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First Appeal (Revised) u/s 19(1) of the Right to Information Act 2005
Before
Shri.Cyril C George
The First Appeliate Authority & the Dy.Chairman
Cochin Port Trust
Cochin-9

Sir,

As I am aggrieved by the decision of the Central Public Information Officer, I hereby file this
appeal (Revised) for your kind decision.

Details of Appellant:

1. Name : R.Ajith Kumar
2. Address : 23/2015, Ajith Bhavan, Viswam Nager Lane (8),
Palluruthy, Cochin-6

3. Phone - 9846479939,8921373202,9447001268
4. Email-id : chwu.cpt@gmail.com @.\\9 y/ \/R

Details of Central Public Information Officer:

Shri.Jijo Thomas, Central Public Information Officer(GAD).

Details of RTI Application and its status:

1. RTI Request Registration No &Date  :CPTRS/R/E/20/00012 dated 09-09-2020

2. Information requested . Kindly provide certified / attested copies of below
SI.No | Information Sought Status& Reason ]
1 Roster of Programmer Post. Information Provided
2 Roster of Sr.OCIO Assistant Post. N Information Provided |
3 Recruitment rule of Programmer post existed during January | Not Provided.

2000 Reason: Not Available with
Concerned section.
4, Pre Amended Recruitment rule (RR) of Programmer post, ie Information Provided
RR before the last Gazette notification occured in 2016
5. Record note of proceedings of the meeting held on 03-01- Not Provided.
2015 in the chamber of FA&CAO to discuss promotional Nothing mentioned as
opportunities to EDP staff of Computer Centre, Finance reason

Department of Cochin Port Trust with Union Representatives.

(Copy attached).
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Brief Facts Leading to Appeal and Revised Appeal:

1. CPIO has not provided the required information within the time limit of 30 days. Hence on
40th day I have submitted the First Appeal (CPTRS/A/E/20/00004 dated 19-10-2020)
through Online showing that I have not received tthe sought information within time limit.
But on next day I got the some information except items mentioned as SI.No.3 and 5 above
through Indian Postal Service. Meantime, the same was not uploaded to the

https://rtionline.gov.in/ site till 23-10-2020. Hence | am submitting this revised appeal

for your kind consideration.

2. Reasons given by the CPIO to deny required information is not acceptable.

3. Required information mentioned above as SL.No.3 will be available from the Board of
Trustees Meeting for the year 1999-2000, Meeting No.5, Dated 13-12-1999, Agenda Item

No.C1 and its resolution no.129.

4. The CPIO has not taken any initiative to collect the required information mentioned above

as SL.No.5 from the FA&CAO - (Copy of the required information is attached)

Prayers/Relief Sought for:

1. Direct the CPIO to supply pending information mentioned as SI.No.3 and 5 above and vide
my online RTI Application dated 09-09-2020, free of cost within 10 days from the date of

decision of the appeal.

2. The present appeal be disposed off by this Hon'ble Appellate Authority within 30 days of

its receipt as provided under Section-19(6)of the RTI Act.

Documents Attached:

1.
2
LS

Copy of RTI Application submitted through online on 09-09-2020 - Attached as Annexure -I.
Copy of reply given by CPIO dated 13 -10-2020 - Attached as Annexure -I1

Copy of Initial First Appeal submitted through online dated 19-10-2020 - Attached as
Annexure-IIL

Copy of the required information mentioned in my RTI application as SL.No.3. - Attached as
Annexure -1V.

Copy of the required information mentioned in my RTI application as SL.No.5. - Attached as

Annexure -V.
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Declaration:
[ hereby state that information and particulars given above are true to the best of my knowledge
and belief. T also declare that this matter is not previously filed with any information commission

nor is pending with any court, tribunal or authority.

Place:Palluruthy

Date:24-10-2020 Signature and name of Appellant: R.Ajith Kumar.

Advance copy submitted to First Appellate Authority & the Dy.Chairman
Cochin Port Trust through email dated 24-10-2020
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‘% COCHIN PORT TRUST &,
—_— W/Island, Cochin-682009. =

s — < Phone: 2582119, 2582129 '

%”’V PORY Fax: +91(484)2668163, 2666512 SAGARMALA
AN 150-9001:2015 Email: coptrticell@gmail.com

ISPS COMPLIANT PORT

Website: www.cochinport.gov.in

No. RTI Cell/Appeal/AK/2020-S Dated: 21.12.2020
To
Shri. R. Ajithkumar

23/2015, Ajith Bhavan
Viswam Nagar Lane (8)

Palluruthy

Cochin - 06.
Sir,

Sub: Information under the RTI Act, 2005- reg.

Ref.-  Your appeal dated 24.10.2020

| have considered your RTI| appeal dated 24.10.2020 and the information are furnished
herewith.

1. Copy of Recruitment Rule of Programmer post existed during January 2000
(Certified copy - 1 page)

2. Copy of record note of proceedings of the meeting held on 03.01.2015 in the
Chamber of FA&CAO to discuss promotional opportunities to EDP staff of Computer
Centre, Finance Department of Cochin Port Trust with Union representatives.
(Certified copy — 2 pages)

The appeal is disposed off as above.

It is also informed that a Second Appeal, if any, against the above decision shall lie
within ninety days from the date of receipt of this communication, with the Chief information

Commissioner. The name and address of the Chief Information Commissioner are given below:

Shri. Y.K. Sinha

Chief Information Commissioner

Room No. 401, IVth Floor, CIC Bhawan
Baba Gangnath Marg

Munirka, New Delhi — 110 067

Encl: As above.
Yours faithfully,
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OPPERTUN THE _CHAMBER Of tA & CAD 10 {)iSCUSE T PROMOTIONAL
tIES 7O Epp  STAFF_OF COMPUTER CENTRE, FINANCE DEPT. OF

COCHIN PORT TRUST. WITH UNION REPRESENTATIVES.

3

PRESENT

1. FA& CAD
2. Sr.Dy. Director , EDP
3. Sr. Accounts Officer (Adm)

UNION REPRESENTATIVES

CPSA

1. Sir. P.ML Mohanﬂ;med Haneef, Working President
2. “ Thomas Sebastian, Sr. Vice Presicent

3. “ K. Damodaran, General Secretary

4. *“ A layakumar, Dy. General Secretary.

5 * . Dileep, Joint Secretary

» A e i is oy
& “ Sajithkamar, Member

CHWU
1. Sri. M. Krishnakumar, Genreral Secretary
s * Viju P. Varghese, Treasurer

At the outset, FA &CAO welcomed the union representatives and officers 1o

the meeting. He informed the gathering that two letters received from the

unions containing the same subject would be taken up for discussion during the

meeting. He requested the union representatives to present the case.

Sri. Mohammed Haneef pointed out that there is no Manager level post in
£DP Division as recommended by Chakraborthy Committee Report. Since the CC
report had dealt with the matiers relating to promotions of  EDP staff, this
subject was not taken up by Afsulpurkar Committee. However, CC Report 15 not

implemented in Cochin Port Trust a far as EDP staff is concerned. He also
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& of the report enabling the menagement 1o consider the Case tavourabil,
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cphtly pointed out by Shn Manael  However, the recommendations in the
Cheiratiorthy Committee ac pointec out by Shri Haneef would be examined «
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The meeting was ended at 12.00 noon
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