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1.0. Uxd1d1

1.1 T8 S J21 &1 SHRAPR AT 2005 &Y 4R1-19 F srafa frar mar 2

1.2 39 3T & faeg Srdier iy Ja ST, WMt vya=, e iy il g,
TS et - 110067 A H ST FHR T |

1.3 9 TGV & 9o oftiie 36 aia & 90 3T & HieR TrR &1 o1 Tt & g adre
I Ig e g S AR o1 a1 aRera & o7 g3

2.1 1 3ifebar F a1 27/05/2026 F 3H13E GRT IRAME FRFT 2005 F 3iala
SHBRT A ot

22 UferEe/memsy®s @TIea-TgeRTE) 3 un Gen  uifimyaieTey-
3TTH/3RTIE Td-2005/3dt3m$3M/2026,/200 (AAI/CNS-OM/RTI Act-
2005/CPI0/2026/47) f&HI®h 07/07/2026 & FeAH A RIS HT SATS 2T 3R ITHT
e fosan

2.3 3(dficrebdl 3 UYH et GofinRur WEAT AAOIN/A/E/26/00087 f&T 19/06/2026 &1
GRR D1, ford 3eR ‘No Response Within the Time Limit ' 1T T |

3.0 forsmd

3.1 41 sifthelt 1 Srdier SR F4 Isdt &) 3T & d1e, T8 T T o © b oifered
¥ Seara ST foar T § wifes U 1 Y 2 & R v A i) 9: sqe eRo
T8 T {35 70 | A rifver MARITE @ &1 R 99 1 &) qa1 & o1 o1l 9 g, gt
o U8 Sqae fORISs & v ag gR1 3fud faR-Ref & a1 frar mar 21 1w oft sarn
ST g fob forelt @y ST & forw SefieaRt @1 wue ss3e Suiear) @ ST fes
& ST o1 T &, TR I7ehT 701 Afafet 3R SfReHa srevdl $ YR W akar 31

3.2CTER, HTATH- T Fexey @t 3R famie 19/06/2026 @t et &7 FHueRT
e SaT B
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1.0. PREAMBLE

1.1 This order is made under Section-19 of the Right to Information Act 2005.

1.2 An appeal against this order lies with the Central Information Commission, CIC Bhawan,
Baba Gangnath Marg, Munirka,New Delhi - 110 067.

1.3 The appeal against this order may be filed within 90 days from the date on which this order
should have been made or is actually received.

2.1 Ms. Ankita had sought information under RTI Act 2005 vide application dated 27/05/2026.
2.2 CPIO/ GM(CNS-HRM) replied and disposed of the RTI vide letter no. HIfAUT/HeATH-
3NTH/SRESATE Tae-2005/HAUTME3/2026/200 (AA/CNS-OM/RTI Act-2005/CPI0/2026/200)
dated 07/07/2026.

2.3 The appellant filed the first appeal registration no. AAOIN/A/E/26/00087 dated 19/06/2026
stating the ground as ‘No Response Within the Time Limit'.

3.0 FINDINGS

3.1 Having gone through the appeal of Ms. Ankita and the case file, it is clarified that change
in policy is due to lesser nominations being received for group | trainings owing to proficiency
amount being lower than the proficiencies covered in group 1. Also, the change in policy has
been carried out after due deliberation by a group of experts. It is also intimated that
candidates are selected for a particular training after receiving nominations from the interested
candidates and their selection for a particular training is based on seniority and operational
requirement.

3.2 Accordingly, the appeal dated 19/06/2026 is disposed of on part of the Directorate of CNS-
OM.
(T & b/ S K. Malfick)
TYH (UIlIg IRl / SrRieR! R @fiTey-3i TS )

First Appellate Authority/ Executive Director (CNS-OM)
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