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SYNOPSIS

- Clessiflcation of information:

- ;-est number of petitions under project related
-':'rnation is received by the Panchayat
- ;nest number of petitions under government scheme
'= ared information is received by the Panchayat

'-r Ehest number of petitions under government policy
-elated information is received by the Panchayat

Highest number of petitions under examination related
information is received by the Directorate of Health
Services
Highest number of petitions un&r servb ddirery rdaEd
information is received by Ure DireturaE of FlealUt
Services

3 Total Fees Collected Rs.65,756,00

- ;^est number of petitions under seruice related
-':-nation is received by the Directorate of Health
Se-, ces

Highest flurnce r of petitions uncer iai-rd relateo
information is received by the
Highest number of petitions under recruitment related
information is received by the Tripura Public Seruice
Commission
Highest number of petitions undei an,; other information
is received bv the Home Depart:-n.;,it

uests received

of Forests



Introduction

--: --rpura Information Commisslon came into existence in the year 2006

:i=:=: "-nctioning from 19th January, 2006 after the passage of the land mark

tfe Right to Information Act, 2005. Under Section 25(1) of the Rn Actr

--':rrnation Commission shail, 3S soon as pr.:;ticable after the end of each

: =::-e a repoft on the implementation of the provisions of this Act during the

frrd hnmrd a copy thereof to the appropriate gor/ernment. It is mandated that

il ;G *par6,rents in relation to public authorities within their jurisdiction shall,

6' -ctbn 25(2) of the Act, collect and provide such information to the State

ffiin Commission to prepare the annual report and conrply with the

rgenrents conceming the furnishing of that information and keeping of records.

Iil: fesent report is for the year 2015-16 and is the XIh Annual Report of Tripura

ffibn Commission.

,2 Thb Annual Report indicates the work of receipt and disposal of applications

seEE infunnation under RTI Act during the year by the various State Public

ffirnation ffiers (SpIOs), disposal of the first appeals and status of receipt and

dsasa1 of seond appeals as welt as omplaints by fte Tripura Information

C-rrrnisslon.

1J Dgring the year the Cornmission is headed by Shri K.V.Satyanarayanaa, IAS

{Rff), Sbte Chief Information commissioner who has been functioning since

27.9.20L4

1.4 The Tripura Right to Information Rules, 2001 *:]. promulgated vide

rffication No.F.3(5)-GA(AR)/2005(L) dated 29.1.2008. The Government of rripra

h fte Generat Administration (Administrative Reforms) Department vide Notifidin

1b.F.3(5)€A(AR)/2005/w dated 27.9"2005 which was furtfrer arnended w

tfrification dated t3.7.20t5, o<empted the Home(Police) oepartrrent idttdng

::3: 1 ;f 18



ffi FEr t *otmry frofi the purview of the provisions of the Act except

fnFlims d omrption, human rights vioiation and administrative functions not

IEHIU b seqlrity and intelligence. Copies of these Notifications are annexed to this

lqrt

1"5 Tripura Information Commission has made provisions for online filing of

snd appeals and complaints under the RTI Act. It is noteworthy that this

prwision for filing online appeals/complaints is being availed by the citizens. It has

ben'the endeavour of the Commission to dispose appeals and complaints

expeditiously. The Commission's orders are also nploaded on its Website. (
www.rtitripura. nic.in )

1.6 During the year, the Commission has organized a State Level Workshop for
the SPIOs and other stakeholders at Agaftala on 25.3.2016 in which Shri R.K.

Mathur, IAS (Retd), Chief InformaUon Commissioner, Central Information

Commission, New Delhi graced the occasion as the Chid Guest and delivered the

keynote address. Awareness progrcmmes on RTI rrrere held in all the districts of the

State in the year 2015-16 in collaboratinn with SIPARD. On all such occasions, the
participants YYere oriented oo the frdiue inilenrerilation of the various provisions

of tE Rm Act wnh emffiis m trilspnerEy md amunbbility. At times, public

rcprcslaliucs xE E 
"rfr{ tn grre tfe pogrrrrrres Such vrprt<strops on RTI were

orlFntEd * Bd$ft, Sepal*pb, x}ffd, Agprffi" ue*rr, Ambassa, Dharmanagar

ard lGilasfiahar in whidr partkipilts lrdrsng SPIOs nd SAPIOS rvere enlightened

about their role and responsibilitis under Ure Rm Ad. The Secretary, Tripura

Information commission acted o'r=o.rr." person'h EE *o€ programmes.

I F^^>^/
\- J*.g I.].

2.L The Tripura Infonnatinn Csnmission has comphted nrore'tfian 10(ten) years

of its existence havirg crtrrrc inb furce with effect from 19.1.20ffi. The State

Information Commission was orutihrted to exercise po\,l,ers and perform its

functions as laid down under the Rn Act, 2005. under section 15(4) of tfre Act, the
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-rfl"'":ri .,- .-l:- : :':- "- .- - -='?;=-'*: nf the affarrS l' :-= :- 
=

'**"*11 ,- -:-*.=:- -:-:*j :- --: j:::: Chief lnformation Commiss:-:' -:

l*t .rl - :': j: : :: :*: :-: :: = S-:^ aCtS and things WhiCh may be exei''S=:

I r, * I --: :.=:- . -:"-:: :- :l-..rSSiOn aUtOnOmOUSly withOUt being SUbJefie:

: :l '': - , -- : :- :.-:- :-:-:- i, undef thg ACt'

- -:: !,=::- ..: a) :f rhe RTI Act, the State Government shall provide such

1*, ::,,"- ;-: :-:-:: *:, be necessaryforiheelficientperformanceof itsfunctions'
I- ,, r *": .- - ,--:: -lns of the State Iniormation CCIrftrnission were laid down in

:,:: ;, 1AC, The Comrnission has gct p*wers to receive and enquire

:.*-: 3 -= lnder section L8 of the Act. The State Information Commission

riB tnb any matter under section 18(2) is vested with the powers of a

rG $e Code of Civil Procedure, 1908.

*_ --t _:=:= :rformation Commission is the second appellate authority under

;m::r -1.: -. ine Rightto Information Act. The second appeal lies on the orders

r *:: =-;: r::e ate Authorities (FAAs) under Section Section 19(3) as under:

' - -:^=33,tC appeat against the decision under sub-section (1) shall lie wlthln

33,: oc,n the date on Which the decision should have been made or was

*=:: . ed with the State Information Commission'

:*:, :eC that the State Information Commission may admlt the aooea

c#y d trE period of ninety days if it is stisffi fl\at frE ffitt tw
ffi bv sufficient cause from filing tfie appl in time' -

--::1. section 19(5) of the Ac, the onus to prove that denial of request for

:-:: \ryas justified shall lie on the SPIO who denied the request'

: -- jisposal of complaints and appeals, the Commission calls for attendance of

= l.:-:iainants/Appellants and the Respondents by issuing notice in Form-2C :^:

---:^s in Form-29 of theTripura Rightto Information Rules,2008'

Ttre hearing is conducted in presence of the parties an<l order 0r Br

ssion Is pronounced in the open court before the paftie and Oetrro

::rerally on the same da1'and if the same is not issuel -- :-' :':*'
::i:3ct18



r:LE -. -iitri> r5 drso 5pe0ile0 ano rntimated, T-rre copy ,r.:-= :-5er.;s
ffi b ue parties ftee of cogt ard & uphaded on the ureffi of 6,e
curir*n sorne of the significant orders of the commission ar€ annexed b ttris
ry.
- - During the year, the commission had only the state chief Information
l:nri'nissioner. The Secretariat of the Commission has the following staff:

Table: 1

The Commission has approached the State Ciovemment for additional staff.

2'8 The GA(AR) oeparunert b fte Adnlnisffiive Deparurrcnt of the Tripura
Infurmatin com*s*n and cG $e adget rc@ d uE commission before
he Fnane oepartmert of fie StaE Gq,ement Brdget fur 2015-16 is as under:

Table: 2

As on 31.3,2016

Rs, in thousands

5l.No. Item of Expenditure Budoet Estimate
2015-16

Revised Estimate
2015-15

Plan Non-Plan Plan Non-Plan
1 i)Salaries

ii)Wages

0

0

4900

200 J

8900

175
ii)Travel Expenses 0 450 0 338

iv)Electricity Cha rg es C 250 0 250

Page 4 of 18



, ltrer coniractual

Ttn Cornmission has also designated the SPIO and FAA for the C-ommission.

--,: ::::: of the Commission ( www.rtitripura.nic.in) also gives the list of the

l: -: :-: =A"As and the Commission makes every effort to update the list.

Chapter-III

Implementation of the RTI Act. 20

af Tle Trirun Information Commission collects information from the Public

ffii= and the Departments about implementation of the RTI Act.

Wnent/Organisation-wise First Appellate Authorities and Shte Public

ffiin fficers are given in the Table - 3 below. This report is based on

trn6bn fumlshed by Ere DepartmenB/Organls*ions Tttere are 57 hrblk

frffuilies and 156 Hrst Appdle Authoritit= and 1551 Sate tublk Infurmation

&fu,s frorn wtrorn the info,rmdion h6 been @lleftd in respect of 2015-16.

Wnent-rrvise number of SPIG and FAAs are as urder:

Table: 3

tdame of DepaGmen! FAAs SPIOS

2 45

I 2A
i ir

;,,.: ral Dev. Departrnent 1

)irectorate of Health Service q

)rrecorate of Farni!-v Welfar9 & P.M. I
:,',/D (R&B) 1f

3lief Conservator of Fcrests

:::: 5 cf 18

_ -: -:-: ':: 395 0 297

H dfi,rd, er- i 0 250 0 188

0 200 0 150

0 0 0 150

Total 0 6645 0 10448



/-.r,

28.

