Hon'ble Supreme Court of India in Civil Appeal No. 9052 of 2012 filed by Bihar
Public Service Commission v/s Saiyed Hussain Abbas Rizwi & Anr. regarding
disclosure of the names, designation and address of the subject expert
present in the interview Board under RTI Act. The Hon'ble Supreme Court held
that “ The disclosure of names and address of the members of the Interview
Board would ex facie endanger their lives or physical safety. The possibility
of a failed candidate attempting to take revenge from such persons can’t be

ruled out”
/
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Hence, the first appeal in r/o Q.No. / information no. 1 has no merit, and FAA
upholds the reply of the CPIO.

For Q. No. 3

CPIO has already initimated to the RTI applicant that in accordance with the
Section 10 (Severabiity) of the RTI Act, 2005, the desired information can be
provided after severance, wherever required, on submission of the Rs.16/- for 08
page @Rs.2/- per page. RTI applicant in his first appeal has also agreed with the
reply of CPIO, however, till date Rs.16/- has not been paid by the RTI applicant. On
receipt of Rs.16/- CPIO shall provide the information.

Hence, the first appeal in r/o Q.No. / information no. 3 has no merit, and FAA
upholds the reply of the CPIO.

For Q. No. 5

CPIO has rightly informed that the report not only contains names of the officers,
their designation and official capacity like Chairman/Member/Member~Secretary of
the Committee, but also contains student's & staff feedback, as annexures,
which bears their personal details like their names, class, course, year etc.

The disclosure of such information may endanger the physical safety of the
students who under an apprehension of danger to their life may not be able to
effectively discharge their duties. Hence, the disclosure is exempted under
Section 8(1)(g) of RTI Act, on the ground that if such information is disclosed,
it may endanger their lives or physical safety.

Further, CPIO has already informed that as per Section 10 (Severability) of the RT]
Act, 2025, the desired information can be provided after severance, wherever
required, to the RTI Applicant on submission of Rs 26/- for 13 page @Rs.2/- per
page on receipt of the payment, CPIO shall provide the information as an
annexures.

Hence, the first appeal in r/o Q.No. / information no. 5 has no merit, and FAA
upholds the reply of the CPIO.

In view of the above observations, | find that there is no need to interfere with the
reply of the respondent (CPIO), as all the available and exisiting information as per
Section 2(f) of the RTI Act, 2005 has been provided.

The appeal is accordingly disposed of.

(Dr. Himanshu Pandey)
Dy. Registrar & FAA

Copy to:-
SA to VC for kind information of the Hon’ble VC
Registrar office for kind information of the Registrar

Nodal Officer (RTI)

CPIO, CIATS
lor)/g

(Dr. Himat\15h Pandey)
Dy. Registrar & FAA
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tan-Studies Mail= Submission of-First Appeal under Section 18(1) of the RT)-Act, 2005 - Agai...

‘ - ,‘CPiO'CIHTS‘Sgpio@cihts.ac.i_m'

L (FAR)(03)
flon 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 — Against

o 2
|

= i Fri, Oct 10, 2025 at 9:36 AM
d "._,/-TO'-:?;QQQu'ty--R'e_g'i__s_tg'ar_.#drqfﬁce@oihtsgac.im" " _ = SRR
~1 [ Ceipraveen. pan11365@'gov.in,sanjay.gupté?fﬂ@nic.in}nadéem.ahmad@higjn, secy-culture@nic.in, js-culture-

i/ ;c:andrr{@'gov;ini.cpio@cihts.ac.in,-rkmishra@cihts,ac;in, registrar@ecihts.ac.in, veoffice@cihts.ac.in

j | - Respacted Dr. Himanshu Pandey,.
f . Deputy Registrar & FirstAppeliate Authority,

;:3' i Centrél:lnstitute‘of'H_igher'TiE’atfan..Studies.(Deemed University), -
i Sarnath, Varanasi — 221007 :
} Sir,. -
er Section 19(1) of the-Rig ht to:Information Act, 2005 against

" Please find atfached hierewith my. First Appeal-und _ :
the-reply received -'fro_m'-'the‘Cemtral,.P-ubliG”%nf._ormation?Ofﬁcer (CRIO); M

' dated’:%@glmzs related to CIHTS, Sarnath.

inistry of Culture, regarding my RTI application

" Ihea;a_ppéél#h'aé:bﬁen'Sub_m‘itte_d on the.grounds of incomplete and unsatisfaciory response by the CPIOQ, as detailed in
' 'the-:'atta_chéd'do.cument. I humbly:request that the matter be examined and necessary directions be issued to ensure
,fair:dié.,ci'os_ure',of'-lnformation—-as'p,_erruthefprdvisions_ of the RTFAct.. "% :

Kindly acknowledge receipt of this email and the attached -appeal document.

