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Central Informatlon Commission

Room No. 305, 2nd Floor, ‘B’ Wing, August Kranti Bhavan,

Bhlkan Cama Place, New Delhi-110066
Web: www.cic. gov.in Tei No: 26167931

Case No. CIC/SM/A/2013/001019-SS
March 24, 2014

Appellant ; | Shrl Nav Parkash Parlhar R RN
o Recoopage = o m;é;w-- Bhabh aﬂ&temac—ﬁ
Date of Hearing : : 24.03.2014
_ ORDER

The present appeal filed by Shri Nav Parkash Parihar against

Bhabha Atomic Research -Centre, was taken up for- nearing_vig__... -
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“"'":"""T:T'fwdeoconferencmg (\/C) on 24.03.2014 when the Respondents were
present -at VC studio of BARC, Mumbai through Shri V. Govindankutty,

CPIO and Shri Ashok Gerera, CAPIO. The Appellant was present at NIC
VC facility at Shimla.

z, The Appellant through an RTI application dated 26.12.2012 sought
Information against 5 points Llike, copies of question paper and answer
sheet copy of syllabus approved by the competent authority; copy of
detail mark sheet elc.] in respect of an examination M Sc (Medical

Physics)] held on 26.08.2009 in which the Appellant’s son, Shri Neeraj

Parihar had also appeared.

% F The CPIO vide his letter dated 06.02.2013 furnished point-wise
reply to the Appellant. As for pomt No (l), he furm'n- .
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question paper of tlﬂe exammatlon to the Appellant. As for copy of ‘l

answer sheet of the #\ppellant s son, Shl‘l 1E\leeraJ parihar, the CPIO stated

“the answer sheets df the examlnatlonsdlwere destroyed after one year

from the date of publlcatlorl of the result " As for, point No. (ii), the CPIO
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furnished the requrr‘:d info‘rma‘tion/reply As for -pomt No. (iii), the CPIO

stated that lnformatron is not available. As for point Nos. (iv) and (v), he
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denied the lnformatlpn citing exemptlon l,lnder section 8(1)(j) of the RTI
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grmeAggrieved; by |the CPIO S reply, th;
19.02.2015 before the Appellate Aut yority  which the Appellate
Authority dec1ded VIde order dated 2& 03.2013 upholding the CPIO’s

.ﬁ

reply. e il ll‘

-------

6. During the hearlng the Appellaﬂt stated that he Is at present

pressing for mformatlon sought at pomt Nos. (i), (iv) and (v) of his RTIL

application. Theses points were accordlngly discussed as given below:

Point No. (i) i
Fe The Appellant stated that whllelas per the CPIO’s reply answer
sheets are destroyed after one year frpm the date of publncatron of the
result in this case the result was not publlshed Therefore, the answer
sheet cannot be-destroyed The Respdndents however maintained that
answer sheet in respect of the aforesald examination has been

destroyed as per their records retentlon policy.

8. Since the information is questldh i« admittedly not present in the

records of the Respondents as the samle has been destroyed as per their
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~-agreed to provide to the Appettant-ee
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records retention policy, no disclosure can be made with regard to the
same. However, the CPIO is hereby directed to furnish an authenticated
copy of their records retention policy in relation to the document in.

question (i.e answer sheet) to the Appellant.
Point No. (iv)

9. The Appeliant stated that the Respondents have incorrectly denied
the copy of mark sheet of his son to him on the ground that it is
personal information of third party. The Respondents informed that they

have given this information to the Appellant at appeal stage. The

- Appellant however denied receipt of the same. The Respondents then

¢sheet-of-his ...

oW1,

10. In view of the above, the Commission hereby directs that the
CPIO, as agreed, should furnish a certiﬁ.ed/.a.uthe.nt_i_ca_ted copy of mark
sheet of Shri Neeraj Parishar (Appellant’s son) in res_pect' of the
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Point No. (v)

11. The Appellant in this point wanted to obtain the “details of
candidates whose similar exams have ‘been conducted by the Atomic
EFnergy Regulation Board since its inception along with the name(s) of
the institution(s) till date.” The Respondents informed the Commission
that this is the first time the exam as mentioned in the RTI application
was conducted. As such they have the information in relation to the -

oresent exam only which they have denied under section 8(1)(j) of the

RTI Act as it is reiated to the other candidates.
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successful candld 'jil!"es in respect of th examination (mentioned in the

The LPIO s acctordlngly directed to give this
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' bove directions, which are to be

' of this order.

— .l_____,. ==

(Sushma Singh)
Chlef Information Commissioner

Authenticated by '

(D.C. Singh)
Deputy Registrar
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Address to the Parties:

& Shri Nav Parkash Parihar
Section Officer

General Administration Section

Himachal Pradesh University
Summer Hill

Shimla 171 004

e The-_ Central Public Information Officer (RTI)
& Director (P&A)

Bhabha Atomic Research Centre
Central Complex, 3™ Floor
BARC, Trombay |

Mumbai 400 085
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Bhabha Atomic Research Centre :

Central Complex, 3™ Floor H | '
BARC, Trombay

Mumbai 400 085
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