29,

32.

Education

I '3:tcrate of Youth Affairs &

-ctre Department
ra Public Service Commission

Directorate of Industrieq q Cory n

Directorate of Food Civil &cA

PWD

G.A.(P&
D i rectorate of Welfa reJqr-Sf

rtment Of ation

25. Law rtment

26.
27.

Science Tech. & Environment

JU. of Fisheries

3L.

GA(C & C) Denartment
_:_j__--'--

39, Directorate of Fire Seruice

O'rectorateof Infor@

Planninq & Coordination
Directorate oaHandloom, @
Factories & Boilers nisation

Inl"-ryIalep$--
I -t-,'lbat Researelr & Cultqral Institute

Lokqy!!<:q_

54. I fri

ICFAI Unlve..: :
Total

M

19

39

22
23
LZ

L4

23

18

10

11

26
14

Tra

31

Nil

Nil

r551
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:-,: ,:.=' --:n ':: -: "--- ':ie Information Commission has reca,3:

"-:- :€ 3r't,: :* :-: r A',rhorities covering the SPIOs and FMs fronr

-ferrr!,e @artrner*. During the year, 3601 RTI Applications were received

-:-'*:-3n 3r,.^,,t',3rr 3577 requestswere disposed of which 31 applications

'"io\'rever, 24 cases were pending for disposal at the end of the year.

:' : sposal Depaftment/Public Authority-wise is indicated in the following

Table: 4

kl of rquests for information by the SPIOs during the year 2015-16:

I reCorate of
- 3her Education

I rectorate of
Social Welfare &

l;rectorate of
- ementary
:C ucation
lireCorate of
'cuth Affairs &

::;:7cf18

b
e#

rtsog
C,Eza

l4E L6o (U

b g a E'9. uCJ'E,.O(uO5YZ.ddz-p ;gE
-El uih O)

b 5E
oGrc,zdd

IarEb9g
o o=zd. $

So
b q€
9 UE

L 3 4 5 6 7 B 9

------_^^,
-:-.: - :, L

2 45 59 57 NIL 57 2

'= - =r1l
l: -.: 1-rent

20 L37 481 481 7 474 NIL

1 I 15 15 NIL 15 NIL

- -- 
-=::Crate Of

- 
= = :- Serv ices

4 15 289 289 NIL 289 Nil

I -=::Oi"ate of::- '" ,,'ieliare &
: r,r

9 115 B6 B6 1 B5 Nil

IC +Ll 93 8B 3 B5 5

- : -- :: 'i--
_ - :>-

iJ /-c ! toL 3 258 NIL

: : 'ectorate of
i:condary
i: ucation

8 682 215 215 NIL 275 Nil

1 36 64 64 NIL 64 Nil

1 9 94 94 NIL g4

1 1 7 7 NIL 7

1 19 4 4 t\l1lIIIL



Agarhla Municipal
Corporation

::l i 3ji'a !''iissicn

J'1.'e*U/l-=P!-

28.

31. I Prisons
i i DirectorateII

I 32, I GA(SA)

! I DePartment
, ir.-Tca rnn) oeptr
i

I 31.

'2trJJ,

Page 8 of 18

5 39 1!t- 327 B JlY B

1 1 383 383 NIL 383 NIL

!5 Die&rate of
Indu*i.s &
f*aam

6 LL 59 59 NIL 59 NIL

=:lc Civii Supplies
7 23 223 223 4 219 NIL

1 LZ 64 64 NIL 64 Nil

PwD (wR) 5 1.4 26 2g NIL 26 Nil

Tra*sport
Department

I
t ) 1*9 109 NIL 109 Nir 

I

1n Revenue
Department

I 23 42 42 NIL 42 Nir 
I

a{LL, High Court of
Tripura

1 1 4B 48 NIL 48 Nil

72. G.A.(P&r)
Depailment

I 1 61 61 NIL 61 Nil

Directorate of
\A/elfare fo:'ST

6 6 42 4L NIL 41 1

DeparBrient of
C.mperation

B 1B 45 45 NIL 45 Nil

E. I t-aw oepartment | 1 1 32 32 NIL 32 Nil

35 NIL 35 Nil

TritrmBrdd I I I I

=frli
,i? 23 NIL 23 I{IL

1 7 23 23 1 22 Nil

Science, Tech. &
Environment

6 L1 57 57 NIL 57 NIL

DeparBnent of
Fisheries

26 24 74 NIL 24 Nil

14 26 26 NIL 26 Nil

1 1B t7 NIL L7 1

1 L7 L7 NIL. t7 Nil

GA(P&s)DepEilll B 8
"NIL

B Nil

6 6 NIL 6 Nil

35. I UrUan Dev. DePtL ; 1 1 77 NIL L/ Nil



Tripra State Co-

opemtive Bank
r-H.

:':=9of18

17

L2

1B

L/

I "=:::rate of sc
1: -:- 'r/ellafe

_-i----ri^^
- u! vrt

, ; ance
*-;anisation
Tripura Police
AmuntabititY

Tripura Gramin
Bank

ICFAI UniversitY

31

Total 155 1551



frorn the statement above that the largest number of applications

tment followed by Tripura Public Seruice Commission'

-: *e Department and Health Departmeni' in that order'

3.4TheCommissionhasanalysedthecategoryofinformationsoughtasto

service rerated information, project rerateeJ information, scheme rerated information,

information relating to examination, delivery of services' land issue' recruitment

rerated information and other inforrnation" The information is provided in Table - 5

below:
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--:+.:sifiqgtiqn_qt Inf*rre-atiqacgg-<b:lariila{}-et!t[o.nerg/Information Seekers

--

- -l:L

Service
related
information

Project
related
infiornffi:n

Govt.
policy
related
informati
on

Examinati
on
related
informati
on

On delivery
of seruices
by Govt.
Departmen
t

Land
relate
d
issues

Recruit
ment
related
informa
tion

Atty
Otrer

20 10 10 Nil Nil Nil Nil 10

31 130 252 )1 5 Nil 3 2 37

Nil ri il 10 Nil Nil Nil Nil I

- r -: Ul

- - :a-,,ice
142 16 L2 21 tl 2a 63

. ---- ^c--.: ul
, ='are &

9
/.

32 Nrl \l 7 Nrl

- - ,:r;atOf
t -,'.

30 I o 2 3 Nil 84 3 130

90 10 7A 5 5 Nil 2 25 58

27 Nil 3 6 5 Nil Nil I.l 9

: -:-: &

10 4 9 4 Nil Nil Nil 2 65

Z 1 Nil Nil 2 Nil Nil I Nil

Nil Nil Nil Nil Nil Nil Nil Nil

E- ;--

EEf
Nil 2 5 3 Nil 1 .L) 235

Nil Nil Nrl Nil Nii Nrl trl rl 383 Nil

30 5 1C 5 Nil Nil 5 Nil 4

iU l,l il )n 2 Nil Nil 8 8 175

5 3
.tt
II E Nil Nil 3 6

}trnl Nil Nil l\ ti Nri Nil Nil

1 Nil 7 t\il Nil f'lil
t

99

2 2 1 8 Nil I

Nit Nit Nit f'J I 32

; r:-= 1l' :: 18

60



ilI

32. IC-A"PAT)
i DeBartment

:.; i.lri i: a 1 2

23. i Directorate of
I

i Welfare for ST

10 IiIL + L2 I 1 11

r. Depaftment of
ion

2 [Jrl t'JiI Nil Nit lil Nii .tJ
I

T
n
I

I

I

I

25. ! Law Department 17 1 a 4 riii Nil 3 3 Ni

25. i ARDD 1q 1 I i,iil 4 Nil Nil ? 9

27. j Tripura Board of
I Secondary
i Education

3 r.l il Ft il Nil 16 Nil Nil 2 2

SSA Raiya Mission 3 L2 f'li! nt;, t t;l
i trt Nii Nit 2 Nil

29. i Science, Tech. &
i Environment

c 3 6 rJ il Nii Nil Nil 5 38

30. i Fisheries 6 I L2 Nil Nil Nil ti il Nil 4

31. i Prisons

I Directorate
2 NIL 1 1 Nrl Nti Nit 2 20

32. i GA(SA)
, Departl

o ,\ Nil Nil Nil )

33. i GA (AR) Deptt. Nil !i li ii Nit Nil t7

3{. I GA (P&S 1 N, Nii 2 5 NiI

15. Gdc & C) Deptt. 2 tit ',Jll Nil 2 Z

Nii Nit IJ 8

17. Cor,ernor's i 1 i rn i xr i n i Nr

Secretariat i i I

Ni! t\lil Nil 11

38. lsse-,.6ty
Sen#

t2 l1i1l1lilt Nil Nil Nit 3

39. EerEaEdFiei n i E I tfl i ltlil

s-rh- I I I I

ii rl
ht!l Nil 1 t! lt

tiectraE d i 2

nfunndirn & I

L,iuralAffairs I

t'.lil Nii tiil Nil Ni! 9

i. DirecbraE of

--=oo"r-z. Ei:cti:n
DeDar8nent

I
1 I ruii Nil Nil Nil I{ il 7

7 I Nil t!it Nil

Panning &
!m*dination
DeDartment

i; I Nii Nil Nii Ni

tt+ DrrertpraEd I rfl i r : I i lI ! ilil
ntrrfootn, I i i I i:m*i i:ll

Nil Nit 2 Ni

FaqtorEs &
ffis
(klnnkeilivr

r tf
lnu

r'lil Nil Nil Nil 1.

