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TRIPURA INF COMMISSION
P.N.Complex: sti ¢ Agartalo

Complaint No., TIC — 26 of 2009-10

31 Premananda Bas
570 Late Mangala Nanda Das
Vill : Harerkhola : P.O.- Kamalpur
Distnct - 2hiai
Cell Phone Ne- PA386874]1 3. e e e JCOMPlainant
Vs.
art Protap Ch. Dos. Supenntendent of Agnculture. Salema Agri Sub-Division,
solema. Kamalpur. Dhalgl, Tripura (State Public Information Officer).
isee eI PPOSIHE Party

ORDER
Dated, 18.11.2009

The complginant S Premananda Das is absent
without any step though he was directed vide order dated
05.11.2009 sent to him by registered post to appear before
this Commission on 18.11.2009 at 11 A.M. and submit written
rejoinder, if any en the additional written representation
dated 04,11.200% of the Oppasite Party (OP),

2 The addifional written representation dated
04.11.200% of OP 5 Protap Ch. Das, Superintendent of
Agriculture (SA), Salema Agri Sub-Division, Salema and the
State Public Informatfion Cfficer (SPIO) was put up on
035.11,2009 ond attached to records, copy of which was sent
to the complainant olong with this Commission's order
dated 05.11.2009. OP §r Pratap Ch. Das, SA, Salema Agri
sub-Division cppeored and submiited onother additional
written represeniation ond ¢ written reply on the show-
cause nofice issued to him under section 20(1) of the RTl Act,
2005 {for shiort the Act) vide this Commission’s order doted
24102007,

3, Heard orol submission made by the OP Sri Pratop Ch.
Das. 5A, Salema Agri Sub-Division. Also perused the written
representation, the additional written reprjsen’rations and
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the written reply of the show-cause notice for imposition of
penalty under section 20(1) of the Act submitted by the OP.

4, In his odditional written representation dated
18.11.200%, the OF has stated that the surmmons issued by
this Commission vide No- 991 dated 22.09.2009 was received
by him on 26.10.2009 and, therefore, could not appear
before the Commission on 24.10,2009. By an application
submitted today, the OP has informed that though he has
furnished almast all the information to the complainant on
11.08.200%, 01.09.2009, 31.10.2009, 06.11.,2009 and 07.11.2009.
but same more lists of the beneficiaries of different schemes
are wunder collection and shall be provided to the
complainant, for which he requested this Commission to
allow him 30 days more beyond 22.11.2009. This prayer of
the OP is considered and allowed.

5, In the written reply submitted in response to the show-
couse nofice issued by this Commission under section 20(1)
of the Act. OF 3n Pratap Ch. Das. SA. Salema Agri Sub-
Divisicn has disclosed that the OP was designated as the
SAPIC by the Department of Agriculture, Government of
Iripura  vide  nofificationNo.F.20(22)-Agri/Dev/Part/2006-
Q7/707-733 dated 19.08.2008 ond S Nimohan Biswas,
Ceputy Director of Agriculture, Dhalgl  District  was
designated as the SPIO vide nofificationNo.F.20{22)-
Agri/Dev/Part/2006-07/680-706 dated 19.08.2008. The OP
further stated that immediately on receipt of the written
reguest of the complainant in issue accompanied by the
requisite omount of application fee. he formed a committee
on 01.06,2009 consisting of 4 members for collection and
compilation of the information by 20.04.2009 for disciosure o
the complainani. The OP received the compiled information
from the custodians through the committee in phases and
these were furnished to the complainant an 11.08.2009 ,
01.09.2009 ond 31,10.2009 ond again on 04.11.2009 and
07.11.,200% in compliance: with the direction of this
Commission given in its order dated 24.10.2009. Similady, he
has alse depeosited an omount of Rs. 306/- in the
government exchequer towards additional fees for supply of
152 sheets of informafion to the complainant free of charge
since the OP failed o supply the said information within the
statutory period as prescribed by the Act, OF added. This
fact has also been confirmed by the Director of Agriculture,
Government of Trpura vide his letter doted 146.11.2009
encicsing therewith o copy of the challon towards the said
deposit. The OP expressed that he did not receive any
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fraining on the RTl iaws, It wos due to lack of his adequat
knowledge about the provisions of the Act and the Tripura
Right to Information Rules, 2008 [for short the Rules) thot
instead of forwarding the written request of the complainant
in issue to the concerned SPIO immediately after its receipt,
the OF took all necessary steps for its disposal at his level, THe
QP turther added that all the information sought for by the
complainant were not readily available in his office and it
took considerable time to: collect such highly voluminous
infarmation from the offices of all the VLWs under Salema
Agri sub-Division and. therefore, the delay was unintentional.
The OP 'glso submitted that he took gll necessary steps
commencing from 01.06.200%t0 collect the information from
the custodians for their disclosure to the complainant and
that he hod no malofide intention to withhold the
infarmation. In view of these focts and the circumstances,
the OF croved mercy of the Commission for his unintentional
delay in providing the information to the complainant and
for 1oxing wrong steps in disposal of the written request of
the complainant in issue and. therefore, praved to be
exonercted from the charge of contravention of the
provisions of the Act and imposition of penally, Since, the OP
took all necessary steps at his level to collect the infarmation
sought for by the complaingnt vide his written request in
ssue fram the custodians and almost all of them were
provided to the complainant on different dates and that the
OF had nc malgafide intention in deagling with the written
request in issue and further that the delay in providing the
information was unintentional. | am inclined to take a lenient
view and to crder that the penalty proposed to be imposed
under section 20(1) of the Act be dropped with a strong
warming thot the OF should be more careful and
circumspect infuture in dealing with the RTI matters sticty in
adnerence with the relevant provisions of the Act and the
Rules.

