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15. Issue No. (iii):- The entire allegation of the appellant revolves
around the pivot of interpretation of Rule 28 of Part [I KS & S5SR. She
alleges that Rule 28 is not applicable to her, as a select list is not
prepared for promotion. This issue is not to be solved by the Information
Commission. The Information Commission is not at all interested in
interfering with the administrative matters. The appellant may approach
a court of Law for proper interpretation of Rules like KS & SSR. If an
information requested by an information seeker is denied by the public
authority Commission can interfere and help the requester to get the
correct, proper and timely information. Here the information has been
provided in time. Interpretation and explanation are not included as
information under section 2 (f) of RTI Act.

16. No further intervention is required by the Commission in this

case.
17. The appeal petition is dismissed.

Dated this the 22 day of September, 2008.



