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ORDER

The appellant had filed a RT1 request before the CPIO, Botanical Survey of India vide Registration no.
BSOIK/RyT/25/00042 dtd 08/04/2025, seeking information under RTI Act 2005.

The CPIO, on receipt of the application, has furnished the available information as desired by the
applicant vide this office letter no. BSI-21/01/2025-26/Adm./3602 dtd 02/05/2025. Having been dissatisfied
with the replies of CPIO, Mr. Debkumar Dutta filed this appeal vide Reg. no. BSOIK/A/E/25/00003
dtd 12/05/2025.

Now, after receiving the appeal of Mr. Debkumar Dutta, the undersigned being First Appellate
Authority (FAA) has carefully examined the RTI application dtd 08/04/2025 and the replies furnished by the
CPIO vide this office letter no. BSI-21/01/2025-26/Adm./3602 dtd 02/05/2025 and found that the CPIO has
furnished information based on the query of the applicant as per available records and information.

Hence, in view of the above, there is no reason/scope to interfere with the decision of the CPIO,
Botanical Survey of India.

The appeal is thus disposed of accordingly.

In case the Appellant is aggrieved by the decision, he is free to file second appeal, if he so desires,
before the Central Information Commission, Baba Gang Nath Marg, Munirka, New Delhi-110067 against this
order within 90 days.

Director & First Appellate Authority
Botanical Survey of India

ATATAToO
Sri. Debkumar Dutta
22, Chandmari Road
Howrah-711109
West Bengal
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ORDER OF THE FIRST APPELLATE AUTHORITY UNDER SECTION 19(1) OF THE RTI ACT,
2005.

Appeal No.: BSOIK/A/E/26/00001

Appeal Dated: 09/01/2026

RTI Application No.: BSOIK/R/T/25/00104

RTI Application Date: 14.11.2025

Appellant: Sarvesh Kumar Singh

Respondent/CP10: Dr. Gopal Krishna, Scientist-C & CP10O, BSI, HQ.

Subject: Appeal under RTI Act, 2005 - Regarding information on funded research projects, research fellows
and guideship under selected Scientists.

Background:

1. The appellant filed an RTI application seeking information relating to ongoing funded research projects,
research fellows and guideship details under 21 Scientists of the Botanical Survey of India (BSI).

2. The RTI application was initially submitted on 04.11.2025 without uploading the supporting document
referred to by the appellant. Accordingly, the application was returned through the RTI-MIS portal for
removal of deficiency.

3. Due to technical/system-related issues in the RTI-MIS portal, the application later reflected an updated
registration date of 14.11.2025, after which the supporting document became visible on the portal.

4. The CPIO, after examination of the request, informed the appellant that the infonnation sought is
extremely voluminous and scattered across multiple Centres/Units of BSI, and that retrieval and
compilation would disproportionately divert the resources of the public authority. The appellant was
accordingly offered inspection of records, as provided under the RTI Act, 2005.

5. Aggrieved by the reply, the appellant preferred the presentFirst Appeal.

Grounds Raised in Appeal:

The appellant has mainly contended that:
1. No substantive information was provided;
2. The CPIO changed the stand within a short period;
3. Personal inspection is not feasible due to long distance;
4. Information should be supplied in compiled form or uploaded on the website.

Findings and Analysis:

1. Nature of Information Sought
The RTI application seeks detailed information on funded projects, research fellows, and guideship
under 21 Scientists, who are/were posted in different Regional Centres, Units and Divisions of BSI.
Such information is not maintained in a centralized or consolidated format at Headquarters.

2. Scope of Obligation under the RTI Act
Under the RTI Act, a public authority is required to provide information as available on record. The Act
does not cast an obligation to:
a) create new information,
b) collate data from multiple offices,
c) orcompile information in a format not maintained officially.
This position has been consistently upheld by the Ilon’ble Supreme Court and the Central Information
Commission.
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JSif2i/ot/2025-26/j8bM rtppiioibility of Section 7(9) of the RTI Art 1155
Section 7(9) of the RTI Act, 2005 provides:
“Information shall ordinarily be provided in the form in which it is sought unless it would
disproportionately divert the resources of the public authority.”
In the present case, compilation of the requested information would require:
a) extensive correspondence with multiple Centres/Units,
b) verification of records spread over different periods,
c) diversion of scientific and administrative manpower.
Hence, the CP10O’s conclusion that such compilation would disproportionately divert resources is found
to be reasonable and well-founded.

4. Offer of Inspection - A Statutory and Lawful Alternative
Offering inspection of records is a recognized and valid mode of access under the RTI Act, particularly

where records are voluminous.
The CPIO has correctly invoked this option and informed the appellant about inspection charges as per
RTI Rules.

The appellant’s inability to visit due to distance, while understandable, does not create a statutory
obligation on the public authority to compile or dispatch voluminous information.

5. Allegation of Change in Stand
The record shows that the initial delay and portal-related discrepancies were caused due to technical
issues in RTI-MIS, which were duly communicated to the appellant.
There is no evidence of mala fide denial or deliberate withholding of information.

6. Request to Upload Information on Website
The RTI Act does not mandate a public authority to upload information on its website merely because it
has been sought under RTI. Proactive disclosure obligations are governed by Section 4, which is
outside the scope of adjudication in the present appeal.

Decision:

After careful consideration of the facts, submissions, and applicable legal provisions, the undersigned holds
that:

1 The information sought is voluminous, dispersed, and not maintained in consolidated form;

2. The CPIO has acted within the framework of the RTI Act, 2005;

3. The offer of inspection of records is lawful, reasonable, and justified;

4. No violation of the RTI Act is established.
Accordingly, the appeal is disposed of, and the reply of the CPIO is upheld.

Advisory (Without Prejudice):
1. The appellant may, if he so desires, coordinate with the CP1O for inspection of records at a mutually
convenient date and time in accordance with the RTI Rules.
2. The appellant is further advised to refer to the official website of the Botanical Survey of India for

information relating to externally funded research projects, as available in the public domain at:
https://bsi.gov.in/page/en/others

Right to Second Appeal:

If the appellant is aggrieved by this order, he may prefer a Second Appeal under Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,
2005 before the Central Information Commission within 90 days from the date of receipt of this order.

Digitally signed by
Jayanthi Janakiraman

fTirst Appellate Authority
Botanical Survey of India.
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Shri. Sarvesh Kumar Singh
Village and Post Raipuria, Chunar
Mirzapur- 231304
Uttar Pradesh

https://eofficemoefcc.sacc®ss.nic.in/efile/#/dispatch/create?parentDocumentld=IMOEFCC0000385109&context=CREATE&nature=E&viewParam... 3/3


https://eofficemoefcc.sacc%c2%aess.nic.in/efile/%23/dispatch/create?parentDocumentld=IMOEFCC0000385109&context=CREATE&nature=E&viewParam

*mrrrm*R/GOVERNMENT OF INDIA
mfcHm ATTrg-""cti® mMR9Jh WAT/MINISTRY OF ENVIRONMENT, FOREST & CLIMATE CHANGE
irrofhr "TFrft HFOT /BOTANICAL SURVEY OF INDIA
Trr WTf?TT/OFFICE OF THE DIRECTOR
414)4 fATTTTTITtTAr*"m /CGO COMPLEX, 3rd MSO BUILDING
WN®¢ , 54! 4)c 64! 4f3nr/ BLOCK-F, 5™& 6™ FLOOR (ROOM NO. 549-555 & 649-655)

1, -64/DF BLOCK, SECTOR |, SALT LAKE CITY, KOLKATA-700064.

AT./No: HTaRT /BSI -21/01 /2025-26/MrT/Adm// )E ~ < fcTFF/Date: 29/07/2025

ORDER

The appellant had filed an RTI request before the CP10, Botanical Survey of India vide Registration no.
BSOIK./R/E/25/00023, dtd. 28/04/2025, seeking information under RTI Act 2005.