. Tne comploinant was directed vide order dated
05.11.2009 sent 1o him by registerad post to appear before
this Commission on 18.11.200% at 11 A.M; and submit written
rejoinder, if any on the additional written representation
dated 04.11.2009cf the CP. The complainant neither
cppesored ner submitied any rejoinder expressing his
dissatsfaction, if any on the information so for supplied to
him by the OF, Therefore, it is presumed that the information
pr@wdnd by the OF are odequqfe and the complainant is

satisfied with them. i
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o It is experienced by the Commission that most of the
staokeholders * under the Department of Agriculture,
Government of Trpura cre not propery trained and,
therefore, are not well aware about the provisions of the RTI
lows. The Director of Agriculture. Government of Tripura
being the head of the Public Authority s under cbligation fo
arrange for adequate training of its officials on the RTI and
related matters. The Tripura Information Commission with the
assistance of the Distict Administration has started Sub-
Divisional level training-cum-awareness programmes which
commenced on 16.11.2009 at Amarpur Sub-Division and will
cover all other Sub-Divisions in phases. The Director of
Agriculture, Govermment of Tripura is requested to direct his
designated officials to be in touch with their respective Sub-
Divisicrial Magistratles ond  atfend the fraining-cum-
awarenass programmes on KTl

8. In consideration of the facts and the circumstances
narrated above, the complaint now stands finally disposed
of with the following orders:-

(1] The OF Sr Pratap Ch. Das, SA. Salema Agri Sub-
Division, Salema is directed to collect and supply the
bolance informatien to the complainant latest by
22.12.2009.

[ii) The penalty proposal initiated under section 20(1) of
the Act stands dropped. However, the QP Sl Pratap
Ch. Das, SA. Salema Agri Sub-Division, Salema is
hereby warned that he should be more careful and
circumspect in future in dealing with the RTl matters
strictly in adherence with the relevant provisions of
the Act and the Rules.

(iii) Tne Director of Agriculture. Government of Tripura
eing the head of the Public Authority is requested to
direct all its designated officials o aftend Sub-
Divisional level RTI tralning-cum-awareness
programmes as mentioned at paragraph - 7 above,

9. Let copy of this order be sent to the complainant, the
OF end the Director of Agnculture, Government of Tripura
being the head of the Public Authority.

Sd/-
[B.K.Chakraborty)
state Chief Information Commissioner



No. 1) Lt~ 2 YR } Dated, 18,11.2009

Copy te:-

|51 Premananda Das. 5/0 Late Mangala Nanda Das, Vill : Harerkhola : P.O.-
Kamalpur, Distict — Dhlai [ Compiainant ).

25n Pratap Ch. Dos, Superintendent of Agriculture, Salema Agri Sub-Division,
Salema, Komalpur. Dhalai, Tripura (State Assistant Public Information Officer) -
CP.

3. The Director of Agriculture, Government of Tripura, ngﬁuyh [Head of the

Pubilic Authority),
& e

(5.C.Saha)
Secretary
Tripura Information Commission



