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in the Tripura Information Comrission
PN Compiex. Gorkhiobasti © Agartala

Smit, llg Deb, Stenographer

Tripura Jute Mills Ltd

Hopania; Agortaldssnnssmuainianmnieam mmssaassesssAppeliant
Vs,

' The Managing Director, Tripura Jute Mills Ltd, Hapania, Agortala (First
Hppellate Autharity).

7, S A K Gupta, Senior Production Officer, Tripura Jute Mills Ltd, Agartalo:
B PR v o o s 50 R P K S B R E ss  Ent « VTSI | VS

In the matier of @ second appeal under section 19(3)
of the Right to Information Act, 2005,

PRESENT:

|87 B.K.Chakraborty
Stote Chief Infarmation Commissioner

2,50 DK . Doschaughur
State information Commissioner

Far the Aopellont: The appeliant herself.

Eor the Respandent No.1: S D, Datia, Managing Director, Tnpua Jute:Mills
Ltd, Agartala [FAA).

For the Respondent No.2: Sri AK.Senior Production Officer. Tripura Jute Mills
Ltd, Agartala {SP1O).

Date of lodging second appeal : 0R.02.2005
Date of hearng second appeal: 22.02.2008
Date of pronouncing judgment and argern 7.03.2008

JUDGMENT & ORDER

Facts.

I, This second appeal under sectiori 19(3] of the RT| Act, 2008 [for short
the Act] arises out of @ memorandum of appeal doted 07 02:2008 of Smt. lio
Deb lhete in ofter referred to as the ocppeliant} received by this Commission
on 08.02.2008..

2 The facts leading to this second appeal ore that the apoelant
submitted a written request on 03,1 2.2007 to 5 A K.Gugta, Senior Production
Cificer, Tripura Juie Mills Ltd (TIJML), Agartala being the Stote Pubhc
information Cfficer [SPIO) seeking 7 items of information uncer the Act
depositing the application fee of R5.10/- in cosh. In response, fhe SPIO
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provided part information en 01.01 2008 to the oppellgAtdenying the rest on
the ground of inadequcte description and rﬁoh—avﬂﬂmk;‘i‘:ﬂé,"of the infarmation
sought for. Being oggrieved with ihe decision of the"SPIO, the appelant
orefered a fisi oppecl on 05.01.2008 fo the Managing Director, TIML,
Agaortala being the Eirst Appelate Authorty [FAA], But the FAA did o
respand 1o the memorandum of fist appeal of the appellant within the
statutory period of 30 days. Hence, the appelant approcched this
~orrmission oy way of this second appecl seeking appropriate redress el
hove occess to the information sought for vide her written request dated
03 12.2007. The appellant fumished photocopies of the relevant papers along
with the memorandurm of appeal. !

A On perusal of fhe memorandum of appeal with enclosures, it is found
‘i torm and within time and., tharsfore. is odmitted as second appeal under
section 1913) of the Act.

4. In resgonse to the summens, Respondent 1- 51 D. Gatia, Managing
Director. TIML, Ageriala [FAA] and the Respondent 2- & AkK.GCupta, Senior
Production Oificer, TIML Agartala ISPIO) appeored and submitted their
respactive written representations Lefore this Commissian.

jssues for gecision:

5. in consideration of ing memarandum of cppesl with 2nclosures o
the written representations of the Respondents, the following fssues reguire
gdeckion:-

{i] oid the Resporident 2 being the SPIO provide adequale
infarmation to the appelant in response to her written request
doted 03.12,20072 i not, townat Further information the appeliantis
entitled to nave occess?

[ii) Did the Respondent | being the FAA cammit any breach of law by
not attending the memeorondum of first appen! dated 05.01 2008 of
the oppellant?

&lssus Na fi): We have carefully examined the written reguest dated
03.12.2007 of the appeliant, ihe informiation provided by the Respondent 2
ard the written representations af the Respondents , The infarmation sought
far by the aoppelont under her written reguest doted 03.12.2007 are s
follows:

il PHofocopies in respect of Minutes cum proceedings. recommendation,

mert  [listselect (st drogwn by the recruitment boord or selection

board/committee of TIML for fil U the post of Stenographer of TIML in the

vear 1989,

il Pholocopies in raspect of wemarandum for constitution of Deparimental

Pramgtion Committee for filing up the past of PA to MD, TIML by which Smbi
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Manoramia Biswos hos been promoted and gradolion/seniorty list of
Stenographer for the year 1998 and 1997,

liil Photocopies in respect of minutes cum proceedings. recommendafians.
merit list af DPE for promotion of Smiti, Monorama Biswas in the post of FA fo
M, TIML,

(iv] Photocopies in respect of post creation sanctioned arder of the Govt. of
Tripura/BOD. TIML for the past of PA fo MD. TIML and its continuation order(s).
(vl Photocopies of Recruitment Rules for the post of RA to MD, TIML.

Vil Whather TUJML has narated as terms and conditions in offer of
oppointment leter(s) | 23-08-1989) for appointee stenographer that she/they
will be entitled to the annual increment & confirmed in the post anly after the
successful completion of the probgtion perigd and cllowed offer
aecaptance limeiperiod, joining time- convey infarmation.