The CPIO, on receipt of the application, has furnished the available information as sought by the
applicant vide this office letter no. BSI-21/01/2025-26/Adm./1303, dtd 28/05/2025, with the reply of CPIO,
Smt. Arti Garg filed this appeal vide Reg. no. BSOIK/A/E/25/00008, dtd. 19/06/2025.

Now, after receiving the appeal of Smt. Arti Garg, the undersigned has carefully examined the RTI
application dtd 22/04/2025 and the reply furnished by the CPIO vide this office letter no. BSI-21/01/2025-
26/Adm./1303, dtd. 28/05/2025 and found that the CPIO has furnished information based on the query of the
applicant as per available records and information.

Thus, the appeal is disposed of.

(Pratibha Gupta)
Director & First Appellate Authority
Botanical Survey of India

m"T™To

ASmt. Arti Garg
Type V/2, 192 Kaulagarh Road
Botanical Survey of India
Northern Regional Centre
Dehradun- 248195
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ORDER OF THE FIRST APPELLATE AUTHORITY UNDER SECTION 19(1) OF
THE RTi ACT. 2005.

Appellant: Shii. Vidyadharan S L

Respondent/CP10: Dr. Gopal Krishna, Scientist-C & CPIO, BSI, HQ.

Subject: Information regarding service conduct and association activities of Shri Arup Chatteijee,
UDC, Botanical Survey of India - reg.

Background:

1. An RTI application Registration No. Registration no. BSOIK/R/T/25/00087, dtd. 15/07/2025,
was received in the name of Shri. Vidyadharan S L, seeking information regarding service
conduct and association activities of Shri Arup Chatterjee, UDC, Botanical Survey of India .

2. The CPIO, BSI, vide letter no. BSI1-21/01/2025-26/Adm./1805, dtd 14/08/2025,providedthe
information based on the query and as per provisions of the RTI Act, 2005.

3. Being aggrieved with the reply of the CP10, BSI, Shri. Vidyadharan S Lfiledthisappeal vide

Reg. no. BSOIK/A/E/25/00013, dtd. 05/09/2025.

Observation:

1. On perusal of the appeal, RTI application, and reply furnished by the CPIO, it is observed that
the information provided by the CPIO was in accordance with the provisions of the RTI Act,
2005.

Decision:

After careful consideration of the facts and records, it is held that:

1. Upon examination of the records and the submission of the CPIO, it is noted that the CP1O has
furnished a reply based on the queries raised and the information available in this office.

2. The reply of the CPIO appears to be appropriate and in conformity with the provisions of the
RTI Act, 2005.

3. Accordingly, the First Appellate Authority finds no reason to interfere with the decision of
the CPIO.

4. Thus, the appeal is disposed of.

5. In case the Appellant is aggrieved by the decision, he is free to file second appeal, if he so
desires, before the Central Information Commission, Baba Gang Nath Marg, Munirka, New
Delhi - 110 067 against this order within 90 days.

Digitally signed by
Jayanthi Janakiraman
Date: 29-10-2025
17:11:49

(Dr. J. Jayanthi)

Scientist- F & First Appellate Authority
Botanical Survey of India.
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Shri. Vidyadharan S L
Ponnusamy Nagar
Veerakeralam- 641007
Coimbatore

Tamil Nadu.
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ORDER

The appellant had filed an RTI request before the CP10, Botanical Survey of India vide Registration no.
BSOIK/R/E/25/00033, dtd. 23/07/2025, seeking information under RTI Act 2005.

The CPIO, on receipt of the application, has furnished the available information as sought by the
applicant vide this office letter no. BSI-21/01/2025-26/Adm./1830, dtd 20/08/2025, with the reply of CPIO,
Sri. Ramesh Kumar Sharma filed this appeal vide Reg. no. BSOIK/A/E/25/00011. dtd. 20/08/2025.

Now, after receiving the appeal of Sri. Ramesh Kumar Sharma, the undersigned has carefully examined
the RTI application dtd 23/07/2025 and the reply furnished by the CPIO vide this office letter no. BSI-
21/01/2025-26/Adm./1830, dtd 20/08/2025 and found that the CPIO has furnished information based on the
query ofthe applicant as per available records and information.

Thus, the appeal is disposed of.

(Pratibha Gupta)
Director & First Appellate Authority
Botanical Survey of India

TfaTN/To
v/Sri. Ramesh Kumar Sharma
T4 -406, Tower 4
Amolik Heights
Sector 88
Faridabad- 121002
Haryana
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ORDER

The appellant had filed an RTI request before the CP10, Botanical Survey of India vide Registration no.
BSOIK/R/E/25/00021, dtd. 22/04/2025, seeking information under RTI Act 2005.

The CPIO, on receipt of the application, has furnished the available information as sought by the
applicant vide this office letter no. BSI-21/01/2025-26/Adm./1329, dtd 28/05/2025, with the reply of CPIO,
Smt. Arti Garg filed this appeal vide Reg. no. BSOIK/A/E/25/00007, dtd. 19/06/2025.

Now, after receiving the appeal of Smt. Arti Garg, the undersigned has carefully examined the RTI
application dtd 22/04/2025 and the reply furnished by the CPIO vide this office letter no. BSI-21/01/2025-
26/Adm./1329, dtd. 28/05/2025 and found that the CPIO has furnished information based on the query of the
applicant as per available records and information.

Thus, the appeal is disposed of.

(Pratibha Gupta)
Director & First Appellate Authority
Botanical Survey of India

~AefTATo

Am t. Arti Garg
Type V/2, 192 Kaulagarh Road
Botanical Survey of India
Northern Regional Centre
Dehradun- 248195
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ORDER OF THE FIRST APPELLATE AUTHORITY UNDER SECTION 19(1) OF THE RTI

ACT, 2005.

Appellant: Mr. KatbuddIn Mollah
Respondent/CPIO: Dr. Gopal Krishna, Scientist-C & CPIO, BSI, HQ.
Subject: Appeal under RTI Act, 2005 - Regarding refusal to provide information.

Background:

1.

An RTI application Registration No. BSOIK/R/T/25/00094, dtd. 09/09/2025, was
received in the name of Mr. Katbuddin Mollah, seeking information regarding
alleged disciplinary and criminal action against Shri Devendra Singh, Scientist-E &
Head of Office, BSI-AJCBIBG, Howrah.

The CPIO, BSIl, vide letter letter no. BSI-21/01/2025-26/Adm./8617, dtd.
25/09/2025, requested the applicant to submit self-attested identity proof to verify
the genuineness of the application since a written complaint was received from
the same person (Mr. Kutubuddin Mollah) on 16.09.2025 denying authorship of the
RTI applications filed in his name. The applicant subsequently filed First Appeal
vide Reg. no. BSOIK/A/E/25/00017, dtd: 13/10/2025, alleging denial of information
and violation of RTI provisions.

Observations:

1.

The CPIO acted within reasonable limits of the RTI Act, 2005, by requesting
identity proof to prevent impersonation and misuse of the RTI mechanism. Such
action Is not denial of Information, but a procedural step to verify the authenticity
of the applicant, considering that a complaint of impersonation was already on
record.

Section 6(2) of the RTI Act requires that an application contain the name and
address of the applicant for correspondence. In this case, a conflict in identity
existed due to contradictory communications. Hence, the CPIO's action was
justified to ensure transparency and prevent false representation.

The information sought pertains to personal information and
disciplinary/administrative matters of a third party (a Government servant),
disclosure of which is exempted under Section 8(l)(j) of the RTI Act, 2005, unless
a larger public interest is established. No such public interest has been
demonstrated by the appellant.

Allegations or personal grievances against any officer do not fall within the
definition of information under Section 2(f) of the RTI Act. Hence, the CPIO was
right in declining to answer hypothetical and defamatory allegations.

