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The Commission also observed that the information was provided
by the Executive Officer and not by the SPIO. This was irregular. If the
Executive Officer was the 1#t appellate authority, as was in this case, he
should have disposed off the appeal with suitable directions, if any, to
the SPIO, in case full/partial information had to be provided, as admitted
in the appeal. Information always has to be provided by the SPIO. The
Commission, therefore, would direct the Secretary, Travancore,
Devaswom Board, to arrange to train all the officers concerned, who have
been assigned responsibilities of APIO/SPIO/appellate authority, under
the Right to Information Act, 2005 and confirm action to the Commission
at the earliest.

The appeal is disposed off, accordingly.

Dated this, the 21% day of May, 2008.