Thanking-you, .
Warm-regards, - : ) )
. i . /

i FirstAppealpdf
a0k
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- N§=75/ . Central Institute of Higher Tibetan Studies, Sarnath, Varanasi
H‘Eﬁmi}“&”«t‘?":{ (Deemed to University) '
CIHTS/RTI/FAA/08(A)/2025 Date: 13.10.2025

Subject:- First Appeal-Reg.
Ref.:- Email dated 10.10.2025,received by the FAA on 10.10.2025.

Sir,
: In respons to your RTI application, CPIO has already provided the desired
information vide letter no.CIHTS/RTI/21/2025-26 dated 11.09.2025.

Further, being not satisfied with the reply of CPIO, you have preferred first appeal
bearing registration no. CUOTS/A/E/25/00007 dated 24.08.2025 received through online by
FAA on 25.09.2025

FAA has fixed date of hearing on 15.10.2025 at 11.00 am, and accordingly a letter
has been sent to you. A copy of the same is attached for ready reference please.

Thanking you,

Yours sincerely

A

(Dr. Himansh\g}:’lé@ndey)
FAA & Dy. Registrar
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Central Institute of Higher Tibetan Studies, Sarnath, Varanasi W

(Deemed to University)

CIHTS/RTI/FAA/08/2025 Date: 18.10.2025
IN THE MATTER OF

T I A . - Appellant
Central Public Information Officer
Central institute of Higher Tibetan Studies - Respondent
Sarnath, Varanasi-221007
ORDER
RTI application received by CPIO - 03.09.2025
Date of RTI reply by CPIO - 11.09.2025
First Appeal received by the FAA - 25.09.2025
Personal Hearing date fixed on - 15.10.2025
Appellant not attended the personal hearing - 15.10.2025

1. The order shall dispose of the appeal bearing registration no. CUQTS/A/E/25/00007
filed by . .0 Jeee]

2 |t has been noted that you have initiated 10 (10 + 04 is repetition of same =14) RTI
applications within 46 days which contains around 66 (excluding sub-
questions/information) questions/information. Inspite of voluminous information
asked by you, CPIO has provided all the information within the stipulated period, as
provided in the RTI Act, 2005. ,

3. As per the direction of the Chief Information Commission & DoPT, third part
transparency audit for the year 2024-25 has been done, and the Insitute secure
96% i.e. A Grade (highest grade). The audited report is available in the Insitute
website under heading Suo-Motu Disclosoure, and all related information is
available on the website.

Ground of First Appeal

4. The appellant in his original RTI application has sought 07 question / information.
Being not satisfied with the information provided by the CPIO in r/o
Q.No /information no. 1,3 & 5 , this first appeal has been preferred.

For Q. No. 1.
The CPIO has informed that the desired information bears the names of the
officers, their ~ designation, address and official capacity like

Chairman/Member/Member-Secretary of the Committee. The disclosure of such
information may endanger the physical safety of the committee members, who
under an apprehension of danger to their life may not be able to effectively
discharge their duties. Hence, information as to the names and particulars of
the committee members like designation, address & their status in the
Committee(Chairman/Member/Member  Secretary) are exempted from
disclosure under Section 8(1)(g) of RTI Act, on the ground that if such
information is disclosed, it may endanger their lives or physical safety.

In support of the above, CPIO has also cited the judgement dated 13/12/2012 of the
Hon'ble Supreme Court of India in Civil Appeal No. 9052 of 2012 filed by Bihar
Public Service Commission v/s Saiyed Hussain Abbas Rizwi & Anr. regarding
disclosure of the names, designation and address of the subject expert
present in the interview Board under RTI Act. The Hon'ble Supreme Court held
that “ The disclosure of names and address of the members of the Interview
Board would ex facie endanger their lives or physical safety. The possibility
of a failed candidate attempting to take revenge from such persons can’t be
ruled out”

7
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Hence, the first appeal in rlo Q.No. / information no. 1 has no merit, and FAA
upholds the reply of the CPIO.