The appellant's claims regarding threats or personal disputes are beyond the
purview of the RTI Act and may be pursued through appropriate legal or
administrative channels, not under RTI.

Decision:

https://eofficemoefcc.saccess.nic.in/efile/#/dispatch/create?parentDocumentld=IMOEFCC0000358638&context=CREATE&nature=E&viewPararn.
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'Sif2iloif20z5-26/adm A Meeibcareful consideration of the facts and records, it is held that: 1143/

1. The CPIO intended to provide the requested information; however, in view of the
complaint of impersonation received from the same individual, he rightly sought
proof of identity before proceeding further. Such action was justified and taken in
good faith.

2. The information sought is exempted under Section 8(l)(j) and Section 8(l)(e) of

the RTI Act exempts information held in a fiduciary relationship of the RTI Act,
2005.

3. The CPIO has not violated any provision of the Act; hence, the appeal lacks merit.

4. No further action Is required on the part of the CPIO In this matter.

5. Accordingly, the appeal is disposed of.

6. In case the Appellant is aggrieved by the decision, he is free to file second appeal,
if he so desires, before the Central Information Commission, Baba Gang Nath
Marg, Munirka, New Delhi - 110 067 against this order within 90 days.

Digitally signed by
Jayanthi Janakiraman
Date: 29-10-2025
17 05 56 (Dr. J. Jayanthi)
Scientist- F & First Appellate Authority
Botanical Survey of India.
'tNi 4/To

Mr. Katbuddin Mollah
39, South Baskara Road
Howrah- 711110

West Bengal.
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ORDER OF THE FIRST APPELLATE AUTHORITY UNDER SECTION 19(1) OF THE RTI
ACT, 2005.

Appellant: Smt. Pritisha.

Respondent/CPI10O: Dr. Gopal Krishna. Scientist-C & CPIO. BSI, HQ.

Subject: Appeal under RTI Act, 2005 - Regarding constitution and action of Internal Complaints
Committee (ICC) under the POSH Act, 2013.

Background:

1. An RTI application Registration No. Registration no. BSOIK/RT/25/00097, dtd. 16/09/2025,
was received from Smt. Pritisha seeking information regarding the constitution of the Internal
Complaints Committee (ICC) under die POSH Act, 2013 and related action taken against
certain officials of BSI.

2. The CPIO. BSI, vide letter no. BS1-21/01/2025-26/Adm./1957, dtd: 22/09/2025 informed that
information regarding the constitution of ICC is available on the BSI web portal
(https://bsi.gov.in/page/en/women-cell) and that certain details sought are exempted from
disclosure under the provisions of the RTI Act, 2005 read with Section 16 of die POSH Act,
2013.

3. Being aggrieved with the reply of the CP10, BSI, Smt. Pridsha. filed this appeal vide Reg. no.
BSOIK/A/E/25/00018, dtd: 17/10/2025, stating that the referenced information could not be
found on the website and further requesting clarification as to whether any action has been
taken, whether Dr. Tiwari has been transferred, and what action was taken on the complaint of
Mr. Kshidz Vaish, husband of Mrs. Sneha Gandhi.

Observation:

1. Upon perusal of the RTI application, CPIO’s reply, and the contents of the appeal,
it is observed that the CPIO has provided a reply in accordance with the provisions
of the RTI Act, 2005.

2. Information relating to the constitution and composition of the Internal Complaints Committee
(ICC) is publicly available on the BSI website under the Women Cell section.

3. Queries relating to specific complaints, transfer of officials, or disciplinaiy action involve
personal and confidential information protected under Section 16 of the POSH Act, 2013, and
Section 8(l)(j) of the RTI Act, 2005. Disclosure of such information would amount to invasion
of privacy and is therefore exempted.

Decision:

After careful consideration of the facts and records, the First Appellate Authority holds as
follows:

1. The reply furnished by the CPIO is found to be appropriate and in accordance with
the provisions of the RTI Act, 2005.

2. ltis confirmed that the web link (https://bsi.gov.in/page/en/women-cell) is working
properly, and the appellant may visit the link for details regarding the constitution
and composition of the Internal Complaints Committee (ICC).

https://leofficemoefcc.saccess.nic.in/efile/#/draft/IMOEFCC0000358576/1/view?source=FILE&docurrientld=FMOEFCC0000282061&viewPararn=e.
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jsi/2i/0i/2025-26/&3m ®aeofiBst Appellate Authority finds no reason to interfere with the decision of the CPI10. 1/140282/202
4. Accordingly, the appeal is disposed of.
5. In case the Appellant is aggrieved by the decision, she is free to file second appeal, if he so
desires, before the Central Information Commission, Baba Gang Nath Marg, Munirka, New
Delhi - 110 067 against this order within 90 days.

Digitally signed by
Jayanthi Janakiraman
Date: 29-10-2025
15:55:58
(Dr. J. Jayanthi)
Scientist- F & First Appellate Authority
Botanical Survey of India.

'&3T ~TITo

Smt. Pritisha

B2, Sector-1, Ektanagar
Gudhiyari, Bindrawangarh,
Raipur- 492009
Chhattisgarh.
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Tf./No: JITRT/BSI -21/01/2025-26/R?Tr/Adm./ fcITWDate: as per e-sign.

ORDER OF THF. FIRST APPELLATE AUTHORITY UNDER SECTION 19(1) OF THE RTI ACT,
2005.

Appeal No.: BSOIK/A/E/25/00019

Appeal Dated: 06/11/2025

RTI Application No.: BSOIK/R/E/25/000S1

RTI Application Date: 16/10/2025

Appellant: Mr. Tridip Mukherjee

Respondent/CP10O: Dr. Gopal Krishna, Scientist-C & CPIO, BSI, HQ.

Subject: Appeal under RTI Act, 2005 - Information regarding vacancies and mode of recruitment for
the post of Upper Division Clerk (UDC) in Botanical Survey of India, including LDCE.

Background:

The appellant filed an RTI application dated 16.10.2025 seeking information relating to vacancies and
the mode of recruitment to the post of Upper Division Clerk (UDC) in the Botanical Survey of India.
The CPIO furnished a reply. Being aggrieved with the reply in respect of Query Nos. 2 and 3, the
appellant preferred the present First Appeal under Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005.

Issues Raised in the Appeal:
The appellant has primarily contended that:

1. The percentages of recruitment mentioned in the CP1O’s reply are based on vacancies and not
on sanctioned strength;

2. The explanation regarding deputation quota is inconsistent with the Recruitment Rules; and

3. No order/notification authorizing filling up of UDC posts through LDCE from the
promotion/deputation quota has been provided.

Examination of Records and Findings:

The appeal, the RTI application, the reply furnished by the CPIO, and the records available with the
public authority have been carefully examined by the undersigned.

It is clarified that for the post of Upper Division Clerk, the method of recruitment is based on the
sanctioned strength of the cadre and not on vacancy-based calculation. Accordingly, the percentage
distribution indicated for different modes of recruitment is required to be applied with reference to the
total sanctioned strength and not merely to the vacancies arising in a particular recruitment year.

With regard to deputation, the provision “65%” by promotion failing which by deputation” indicates
that deputation is not an independent or separate quota. Deputation is to be resorted to only as a
contingent arrangement within the prescribed percentage, and such consideration is linked to the
sanctioned strength of the cadre.

https://eofficemoefcc.saccess.nic.in/efile/#/dispatch/create?parentDocurnentld=IMOEFCC0000398262&context=CREATE&nature=E&viewPararn.
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5Si/?i/oi/20?st»-peapmb5oifcliimited Departmental Competitive Examination (LDCE), it is clarified that LDCE is ffi642$9/20;
recognized method for filling up posts, and its application against the promotion/deputation
component is to be confined within the percentage framework calculated on the basis of sanctioned
strength. Such filling up is subject to approval of the competent authority and availability of records.

