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The appellant has sought the l‘ / mation:
- Provide the marks scored by the ppﬂt and other four officers, viz.
SAO Rakesh Sopori, SAO Anil Kumar P, SAO Vijay Raju Racharla and SAO Ram
Nath Yadav, in the interview held on 10 Dec. 2020, through Video
Conferencing, for the selection of BCA posting.

. Grounds for Second Appeal
The CPIO did not provide the desired information.




Submissions made by Appellant and Respondent during Hearing:

The appellant submitted that his right is being violated as he was not given a
posting and was informed that he scored less marks. '
The CPIO submitted that as per practice only the selected candidates are
informed regarding their posting. Moreover, there is no practice of disclosing
the marks Lo the olher candidates. He also summed up stating that the reply
was given on 19.01.2021 as per the RTI Act.
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gation of corruption.
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