For Q. No. 3

CPIO has already initimated to the RTI applicant that in accordance with the
Section 10 (Severabiity) of the RTI Act, 2005, the desired information can be
provided after severance, wherever required, on submission of the Rs.16/- for 08
page @Rs.2/- per page. RT| applicant in his first appeal has also agreed with the
reply of CPIO, however, till date Rs.16/- has not been paid by the RTI applicant. On
receipt of Rs.16/- CPIO shall provide the information.

Hence, the first appeal in r/o Q.No. / information no. 3 has no merit, and FAA
upholds the reply of the CPIO.

For Q. No. 5 |

CPIO has rightly informed that the report not only contains names of the officers,
their designation and official capacity like Chairman/Member/Member-Secretary of
the Committee, but also contains student’s & staff feedback, as annexures,
which bears their personal details like their names, class, course, year etc.

The disclosure of such information may endanger the physical safety of the
students who under an apprehension of danger to their life may not be able to
effectively discharge their. duties. Hence, the disclosure is exempted under
Section 8(1)(g) of RTI Act, on the ground that if such information is disclosed,
it may endanger their lives or physical safety.

Further, CPIO has already informed that as per Section 10 (Severability) of the RTI
Act, 2025, the desired information can be provided after severance, wherever
required, to the RTI Applicant on submission of Rs 26/- for 13 page @Rs.2/- per
page on receipt of the payment, CPIO shall provide the information as an
annexures.

Hence, the first appeal in r/o Q.No. / information no. 5 has no merit, and FAA
upholds the reply of the CPIO.

In view of the above observations, | find that there is no need to interfere with the
reply of the respondent (CPIO), as all the available and exisiting information as per
Section 2(f) of the RTI Act, 2005 has been provided.

The appeal is accordingly disposed of.

(Dr. Himanshu Pandey)
Dy. Registrar & FAA

Copy to:-

-SA to VC for kind information of the Hon’ble VC

Registrar office for kind information of the Registrar
Nodal Officer (RTI)

CPIO, CIHAYS
(Dr. Himanshu Pandey)

Dy. Registrar & FAA
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S :ﬁL DETAILS (Qmﬁ&rr% et faaon)

& B3 AutMyrear
~Registration
Number (
Toil Ul &) ¢

5 p_G
IR 3 Eﬂj K

> . r'-8 A 30/10/2025
LN Eﬁé/ 0 RTI Appeal Received Date >

(IMRET3TE et ure ot faifn

RTI Request
Registration No.

(SMCT3TS MY
TSI UT )

5 2/09/2025
CUOQOTS/R/T/25/00012 RTI Request Registration Date 12/09/2025

(IRETIATS SRIY TS0 Hi
ARG :

Name (ATH) :

Gender (f%ﬂ'l) : '

Address (CIFIT) :

Pin code (U -
BIe) :

State (XTS4) :

w ' Country (a'QT) : B

Phone Number

@

Mobile Number@@l&pﬁmz o~ a |

Email-ID (SHd-
31T§Tﬂ) 7

Status (@Jﬁ) :

Educational Status (ﬁ&lﬁﬂ? :
: :

(Tﬂ'fm :

Citizenship Status

Is Appellant Bellow Poverty
Line ? (T 37T PRqTel
TR YT ¥ A $182) o

CPIO Approached

GIECE v—ﬁd’rarrs‘@m_

24047 Date of Receipt of CPIO's Details not
Order[Decision@ﬁT&l’l‘é&ﬁ% provided
ameer/ fAofa & witg &1
GIRESE

CPIO's
Order/Decision

No.(FTqr3mgan &1
e/ ok
WD :

Details not provided

Appeal(GITﬂ?Tﬁf
SHIUR) :

Ground for Any Other ground

Text of RTI First
Appeal (S{R?.Pfaﬂ"ﬁc
TYH Ut @l
urs) :

hllps.;‘:’ltlonline.gov.in/RTIMIS!A}u’appeaIDeiails.php?reg=OX2JRUw1VzZGcUGa’a25-:aV8PTWFP‘v‘lBiSFRDU2ZC:C:TBDV‘MHnc,."iiiiom N TORCKE Y