i\il Nil Nil 3 N

I iiii Nil Nii Nil I N

Page 12 of 18
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I
Nit Nil 1

I'iil

f,lrl 
"

10

2

t

I Nrl

Nil Nil 1

Nil 4 I

Nit

Nrl

i,^i-^-,-
.lgriuru

3

Nit Nil Nil Nil

- ,an

Nil Nil Nil

Nil Nil Nil
Nil Nil Nil

Nil

Nrl
- r^a^i 1

Nil Nil Nil Nil

- \la Nil Nil Nil

I{il Nil Nil Nil

. !,i:

1 Nil NiI Nil

Nil

1296

Nil ttil l.i ri
t

Nil r.,ii1

r )iaia-: Ce-

:. , a tsank

2 I

Nit Nil Nii
Nil 2 Nil NiI

i j il lilit
1

Nil Nil Nil
Nil Nil Nil 5

:-'.4ver"siry 1

74 Nil L42 557

Total
747 237 425 123

g to obtain information shall make an

l-ripura RiEht to trnformation Rules'2008

However, no fee is chargeable for the

)viso of section 7(5) of the RTI Act' The

rve also prescribed the additional fees tc

s Rs.2i- per page of information as per

rt to Information Rules, 2008' The status

rthorities during the year 2015-16 ls as

- -- : -i1.1.
a.a -- - 'v

3.4 Under the RTI Act, a citize

ryplkation with Prescribed fees' R

presoibes Rs.10/- as the applical

people belonging to BPL category

Triptra Right to Information Rules

be PaU bY the information seeke

*rtion 7(t) read with Rule 7 of Tt

d fres collected bY the various

rnffi:

I

Aoriculture DePaftment

I RuralDev' DePartment

ffil

ln desirint

.ule 7 of -

:ion fee.

as per pr(

;, 2008 ha

rr which i:

'ipura Rigl

Public A.t

#

rvice

:lfare & P.M

racf



a Direci*rate of Seeondary Edueaiion
- :- 2385

Direetorate ci ii!gher Education 543

10. Directorate of Socia! Welfare & S. E 432

11. Direccrate of Elementary Education ta
t")LL, Directorate of Youth Affairs & Sports c0

13. Home Department I 1 l: 7723

L4. Tripura Public Service Cornmission l:: - i04

15" Directorate of Industries & Commerce /.99

16, Directorate of Food Civil Supplies & CA 14s0 I sso

17. Agartala Municipal Ccrporation 1060

18. PWD (WR) 40

19" Transport Department 00

20. Revenue Department 50

11 Fiigh Coutt of Tripura : Ji-r 00

27. G.A.(P&T) Department i'+U 1366

23. Directorate of Welfare for ST 300 326

24. Depaftment of Cooperation 330 612
')( Law Depaftment 290 3B

260 ARDD 270 249

27. Tripura Board of Secondary Education 230 00

28. SSA Rajya Mission 280 3680

29. Science, Tech. & Environment
Departirient

220 L24

Fisheries Department 80 304

Prisons Directorate 150 146

9- I ee(sn) Department i80 66

3. ! GA (AR) Deparunent !l 00

3{. CA iP&Sl Degartmerlt 3: 384

20 B6

10 00

150 00

160 196

I -=.tcrate of Fire Service 100 00

Direfurate of Information & Cultural
Affairs

60 384

Directorate of Labour 6B

Election Department 90 00

Planning & Coordination Departnent ', 20 00

ffiof 
l-bndloorn,llaridcrft& 

I 
* 00

410

60 116

t0 00

360 00

LCIc 46

L00 00

40 00

=: I t-otcyutta 2A 2B

00 00
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Tripura Police Accountability C-ornmission I 00 00

Tripura State Co-operative Bank Ltd. | 100 00

Tripura Gramin Bank B0 00

ICFAI University 40 00

Total 24,4V7 4tt279

laue /

3.5 Disposal of First Appeals: Section 19(1) of frte RTtr Act has provision for filing

first appeal if any information seeker is aggriercd by tte order of the SPIO. Any

person who, does not receive infornation within the time prescribed under section 7

r aggrieved by decision of SPIO under Clause-(a) of sufsedion(3) of Section 7,

may file the first appeal within 30 days to the First Appellate Authority so nominated

wtro is senior in rank to SPIO. Under Section 19(6) of the Act, an appeal under sub-

rction (1) of Section 19 shall be disposed of by the FAA within 30 days of the

reeipt of the appeal or within such extended period not exceeding a total of 45 days

fronr the date of filing thereof as the case may be for reasons recorded in writing.

Dr,rring the year 2015-16, 169 first appeals were filed with the FAAs of which 164

re disposed of.

Chapter-IV

Appeals and Complaints to the Commission

+.1 The Tripura Information Commission is mandated under Section 1B(1) of the

fII Act, 2005 to receive complaints and enquire into the complaints. The relevant

trwisions of Section 1B(1) are reproduced below:

" 18(1): Subjed to the provisions of this Act, it shall be the duty of the

Wdl Information Commission or State Information Commission, as the cafr may

h, b rrceive and inquire into a complaint from any person-

(a) who has been unable to submit a request to a Central Public Infumet,ffi

Officer or State Public Information Officer, as the ca* may W sW frf
reason that no such officer has been appointed under thrsA[ r ffiEe
the Central Assistant Public information Officer ot' Sffi *ffi frfr

) - 16



Information officer as the case may be, has reti.,*: :: :::::: cls or her
application for information or appeal under thls Ac rc- ':-,yardlng the
same to the Central Public Information Officer or State pubtrc Information
Officer or senior ol'|7cer specified in sub-section (I) of Seclon 19 or the
Central Information Commission or the State Information Commlssion, as

the case may be;

(b) who has been refused access to any information requested under this
Act;

(c) who has not been given a response to a request for information or access

to information within the time limit specifted under this Act;
(d) who has been required to pay an amount of fee which he or she

co nside rs u n rea sona b le;

(e) who believes that he or she has been given incomplete, misleading or
false information under this Act; and

0 in respect of any other matter relating to requesting or obtaining access to
records under this Act ,i

In addition to receipt and disposal of complaints, the Commission has the appellate
jurisdiction to receive second appeals arising out of the orders/decisions of the
SPIos and FAAs. The relevant section 19(3) is reproduced below:

'Section 19(3): A second appeal against the decision under sub-section (1) shatt lie
*rthln ninety days from the date on which the decision shou/d have been made or

",as 
actually received, with the State Information Commission. provided the State

'-^1'natlon Commission may admit the appeal after the expiry of the period of
- ':1/ days if it is satisfied that the appellant was prevented by sufficient cause from
' -; the appea/ in time".

'r - During the year 2015-16, the commission has received r7r
:--:.=: 

= l:-:'aints and disposed of 170 cases. A comparative statement or the
::'-,, :: l-: : :^ cf receipt and disposal of appeals/complaints is as under:

Table: B

Page 16 of 18



T
STATUS OF APPEALS_& COMPI.{INTS RECETVED/DECIDED BY THE COMMISSION OVER

THE YEARS

FINANCIAL YEAR APPEAIS/COMPI.AINTS
RECEIVED DURTNG THE

YEARS

APPEALS/COMPLAINTS
DECIDED DURING TFIE

YEARS

200s-06 0 0

2006-07 47 47

2007-08 B6 86

2008-09 B6 86

2009-10

2010-11 ^+J

2017-12

20LZ-13 40 40

2013-14 43 43

2014-15 104 104

2015-16 !71 L70

estions mmendations

Under Section 25(3Xg) the Tripura Information Commission shall give its

"::lalmendations as part of the Annual Report. The Commission would like to make

, 'a,^,, i'ecommendations this year as well:-

i) It is seen that of the 3601 cases were received for information, 3577

cases were disposed by allowing the information and 31 cases were

rejected. However, the number of appeals arising out of this to the

First Appellate Authorities and Appeals/Complaints to the State

Information Comrnission indicate that the information has been ; ' e'

wholly or partially to the satisfaction of the information se€k::--< --=

Heads of Departnrents of the Government should i.-: - :: :*:

SPIOsiFMs under them for prompt and expedit:-s :::'::": :" :-:

::;: 17 cf 18



ii)

applications under RTI Act duly keeping the prwi$trts CIf Ute Act in

view.

It is seen that some of the First Appellab Ar^ttroiitie in some cases

have not been conducting hearing while dispc*rg the first appeals. It

is also noticed that some of the appeals vrrere rfi dspred within the

prescribed time of 30 days resulting in ecalatim d frte rnatter to the

Commission by way of filing second appeals and unplaints. The FAAs

should be asked by the respectirc Departmst b dispose of the

applications promptly within fte prescriH pefiod giving due

opportunity to the parties.