(vill Phatocopies of order(s] of competent authorify for approval of promotion
o the post of FA fo MD, TJML & procedure of such prometion apgroval,”

8 In resporse to the cbove written reguest of the appellant, the
Respondent 2 under his covering letter dated 01.01.2008 provided photoCopy
of the file note, which contained the following =

v Smt. Monarama Biswas, Stenographer of the company was ordered
fer functian as P.a. to the M.D.TIML vide No. TJIMD{3) /RD/845-53 gt 30-14-
1508, Smit, Blswas is quite efficient in her job and deserve remuneration for her
job. 5o she may be regularized in the post of P.A. to the M.B. . TIML
iy e e
. May kindly see for approval,
Sy
(R.C.Choughuri |
15.06.99
Managing Direcior
sinister1&C)

Sal-
Pobitra Kar
15.06.99 Order signed
Sl
igitle
15067
B, in the above noted covering letter, the Respondent 2 also mentioned
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" Exparpt of the appointment offer to the post of Stenograpber 15 Qlsc
aiven below as desired by you -

Yau will be on probalion for o perod of one yeor. Prebaotion pengd
mav be extended for a further stipulated pericd at the discretian of fthe
management, You will be entited to the Annual Increment and will be
confirmed in the post only after the successful compietion of the probotion
period.

Dither documents asked for without mentioning any file No./vol ND1

can nof be passible tosupply.” I
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dy provided by
' ation sought for
under items No.3, &, Gnd P We are not at all Sotlsfted with the reasons given
by the Respondent 2 for not providing the remaining 4 items of infermation.
Denial of information on the ground of non-menticning of file number/volume
number ¥ not acceptable since the SPIO is under obligotion e render
necessary assistance to a reguester to get the deseription of the information
inteligible, We do not consider it necessary to make discussicn on the
cdmissioility af the information sought for disclosure item-wise. It is very much
clear fram the photocopy of the file note as queted in paragraph- 7 above
ihat the Managing Directer, TIML signed an order in pussuance of the nole
after having approval of the concermned Minister, 5o, the Respondent 2 being
{he SPICE was under obligatien to provide o copy of the sald order to the
appelant. That agart, in the covering letter, the Respondent 2 informed the
appellant only some portion of the terms and conditions of the service, details
of which are supposed to have been contained in the effer of oppoinimeant.
Tnerefore, in order tor make complete disclosure abiout the terms and
conditions of the service, the Respondent 2 should haove provided a copy of
the offer of appointment in issue to the appellant. In case of non availability
of the information. the gotual curent status of the records smould have been
disciosed to the cppeliant against each item of infarmation saugh for. 5o, the
appellont s entited to have access to the complete information against
iterms 3.6 and 7 and the actual current status of the records pertaining to the
infermafion agairst iterms 1,24 and &sought for by the agpeliant, which 1the
Respondent 2 being the SPIO s under obligation to disclose. The firs! issue 15
decided accordingly.

10.Jssue No.liil: It is admitted by the Respondent | that the first appeal dated
05.01.2008 of the appellant was received by the office’of the TIML, but it was
not placed before nim ot all and he couid knaw about filing of the said first
appedl by the oppellant only after receipt of the summoens of ths
Commissicn. Thergafter, on scrutiny, it was revealed that the memorandum of
fist appeal In issue was missing from the receipt section of the TIML: he
added. However, in courss of hegnng, the Responcent | gssured thes
Commission that he would make necessary arrangemenis so that such mis-
managemen! does not ecccur in future, We ore not salished with the
explonation offered by the Respondant 1, In compliance with the directions
of this. Commission, it was confirmed by the Respongent 1 in another case
that he constituted a cell in the TIML for exclusively dealing with the RTI
migtters. Sg, it 5 not understandable: under whiot crcumstances, o
memorandum of first appegl would be missing from the receipt section where
a frst appeal is required to be receined either by the SAPIC er by the
acpellate authgrity, We are constrained 1o direct the Respondent | fo make
a thorough .enquiry into the matter and te toke cporeprate disciplinary
r:lc fion agairst the officicls found in dereliction of duties under intimation to
his Commission.

Decision:

1. |nfine, the appeal is allowed on contest with the following arders:-
I
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The Respondent 2 oeing the SPIO shall provide complet
nfermaltion against items 3, & and 7 and the curent status of the hty

records pertaining 1o the information against items |.2.4 and 5 os
mentfioned in the written request doted 03.12,2007 of the appellant
in the light of the discussion made in paragraech - ¢ above within a
period ot 15 days from the date of passing of this judgment and
order free of cost under intimation to this Commission.

The Respondent 1 being the head of the Public Autharity shall take
cppropricte disciplinary action GQGIHST the officicls who have failed
to produce the memorandum of fist gppeal of the appellant in
issue before the Respondent | being the FAA and the actlion taken
should be confirmed to this Commission immediately.

Vi Let copy of this judgment and orider Be sent o the appellant and the
Fespondents,

s Fronounced

Sdf- Sd/-
(DK, Daschaudhnun) (B:K. Chokraborty]
State Infermation Commissioner State Chief Information Commissioner
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8.C. Saha)
Secretary
Trpura Information Commission

TRIPURA INFORMATION COMMISSION
P, N, Complex: Gorkhalbasti: Agartala

Appeal No - 22 of 2007-08/ 2§ > —S § March 0F, 2008
Copy to: -
imi. llo Deb, Stenogropher, Tripurg Jule Mills LidHopania, Agartala

[Appellant).

2. The Managing Director, Tripura Jute Mills Ltd, Hopania, Agarfala (First
Appellate Authority),

3. 5r AK.Gupia, Senior Production Officer, Tripura Jute 'Y.il!s Ltd. agartala.

(SPIO),
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(2, ‘Erhm
Secretary
Tnipura Information Cormmission

?. ]I,:‘:I‘,ll,\“

x