To,Dr. Himanshu PandeyDeputy Registrar & First Appellate
AuthorityCentral Institute of Higher Tibetan Studies (Deemed
University)Sarnath, Varanasi 221007Email: droffice@@cihts.ac.inCC:Shn
Praveen Sharma, Under Secretary & CPIO, BTI Section, Ministry of
Culture praveen.sharma68(@gov.inShri Sanjay Gupta, Under Secretary
(BTI & AR/IT), Ministry of Culture sanjay.gupta78(Znic.inSunil Kumar,
CPIO & Asst. Registrar, CIHTS cpio@cihts.ac.inSubject: First Appeal
under Section 19(1) of the Right to Information Act, 2005against the reply !
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of CPIO, Ministry of CultureRespected Sir/Madam,], Nirankar Pandey, |
resident of Village Hiramanpur, Post Samnath, District Varanasi, hereby
submit this First Appeal under Section 19(1) of the Right to Information
Act, 2005, against the incomplete and unsatisfactory reply provided by,
the Central Public Information Officer (CPIO), Ministry of Culture, in
response to my RTI application dated 02/09/2025 pertaining to the Central
Institute of Higher Tibetan Studies (CIHTS), Sarnath, Varanasi.Grounds
for AppealQuery_No.1:Certified copy of Office Order No.
CIHTS/AdmnIl/GNS/R/R/2015 dated 07/12/2015.Reply by CPIO:
Applicant is requested to pay Rs. 2 for one page @ Rs. 2 per
page.Appeal_Ground:The CPIOs demand for payment is incorrect
because, in my RTI application, I clearly requested that all information be
provided through email in electronic form.Under the RTI (Regulation of
Fee and Cost) Rules, 2003, fees are applicable only Jor hard copies
Supplied in physical form. When information is'sent electronically, no
additional cost applies.Relief Sought:Kindly direct the CPIO to provide
the requested certified copy in electronic form (PDF) at the email address
mentioned, without insisting on payment.Query No.2:Certified copy of”
the Minutes of the 53rd Board of Governors meeting of CIHTS.Reply by
CPIO: The document is available on the CIHTS
website.Appeal_Ground:As per Section 7(9) of the RTI Act, information
should be provided in the form requested unless it disproportionately
diverts resources. Providing merely a web link does not fulfil the request
for a certified copy, which carries legal authenticity and
verification.Relief_Sought:Kindly direct the CPIO to provide a certified
copy of the said Minutes in electronic form.Query_No.3:Supporting
documents relating to Agenda No. 53.13 (Promotion criteria to the post of
Assistant Registrar) Reply by CPIO: The information pertains to a third
‘party and has been denied under Sections 8(1)(e) and 8(1)(j) of the RTI
Act.Appeal_Ground:The requested documents concern promotion criteria
discussed in the official Board of Governors meeting of a public authority.,
Such records form part of official decisionmaking and are not personal
information. Hence, denial under Sections 8(1)(e) and 8(1)(j) 1s
unjustified, as these provisions do not apply to policy or promotioncriteria
deliberations in institutional g
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G “ Central Institute of Higher Tibetan Studies, Sarnath, Varanasi
Qaﬁm%m (Deemed to University)
CJHTS/RTI/FAA/OQ/ZO%! L(z,é Date:14.11.2025
IN THE MATTER OF '
; ) - Appellant
Central Public Information Officer _
Central Institute of Higher Tibetan Studies - Respondent
Sarnath, Varanasi-221007
ORDER
R'TI application received by CPIO - 156.09.2025
Date of RTl reply by-CPIO - 07.10.2025
First Appeal received by the FAA ' ao= 6+ 01.11.2025
Personal Hearing date fixed on - 12.11.2025
Appellant not attended the personal hearing - 12.11.2025
1. .The order shall dispose of the appeal bearing registration no. CUOTS/A/E/25/00008
fledby." . .. -7

2. It has been noted that you have initiated 12 (12+ 04 is repetition of same =16) RTI
applications within 03 months (approx.) which contains around 79 (excluding sub-
questions/information) questions/information. Inspite of voluminous information asked
by you, CPIO has provided all the information within the stipulated period, as
provided in the RTI Act, 2005.

3. As per the direction of the Chief Information Commission & DoPT, third part
transparency audit for the year 2024-25 has been done, and the Insitute secure 96%
l.e. A Grade (highest grade). The audited report is available in the Insitute website
under heading Suo-Motu Disclosoure, and all the related information is available on
the website. . :

Ground of First Anpeal

4. The appellant in his original RTI application has sought 03 question / information.
Being not satisfied with the information provided by the CPIO in r/o Q.No./information
no. 1,2 & 3, this first appeal has been preferred.