The above clarifications are issued to remove ambiguity in respect of Query Nos. 2 and 3 raised by the
appellant.

Decision:

After careful consideration of the facts of the case and the records examined, the undersigned holds
that:

1. The percentage distribution for recruitment to the post of Upper Division Clerk is to be applied
on the sanctioned strength of the cadre and not on a vacancy-based basis.

2. Deputation is not a separate quota but a contingent mode within the prescribed percentage
linked to sanctioned strength.

3. Filling up of posts through LDCE is to be confined within the percentage framework
determined on the basis of sanctioned strength and supported by appropriate approvals on
record.

4. Information: The following information is furnished to the appellant in respect of Query Nos.
1, 2 and 3 by the undersigned as the First Appellate Authority, as follows:

% Information Sought Reply

01. Total number of vacant Ason 01.01.2026, the vacancy position of UDC in BSI is as below:
posts (including existing Sanctioned Strength as per Incumbency Vacancy
and anticipated) for the RRs. Position. position.
of UDC. 40 (65% by Promotion failing 34 (Promotion: 28+ 06

which by deputation; and LDCE: 06)
35% by LDCE)
02. Number of posts As per RRs of UDC vide GSR No. 174(E) dated 15* March, 2013
reserved for promotion, the MoR is as below:
failing which through (a) Sixty-five percent by promotion failing which by deputation.
deputation. (b) Thirty-five percent by Limited Departmental Competitive
Examination (LDCE).

The RRs is available on the BSI’'s official website:
fhttps://bsi.eov.infuploads/documents/Public Information/Recruitm
ent rules/23 %20UDDer%20Division%20Clerk%20RR%201.Ddf).
03. An order/ notification (if No such order is available.

any) that allows posts

reserved for promotion/

deputation to be filled

through LDCE.

Accordingly, the appeal is disposed of, with the above information being provided to the appellant
under the RT1 Act, 2005.

Right to Second Appeal:
If the appellant is aggrieved by this order, he may prefer a Second Appeal under Section 19(3) of the

RTI Act, 2005 before the Central Information Commission within 90 days from the date of receipt of
this order.
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Digitally signed by (Dr. J. Jayanthi)
Jayanthi Janakiraman  Scientist- F & First Appellate Authority
Date: 05-03-2026 Botanical Survey of India.

10:34:45

thi 4/To

Shri. Shri. Tridip Mukherjee
Chakra Beriya

Shibpur- 711104

Howrah
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TT./No: 4FRT /BSI -21/01/2025-26/5RTT/Adm./193 2 faw /D ate: as per e-sign.

ORDER OF THE FIRST APPELLATE AUTHORITY UNDER SECTION 19(1) OF THE RTI ACT,
2005.

Appeal No.: BSOIK/A/E/26/00006

Appeal Dated: 16/03/2026

RTI Application No.: BSOIK/R/T/26/00005

RTI Application Date: 17/02/2026

Appellant: Sri. Somnath Das

Respondent/CPIO: Dr. Gopal Krishna, Scientist-C & CPIO, BSI, HQ.

Subject: Appeal under RTI Act, 2005 - Information regarding recruitment of contractual staff at B.
Garden, BSI-AJCBIBG, Howrah (year-wise details from 2020-2024).

Background:

The appellant filed RTI application dated: 17.02.2026 seeking information regarding year-wise
recruitment details of contractual staff from 2020-2024 at B. Garden, BSI-AJCBIBG, Howrah. The
CPIO furnished a reply to the appellant. Being aggrieved with the reply of the CPIO, BSI, the
appellant preferred the present First Appeal under Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005.

Issues Raised in the Appeal:

The appellant has primarily contended that:

1. The information provided by the CPIO is incomplete.
The number of technical staff and Security Officers engaged through outsourcing has not been
clearly specified.

3. Clarification regarding records maintained for nadonality/identity of contractual workers has
not been clearly provided.

4. The appellant requested confirmation regarding total strength of contractual staff engaged in B.
Garden.

Examination of Records and Findings:

The appeal, the RTI application, the reply furnished by the CPIO, and the records available with the
public authority have been carefully examined by the undersigned.

It is clarified that the reply provided by the CPIO was based on the information available in the
records obtained from the concerned office. Further, regarding the query related to technical staff, it is
clarified that there is no specific technical staff recruited in BSI-AJCBIBG, Howrah during the period
from 2020 to 2024 as asked in the RTI application.

Regarding other queries, the information has been provided by the CPIO as per available records, and
where specific information is not maintained in the form sought, the same cannot be provided under
the RTI Act, 2005.
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Decision:

After careful consideration of the facts of the case and the records examined, the undersigned holds
that:

1. The reply provided by the CPIO is based on the records available with the public authority.
2. ltis clarified that no specific technical staff were recruited in BSI-AJCBIBG during the period
2020-2024.

3. No further information remains to be provided as per available records.

Accordingly, the appeal is disposed of, with the above information being provided to the appellant
under the RTI Act, 2005.

Right to Second Appeal:

If the appellant is aggrieved by this order, he may prefer a Second Appeal under Section 19(3) of the

RTI Act, 2005 before the Central Information Commission within 90 days from the date of receipt of
this order.

Digitally signed by
Jayanthi Janakiraman
Date: 24-03-2026
18:08:57 (Dr. J. Jayanthi)
Scientist- F & First Appellate Authority
Botanical Survey of India.

'‘Adi %To

Sri. Somnath Das

73, Tiretta Bazar Street, Bowbazar

Near Poddar Court, Chittaranjan Avenue
Kolkata - 700073
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AT./No: TFRT /BSI -21/01/2025-26 AMT/Adm./ c\U \* fATR/'Date: as per e-sign

ORDER OF THE FIRST APPELLATE AUTHORITY UNDER SECTION 19(1) OF
THE RTI ACT. 2005.

Appellant: Mr. Imtiaj Biswas

Respondent/CP10: Dr. Gopal Krishna, Scientist-C & CPI1O, BSI, HQ.

Subject: Information regarding submission of enquiry report in response to MoEF&CC letter File No.
02/01/2022-CSB dated 08.02.2023 - reg.

Background:

1. An RTI application Registration No. Registration no. BSOIK/R/E/25/00032, dtd. 22/07/2025,
was received in the name of Mr. Imtiaj Biswas, seeking information regarding submission of
enquiry report in response to MoEF&CC letter File No. 02/01/2022-CSB dated 08.02.2023.

2. The CPIO, BSI, vide letter no. BS1-21/01/2025-26/Adm./6866, dtd 14/08/2025, informed that
the relevant file pertaining to the matter was not traceable at that time and hence, the desired
information could not be furnished.

3. Being aggrieved with the reply of the CP1O, BSI, Mr. Imtiaj Biswas filed this appeal vide Reg.
no. BSOIK/A/E/25/00010, dtd. 16/08/2025.

Observation:

1. On perusal of the appeal, the RTI application, and the reply furnished by the CPIO, it is
observed that the information sought was not provided on the ground that the relevant file was
stated to be not traceable at the time of the initial reply.

2. Itis further observed that the plea of “file not traceable*' cannot be treated as a valid exemption
under the RTI Act, 2005. The public authority is obligated to make all reasonable efforts to
locate the records and furnish the available information to the applicant.

Decision:
After careful consideration of the facts and circumstances of the case, it is held that:

1. The CPIO is hereby directed to make ail possible efforts to trace the relevant file/records
pertaining to the information sought by the appellant.

2. Upon tracing the file or locating the relevant records, the CPIO shall furnish the available
and updated information to the appellant within 15 days from the date of receipt of this
order, free of cost, in accordance with the provisions of the RTI Act, 2005.

3. Accordingly, the appeal is disposed of with the above direction.

4. In case the appellant is not satisfied with this decision, he may file a second appeal before the
Central Information Commission, Baba Gang Nath Marg, Munirka, New Delhi - 110067,
within 90 days from the date of receipt of this order.