Section 4(1Xb) mandated that arery Public Authority shall publish

information relaUng to tre items listed in that section. This pro-active

. disclosure is requircd as per Section 4(1Xb) of the Act. It is seen that

while the various Departments have got the Websites, the information

as are required under 4(1Xb) is not avaitable on many Depaftrnents'

Websites. Pro-active disclosure of information in a digitized regime will

significantly reduce the filing of RTI Applications seeking information

by tte citizens as ftey can freely access such information from the

t{etxihes' The Conmisfun srlggests that the Goremment directs the

OeprUnerfs fur taklrg necssary *ps for proactive disclosure under

Sectim 4(1Xb) d the Hm Act in a tinre bound manner.

iii)

Page 18 of 18
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No.r,3(5).6A(AR)/2oos/v, f i i l' 2
Government of Tripura r

Genera I Administration(A,R) Department
Ph. Ner.0381 241 S019, E-mail tD: gair.ast-tr@nic.in

***
Dated, Agartah the 13s tuly, ZO1S

N O TTF ICAT I ON

ln exercise of the powers conferred by Sectbn J4{41 st REht to lnformation Act,

2005,it is hereby notified that the Right to lnformatbn Act 206 shall not apply to the

Horne {Police) Departnlent of the Govemment of Triprra inctuding its Forensic Science

Laboratory.

Provided that the said Act, 2005 shall apply to the Home (Police) Department in

respect of any information pertaining to any allegation of corruption and human rights
violation and the administrativefunctions not r€lated to security and intelligence.

Fr'ovided furtlrer that if the informailon sought for is in respect of altegation of
violation of hurnan rights, the informatlon sha,ll only be provided after approval of the
State lnfor-mation Commiss,ion and, Botwithstanding.anything contained in sectlon 7,

such informition shall be provided within forty-five days from the date of the receipt of
request.

To

Wr,r,{
(A. DebbarnrA) I '

Joint Secretary to the
Governrnent of Tripura
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TRIPURA IN FORMATION COMMISSION
Pl, '''3- "- l: ..: : ,i, Gurkhabasti

r - r99 CC5

Appeal No.nC- 61 & 70 of 2015-16

VERSUS

1. Sirri P. Debbarma, Registrar of Cooperative Societies, Palace Compound,

Agartala (FAA).

2. The Deputy Registrar of Cooperative Societies, O/o the Registrar of

Cooperative Societies, Palace Compound, Agaftala (SPIO).

3. The President, Rudrasagar Udbastu Matsyajibi Samabaya Samiti Ltd'

Rajghat, Melaghar, Sepahiiala District, West Tripura.

4. The Secretary, Rudrasagar Udbastu Matsyajibi Samabaya Samiti Ltd'

Rajghat, Melaghar, Sepahijala District, Tripura.

Shri Babul Chandra Barman, S/o furia Kumar Barman, Mll: Rajendranagar,

PO: Kemtali, Distric[ Sepahijala, Tripura, PIN-799 115.

Respondents

eiiection19(3)oftheRighttoInforma|':".::]--]

PRESENT

Shri Kasthala Venkataa Satyanarayanaa, LAS (Retd)
State Chief Information Commissioner

1.
z.

3.

For the Appellant:
For the Respondents:

Date of filing Appeal:

Shri Babut Ch. Barman, the Appeilant.

Shri P, Debbarma, First Appellate Authct'if"'

Shri Chhatrajit Debbarma, SPIO

14,9,2015 and received by the Co"^'':- l: -- , '- 
-

same date,

.d Date sf Hearing : 7.11'2015 and 23.12.2015

Date of Judgment and Order: 30.12.20i5



ORDER

The brief,facts of the case are that thqAppellan! Shri Babut Ch. Barman filed

an apBlication in Form -3 seeking informatioi from Q: Sl9,.O/?.frr" Registrar of

C0operative Societies an ?4.612015. The information lought bV hlm was certified

true copy of tre Cash Book pagas (both receipt side ard-€laendiBlre side) of the

Rudra irErr Udhastu Matsyajihi Samabaya Samiti Ltd for SE period from 23.3.20L4

to 7,4.20L4. Upon receipt of the applicauon, ffre sPIo vide his letter dated

30.6,2015 i:nformed the Appellant that the said documents are not available in his

office and accordingly he was not able to supply'

Z. Being aggrieved, the Appellant filed the first appeal with the Registrar of

Cooperative Societies who is the Hr* Ap@late Authority stating that the under

Section af Z(0 of the Rn Act, infonnation includes inforrnation relaling to any

private body which can be accessed by an public authority under any other law for

the time being in force and since the Registrar of Cooperative Societies is a Public

Authcrity, he ca,n access v:arious information as the Registrar of Cooperative

Societiei under -the Trlpura Cooperative Societies Act, lg74 and that Cash Book

being an important document can be accessed by the Registrar and the Registrar is

even empswered to take possession of the records and books of a Society if the

Smiety refuses to produce such records'

3. The First Appellate Authority heard the matter on 10.8.2015 and passed order

561iE ffiat &e Society has objedive of economic development of the members of

fu Sdety md thd Sre Society is formed by the capihl from share capital

stlrfin cf fie nrenrbers. Beirg a business organization, the Registered

&orglatire Societl= urder Section 32 of the Tripura Cooperative Societies Act,

974 'ercry nrenrber of a society.shall be entiEed to inspect free af cost, at the

mkt/s offie during office hour sr any time fixed for the purpose by the society, a

:-:, :i lr s Act, the Rules and Bye-laws, the fist audited annual Balance Sheet

-: -:rig AuCit nctes, if any, Profit & Loss Accounts, the list of member of the

::-* i=e, the register of the members, the minutes of General Meeting and those

::::^o€if'e:oc<sa'jrecordsinwhichhistransactionwiththesociety havebeen

' :-: iocurnents mentioned in the foregoing sub-section

a cl' cavment of such fees.

s &e First Appellate Authority has also stated in his order

stetfery authority has an obligation for audit, inspection

esbie society. He had held that und,er Section 32 (1)

il&c >s prescribed in that Section and that hoo to only

hq---



Soddy Esnberc and m tte A#hnt is rd a. member of the SocieB Ed th
ffir relating b arry nrenrber can only be disclosed to that mernber and YIS

dttr mernbers. He als opined that that thqCash BoCIk of a $ocie$ is an internal

doo.rnmt of the Society and tm to be considered in commercial confidence of the

Sodet.1r and he had in his or&r daimed exemption undtr Section 8(d) of the RTI Acf
n,

.. "Infurmation including commercial confidencq trade secrets or intellectual

prya'ly, the disclosure of whiclt would harm the competitive position of a third

Frly, unless the compebnt autltority is satisfred that larger public interest wamnts
tle d&elosure of such inturmation',

5. Aggrieved by that order, the Appellant, Shri Babul Ch. Barman ftld the

econd appeal on 14.9.2015. In his second appeal, he had daind that the FAA hE
en$ in passing the order by not appreciating the fact mat tte Regisbar of
Cooprative Societies is a Public Authority who can acffis various information unds
the Tripura Cooperative Societies Act, 1974 and Rules ma.de there'urder: ar'rd that
Cash Book is an impoftant document to which the Registrar has access. Besides,

ffiirE the same arguments wlrich he had raised during hearing with the FM, the

lppdlant had stated in his second appeal that the appellant not being a member of
tre oncerned cooperative soeiety, for rejecting info:rmation is a lame excuse not to

trwie information and that right of a member of a Cooperative Society to obtain

ifrrmation under Section 32 of the Tripura Copperative,$ocieties Act which is legal

li$rt while the Appellant's right to get infarmation from the Cooperative Societies

rrder Rlf Act is a superior censtitutional right and that the provisions of the

Cryative Societies Act cannot overrlde the provisions of the RTI Act"

A The Commission have found that there are adequate grounds to admit the

ryeal and has admitted the appeal as TIC-61 of 2015-16. In the rneantime, another

@bn was also filed separately by Shri Babul Ch. Barman, the Appellant as second

ryeal seeking the same infarmation which was admitted as Appeal TIC-70 of 2015-

16 ild since this two cases are for same information asked bY the same person,

ky harc been merged together as Appeal TIC-61 & 70 of 2015-16 for the purpffi
ilreirg orders by the Cammission.

t. Tfre Appeat TIC-61 was heard an 7',LL.2015. The Appeltant Shri Babul Ch.

Enrn was represented by the Learned Counsel Shri S.C.Das and from tfe
Smdents' side the Registrar of Cooperative Societies being FAA ard ats 6t
m d fte office of the Registrar of Cooperative Societies were presert *riry

: Hng following were the arguments made by the Ld Counsel for the *ppm

$, 0 The learned Counsel for the information seeker pleaded U?* h UG ryr df

I S"Aion 22 of the RTI Act, the RTI Act shoutd have an o@iffit
b *o other Acts like Official Secrets Act or any other ftt, U,G fm m StlEfl

}D-

L



prevail inespective of provision of any other Act and n'eilce his client shoul*

not be denied the information'

il) Learned Counsel also raised about Sectpn 2(0 of the Act which deals w'ith the

, 
definiuon of information in which ne nld s*.ificaily drawn the attention to

the portion that infsrmation relating to any pritete body which cannot be

- accessed by the public authority in any ather law for the time being in force'

The cooperative Registr:ar can access the infiormation' It is within the

meaning:of informatiJn of the Act. The Society annot claim any objection'

iii) The rearned counset arso raised that the lard whidr is held by the Rudrasagar

udbastu Matsyaiibi samabaya samiti Ltd about which information was sought

fr"orn the Registiar was allotted by the Govemment free of cost and hence it

cannotbeclaimedthatitisfreefromgovernmentalcontrol.
'iv) The learned counsel also pleaded that his point is not about RudrasaEar

udbastu Matsyajibi samabaya samiu is a public authority or not as he did n'ot

make the application to the society but to the Registrar who is a public

authority unj 
"*p"ct 

the Registrar to provide the inforrnation about the

Sscieu as the Society is regulated by the Registrar of cosp' societies'

v}TheCounselalsoraisedthatthesPloinhisreplytotheinformationseeker
merely stated that the information is not available in his office and if desirld,

the information seeker may approach the societv and that he had not pleaded

anything about information not statutorily accessible by the public authority

and he cannot plead the same at this stage'

yi) T?re FAA had disposed of the appeal stating that section 32 of The Tripura

Aoperatlrre Societies A* prescrifed the right of every member of the Society

fu irrpeain of the doarmenE, ck as prescrikd therein and that the

RegistrdrduleCooperativeSocieUesisastafutoryauthoritywithobligation
fur audfr, inspection ard election of the Smiety and under sec'32 inspection

of records is limited to the members only and as the person is not the

member of the society and as the cash book is a internal document of the

Society it is to be ccnsidered in commercial confidence of the Society apd

hence the Registrar rejected the appea'l

vti)The Ld counsel also drawn attention to the R'ule 67 of the cooperative

SocietigActardsectionsT5,T6andTToftheAct.

