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Relevant Facts emerging from the Appeal:

Appellant



:

Mr. Ashwani Kumar Avasti







H.No. 1/307







Moh. Govind Colony







T Road







Aligarh (UP)-202001
Respondent



:

Mr. V. C. Ramchandran, 







PIO & Dy. General Manager 







Indian Overseas Bank







763 Anna Salai







Chennai-600002

RTI application filed on

:

08/11/2010
PIO replied on


:
           24/12/2010      
First appeal filed on


:

01/01/2011
First appellant authority replied on:

08/02/2011
Second appeal received on



: 03/03/2011

	S.No.
	Information sought 
	Reply of PIO

	1.
	Details of marks secured by the appellant with the minimum cut off marks.
	S.NO.

Name of the test

Marks

Weightage

Weighted score

1.

Test of reasoning

15

1.60

24.00

2.

Test of numeric ability

23

1.60

36.80

3.

Test of clerical aptitude

34

0.80

27.20

4.

Test of English language

10

*

*

88.0



	2.
	Photocopy of OMR answer sheet.
	The examination is conducted by institute of Banking Personnel Selection, therefore, the public authority is not the custodian for information sought by you related to written test question papers, answer sheets etc., and out of purview of sec 2(j) of RTI Act.

	3.
	Photocopy of question paper.
	Same as above.

	4.
	Copy of answer key to the questions.
	Same as above.

	5.
	Merit list cut off for Delhi state for general category.
	Cut off marks for written test for general candidates for interview for the State of Delhi is 131 out of 200.


Grounds for the First Appeal:
Appellant not satisfied with the reply of PIO
Order of the First Appellate Authority (FAA):
FAA upheld the decision of PIO.
Ground for the Second Appeal:
Appellant not satisfied with the replies of PIO and FAA
Relevant Facts emerging during Hearing:
The following were present
Appellant :  Absent; 
Respondent : Mr. A. K. Mohanthi, Chief Manager on behalf of Mr. V. C. Ramchandran, PIO & Dy. 

General Manager on video conference from NIC-Chennai Studio; 

The PIO has not provided information with respect to queries 2, 3 & 4. The PIO states that the selection exam for staff is sub-contracted to an agency Institute of Banking Personnel Selection. The PIO states that Institute of Banking Personnel Selection is selected to conduct the exams based on which the staff is selected. It is claimed that the Institute of Banking Personnel Selection is claiming confidentiality on query-4 and has stated that information with regard to query 2 & 3 cannot be provided since the answersheets have been destroyed. The Commission notes that the data of OMR Sheets would be available in the data base on a computer and hence there should be no problem in providing this data. As regards query-4 the contention that the matter is confidential cannot be a ground for claiming exemption under the RTI Act. 

The respondent has claimed since Institute of Banking Personnel Selection is an independent autonomous body he has no control over such a body. It is unthinkable that public authorities would have a selection test through a private unanswerable body who may then take arbitrary actions. The Bank should consider revising its terms with the Institute of Banking Personnel Selection or finding some way of ensuring that its examination and selection process of staff is done in a transparent manner. The Commission is making this recommendation under its powers under Section 25(5) of the RTI Act.  
Decision:
The Appeal is allowed.  


The PIO is directed to obtain the information on query 2 & 3 from the computer data and query-4 and provide it to the Appellant before 30 October 2011.
This decision is announced in open chamber.
Notice of this decision be given free of cost to the parties.
Any information in compliance with this Order will be provided free of cost as per Section 7(6) of RTI Act.  

Shailesh Gandhi                                                                                       Information Commissioner
03 October 2011

(In any correspondence on this decision, mention the complete decision number.) (ved)