For Q. No. 1.

As per Section 4 (a) of the Right to Information (Regulation of Fee and Cost) Rules,
2005 - “Rupees two for each page (in A-4 or A-3 size paper) created or copied”
is to be paid by the RTI applicant in lieu of created or copied A4 or A3 size paper.

The desired document i.e. 01 page A4 size has been copied from_the record, and
accordingly CPIO has requested you to pay Rs.2/- for 01 page. However, you have
challenged the RTI (Regulation of Fee and Cost) Rules, 2005 and insist CPIO to
send the certified copy in electronic form (PDF) through email without payment i.e.
Rs. 2/-, which is contray to the RT| (Regulation of Fee and Cost) Rules, 2005.

Hence, the first appeal in r/o Q.No. / information no. 1 has no merit, and FAA
upholds the reply of the CPIO. '

For Q. No. 2

CPIO has already informed that the Minutes of the 53" Board of Governors meeting
of CIHTs is available in the Insititute website — https://cihts.ac.in/wp-
c.ontent/upload5/2025/09/BOG-Minutes—53rd-08.08.2015.Ddf,-Which can be seen and
downloaded.
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Central Institute of Higher Tibetan Studies, Sarnath, Varanasi
(Desmed to University)

Please note that as per the direction of the Chief Information Commission &
DoPT, third part transparency audit for the year 2024-25 has been done, and
the Insitute secure 96% i.e. A Grade (highest grade). The audited report is
available in the Insitute website under heading Suo-Motu Disclosoure, and all
the related information is available on the website.

In view of the above, your request for certified copy of the said minutes in electronic
form has no merit, and hence, the first appeal in rlo Q.No. / information no. 2 has
no merit, and FAA upholds the reply of the CPIO.

For Q. No.3 .

The desired information pertains to the third party information, and as per
Section 11(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, a notice to the third party was issued by the CPI1O
with copy to the RT! Applicant, the third party has intimated to the CPIO that
information asked by the RTI applicant is personal information, and the same couldn't
be disclosed keeping in view the Section 8(1) (e) and Section 8(1) (j) of the RTI Act,
2005.

Hence, the first appeal in rflo Q.No. / information no. 3 hasdno merit, and FAA
upholds the reply of the CPIO. '

The appeal is accordingly disposed of.

/\.@w 5%
(Dr. Him/armmey)

Dy. Registrar & FAA

Copy to:-

SA to VC for kind information of the Hon'ble VC
Registrar office for kind information of the Registrar
Nodal Officer (RTI)

\y CPIO, CIHTS

(Dr. Himanshu Pandey)
Dy. Registrar & FAA
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First Appeal against improper, illegal and obstructionist replies of the
CPIO invoking Section 7(9) of the RTI Act, 2005 and denial of certified
information sought through RTI Registration No. CUOTS/R/E/25/00014




BEFORE THE FIRST APPELLATE AUTHORITY
Under Section 19(1) of the Right to Information Act, 2005

To,
The First APPELATE AUTHORITY

‘Central Institute of Higher Tibetan Studies,
Sarnath, Varanasi, U.P 221007.

pe

Subject: First Appeal against improper, illegal and obstructionist replies of the CPIO invoking
Section 7(9) of the RTI Act, 2005 and denial of certified information sought — RTI Registration
No. CUOTS/R/E/25/00014

Particulars of the Appellant

NAME OF APPLICANT
2 COMMUNICATION
ADDRESS
3 EMAIL i ’ B

RTI Application Details & Timeline

» Date of RTI Application: 02.11.2025

« RTI Registration No.: CUOTS/R/E/25/00014

» First Reply of CPIO: 14.11.2025 ,

+ Subsequent Reply / Email of CPIO: 08.12.2025
» Date of First Appeal: 13.12.2025

Facts of the Case

1. The Appellant filed an RTI application dated 02.11.2025 seeking certified copies of record-
based information pertaining to the utilization of public funds, specifically:

¢ The number of advances and reimbursements requested by Group-A, Group-B and
Group-C officials/staff, along with their designation and date, for the period March
2023 to March 2025.



