Details of Appeal/Decision of First Appellate Authority for the period April 2019 to September 2019 under RTI

Act 2005:

SI. | ID No. Ground of Appeal Decision of First Appellate
No. Authority/remarks

1. | ITPO/RTI/Appeal/10/03/2018 Being not content with the | The First Appellate Authority

information provided by DPIO,
ITPO, the applicant/appellant filed
1st Appeal dated 26.04.2019
before the First Appellate
Authority, ITPO stating that “-
Provided Incomplete, Misleading
or false information. The reply
which you have provided is
incomplete and misleading. So
once again | kindly request you to
provide me the correct
information.”

after having perused the RTI
application/replies and 1%
Appeal of the Appellant ruled
that the requisite Information
has already been furnished
to the appellant
corresponding to the queries
raised in his RTI application.

Also, the First Appellate
Authority, ITPO observed that
the appellant has submitted the
Appeal beyond the stipulated
period of 30 days; (more than
five months). Moreover, the
appellant has not cited any
reasons for delay in filing the 1%
Appeal. Hence, it cannot be
considered at this stage.

With these remarks, the
appeal stands disposed of.
2. ITPO/RTI/Appeal/06/12/2019 Details not provided. FAA, ITPO, after having
perused the RTI application,
No Response Within the Time Limit. | reply furnished by DPIO/PIO,
and query raised in his 1%
“The RTI application was filed on | Appeal, observed and ruled that
23.06.2019 through the RTI portal | the applicant/appellant may be
and it has been more than thirty days | replied as under:
since receipt of application by CPIO,
ITPO. However, the information has (i) The information
not been provided (copy of status as sought vide RTI
per RTI portal attached). As per Application dated.
section 7(1) of the RTI Act, the 23.06.2019 has
information was to be provided as already been sent
expeditiously as possible, and in any to you vide our
case within thirty days of the receipt DPIO, ITPO letter
of the request. Therefore, aggrieved dated.
by not providing the information even 06.08.2019. (copy
after expiry of the stipulated enclosed).
maximum period of thirty days of (ii) The information is
receipt of the RTI application, this once again
appeal is made under the RTI Act, to provided to the
provide the information in detail”. applicant
herewith. In case,
the Applicant is
still not satisfied
with the enclosed
information, the
Applicant may
inspect the
relevant records
by visiting ITPO,
Headquarter.
With these remarks, the appeal
stands disposed of.
3. ITPO/RTI/Appeal/07/15/2019 No Response Within the Time Limit | FAA, ITPO, after having

Question 1) How will the final merit
list for final selection will be prepared
for Deputy Manager post (General):

perused the RTI application,
reply furnished by DPIO/PIO,
and query raised in his 1%
Appeal, observed and ruled that
the applicant/appellant may be
replied as under:




(a) 60% weightage on written marks
and 40% weightage on interview
marks, OR (b) 80% weightage on
written marks and 20% weightage on
interview marks, OR (c) 50%
weightage on written marks and 50%
weightage on interview marks, OR
(d) Final merit list will be out of 140
(120 written plus 20 interview) and
out of 140, top 5 candidates will be
selected in General category

(e) If any other please tell

Question 2) Will any additional
marks/weighatge given to Post
graduate  candidates with  work
experience.

Question 3) In the last recruitment
drive (whenever it happened last 2015
or 2016 or 2017) for Deputy Manager
post (General), what was marks in
written plus Interview of last
candidate selected under General
category.

“Criteria for selection of
candidates to be called
for Interview is yet to be
decided. A committee
has been proposed for
this purpose”

With these remarks, the appeal
stands disposed of.

ITPO/RTI/Appeal/07/17/2019

“Provided incomplete, and does not
any substance.
Regarding the result of online
computer based examination for
recruitment of Deputy Manager
(General Cadre) which was taken on

27" March 2019:

1. When will the shortlist for
interview be declared.

2. When will the interview be
conducted.

3. What will be the pattern and
marking scheme of Interview.

4. What will be the ratio of marks
of CBT & Interview be
considered for final selection.

ratio will aspirants be called per
vacancy for interview

FAA, ITPO, after having
perused the RTI application,
reply furnished by DPIO/PIO,
and query raised in his 1%
Appeal, observed and ruled that
the applicant/appellant may be
replied as under:

“The shortlist / Interview
date; pattern of interview,
marking, ratio of marks &
interview etc. is yet to be

declared / decided.
Information will be uploaded
on ITPO’s website

www.indiatradefair.com in
due course of time”.

With these remarks, the appeal
stands disposed of.

ITPO/RTI/Appeal/07/14/2019

The Applicant/Appellant, being not
content with the information provided
by DPIO, ITPO, filed 1st Appeal
dated 05.09.2019 before the First
Appellate Authority, ITPO stating
that *“-

“Details not provided.

Please give me complete details about
the Government of India Ministry /
Department / Committee / Body with
website address & official stamp &
signature of concern authorities:

5. Which  promote readymade
garments/clothes/apparel? (in
country & out of country).

Which organizing Trade Fair,

Training, Seminar, Workshop,

awareness, factory (manufacturing

unit) visit, meetings to promote
readymade garments/clothes/apparel.

(in country & out of country).

FAA, ITPO, after having
perused the RTI application,
reply furnished by DPIO/PIO,
and query raised in his 1%
Appeal, observed and ruled that
the applicant/appellant may be
replied as under:

1. The applicant / appellant
may be asked to
alternatively submit the
requisite photo copying
charges either by Draft
or Cheque in favour of
“India Trade Promotion
Organisation” as
requested in our letter
dated. 13.08.2019, so
that  photocopies  of
documents could be
provided without further
delay.

2. It is obligatory on the



http://www.indiatradefair.com/

applicant to submit the
requisite  photocopying
charges.

With these remarks, the appeal
stands disposed of.




