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31. The Commission directs CPIO need not answer any HT1 guestion or uast,
it filed E this_appellant aEin in cnminﬁ days, for mormation ﬁnmﬂ o nﬁlmrs
menlio in his vanous apphcations and appeals, or if part of new RTI request was
already covered by his earlier HT| request for the reasons discussed above and also on

the principle of res judicata, in order to prevent such appellants from hijacking time of
public autharities that is to be used in service of public in general.

32. The Lommission records its admonition against appeliant for his frivolous and
vexatious applications and hopes that he will not resort o mis-use of RTI any more, to
protect the dignity of the positions he has held in the Public Authority while in service,
and to show some element of gratitude to the organization that gave him livelihood.

13. With the above observationsidirections the Commission disposes of all the
appeals.

(M. Sridhar Acharyulu)
Information Commissioner