:leaded that Shri Babul Ch. Barman, the Appellant,

:ue Cash Book in the light of sub-section 32 (1) of

::i a:rd that the appeal is rejected as the information

: :-i''.:rse of regulatory exercise of the powers of the

:: -.: Respondents have also clted the decision of
'-- , : ^ Thalappatam Ser. Coop' Bank Ltd' & Others
' -: --.:i 1i0.9020, 9029 & 9023 of 2013 '



9. The Ld. Counsel for the Appella
judgment of the Hon'ble Supreme Court

i sought time to go through the cited
ard accordingly the case was postponed

and posted to 23.12.2015 and ,l::_, -70 of 2015-16 also was clubbed and
posted for 23.12.2015. \
10,. on 23.12.2015, the Appeal rlc-61 and 70 of 2015-16 were taken up for
hearing, The Appellant Shri Babul Ch. Barman was present though his Ld. Counsel
Shri S.C, Das was not presenl Frcm the Respondents'side Sh6 p. Debbarma,
Registt'ar of cooperative societies and FAA anrd shri chhh"jit Debbarma, Deputy
Registrar of cooperative societies and splo were present.

11. No new arguments were made by the Appellant during the hearing on
z3.t2.z0L1 and hence the case was pro@ed based on tlre argumenb rendered
during hearing on 7.11.2015. Now, the issues to be considered for taking a decision
are:

i) Whether information of a private body like Cooperative Societies falls
within the meaning of information for non-members of a Society seeking
information under the RTi Act;

ii) Since the Appeliant is nct elairling that the Cooperative Society is a
Public Authority, but seeking information from the SPIO of the Registrar of
Cooperative Societies. whether the Registrar of Cooperative Societies lnrhc can
have access to the information is duty bound to provide the information;

iii) Whether the specific provision of the Tripura Cooperative Societies Act
shall not be applicable in the tight of the RTi Act;

iv) Since the FM claimed exemption from provision of information under
Section B(d) of RTI Act, 2005, rvhether"such information is exempted or not;

- i.jor,,r, the Cornrnission carefullir eons:dered whether the information of a
.:= bcdy which can be accessed bv a Public Author"ity can be supplied under ther::' In the case of Cooperative Societies Act, some information relating to

rike cash Book is not an information which normally oblained by the
cf Cooperative Societies but oniy have access to such information for the

cf audit, inspection and inquiry under the Tripura Cooperative Societies Act,
lvhen an inspection is order*ej ny the Registrar of Cooperative Scc,:i,=s

rder Section 81 or 82, the persons authorized to conduct.the inquiry or inspdion
ter proceed to inspect the relevant books of aecounts and other docurnent
treession of the society or any of its officers, member, agents or sener*
k.,........ as mandated under Se*ion l3t4) of the Act. Thus, the
trpedlon is conducted but these are not records which are sert b te n



t, inquiry or

e information

obtained and

13." Section 32 (1) of the Triipura Csoperatirre Seietis Agt speifially shtes that

nnevery member of'alsoeiety shall be entitled to ins@ fre of cost, at the society's

riffi.ce during office hours, or any time fixed for t6e P.urPose bY the society, a copy of

thrs Act, the rures and the bye-raws, the rast audited annrnr bararrce sheet including

audit noteS, if any the profrt and loss accoun! the Ii$ of the members of the

c0mmittee, the register Of merlbers, tlE minr'rtes of gerreral nreetings' the minutes

of comrnittee meetings and those psrtions of tfe books and records in which his

transactions with the society have @n reorded'. This cannot be extended to a

non-member particularty when no public interest was cited'

14. The FAA has stated that the information is exempted under Section B(d) of

the'RII Act which is as under:

,,Information including commercia{ canfrdence, tra'de secrets or intelleduat

pfrpeq, the disclosure aiwhhh wautd harm the competitive pasitian of a third

paw, unless the compewt authari$ is satisfied that larger public interest warrants

the distlosure of such infarmation'i

15. It is true that even under the Tripura Cooperative Societies Act, a member

can obtain information only relating to his tansactions which have been recorded'

t-knce, the member's right is only to see tfre records for which his transaction have

been recorffi and it cannot be e)ftended to a non-member and everybody's

ffiior can be ac€s. The Society also indutges in trading activity and hence

Urcre is no rciEon &at it ould be discto*d harming the position of a third PatrY,

more particularly when no public interest have been prima facie shown by the

Appellant.

16. In so far as the applicability sf the supreme court Judgment cited by the

Respondents, the judgment in civil Appeal No.9017 of 2013, the Hon'ble supreme

court had held that the c-ooperative societies registered under Kerala cooperative

soeieties Act will not fall within the definitil:n of the Public Authority as defined under

Section 2(h) of the RTI r 1 :- . -- :' ---: :::.3, t^e Cooperative Socie$ is not a

Public Author,[7 u ^ :: - :- :
Ch. Barnran hac as'i::':-
Cooperative Sc:,=: =: :-:
is of such natui'e i*:3: s

RTI AcL l-los*e\rer, SinCe in this particular case shri Babul

the intorrnation from the sPIo, offrce of the Registrar of

splo B un&r obligation to give the information only if it

: -:-: 
* ied and held b)' the Registrar of Cooperative

=- 
'.'.'.^.e to inspection, audit or inquiry. Hence, the

infwn:a5on as sought by shri Babul ch. Barman relating

Sarnaba.trdsamitiLtd.videhisapplicationsforinformation

-b{

Societies and not with

Commission holds that
:: R.rdra Sagar Matst'a; :



.".

r. .:,

dated 24.5.2015 need not be di by the SPIO of the sfFrce of the ReEistrar of
Caoperative Societies, Governrmt d-Tripura, Falace Com pound, AgArtala.

17. With the above order, the A ls $ano dismissed

18. Let copy of th'rs order be sert to the Appellant and the Respondents free of
cost.

sd/-

( l(asfitala Yenkataa Satyanarayanaa )
Shte Chief InformaUon Commissioner

i'
Authenticated by:

Mry,t*P
{ Dr, Mdnas'DeV )
Secretary
Tripura Information Commission

TRIPU RA IlI F(H.TIATIO N CO M M ISSIO N

la - 799 006

Appeal No. TIC- 61 & 70 of 2015-i6 6- \o Dated : 30.12.2015

1. Shri Babul Chandra Barrnan, 5/o Surja Kumar Barman, Vill: Rajendranagar,
PO: Kemtatl, Dist'ict: Sep?lliffi,Tripuia, PIN-799 115.

2. Shri F. Debb'arma, ReglSq.,.S Cooperative Societies, Palace Compound,

3. The Deputy Registrar of Cmperative Societies, Ah the Registrar of
Cooperative Societies, Palace Compound, Agartala (SPIO).

4. The President, Rudrasagar Udbastu Matsyajibi Samabaya Samiti Ltd. Rajghat,
Melagha r, Sepa hij a I a District* West Tri p u r,a.

5. The Secretary, RudrasaEar- Udhastu Matsyajibi Samabaya Samiti Ltr-
Rajghat, M el ag har, Sepahjja,ta District, Tri pu ra 

"

Mj,ltii- Dr. Man* fi.r l
Ses*ry

.,t., (

Tripura Informeticn @in*m

Pt. Nehru, Complex, Gurkhabasti



TRIPURA INFORMATION COM M ISSIO N

Pt, Nehru Complex, Gurkh:i:=:
Aqartala - 799 005

Appeal No. TIC-40 of 2015-16

Smti, Shampa Sen, D/o Shri Santosh Kumar Sen, Joynagar,
[-ane, PO: Agartala, 799 001, West Tripura.

Conrpiainant

VERSUS

Shri B,K.Hrangkha',';1, AGi"l (O&M), Corporate Offlce, Tripura State
Electricity Corporailon Ltd, North Banamalipur, Agartala (FAA)

Shri Subhas Chakraboty, Deputy General Manager, Corporate Office,
Tripura State Electricity Corporation Ltd. Bidyut Bhawan, B.K.Road,
Banamalipur, Agartala, West Tripura. (SPIO)

.Respondents,

Vivekananda

1.

7,

In the matter of an Appeal under Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005.

PRESEilT

Shri l(mUrala Venkataa Satyanarayanaa, IAS (Retd)
State Chief Information Commis5ioner

For ffie Appellant:

For tl'e Respondents:

Date of filing appeal:

Date of hearing:

Date of order:

Smti, Shampa Sen, the Appellant.

1.Shri Subhas Chakraborty, SPIO.

2.Shri B.K.Hrangkhawl, FAA.

22.06.2015 and received by the Comrnission on the same
da:e.