5. The CPIO, vide subsequent reply/email dated 08.12.2025, mechanically reiterated the same
stand, again refused to provide certified copies, denied any logistical support for inspection,
and insisted that inspection was the only option available. Following is the screenshot:

- CPICCIHTS Dac g da
0 e, welfics, registar v
Sir,
Pizase refel to the CPIO leller daled 14.11.2025 and 24.11.2025, addressed (o your goods=If
1. Pleass nole thal as pe lion 7(8) in conjunclion with 2(jj of the RTI Act, you have been requested fo visit the Insliwte for insp=clion of &
2. In RTI Act, forinspect ecords, theie is no provision of airfare and lodging facility.
3. For any further query/ \ces you may contact the First Appeliate Authority and follow the procedure,
Crio

CIHTS, Sarnath, Varanasi

Teasd

6. The replies of the CPIO amount to a constructive and deliberate denial of information,
compelling the Appellant to file the present First Appeal.

5. Grounds of Appeal

The impugned replies of the CPIO are illegal, arbitrary and unsustainable in law on the
following, amongst other, grounds:

A. Misuse and Misinterpretation of Section 7(9) of the RTI Act

I Section 7(9) of the RTI Act is not an exemption clause and does not permit denial of
information.

II. The Hon’ble Central Information Commission has consistently held that Section 7(9)
only relatés to the form in which information may be supplied, not to its denial.

CIC - Shri Rakesh Kumar Gupta v. ITAT (CIC/OK/A/2006/00163):
“Section 7(9) does not permit denial of information but only allows providing it in a form
different from that requested.”

III.  In the present case, the CPIO has completely refused to supply any information, which is
ultra vires the Act.

B. Inspection Cannot Be Forced in Lieu of Certified Copies _
I.  The Appellant specifically sought certified copies of records, not inspection of files.

II.  Inspection under Section 2(j) is a right of the applicant, not a substitute that can be
compulsorily imposed by the CPIO.

scumentsfreconds



II1.

CIC - S.C. Sharma v. Delhi Transport Corporation (CIC/AD/A/2013/001326):
“Inspection of records cannot be imposed upon an applicant when copies of information
are sought.” :

Forcing inspection, particularly when the Appellant is located away from the Institute,
defeats the very object of the RTI Act.

C. Information Clearly Falls Within Section 2(j) of the RTI Act

L

II.

Section 2(j) expressly includes records, documents and data material held in physical or
electronic form.

The Appellant has not sought creation of new information, but only copies/extracts of
existing financial records.

Delhi High Court — Registrar of Companies v. Dharmendra Kumar Garg (2012): |
“Inconvenience or multiplicity of files is not a valid ground for denial of information
available on record.”

D. Bald and Unsubstantiated Claim of “Disproportionate Diversion of Resources”

L

{2

The CPIO has failed to:
* Quantify the number of files or pages involved.
» Estimate manpower or time required.
o “Explore pértial, phased or electronic disclosure.

Mere assertion that records are maintained in different files does not satisfy the legal
threshold of Section 7(9).

CIC — Ramesh Kumar Singh v. Ministry of Railways (CIC/LS/A/2010/000366):
“A general statement regarding diversion of resources is insufficient without
justification.” S

E. Admission of Poor Record Maintenance — Violation of Section 4(1 )(a)

L.

The plea that financial information is scattered across files is an admission of failure to
maintain records in a systematic and retrievable manner as mandated under Section
4(1)(a) of the RTI Act.

Delhi High Court — Union of India v. Vishwas Bhamburkar (2013):
“Itis not open to the CPIO to state that information is scattered; public authorities are
expected to maintain proper records.”



F. Non-Application of Mind and Obstruction of Transparency

1. The RTI application pertains to a defined period (March 2023-March 2025) and
concerns current financial transactions, which should be readily available.

II.  The repeated refusal reflects a willful attempt to shield information relating to public
" expenditure of Group-A, B and C officials, undermining accountability.

Supreme Court — CBSE v. Aditya Bandopadhyay (2011) 8 SCC 497:
“The RTI Act is a beneficial legislation and must be interpreted to promote
transparency.” '

G. Unreasonable Expectation of Physical Visit at Appellant’s Cost

I.  The RTI Act does not require an applicant to incur travel, lodging or incidental expenses
to obtain information that can otherwise be supplied by copies.

