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Heard the Appellant. He submitted that he had filed an RTI Application before the SPIO 

dated 04.06.2014 seeking certified copy of answer scripts of 2 subjects of

Examination, 2013 in respect of one candidate. He had received a letter from the 

19.06.2014 asking him to 

evaluated answer scripts as fixed by the 

Secretary, AHSEC, Assam appealing against the demand for money for photocopies of answer 
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Applications and First Appeals within the stipulated time in

RTI Act, 2005. 

With this, the Second Appeal Petition is disposed of. 
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scripts on the ground that he was a BPL card holder and that information to a BPL card holder 
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justice have been denied to him. 

Perused the W/S.  It has been submitted that the answer scripts would not be provid
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ee of Rs. 500/- per scripts is being charged for 

scripts in accordance with the Council’s resolution dated 24.07.2007. A copy of the resolution has 

been enclosed with the W/S. It has further been submitted that the answer scripts in question were 

of after four months of declaration of results in accordance with the resolution 

ouncil in the same meeting.  

In view of the facts brought out above, the Commission c

in asking for the cost of photocopying of answer scripts is in ord

rate fixed to be charged on any candidate seeking photocopies of evaluated answer scripts and it 

will not be governed by the rate for photocopying fixed under the RTI Act, 2005. 

Appellant’s action in seeking the copies of the answer scripts free of cost resulted in the delay and 

this delay in turn resulted in the expiry of the preservation period for the answer sc

the Commission observes that the Assam Higher Secondary Education Council has erred in not 

the First Appeal dated 22.07.2014 submitted before it by the Appellant wherein 

he had prayed for waiver of the said fee for providing photocopies of evaluated answer scripts. 

the FAA/Secretary of council disposed of the First Appeal within 

ouncil to charge the said fees, the Appellant would have 
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Commission hereby directs the SPIO and First Appellate Authority 

Applications and First Appeals within the stipulated time in

With this, the Second Appeal Petition is disposed of. 
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months of declaration of results in accordance with the resolution of the 

In view of the facts brought out above, the Commission concludes that the Council’s action 

in asking for the cost of photocopying of answer scripts is in order as it is in accordance with the

rate fixed to be charged on any candidate seeking photocopies of evaluated answer scripts and it 

the rate for photocopying fixed under the RTI Act, 2005. Thus, the 

Appellant’s action in seeking the copies of the answer scripts free of cost resulted in the delay and 

this delay in turn resulted in the expiry of the preservation period for the answer scripts. However, 

the Commission observes that the Assam Higher Secondary Education Council has erred in not 

the First Appeal dated 22.07.2014 submitted before it by the Appellant wherein 

iding photocopies of evaluated answer scripts. Had 

the FAA/Secretary of council disposed of the First Appeal within the stipulated time and clarified

ouncil to charge the said fees, the Appellant would have been at liberty to decide 

hin the preservation period of four months. The 

Commission hereby directs the SPIO and First Appellate Authority henceforth to attend to RTI 

Applications and First Appeals within the stipulated time in accordance with the provisions of the 

With this, the Second Appeal Petition is disposed of.  
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Copy to: 

1. The SPIO, Office of the Assam Higher Secondary Education Council, Bamunimaidam, Guwahati, 
Pin- 781021 for information and necessary action.  

2. The First Appellate Authority/Secretary, Assam Higher Secondary Education Council, 
Bamunimaidam, Guwahati, Pin- 781021 for information and necessary action. 

3. Md. Abdul Khaleque, S/o- Lt. Hafiz Uddin Ahmed, Vill- Poravita, P.O.- Jamadarhat, Dist- Dhubri, 
Assam, Pin-783330 for information.  

4. Computer Section for uploading in the Website.  

5. Office File. 
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