Digitally signed by
Jayanthi Janakiraman
Date: 29-|ifflb20Sy5nthi)
Scientist- 118;Cjf|t32pellate Authority
Botanical Survey of India.
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Sri. Imtiaj Biswas
A. J. C. Bose Road
Sealdah- 700014
West Bengal
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ORDER OF THE FIRST APPELLATE AUTHORITY UNDER SECTION 19(1) OF THE RTI

ACT, 2005.

Appellant: Smt. Nibedita Majumder.
Respondent/CPI10O: Dr. Gopal Krishna, Scientist-C & CPI10O, BSI, HQ.
Subject: Regarding International yoga day and All India general strike at BSI.

Background:

1.

An RTI application Registration No. Registration no. BSOIK/RT/25/00091, dtd. 05/08/2025,
was received in the name of Smt. Nibedita Majumder, seeking information regarding
International yoga day and All India general strike at BSI.

The CPIO, BSI, vide letter no. BSI1-21/01/2025-26/Adm./7049, dtd: 26/10/2025, informed that
“Information sought by the applicant requires justification, explanation, interpretation, or
opinions, which are not covered under Section 2(f) of the RTI Act, 2005.”

Being aggrieved with the reply of the CP1O, BSI, Smt. Nibedita Majumder filed this appeal
vide Reg. no. BSOIK/A/E/25/00015, dtd: 25/09/2025.

Observation:

1. On perusal of the appeal, the RTI application, and the reply furnished by the CPIO, it is
observed that the response was provided in accordance with the provisions of the RTI Act,
2005.

2. Upon examination of available records of BSI, it is also noted that the specific information
sought is not available or does not exist in the records of this office.

Decision:
After careful consideration of the facts and records, the First Appellate Authority holds as
follows:

1. The CPIO has appropriately informed the applicant that the queries raised require justification,
interpretation, or opinions, which are beyond the scope of “information” as defined under
Section 2(f) of the RTI Act, 2005. The reply appears to be appropriate and in accordance with
the provisions of the RTI Act, 2005.

2. Accordingly, the First Appellate Authority finds no reason to interfere with the decision of
the CPIO.

3. Thus, die appeal is disposed of.

4. In case the Appellant is aggrieved by the decision, she is free to file second appeal, if she so

desires, before the Central Information Commission, Baba Gang Nath Marg, Munirka, New
Delhi - 110 067 against this order within 90 days.

Digitally signed by
Jayanthi Janakiraman
Date: 29-10-2025
14:37:32
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Scientist- F & First Appellate Authority
Botanical Survey of India.
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ORDER OF THE FIRST APPELLATE AUTHORITY UNDER SECTION 19(1) OF

THE RTI ACT, 2005.

Appellant: Mr. Sk Mosaraf Hossain

Respondent/CPI10O: Dr. Gopal Krishna, Scientist-C & CPIO, BSI, HQ.

Subject: Information regarding promotion policy framework and status of last promotion cycle
conducted for MTS, BSI- reg.

Background:

1.

An RTI application Registration No. Registration no. BSOIK/R/E/25/00039, dtd. 13/08/2025,
was received in the name of Mr. Sk Mosaraf Hossain, seeking information regarding
promotion policy framework and status of last promotion cycle conducted for MTS, BSI- reg.
The CPIO, BSI, vide letter no. BSI1-21/01/2025-26/Adm.”/7043, dtd 25/08/2025(disposed on
26/08/2025), provided the information based on the information available in BSI and as per
provisions of the RTI Act, 2005.

Being aggrieved with the reply of the CPIO, BSI, the appellant filed this appeal vide
Registration No. BSOIK/A/E/25/00012, dated 26.08.2025, and additionally requested that the
names of the employees who were offered promotion in that DPC be provided.

Observation:

1. On perusal of the appeal, the original RTI application, and the reply furnished by die CPIO, it
is observed that the information sought in the original RTI application was provided as per the
available records and within the scope of the RTI Act, 2005.

2. The additional point raised by the appellant in die present appeal—regarding the names of
employees offered promotion in the DPC— constitutes a fresh request for information, which
does not form part of the original RTI application. As per Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, the
first appeal mechanism is meant to examine the adequacy of information already sought and
provided, and cannot be used to seek new information.

Decision:

After careful consideration of the facts on record and the submissions of the CPIO, the following is

held:

The CPIO has provided the information based on the queries raised and the records available in
this office.

The reply furnished by the CPIO is found to be appropriate and in conformity with the
provisions of the RTI Act, 2005.

The additional query raised by the appellant in the appeal regarding the names of employees
offered promotion in the DPC does not fall within the scope of the present appeal. The
appellant may, if he so desires, submit a fresh RTI application for the said information.
Accordingly, the First Appellate Authority finds no reason to interfere with the decision of the
CPIO.

Hence, the appeal is disposed of.
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55i/2i/0i/2025-z6")M Jfl2cssethe appellant is aggrieved by this decision, he may prefer a second appeal before thei40249/202:
Central Information Commission, Baba Gang Nath Marg, Munirka, New Delhi - 110067,
within 90 days from the date of receipt of this order.

Digitally signed by
Jayanthi Janakiraman
Date: 29-10-2025
14:58:19 (Dr.J. Jayanthi)
Scientist- F & First Appellate Authority
Botanical Survey of India.

‘AL MITo

Mr. Sk Mosaraf Hossain
Village-Galsi,Post-Galsi,
Purba Burdwan- 713406
West Bengal.
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ORDER OF THE FIRST APPELLATE AUTHORITY UNDER SECTION 19(1) OF THE RTI
ACT, 2005.

Appellant: Dr Ravi Kiran Arigela.
Respondent/CP10: Dr. Gopal Krishna, Scientist-C & CPIO, BSI, HQ.
Subject: Copy of the MoU between Botanical Survey of India and Andhra University, Visakhapatnam.

Background:

1. An RTI application Registration No. Registration no. BSOIK/R/E/25/00046, dtd. 13/09/2025,
was received in the name of Dr. Ravi Kiran Arigela, seeking information regarding Copy of the
MoU between Botanical Survey of India and Andhra University, Visakhapatnam.

2. The CPIO, BSI, vide letter no. BSI1-21/01/2025-26/Adm./2005, dtd 10/10/2025, informed that
“the information sought under para 1 & 2 does not exist. ”

3. Being aggrieved with the reply of the CP10, BSI, Dr Ravi Kiran Arigela filed this appeal vide
Reg. no. BSOIK/A/E/25/00016, dtd. 10/10/2025.

Observation:

1. On perusal of the Appeal, RTI application and reply of the CPIO, it is observed that the
information given by the CPIO is as per provisions of the RTI Act, 2005.

Decision:

After careful consideration of the facts and records, it is held that:

1. Upon examination of the records and submission of the CPIO, it is observed that the CP1O has
duly replied to the applicant stating that the requested information is not available or does not
exist in the records of this office. The reply appears to be appropriate and in accordance with
the provisions of the RTI Act, 2005.

2. Accordingly, the First Appellate Authority finds no reason to interfere with the decision of
the CPI1O.

3. Thus, the appeal is disposed of.

4. In case the Appellant is aggrieved by the decision, he is free to file second appeal, if he so
desires, before the Central Information Commission, Baba Gang Nath Marg, Munirka, New
Delhi - 110 067 against this order within 90 days.