16.7.2C15

16.7.20i5

+,##'
{t*{*t
lI I l{i
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-

ORDER

The Appellant, Smti Shampa Sen, filed application dated 6.4.2015 under RTI

with the SPIO sf TSEC Ltd. sding infurrnation as to whether Shri Santanu Das, Sr.

Manager absented himself front drrty from 13.11.2014 to '26.11.2014 and

subsequently from 19.12;2014 b 21..12.28t4 submitting leave application. If so,

supply copy of the leave application with ffi of receipt by TSECL. In addition, she

also had asked two msre information at Si-rttb.z and 3. The SPIO vide his letter

dated 25.4.2015 replied to the RTI applic*ion dated 6.4.2015 against item no.1 of

her query. However, he had not supflied tfre ertified mpy of tfre teave applicaUon

shting that it concerns with ttre third par$ ard is not agreeirg '#ih tfe disdosure of

the information.

Z. The Appellant preferred appeal before the First Appellate Authority stating

that the SPIO has failed to appreciate the fact that the services of a pei'son is for the

publie interest and hence the leave application made by Shri Santanu Das cannot be

called third party information and are kept in the public domain in the safe custody

and every citizen has a right to receive this documents. The First Appellate Authority

had also upheld the decision of the SPIO for not providing the copy of the leave

application as this was exempted under Section S(l[i) of the RTI Act. He also stated

trat tf the leave application is required in connection with any other ca$e, the

information can be obtained by approaching the appropriate court of law which can

direct the disclosure of the information.

3. Aggrieved by this, Smti. Shampa Sen fited second appeal before the Tripura

Information Commission and the case was heard on L6.7.2015, In her grounds of

appal, she stated that the SPIO and FAA hane failed to appreciate that the

Appellate herein was sexually assautted by Shri Santanu Das against whom an FIR

was registered at West Agartala Wbmen Police StaUon and to avoid anest, Shri Das

absconded himself from seruice and was not traceable by the Police and ttnt the

leave application is essential as the Police could not detect the whereabouts of the

offenders and that the SPIO and FAA failed to appreciate that the services of Shri

Das is for public interest and that the said information cannot be considered as third

oartv information.

4. The case was heard. The Appellant has pleaded the same argument

was pleaded in her appeal petitlon. The fact of absence of Shri Santanu D

du$ after submitting application was replied in the affirmative by tlrc T:pu

Elecbicity Corporation Ltd. The SPIO did not agree to share a copr t' d"

application. The leave application may contain information relat'rg * }rc
during leave period and reasons for availing leave which a;'e DffiE ffrr$
the oerson. Since leave application was submitted by arr ffiLtrlpe:o Fis e



in a fid$ciary r'elationship and contains personal irfrnnatbn, Sre same cannot be
divuiged. However, lt is open to the Appellant to approadr iweS{pting agency to
srek the information about the stay of the Appellant from Sre Tripura State
Elgctrieity Corporation.

5. With the abo:re obseruations, the appeal stands'disposed of. .

6. Let copy of this be sent to the Appel{ant and the Respondents free of cost.

sdl-

( Kasthala Venkataa Satyanarayanaa)
State Chief Information Commissioner

Authenticated by:

( Bimal Riang )
Secretary
Tripura Information Commission

TRIPURA INFORMATION COMMISSION
Ft. iJehru Conrplex, Gurkhabasti

Aca:lala - 799 006
Appeal No. nC40 of z}]s-rc l?{Fe -:-Lf t Dated : 16.7.2015

Copy b:

1. Srnti. Shampa Sen, D/o Shri Santosh Kumar Sen, Joynrt:gdrl Vivekananda
Lane, PO: Agar[a\a,799 001, West Tripura.

2. shri B.K.Hrangkhawl, AGM (o&M), corporate office, Tripura state
Electricity Corporation Ltd, North Banamalipur, Agartala (FAA)

fulanager, Corporate Office,
3 :.t,-tL Bharvan, B.K,Road,

i,
t:

li
I
t, , .

]j,7. ,4.1..

fBimefRieni)j"i-ira
Secretary

Tripura Informatlon Commission



TRITFU RA IXFORilATIOI{ COIIMISSION
ft. Nehru Comrry" G-$Ciabasti

Aqarta{a - 7* ff6

1, Shri Sanatan Talukca', -:S :" -1. -- - - -,'-- :' ' -:-=, . l ='-*.-:
ofTripura, Aranya Bl:,:' .--' ---::- --:-". :

2, Shri PrabirBhattachai'ie: I:S :-=,::-=:-*= -'u- =-=-- -' .-'',-=.'-
Agaftala.

3. Shri DebashisChakrabcr-.y-, IFS,CCF C,c:^:rll= :-z'.= 3-=''' .-.-::::,
Agaftala,

A ^^^ ,---^,.f\Pp=,lc L!5

VERSUS

Shri Y.Kumar,IAS, Secretary to the Government of Tripura, GA(AR) Department,
Secretariat, Agartala, (FAA).
Smti. Shibani Dey, Under- Secretary, GA(AR) Department, Government of Tripura,

secretariat, Agartala.(sPIo).

Respondents

In the matter of an appeal under Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005.

PRESET{T

Shri Kasthala Venkataa Satyanarayanaa, IAS (Retd)
State Chief Information Commissioner

-- , -^^,^-t^.: ---= iol lL5.

; .-. : ::::nCgnts:

-: - - ^ -^^^^t,- cJJedl,

- _:u- -4,

Shri Prabir Bhattacharjee and
Shri Debashis Chakraborty, the Appellants.

Shri Ajit Debbarma, Joint Secretary, GA(AR) Department, FAA,

Smti. Shibani Dey, Under Secretary, GA(AR) Departmer:i.
(sPro).

8.4.2015 and received by the Commission on 13.4,2015

16.7,2015

15.7.2015



ORDTR

Jhe Appellants filed applications seeking two items of identical information

frorn the SPIO of GA(AR) kpartment on 22.1.2015. In item no.l, they have referred

to a lefrer addresed b the Principal Secretary to Hontle Chief Minister from the

Forest Departnent seeking infarmation as to whether the letter had been fonryarded

to the GA{AR) Departmen{ if so, copies of notes, comme$ts and correspondences

made on the above letter af the Forest Department. In the second query, they have

asked for notes and conespondences made in the GA{AR) Departrnent on three

letters written bv the Appellants from the File No,19(+myViglFor-2001/P/Con on

?6.12.2014 addressed to the Chief Secretary and Secrebry, GA(AR) Depa*ment,

Governrnent of Tripura in connection with a vigilance GSe.

Z, The SPIO disposed of the applications within 30 days claiming exemption u/s

B{lXh) which deals with exemption from disclosure of information which impedes

the process of inr,nestigation or apprehension or prosecution of offenders.

3, The Appellants went in appeal to the First Appellate Authority of the GA(AR)

Departrnent whs disposed of the appeals with an order an 27.3.2015 stating that

with regard to item no.t, no such letters were received in the GA(AR) Department

ard asked the Appellanb to give more details to properly ascertain the letter on

which they are seeking information. in so far as the item no.2 is concerned, the FAA

dir# the SPIO to furnish the information as asked by the information seekers.

Therffi, fte SPIO askd the Appellants to deposit additional fees.

{. T?le Appdhnts filed second appeals before the Commission on 8.4.2015

sEting thd BE FAA uras influenced by the misinformation given by the SPIO in

respe€t of ftem no.l of the RTI application and that the direction given by the SPIO

fur submission of additional fees was unjustified, The Commission admitted the

econd appeals and fixed 16.7.2015 for hearing, Summons were issued to the

Respondents and notices to the Appellants for appearance.

5. During hearing, from the AppellanE' side Shri Sanatan Talukdar was not

present without any step. Shri Pmbir Bhathdtarjee and Shri Debasish Chakrabofi
were prmnt. From tlre Responder:B' $&, Shri Ajit Debbarma, loint Secretary,

GA(AR) DeparErcnt & FAA and Srnti. Shibani Dey, Under Secretary, GA{AR)

Department and SPIO were alsc pesent.

6. During Ere cource d irearirq, Shri Prabir Bhattacharjee and Shri Debasish

Omkraborty have stated Srat t\e SPIO has claimed exemption u/s 8(1Xh) whereas

during the course of tearirq ffire tfte First Appellate Authority she had submitted

ttnt the pa*icular letter rnenftrl€d tn item no.l was not available in the record as

remivd. The SPIO stated that',r'lm the information was given by her initially, the



i*formation,about forwarding of this ktter
hle was on the illove. However, since fie
she checked up the records and the sa"r

ttlinistei's Secretariat. In so far as tfie I

deF$t additional fees of Rs.20/- fron:r

hformation" -

cct.rid i:ri ilii asceftained as the relevant
- :ter relates to a specific receipt entry,
::::: i;'l.,/as not received from the Chief
'- ::-- is concerned, she asked to

cf ihe Appellants for giving the

--ral hearing, stating that ir so ia: e: :_^^ ^ _'- :
- -gi'rt more details on the refer":ec ::=- ':- a::=
-;::ui to item no.Z, the FAA has askeo the SPIC io

Since the subject and action of the Respondents is common, the appeais v.;ere

=':d together and common orders are passed by the commission.

It is seen that the SPIO had averred before the Commission that the cited
:::- reierred in the applications for information at query no.l was not forwarded to

= 3A(AR) Department and hence the informatlon could not be given. However, in
::: cf item na.Zt the SPIO cannot ask for deposit of additional fees as the
', -:aticn sought to be furnished is beyond the period of 30 days and hence, the
- -^- ss;on cjirects the SPiO to furnish the informaticn to the Appellants free of cost
.- - 3ite week from the date of this order,

. \,','ith the abo'te directions, the appeals stand disposed of.

