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BIS HQ/ADMN/Circular(94)/2021
Date: 10 September 2021

BUREAU OF INDIAN STANDARDS
(Administration Department)

CIRCULAR

Subject: Information under the Right to Information Act, 2005 - reg.

Desirable information related to Proactive Declaration is available on website
of BIS under Section 4 of the RTI Act, 2005.

2. In order to update the information on the website of Bureau of Indian Standards,
the Administration Department has issued its earlier circulars vide reference number
BIS HQ/ADMN/Circular(24)/2015 dated 08 September 2015, BIS HQ/ADMN/Circular
(03)/2020 dated 14 January 2020, BIS HQ/ADMN/Circular(04)/2020 dated 03
February 2020 and BIS HQ/ADMN/Circular(25)/2020 dated 18 September 2020
requesting the heads of all departments to ensure that the information related to their
departments has to be sent under Section 4 of the RTI Act, 2005 for Proactive
Declaration for the related information. The website of the Bureau is being updated
from time to time. It is noticed that some departments have not yet updated their
information about boards, councils, committees, seniority list etc.

3. It is requested to all heads of the Departments of the Bureau to update their
information related to Proactive Declaration under Section 4 of the RTI Act, 2005 on
the website of Bureau of Indian Standards from time to time.

4. It has also been noticed that a large number of applications are continuously being
received in the Bureau of Indian Standards for seeking information under the RTI Act,
2005. In order to reduce the workload of CPIO and to facilitate the information seekers,
all the Heads of Departments are also requested to review the information sought
under the RTI Act, 2005. The information of similar nature are repeatedly sought by
the applicants and if such information is not exempted from disclosure under Section
8 of the RTI Act, 2005, such information shall be disclosed suo-moto, as per Central
Vigilance Commission circular No. 03/03/2017 dated 10.03.2017 (copy enclosed), be
made available on the website.

5. In addition to the above, it is also requested that if any changes in CPIOs and
FAAs, Name, designation, mobile no., phone no., e-mail of CPIO and FAA for updating
on BIS website, if any, may be sent to ITS Department with a copy to Administration
Department.

6. This issues with the approval of Competent Authority.

Encl: as above
W

(Sandeep Meena)
Director (Administration) &
Nodal Officer of the Bureau (RTI)
Ref: ADMN/04/01/2014

Circulated to: All HoDs, CPIOs and FAAs of the Bureau - for kind information and
necessary action, please.
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Circular No. 03/03/2017

Subject:

Trekmr e, SdaR. HORTE,
=AH-T, LT, 7 feeit-110023
Satarkta Bhawan, G.E.O. Complex,
Block A. INA, New Delhi-110023

Secking stmilar information through repeated RTI Applications-Central
Information Commission®s decision- regarding. 2

The attention of the CVOs concerned is drawn to the Central Information Commission”s
decision dated 25.06.2014 in;case No. CIC/AD/A/2013/001326-SA in the case of Shri Ramesh

Chand Jain Vs. Delhi Transport Corporation

-GNCTD, Delhi, in which the issue of seeking

information by the RTI Applicants through répetitive Applications on similar issues/subject has

becn considered and decided by the Ceatral Informaticn Commission. .

T ‘T'he Centrai Information Commission, in its

decision, had observed that:-

3 “The Comuiission noticed thal several app[icants,seel& some information from one wing
of the public authority, and based on the responses file @ bunch of RTI questions from the saine

or other wings of same public authiority, or from othgs authority. This- will have a continuous

harassing effect on the public authority.
questions are generated out of lhe. Same an
first appeals and second appeals will be growing. "

3. The Commission after consideri

acts of similar nature in other countries, and
Cominissioners has concluded that:-

“0)

As the "PIOs go on answering, more and more
d in the same proporiion the number of repeated

ng various dspects of the issuc and the provisions of
aiso the decisions of eaglier Information

Even a single repetition of RTI hppliccztfbn would demand the valuable time of
_ the public authority, first appellate authority and if il also reaches second

appeal, that of the Commission, which time could have been spenl to hear
another appeal or answer another application or perform other public duty.
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(ii) Every repecition of RTI application swhich was earlier responded will be i
obstruction (o flow of information and (IL'fear.s‘ the purpose of the RTI dct. "

4. The Central Informatwn Commission, vide its decision No. C[C/AD/A/7OIJ/OOlJ26-
SA dated 25.06. 2014 has thus, decided that:- .

“(}  No scope af repeating wnder RTT Act.
(ii) Citizen has no Right to Repeat.

(if})  Repetition shall be ground of refusal.
(iv)  Appeals can be rejected, "

s The CVOs may bring the above quoted decision of Central Information Commission to
the notice of all the CPLOs/Appellate Authorities of their organizations, who may consider the
Central [nformation Commission’s decision, while.deciding about the RTI Applications
seeking similar information th.rm.gh repeated RTI Applications. The complete decision of
Central Information Comzmission, in case No. CIC/AD/A/2013/001326-SA, in the cdse of Shri
Ramesh Chand Jain Vs. Delhi Transport Corporation, GNCTD, Delhi is available on its
www.cic.gov.in, in- downloadable form and can be access from there. .

websitc,
(Raj iv Verma)
Under Sccretary & Nodal CPIO
vr'ui -

All Chief Vigilanee Officers 2