II. By denying copies and disclaiming any logistical support, the CPIO has rendered the
statutory right illusory. )

6. Relief / Prayer

In view of the facts and grdunds stated above, the Appellant respectfully prays that the Hon’ble
First Appellate Authority may be pleased to:

(a) Set aside the replies of the CPIO dated 14.11.2025 and 08.12.2025;

(b) Hold that Section 7(9) of the RTI Act has been wrongly and illegally invoked in the
present case; “ T

(c¢) Direct the CPIO to provide complete and certified copies of the information sought in
the RTI application dated 02.11.2025 within a stipulated time;

(d) Direct supply of information free of cost under Section 7(6) of the RTI Act due to
obstruction and failure to provide information in time;

(¢) Issue appropriate advisory / warning to the CPIO for misapplication of the Act and
obstruction of information; '

() Pass any other order deemed fit in the interest of justice, transparency and accountability.



7. Declargtion

The Appellant declares that the facts stated above are true'to the best of his/her knowledge and
that this appeal is filed within the prescribed time limit.

Place: New Dclhi
Date: 13.12.2025 .

Signature of Appellant
Name: ' =

8. Enclosﬁres

1. Copy of RTI Application dated 02.11.2025
2. Copy of CPIO’s reply dated 14.11.2025

3. Copy of email correspondence including reply dated 08.12.2025
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Date:18.12:2025

Sub]ect -First Appeal -Red:

‘Refu:= First Ap peal bearing: re gistration: no: CU@TSINE!ZSIOOBDB dated 13:12.2025,
received by the EAA on 16.12.2025

Sir,

Please refer to your: Gnline appeal bearing reg! istration ne: CUOTS/A/EJZSfOOGOQ
dated 13.12.2025.

irst.Appeal, and it has been
you have preferred First

y: Of CPI@‘ and: 3

. have ‘gone throug‘w the: reply:
€ d with the repl ,t ot CP

rved. that ibeing not satisfi

*t“e pr ncmie of matural justice: and berore
tie V'\_’persmal ‘hearing ©en
Ofc: Dephty Reglstrar &

After

(Dr H=|manshu Pandey)
Dy. .Reglstrar & FAA.

{Copy. tox=

. SAIOVG for Kind: mmrmauon ‘of the Hon'ble VC
Registrar: -office for kind informatien iof the Reg;straf
Nedal Officer (RTH)

CPIO, CIHTS

AR (Account)

W%ﬁﬁ%

(DrkHlmanshu Pandey) , -
Dy: Registrar & FAA
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~ 7 Central Institute of ngher Tibetan Studies, Sarnath, Varana

e?"d‘.é‘t' *‘tm ' (DE*‘Blcu toUniversicy)
CIHTSIRTUEARIO@I2025 T Date:03.01.2026
: INTHE-MATTER OF

Central-Public Information Officer

C(hi ighest gratle): Thé:

s A ig’\a}ﬁ/uqcﬂ\m R
70 ha

CentralInstitute:of ng her Tibetan: Studies: - Respan‘a e/nw’E1 i a
'F'-Samath VaranaSL-ZE‘f 007
ORDER =
RTI appllcation received by/CPIO: . - 04.11.2025
-Date of RTI reply by CPIO im 14.11.2025:
First Appeal received bythe FAA 13:12.2025
Personal Hearing date fixed.on’ - 01.01.2026
Appellant not attended the: personal hearing: - 01.01:2026

'_'Irfhe,:or;_d_er-;shallz_-:;jls pose of the appe,al:bea[iéggre_gis‘t_ra_tio'm no: CUOTS/A/E/25/00009

,As per the direction of the: Chief Irformation: Commission & DGPT third part transg
audit for the: year 2024<25 has beer: dons; and the Insitute” secure: 96% ie. A
; idited report {s “available in he Insitute:website under headin
;Motu llsc.osoure and all therelated information is available on'the website.

2—3

The appellant in his orlgmal RTE application has: sought information: pertaining:to:

@) The number of advances and reimbursements  requested
Group -A, Group=B and.Group-C- Officials/Staff along with their: deszgnatlon an
orthe;period March 2023'to March, 2025, and

i), Amount'disbursed :against the: rquests made ‘and guvernment rate: adaptsd
se;tlement with date: from: March: 2023 1o ‘March 12025 ‘and defaiis -of the adv
andf'\r relmbursements settled till 2025: from March 2023,

Being o ¢ satisfied the reply: of CPIO this appeaI has-been preferred by the: appellar

) appl:cant}

'ForQ No.1. &2

4,

Reply of the:CPIO:
As intimated: by the Deemed CPIO (AR-Accounts); the: information for the :period A

202316 March, 2025 in respect ‘of Group-A, Group-B: and: Group -C: Officials/ Staff

heir-with' designation is ot readily. ;available -at ‘one: place and is spread across: st