Digitally signed by
Jayanthi Janakiraman
Date: 27-10-2025
16:46:4"- J- Jayanthi)
Scientist- F & First Appellate Authority
Botanical Survey of India.
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3S1/21/01/2029&!?/$WFeE2500016 1/139890/202
Dr Ravi Kiran Arigela
Botanical Survey of India
AIIMS Road
Jodhpur- 342014
Rajasthan
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JS1/21/01/2025-26/ADM-RE2600001 "PKcf GOVERNMENT OF INDIA 1/162796/2021
ggfgTW g r tjg vragig mRuclh rteot/ministry of environment,forest &climate change

Wrflg g/™rp# /botanical surveyofindia
m g5rafag/oFncEofthe director
rftfNT 2 TW3frTO /CGO COMPLEX, 3rdMSO BUILDING

«TTg>4J9>, 5 371 6  HfolcT/ BLOCK-F,5™& 6™ FLOOR (ROOM NO. 549-555 & 649-655) <Hew<'en
jeffo, 1, HTeg <ftid<t>ldl -64/DF BLOCK, SECTOR I, SALT LAKE CITY, KOLKATA-700064
H./No: '5i5 /BSI - 21/01/2024-25WW Adm ./ 2/2,0 fefifFDate: as per e-sign.

ORDER OF THE FIRST APPELLATE AUTHORITY UNDER SECTION 19(1) OF THE RTI ACT,
2005.

Appeal No.: BSOIK/A/E/26/00004

Appeal Dated: 07.02.2026

RTI Application No.: BSOIK/R/E/26/0000I

RTI Application Date: 02.01.2026

Appellant: Sri Arun

Respondent/CPIO: Dr. Gopal Krishna, Scientist-C & CP10, BSI, HQ.
Ground for Appeal: Provided Incomplete, Misleading or False Information.

Background:

The appellant filed an RTI application seeking information regarding outsourcing of manpower services,
procurement procedures, approvals, and tender records at BSI, Andaman & Nicobar Regional Centre. The CP1O
furnished a point-wise reply.

Aggrieved, the appellant filed the present first appeal alleging incomplete information, improper direction for
inspection, and misleading reply.

Grounds of Appeal:

The appellant contended that:
1. The Copies of administrative and financial approvals were not supplied.
2. The Certified copies of records were not provided as requested.
3. The reply regarding bidding procedures and participation is misleading.

Decision:

1 have carefully examined the RTI application, the reply furnished by the CP1O, and the grounds raised in the
appeal. It is observed that the CPIO has responded to the queries and furnished information as per the records
available with the public authority.

Under Section 2(f) and Section 7 of the RTI Act, 2005, a Public Information Officer is required to provide
information that is available and existing on record and is not obligated to create information or provide
explanations beyond the records maintained. There is nothing on record to establish deliberate suppression,
malafide denial, or furnishing of false information.

Accordingly, it is held that the information has been provided in accordance with the provisions of the RTI Act,
2005. The reply of the CPIO is upheld and the appeal is disposed of.

Right to Second Appeal:

If the appellant is aggrieved by this order, he may prefer a Second Appeal under Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,
2005 before the Central Information Commission within 90 days from the date of receipt of this order.

Digitally signed by
Jayanthi Janakiraman
Date: 25-02-2% 2 Quanthi)
Appellate Authority
Botanical Survey of India.
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351/21/01/2025-26/ADM-RE26000G1 1/162796/202:
~TITo
A Shri. Arun

Sri Vijaya Puram
South Andaman- 744101
Andaman and Nicobar Islands
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1S1/21/01/2025-26/ADM-RE2500044 tf-Wri/GOVERNMENT OF INDIA 1/163019/202
qjifiRVf N vFeWg WcW/MINISTRY OF ENVIRONMENT, FOREST & CLIMATE CHANGE
" TRS{2T /BOTANICAL SURVEY OF INDIA
13|1"W w mfem/OFFICE OF THE DIRECTOR
#9$gft»imA<nh.dbnr wft /lcgo complex,3“ mso building
SOTJS-W. 5~ f sftr 671 JTIcT/ BLOCK-F, 5™& 6™ FLOOR (ROOM NO. 549-555 & 649-655)
#?7?> saw, 1, 1M, -64/DF BLOCK, SECTOR I, SALT LAKE CITY, KOLKATA-700064.
'ft./No: W /BSI -21/01/2025-26/WTT/Adm. / 23 6 fATIWDate: as per e-sign.

ORDER OF TOE FIRST APPELLATE AUTHORITY UNDER SECTION 19(1) OF THE RTI ACT,
2005.

Appeal No.: BSOIK/A/E/26/00002 & 00003

Appeal Dated: 29.01.2026

RTI Application No.: BSOIK/R/E/25/00044

RTI Application Date: 05.09.2025

Appellant: Sri Pragati Sheel Shukla

Respondent/CP10: Dr. Gopal Krishna, Scientist-C & CPIO, BSI, HQ.
Ground for Appeal: Refused access to Information Requested.

Background:

The appellant filed an RTI application dated 05.09.2025 seeking information regarding publications, PhD
supervision, participation in workshops/conferences, official tours, expenditure of public funds, and research
publications of Dr. S. S. Dash, Scientist-F.

The CPIO furnished a reply providing partial information and stated that certain information is not maintained
in a consolidated form. The CPIO further submitted that, in respect of items where records are available but are
not maintained in the consolidated form sought, the applicant may, if he so desires, inspect the relevant records
in the office on a mutually convenient date and time in accordance with Section 2(j)(i) of the RTI Act, 2005.
Such inspection shall be permitted on payment of the prescribed fee of ?5 (Rupees Five only) per hour or part
thereof, in terms of the Right to Information (Regulation of Fee and Cost) Rules, 2005.

Aggrieved by the response, the appellant preferred the present appeal under Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005.
Points Raised in Appeal:

The appellant submitted that:

1 The information sought in Query No. 3 was denied under Section 8(l)(j) on the ground that it pertains
to personal/professional details of an individual officer. The appellant contends that information
involving public activity and expenditure of public funds cannot be treated as personal information and
should be disclosed in the public interest.

2. Since the information sought is not consolidated or compiled, the appellant requested that total public
money received through PFMS and honorarium each year, including salary, be provided so that the
remaining information may be calculated by him.

Decision:

The appeal, the RTI application, and the reply furnished by the CP1O have been carefully examined.

The response provided by the CPIO is found to be appropriate and in conformity with the provisions of the KTi
Act, 2005. The information available in institutional records has been duly indicated. Where information is not
maintained in a compiled form, the public authority is not obligated to create or collate such data for the
purpose of disclosure under the RTI Act.

Further, in respect of items where records are available but are not maintained in the consolidated form sought,
the appellant may, if he so desires, inspect the relevant records in the office oil a mutually convenient date and
time in accordance with Section 2(j)(i) of the RTI Act, 2005. Such inspection shall be permitted on payment of
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3Si/2i/0i/20?3iG/pc»s<HBbedcfee of X5 (Rupees Five only) per hour or part thereof, as per the Right to Information (Regulationi630i9/20;
of Fee and Cost) Rules, 2005.

Except for Query Nos. 3 and 6, the appellant may also refer to the official web portal of the Botanical Survey of
India fhttps://bsi.gov.infannual-reports-of-bsi/fenl for the relevant Annual Reports available in the public
domain.

Right to Second Appeal:

If the appellant is aggrieved by this order, he may prefer a Second Appeal under Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,
2005 before the Central Information Commission within 90 days from the date of receipt of this order.

Digitally signed by
Jayanthi Janakiraman
Date: 26-02-2026
10:00:52 (Dr-J-Jayanthi)
Scientist- F & First Appellate Authority
Botanical Survey of India.

"t)d! tf/To

[ Mr. Pragati Sheel Shukla
38/46, Purbia Mohal
Purbia Mohal
Kanpur- 208001
Uttar Pradesh
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*TKT HTTTT/GOVERNMENT OF INDIA
aqfa<u] 4? IT?* 41 hR4<H WA/MINISTRY OF ENVIRONMENT, FOREST & CLIMATE CHANGE
fTTTcfrr tffisTT /BOTANICAL SURVEY OF INDIA
TT =TPrfrpr/OFFICE OF THE DIRECTOR
tfbfNt'kb'/t+H , cfhTTT W  1CGO COMPLEX, 3rd MSO BUILDING
SWNr'R-, 54f atT 6" f BLOCK-F, 5™& 6™ FLOOR (ROOM NO. 549-555 & 649-655)
1, -kHW 1 -64/DF BLOCK, SECTOR I, SALT LAKE CITY, KOLKATA-700064.