Le: copy of this order be sent to the Appellants and the Respondents free of

sd/-
( Kasthala Venkxtaa $atyanarayanaa )

State Chief trnformation Comnrrssionei

I
Information Com mission

-Jhrr\*i,,



TR.IPURA INFORMATION CO I.,T ]',i iS S i C I,J

Pt. Nehru Complex, G_:^,-, _ =.

t

- 799 a:a
I No. TIC-37,38 & 39 of 2015-1Et, - r' _ - 16.07.201s

py tio:

1. Shri Sanatan Talukdaq IFS, Principal Chtsf CsEn ahr gf ForesB, Government of
_ Tlipura, Aranya Bhavan, Gurkhabasti, Agarda
2. shri 

"Prabir 
Bhattacharjee, IFg cs-ofu Bre pcF, Aranp Bhavan, Gurkhabasti,

Agaftala.
3' Shii Debashis Chakrabofi, IES, CCF, O/o the FmF, Annlra Bhavan, Gurkhabasti,

Agaftala,
4. shri Ajit Debbarma, rcrint secr€tary b fte Go/emment of Tripura, GA(AR)
_ Deparffirent, Secretariaf Agartala, (FAA).
5' Smti. Shibani Dry, Urder Seffiry, @(AR) Department, Government of Tripura,

Secretariat, Agartala.(SflO).

gr( !------
( Bimat Riang )

Secretary
Tripura Information Commission
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TRIPURA IilFORTilTTIOfi CO}!I MISSIOH
Pt. Nehru Crn&. Gtrrfdrabasil

Agartab - 799 006

1. Shri Krishna Kumar Rupri, S,c, ,-a:e Aj: i(-. a' i-: - , :.3oanik
Rupinipara, PO: Manu, PS: Dhalai, Tripura-799275

vERsus """"A'Pellants

The Joint Secretary to the Government of Tripura, GA(AR) Depaftment,
Secretariat, Capital Complex, Agartala, (fM)-799006.
The Deputy Secretary, GA(AR) Department Government of Tripura,
Secretariat, Capital Complex, Agartala (SPIO)-799006,

...............Respondents

t.

2.

For the Appellants:

For the Respondents:

Date of filing appeal:

Date of hearing:

Date of order:

In the matter of an appeal under Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005,

PRESENT

Shri Kasthala Venkataa Satyanarayanaa, IAS (Retd)
State Chief Information Commissioner

Shri Sanjit Debbarma, representing the Appellant.

Smti. Shibani Dey, Under Secretary, GA(AR) Depaftment,
(sPro).

9.7.2A1f and received by the Commission on i-: -::.. -

date.

3.10.201s

3.10.201s

}L



.The Appellant, Shri Krjsh,na Kurnar Rupini filed an appf'Eti$r befure the State
Public Information Officer, office of the PCCF, Tnpura m 2.32015 seeking certain
items of ifforrnation. Out of the information he sor4gffi fu, Effo itenxs i.e point
number 11 and 12 relate to GA(AR) Departrrrent ard tsc Ure SPIO office of the
FCCF, Tiipura had transferred the relevant queries in the applit*bn b the SPIO of
tfte GA(AR) Department on 23.3.2015. The SPIO of GA(AR) Departrnent did nst
supply the required inf rmation on the ground that th& are third party information
and the third partv had raised objection. ThcNgh initialty, $an SPIO informed the
Appella to inspect th,e records and take mptes of requird do<runrerfl

2. Having failed to obtain information from tfie SPIO of GA(AR) Department, the
Appellant filed first appeal before the First A@late Authortty and ffre FAA also
stood by tlre decision of the sPIo vide order dated $'s' May, Z0I5 and no

3, Being failed to get any relief frorn the SPICI and the FAA, the Appellant filed
the second appeal before the Tripura Information Commission on 9.7.2015. Having
found good grounds to admit the appeal, the Commission has admitted the second
appeal as Appeal TIC-48 of 2015-16 and issued summons to the Respondents and
rptice ts the Appetlant to appear before the Csmmission on 3'd Oetober:, 2015 at
11.30 AM.

4. tn hb semnd appeal, the Appellant hd stated Lhat information about serial
rugIber 11 and 12 nere denied b him bo$ at the level of SPIO as well as FAA

miE H the infurnat*m is a third party information. Fle clairned that he had
dq, fu the entire file d Vigihrre h registered against the present PCCF, Shri
Sonen Talukdar when he was posted as DFO. Kanchanpur and also a copy of
ufifidrar.tal of ords of vigilance case against Shri Sonatan Talukdar, PCCF, Tripura
by the Vigilance Department. He stated that the information was denied on grounds
of &ird party objecting to the supply of information. He claimed that since the
informatisn is not a personal information of Shri Sonatan Talukdar as he has got a
dean drit from the 6vemment, by disclsing ttre information it could be p,roved
that tte Govemnsefit might have irHi[lted fdlse vigilafte c:re and thirdly if su€h
cases are dmid as third party, what information the public would get from the
GovenmenL

5. Durirg trearirg, Srrti. Shibani De who is the SPIO of the GA(AR) Department,
argued &d the irftrmatbn is a third parly ,information and the thir-d party
rnehernefiUy objcted against dsdm.ne of such information. She atso pointed out
&at Ule Appellant hffi atso ftsled b *rs^, any public interes that could be served by
ffisng such information and p*eaded not t0 share this information.



I

'6. The Vigilance Case ir$tuftd rylnst an employee by the employer is
between thern and disdmrre d irfrrmihn ru,rld h unwarranted invasion of
pfl\ECy.

7. The Cornmission afts freairry bdr UE ft*ls derjded to dismiss the appeal

as tfie information asked for is oern@ rr# Sedisr {tXe) ard (i) as fto larger
public,interest coutd be establiffi by fre nppefiant tur ffimre of $is third party

info"rmation.

8. Let copy of this order be sent to $e Appellant and the nesponOer*s free of
cost.

Authen[icated by:

N's-,
(D,Mim$>
Secretary
Tripura Information eommission

Copy to:

1. Shr:i Krishna Kumar Rupini, Slo, Late Ajit Kumar Rug*ni, Mll
Rupinipar:a, PO: Flanu, PS: Dhalai, Tripum-799275

2. The loint Secretary to the Govet'nment. ef Tripura, GA(AR)

Secretariat, Ca pital Complex, Agaftala, (FAA)-799006.
3. The Dcputy Secretary, GA(AR) Department, Governrnent

secretariat, capital complex, Agartala (sPrc)-799006.

sd/-

( Kasthala Venkataa Satyanarayanaa )
State Chief Information Commissioner

TRIPURA IN FORMATION CCIMMISSION
Pt" Nehru Complex, Gurkhabasti

dala * 799 006

No. TIC-48 of 2015-16 o-q? * 59 Dated:3102ti5

-- :*:-.

ien: r-r-: - -vvPe !' v

of Ti'ip"a

Tripu ra Information Commission



TRIPURA INFORMATION CO I'1 I"1 i SSiO N

Pt. Nehru ComPie;<, C - " -: : :: -

r,^- - -:
- /.*> ---

1. Shri Thaithak Reang, S/o Late Debram Reang, PC); Upanagar, PS:

Ambasm, Dhalai, TriPura -799 289.

.Appellant

VERSUS

The First Appeliate Authority, District Project Management Authority, O/o

the District Project Director, Indo-German Development Cooperation

Project, Jawaharnagar, Ambassa, Dhalai, Tripura.

The State Public Information Officer, District Project Management

Authority, O/o the District Project Director, Indo-German Development

Cooperation Project, Jawaharnagar, Ambassa, Dhalai, Tripura.

Respondents

1.

2.

peat No. TIC-50 of 2Q15-16

.*j., ..-J:':- ::::: -'3:'s:a:- 19.3) cf lne Rightto information Act,2005.

PRESENT

Slrri lLY.Satyarrarayana, IAS (Retd)
Sbte Chief Information Commissioner

Date Of Hear,^!

Date of Judgment and Orcer: 04.09.2015

Shri Anthony De,bbarrna, representing the
Appellant.

Shri Suman Das, Addl. District Project Officer
(sPro).

g.7.ZOLS and rmirred by the Conrmission on the

=nte 
date.

: 04.09.2015

1. For the Appetlant:

2. For the Respondents:

3. Date of filing Apneal'

4.

5.

_yL



-

Shri Thaithak Reang/ ii^:
Office of the Districi ProjeC l
Project, lawaharnagar, Ambassa

an application before the SPIO,

:rrlrdfl Development Cooperation

seeking five items of information
ies of tne information seeker andon 6.4.2015. The SPIO respcn:=: :: -, : -. - - --

replied to him vide letter dated 2.5.2015 stating ffix lnfonra[nn as sought for is
either., not maintained/available or the queri* are rrct sper:f,e Tl'rereafter being

aggrieved, he filed first appeal on 18.5.2015 befure fte Hrst Appdhte Au4frority of
the Indo-German Development Cooperatron Pi'opd, Arnbassa. T!rc FM
orders on 9.6.2015 supporting the Snd hken by Ure SPIO. Hayitg been ffid
with the ord'ers of the FAA, the Appellant, Shri Thaihak Rearg fikd sBmnd appeal

kfore the Commission on 9.7.2015 seeking direction of the C-ommissisr upon the
SPIO and FAA for supply of the information to the Appellant. The Commissisn

admitted the second appeal and posted the case for hearing on 4.9.2015.