‘f;ies Manual. CO”EL*.OH/Cm‘ﬂpIh.;g iof data/mformahm from: many filestdocuments: wil
cmSMeratle dime, ‘manpower ; and di spropumonateay divert the d.rauable resources i
.pub.{c ‘authority; 5

Accordmgly, -as per Section: 7{9) in conjunction with Section 2(f). of the RTI Ac
appellanf ‘was Tequested io visit the nstitute for inspection of
documents/récords:

Relief/-Prayer by the: appel[ant before the First. Appellate Authorlty

f(‘a) Set asids the: repiles of the CRIO dated 14,471, 4025 and 08: 12, 2025
«(b): Hold :the Seciton: 7\9) of the RTIl Act has been wrengly and illegally: invoked il

pres:nt case:

{cJ Direct the: CPIG0 provide csmp]eae ‘and ¢centified ‘copigs of the: information soug

~ the RTI appncauon dated 02.11.2025 within stipu latged time

{d) : Direct suhpiy «of 'information: free of cost under Section /\c) ‘of the RTI Act dt

obstruction and failure to provide information in time
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2 Central Institute of Higher Tibetan Studles Sarnath; Varanasi

~F
(Deéred to-University)

(e) lssue @ppropriate advisory: ¥ warning 10 the CPIO: for imisapplication: ¢f the Ac
‘obstruction of information

() Pass qany other order deemed’ fit in the interest «of ‘iis‘s‘t'?‘ce ; fransparency

;accountability:

(gj Futther, the appeliant in his complaint email dated: 26.12. '>025 addréssed |

Hon'ble: ViceChacellor of the Insititita: with: copy o FAA, "‘P}O & Registra:
requested to {ake action against EPIO & ‘FAK.and also r‘an cel thé: per:,oraal h

date fixed'by the FAR.

Decision-of the First Appellate Authority:

iy It ‘has 'been noted that CPIO: &t any stage has:never réfused ior denied: 10
) thia information:. Moreover, he ‘has only llowed: the: RTI At in ‘true-spirit oy
{he Section 7(9) in conjunction with Section 2():6f the RTI Act, and requested
visit the: Institute for inspection of ‘the documentf:frecnrds as per mutually’ 2

datesand time:
(u) Appellant. kind : attentl n is «drawn to ‘the- Hon’ble ; Siipreme ‘Court of Indlc
) Petition (Civil): No. 210 of 2012 = Kamit Sharma vs Union. of India: whereir
been mentioned: that *“ They are required 'to. give notice to the: partles
them the opportumty ofhearing and pass reasoned order”.

{iif) it ‘has also been noted that: later | on threugh email dated 05.12:2025, yol
raised additional issug ike= providing airfare & Todging: facnhty to
representative :and wyour goodself to attend the hearing and your ol
letter/email «dated 26.12. 2025; addressédits the Hon'ble: Vices Chancellor, -
action againstthe CPIQ & FAA aredi fferent from theones raised inthe: .lrsb’
RTI application: dated: 02.11.2025;, addressed to CPIO. As. per: :CIC dicisi
CIG/ABIAI2016/000004 dated: 22. 08 2017, appel[ant 15 not ent!tled ‘e
querleshnformatlon at later stage.

Hence; your contention: that CPIO: has illegally’ invoked the ‘Section: i
inspection: iof docliments/records and caricel the hearing -date fixe "-gby th
beforé passing reasoned order is not correct.and.-has no merit. Tn faci inspec¢
‘record: by the: appellant (RTlapplicant) and cnvmg noticetothe parties; ‘offerth
‘opportunity of hearing and pass reasoned: order by the EAA are in-consonance
RTI Act & the.compliance of the Hon’ Ble Supreme Court of India; Writ Pétitior
No. 210°0f2012.

qn view: -of the above,. FAA upho'ds ‘the: rep]y of the CPIO and ap

accordingly dlsposed of.
At

(Br HlmanshuF
Dy: Regtstral

Copy toi=

;@Fﬁ%.@!'\?‘#“

PSto:VC for kind: |nfcrmatmn of the Hon'ble VG
Registrar:officéfor kind information-of the: R»glstrar
Nodal Officer (RT):

Coordinator (IGAC) ‘
A

CPID,CIHTS -
AR (Account] and Déemed CPIO _ A
L

Dy Reglstra
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