Tt./No: /BSI -21/01/2025-26/W /Adm ./ fAW /D ate: 07thJuly 2025

ORDER

The appellant had filed an RTI request before the CPIO, Botanical Survey of India vide Registration
No. BSOIK/R/E/25/00026, dtd. 20/05/2025, seeking information under RTI Act 2005.

The CPIO, Botanical Survey of India on receipt of the application, furnished the available information
as sought by the applicant vide this office letter no. BSI-21/01/2025-26/Adm./4338, dtd. 28/05/2025. In

response to the reply of CPIO, BSI, Mr. Sachin Mahato filed an appeal vide Regn. No. BSOIK./A/E/25/00006,
dtd. 01/06/2025.

Now, after receiving the appeal of Mr. Sachin Mahato, the undersigned has carefully examined the RTI
application dtd. 20/05/2025 and the reply furnished by the CPIO vide this office letter no. BSi-21/01/2025-
26/Adm./4338, dtd. 28/05/2025 and found that the information provided by the CPIO based on the query of the
applicant as per the available records and information.

However, in addition to the information already provided to the appellant he is further advised to refer
to the guidelines of DoP&T vide OM No0.28020/1/2010-Estt.(C), dtd. 17/08/2016 for better understanding of the
rules laid down by the Gol pertaining to his queries. This may also be downloaded from the link:
https://documents.doptcircuiars.nic.in/D2/D02est/28020 1 201Q-Estt.C-17082016B.pdf or
https://doptcirculars.nic.infOM/ViewOMNew.aspx?id=279

Thus, the appeal is disposed of.

C

(Pratibha Gupta)

Director & First Appellate Authority
Botanical Survey of India

TfaTNTo

Mr. Sachin Mahato
Vill- Kantaranguni
P.O/P.S- Adra

Pin- 723121

West Bengal
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3S1/21/0t/2025-26/'ADM-RE?500019-Part(2) tRWGOVERNMENT OF INDIA
W ~ \S34T5 qffc#? WcFT/MINISTRY OF ENVIRONMENT, FOREST & CLIMATE CHANGE
* ~ VFRfaj ZTTRITt /BOTANICAL SURVEY OF INDIA

4FSSWfew/OFFICE OF THE DIRECTOR
#*3#r 4>1«Aw. titTRT y rq«3ft >R=T 1CGO COMPLEX, 3rd MSO BUILDING
2#55->7?7>, 5rff 3]k 6 4! RO5t/ BLOCK-F, 5™& 6™ FLOOR (ROOM NO. 543-555 & 649-655)

*3145, 1, ffloe ifaifM , gWWWf -64/DF BLOCK, SECTOR I, SALT LAKE CITY, KOLKATA-700064
*./No: /BSI - 21/01/2025-26/R?TT/Adm. [ 2>°] fATFb/Date: 07* July, 2025
ORDER

The appellant had filed a RTI request before the CPI10O, Botanical Survey of India vide Registration no.
BSOIK/R/E/25/00019 dtd 20/04/2025, seeking information under RTI Act 2005.

The CPIO, on receipt of the application, has furnished the available information as sought by the
applicant vide this office letter no. BSI-21/01/2025-26/Adm./1249 dtd 16/05/2025, with the replies of CPIO,
Botanical Survey of India, Slut Swapnil Kapoor filed this appeal vide Reg. no. BSOIK/A/E/25/00004 dtd
20/05/2025.

Now, after receiving the appeal of Shri. Swapnil Kapoor, the undersigned has carefully examined the
RTI application dtd 20/04/2025 and the replies furnished by the CPIO vide this office letter no. BSI-
21/01/2025-26/Adm./1249 dtd 16/05/2025 and found that query sought by the appellant in his RTI application
dtd 20/04/2025 is pertains to BS1-AZRC, Jodhpur and based upon the information provided by the concerned
regional centre of BSI, the CPIO furnished information accordingly to the applicant.

Hence, in view of the above, there is no reason/scope to interfere with the decision of the CPIO,
Botanical Survey of India.

However, CAG compliance report and 3 Internal Audit observation of BSI, AZRC Jodhpur for the
period from 01/04/2021 to 31/03/2024 and 01/04/2019 to 31/03/2024 respectively which consisting 62 pages
are hereby provided to the appellant free of cost.

The appeal is thus disposed of accordingly.

(Pratibha Gupta)
Director & First Appellate Authority
Botanical Survey of India

791 ~TITo

Sri. Swapnil Kapoor

22, Chandmari Road
Plot No 301, Vyas Nagar
Nagpur, Maharashtra
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5TTC<T*mrcT/GOVERNMENT OF INDIA
tr*31W 5 ifbIT1 AWT/MINISTRY OF ENVIRONMENT, FOREST & CLIMATE CHANGE
imrfhr 4Ht*Ifl nf«nT /BOTANICAL SURVEY OF INDIA
fftsr*TT 4.4 4 /OFFICE OF THE DIRECTOR
ift# | <fhm ghu,hJi lcgo complex,3rdmso building
SNAF-, 541 aflT 64f 4f%W/ BLOCK-F, 5™& 6™ FLOOR (ROOM NO. 549-555 & 649-655)
4h"1> s ffr, fhrer 1, Tfarrar -64/DF BLOCK, SECTOR I, SALT LAKE CITY, KOLKATA-700064.

Ar./No: Hrarr /bsi -21/01/2025-26/W T/Adm/ 61/7 - fATT~/Date: 15/07/2025

ORDER

The appellant had filed an RTI request before the CPIO, Botanical Survey of India through Dak vide
Regn. No. NIL, received in this office on dtd. 15/04/2025, seeking information under RTI Act 2005.

The CPIO, on receipt of the application, has furnished the available information as sought by the
applicant vide this office letter no. BSI-21/01/2025-26/Adm., dtd. 05/06/2025, with the reply of CPIO,
Shri. Biswajeet Kar filed this appeal through Dak vide Reg. No. NIL, received in this office on dtd. 17/06/2025.

Now, after receiving the appeal of Shri. Biswajeet Kar, the undersigned has carefully examined the RTI
application dtd. 15/04/2025 and the reply furnished by the CPIO vide this office letter no. BSI-21/01/2025-
26/Adm., dtd. 05/06/2025 and found that the CPIO has furnished information based on the query of the
applicant as per available records and information.

Thus, the appeal is disposed of.

(Pratibha Ciupta)
Director & First Appellate Authority
Botanical Survey of India

AT Mo
~A8ri. Biswajeet iKar
41D/127, Murari Pukur Road
Kolkata- 700 067
West Bengal.



STTCttmrrc/GOVERNMENT OF INDIA
TU-tOl T"3TW5 AWT/MINISTRY OF ENVIRONMENT, FOREST & CLIMATE CHANGE
vmfhr TAFTfttffsnr /BOTANICAL SURVEY OF INDIA
fA-ATTAFIhrT/OFFICEOFTHE DIRECTOR

Tfrftw, <#TTT /CGO COMPLEX, 3rdMSO BUILDING
5ft 4k 641 JDRT/ BLOCK-F, 5™& 6™ FLOOR (ROOM NO. 549-555 & 649-655)
£tTnfi5=rfo, 1, <fH*Ildl -64/DF BLOCK, SECTOR |, SALT LAKE CITY, KOLKATA-700064.
M./No: MTm /BSI -21/01/2025-26/W/Adm./ £0 ? ] fcW /Date: 11thJuly 2025
ORDER

The appellant had filed an RTI request before the CP1O, Botanical Survey of India vide Registration
No. BSOIK/R/T/25/00058, dtd. 21/04/2025, seeking information under RTI Act 2005.

The CPIO, Botanical Survey of India on receipt of the application, furnished the available information
as sought by the applicant vide this office letter no. BSI-21/01/2025-26/Adm./3498, dtd. 29/04/2025. In
response to the reply of CPIO, BSI, Mr. Katbuddin Mollah filed an appeal vide Regn. No.
BSOIK/A/E/25/00005, dtd. 27/05/2025.

Now, after receiving the appeal of Mr. Katbuddin Mollah, the undersigned has carefully examined the
RTI application dtd. 21/04/2025 and the reply furnished by the CPIO vide this office letter no. BSI1-21/01/2025-
26/Adm./3498, dtd. 29/04/2025 and found that the information provided by the CPIO based on the query of the
applicant as per the available information.

However, taking cognizance of the matter by the competent authority of BSI, the matter has been
enquired from the concerned authority of BSI- AJCBIBG and it is found that the complaint was lodged by the
bus Staffin local police station against (Jv Dr. Devendra Singh on the issue relating to parking of buses in front
of BSI office gate, causing inconvenience to the office, officials and visitors. However, the said matter
withdrawn later on the basis of mutual understanding (Copy enclosed).

Thus, the appeal is disposed of.

Enel: As above.
&
i
(Pratibha Gupta)
Director & First Appellate Authority
Botanical Survey of India

3ffi3/To

Mr. Katbuddin Mollah
39, South Baskara Road
Howrah- 711110

West Bengal



HWtfGOVERNMENT OF INDIA
eFTn” "MefPT mRAJh »6tlft</MINISTRY OF ENVIRONMENT, FOREST & CLIMATE CHANGE
ITR(fhr*FrfWyf$TW /BOTANICAL SURVEY OF INDIA
Wsfmr/OFFICE OF THE DIRECTOR

tfNt# 4rfn#rer, W /CGO COMPLEX, 3rdMSO BUILDING
ssfNrqqg*-, 5 ff 3frr 6/ f BLOCK-F, 5™& 6™ FLOOR (ROOM NO. 549-555 & 649-655)
ftTRi~rfr iNer 1, +H+M| -64/DF BLOCK, SECTOR I, SALT LAKE CITY, KOLKATA-700064.
AT./No: Tfrarr/BSI1-21/01/2025-26/W T/Adm./g33 2 fAW /Datedl/0"2025
ORDER

The appellant had sought an RTI request before the CP10, Botanical Survey of India vide Registration
no. BSOIK/R/E/25/00029, dtd. 13/06/2025, seeking information under RTI Act 2005.

The CPIO, on receipt of the application, has furnished the available information as sought by the
applicant vide this office letter no. BSI-21/01/2025-26/Adm./4779, dtd: 17/06/2025, with the reply of CPIO,
Shri. Imtiaj Biswas filed this appeal vide Reg. no. BSOIK/A/E/25/00009, dtd. 09/07/2025.

On perusal of the Online Appeal, RTI application and reply of the CPIO, it is observed that the
information given by the CPIO for the RTI application No BSOIK/R/E/25/00029, dtd. 13/06/2025 is not as per
the provision or RTI Act, 2005. Accordingly, direction is being given to CPIO, BSI to revisit the matter and
provide point wise appropriate information to the appellant within 05 days of receipt of this order.

Thus, the appeal is disposed of.

(Pratibha Gupta)
Director & First Appellate Authority
Botanical Survey of India

n"TE/To

Sri. Imtiaj Biswas
A.J.C. Bose Road
Sealdah- 700014

Kolkata.



BSI/21/01/2025-26/ADM-RE2600007 17177169/ 2026

YR TRPHR/GOVERNMENT OF INDIA
TRl 7 Qe Siefery UReci H31efd/MINISTRY OF ENVIRONMENT, FOREST & CLIMATE CHANGE

YR gTfd T80T /BOTANICAL SURVEY OF INDIA

291 @1 HAR/OFFICE OF THE DIRECTOR
diofta Pirceled, FHRT TR 949 /CGO COMPLEX, 3*” MSO BUILDING

&Afe-uh, 5 3R 6 df #fS/ BLOCK-F, 5™ & 6™ FLOOR (ROOM NO. 549-555 & 649-655) " sueeornon

SIUh scifes, VereX 1, e oidh ST, DISThIT —64/DF BLOCK, SECTOR I, SALT LAKE CITY, KOLKATA-700064

H./No: 919 / BSI/21/01/2025-26/ADM-RE2600007 STd/Date: As per e-sign.

T ff/To,

Mr. Hamet sahu

Brookshabad Near Govt Middle School
Carbyns cove Carbyn cove

Sri Vijaya Puram

South Andaman 744112.

faway Subject: Appeal under the RTT Act, 2005 — reg.

qgId/Sir,

This has reference to your application, received through the RTI-MIS portal vide Registration
No.: BSOIK/A/E/26/00005, dated 13/03/2026, in this connection, the undersigned is directed to
inform you in respect of Botanical Survey of India as below:

SL Information Sought Reply
No.
1. | Certified copies of relevant | Please see Annexure-I
records/documents pertaining to the
appeal.

In case you are not satisfied with this information you may prefer a Second Appeal under
Section 19(3) of the RTT Act, 2005 before the Central Information Commission within 90 days from
the date of receipt of this letter.

JEg=gdia/ Thanking you,
TSI/ Yours faithfully,

Digitally signed by
Gopal Krishna
Date: 08-05-2026
12:46:21

9Tt 0T / Gopal Krishna

et — H w8 HL.eTS 81/

Scientist—‘C’ & C.P.1.O
H1.9.9., J&Tel, Pleldidl/ B.S.I., Hqrs., Kolkata




Information sought

Total number of security guards
currently engaged at the campus.

Provide the following details of
,each security guard:
a) Name of the security guard

b) Fathers name

c) Designation

d) Employment type (Permanent
/ Contractual / Outsourced)

e) Name of security agency (if
outsourced)

f) Date of joining / deployment

g) Duty shift details (Day/Night)

h) Place of deployment within the
campus

i) Bank account details

j) Addhar card number any
others documents present may be
enclosed

Provide copy of duty roster /
deployment register of security
guards for the last 6 months.

ANNEXERE - |

Response

03 nos.

a) Name Security Guards served during last 06
months:

1 Mr. Susanto Sikder

2. Mr, Dhnanjay Ojha

3. Mr. Dipak Dewari

b) 1. Mr. Susanto Sikder - Mr. Laxman Sikder
2. Mr. Dhnanjay Ojha- Mr. Sukharaj Ojha

3. Mr, Dipak Dewari - Mr. Ananta Dewari

c¢) Information is available exclusively with M/s.
Supreme Security Guard, Port Blair

d) Information is available exclusively with M/s.
Supreme Security Guard, Port Blair

e) M/s. Supreme Security Guard, Port Blair

f) Information is available exclusively with M/s.
Supreme Security Guard, Port Blair

g)03 outsourced man power are providing
security services at BSI. Residential campus,
Shadipur, Port Blair with rotation 8 hrs shift
evervdav

h) The campus does not have any deployment
area for Security Guard. Therefore the guards
look after the whole campus with periodic
roundups.

i) Cannot be provided due to unwarranted
invasion of privacy and serves no larger public
interest.

j)  Cannot be provided due to unwarranted
invasion of privacy and serves no larger public
interest.

Attendance of the security guards for last <
months are enclosed.

JAT



Provide name and address of the
security agency engaged.

Provide total number of security
guards sanctioned and actually
deployed.

Provide monthly payment made
to each security guard or to the
security agency.

Provide attendance record of
security guards for the last 6
Imonths.

M/s. Supreme Security Guard. Port Blair

Total number of security guards sanctioned-03
Total number of security guards actually
deployed-03
Information of individual payments is available
with agency M/s. Supreme Security Guard. Port
Blair.

As enclosed
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