7.. During the hearing, the Appellant, Shri Thaithak Reang was not present.

Horvever, he was represented by Shri Anthony Debbarma for which prior approva,l of
the Commission was obtained. Both the parties'were heard.

3. The first query regarding Patta land records of 70 VDPIC rnembers, the SPIO

stated that Patta documents of VDPIC members are not available with the DPMA

ffice and they do not maintain the r:ecord. As such, the Commission feels that there
is no further information to be shared with the Appellant.

With regard to query na.Z, the ii"ifcrmation seeker wanted the names and

: j;-ess of the persons who had attended the VDPIC meetings held on 9.8,2010 anc
,',4.2011 from among the 7A VDFICs. They denied the information claim!ng
,=':tption under Section 11 of the RTI Act, The Commission after hearing:-:
*eadings of the parties, directed that this may be inspected by the information
eeker on a date to be fixed and copies need not be given. Accordingly, it is has

€en agreed that the information seeker would visit the office of the SPIO on
:1.9.2015 at 11.00 am for inspection. No copies need be given except seeing the I;*
rf people attended the meetings and as maintained by the concerned VDPIC ftr tr'=
x.rrpose. The SPIO will ensure the information is brought by thp concemed VDFIC:
he SPIO on the appointed date for inspection by the information seeker.

With reference to query n0.3, the SPIO informed a

locuments of the persons who attended VDPiC meetings are
]:''lAoffice'Sincedoriimer:t56r"i'}rilt"allail;lbi*,theC:-*..
- -=::lcn to supply the tlatta dlrttnrenis tf i"hc \/Dpl: ^-:-.:'".

&s



TRIPURA INFORI"iATI0', [[r r,r l,iISSION
: ., : ,: :

_..-'.-=.;- * . --

Shri Bikramjit Debbarma, S/o Late Badal Debbarma, Dhaleshunr Rmd lft. 1,
Dhateshwar, Agaftala -7Ag 007, WestTrrpura.... .........effi

VERSUS

1. The Director, Directorate of Tribal Welfare, Government of Tripura,
Gorkha basti, Agartaia, Tripura(FAA).

2. The loint Director, Directorate of Tribal Welfare, Government of Tripura,
Gorkhabastl, Agartala, Tripura(Splo) ....Respondents

in the matter of an Appeal under section 19(3) of the Right to Information Acl,
2005.

PRTSTNT

shri Kasthara venkataa satyanarayanaa, IAS{R.etd)
Siate Chief Information Conrmissioner

rcr the Appellant: shri sai'narjii ilhattache{** far.
Shri Bikrarn;ii Denbarma

Eor the Respondents: shri Rabindra Reang,.lAS,Directcr, TW, & FAi
Shri Santosh Das, -lo!nt Directcr-, Tr,V & S;_:

.arka.ffi?qss
Sri Bikrarnjit Debbarma, filed an anpticatien i.,,i:i- : -r. _

-ribal Welfare for irrformation seeking clpies o" :"t_ -:

iathinCra Debbarma, i'laneladuiei Dei-.r;;'-.*l :^_- : --

Nk



before the State Level Scrutiny C-onnrree ir connection with

verification of caste status of Shri Sanbnu Debbrrna, S/o late

Monomohan Debbarma, The appiication was flleC 3. -: : -:.l l; Shri

Bikramjit Debbarma,

2. The SPIO who is the *lgint Djrectc' -r ::,', =':-= I -=-::-::= -fcr''ned

the information seeker by his lette- c3:3: :3::: :7 9,2C15 that the relevant

file in connection wlln the er;.l 1 li-::eeCings about the caste status of Shri

Santanu Debbarma, S/o late l*lonomohan Debbarma could not be traced out

and that he uras not in a position to supply the required information.

3. Being aggrieved by the order of the SPiO (Joint Director, Tribal

Welfare) stating that the information is not available, Sri Bikramjit Debbarma

ftled the first appeal u/s 19(1) cf the RTI Act before the Director, Tribal

,', =':-= ''':*::--S= a-aaz'. S::,= -=. =' Scrut'ny Comrnittee), ',^;ho is also

: -:-. ::-a ::= l_.-: :, :- : .: ---: --= F.,,A f nlS O:def dated 16-11-

::-: : -:::=: :-: S:.1 -: ^: D -e3t,jr, Trlbal Welfare) to take necessary

:::.- rc'searching the docui^nent again and to be supplied to the appellant

,,:^ - i4(fourteen) days i,e. by 30,i1.2015, The SPIO (joint Director, Tribal

-:-- ---,".,.1ed a letter to sri sanianu Debbarma on 19.11,2015 asking, : = = =- )>utru o IELLCI ''v Jl!

- * :: : -:-- : '::resentation if any regarding disclosure of information. Shri

:.--:.-- -:----^ j ','r hls letter dated 23.11.2015 has submitted his

': r -i:::- -':- : - r-: - : - e-l to Eive any information as it belongs to his

-:-!,:-. .:."1 -. = =- .-e SPIC (Joint Director, Tribal Welfare) infcrmed

:-,:, :-: ::-::--=:''- . - - -,, :3 traeed out in spite of thorOugh sea":hing.

p
l



4. Being aggrieved b',,

cefore the Commission cr : - -. - ,

framhsion has blaen vtry sirls vtstn fur non.FaceabilitV of the recor,d and

dirstd'the,&espondenE b trae qJt UE re@rd ard fixed the case for next hearing

on 15"3-2016.

and Shri Rabindra Reang, IAS, D'e-,lr-, Tirla, !"'etiar: ;.i'!e*---S?:-e:a', S:::=

Level Scrutiny Committee) informed the Commission that one file containing

Afiidavits traced out. In their representation before the Commission dated

11.3.2016 they stated that search team finatly located the file on29.2.2016 and it

is found that the Affidavit submitted by Shri Nandadulal Debbarma and Shri

Nlarendra Chandra Deb which were submitred before the SLSC in connection with

veriflcation of caste status of Shri Santanu Debbarma only are available. Affidavit of

Shri Rathindra Debbarma in connection with verification of caste status of Shri

Santanu Debbarma is not available. The FAA in his order dated 16.11.2015 ra:

already directed the SPIO for searching the documents to supply the inforrnatic" ::

the Appellant. They have reiterated the same during the hearing. The Comr''ss:-

rs of the opinion thatthe Affidavits submitted in connection with verification :'::;:=

status is not a personal matter of Shri Santanu Debbarma and there is o':..: :- ':

:ublic interest to disclose the information.

b. Hence, the Commission, after considering the facs

representation of third pafi filed with the SPIO and the :'.:
Cirects the SPIO to sr.rpply the copies of afflda,,":s " =: -



[Fffi;;#,,*. and shri Narendra chandra Deb ro ure Appem Hitsin s(firc) days rrom
i b. \ -' ' !a-.,{

"': 
/

-"ffie date of issue of this srder. The Commission n&s that UE Re+ondents, have

taken lsng time to locate the file for supply of infunndim b the Appellant. Had

, they rnade thorough search earlier, to supply trle infurmatirn b Appellant could

i- have taken long back and the second appeal rl,ouH not hare been filed before the

I Commlssion. SPIO is advised to be more prorns tur @osd of RTI applications in
I

I ruturc.

sd/-
( Kastha la Ven kataa Satyanarayanaa)

State Chief Information Commissioner

Secretary,
Tripura Inftrmation Commission

TRIPU RA IN FORI'lATION COMMISSION
- _ -cc a.]A

Dated : 15.03.2016

Copy b:-
1. Shri Bikamjit Debbarma, S/o Late Badal Debbarma, Dhaleshwar Road

Dhaleshwar, Agartala - 700 007.

2. The Director, Directorate of Tribal Welfare, Government
Gorkhabasti, Aga rtala, Tri pura( FAA).

3. TtE hint Director, Directorate of Tribal Welfare, Government of Tripura,
. ' - :: ';. :::ta'a, Tripura(SPiO).

Tripura Inforrnation Commission

No.

of

1,

Tripura,

Dr Manas Dev

Authenticated by:



T

TRIPTI*A ITIFON!TTffi COTtrIESIOH

R. N€*n etr?la$ qrffiilasti

AgEffi-79116

Shri Shri Krishna Kun':ar P,uprni, -<,0, Late Aj;i (uinai'R.;f, ri:, , : ' :,a--:- (

Rupinipara, PO: Manu, PS: Dhalai, Ti'ipura-799289.

.Appellant

VERSU

The First Appellate Authori$, Office of the Sadar

Officer, Sadar Sub-division, Government of Tripura,

H/S School, Jagaharimura, Agaftala.

The State Public Information Officer, Office of the

Officer, Mandai, West Tripura.

Respondents,

In the matter of an A.ppeal under section 19(3) of the Right to Information

Act,2005.

PRESENT

Shri Kasthala Venkataa Satyanarayanaa, IAS (Retd)
State Chief Information Commissioner

I. Forest Sub-divisional

Near Ramthakur Girls'

Sub-divisional Forest

For the Appellant:

For the Respondents:

Date of fiting appeal:

Date of hearing:

Date of order:

Shri Krishna Kumar Rupini, the Appellant.

Shri Santosh Debbarma, SDFO, Mandai ( SPIC'

13.11.201s

28.3.2015

28.3.2016

Rt{!
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The Appellant, Shri Krishna Kumar Rupini, had applied to the SPIO,

Teliamura on t7.7.20L5 seeking sorne information about the number of forest

villages, total area of each forest village and name and address of the family

members and also copies of the Patta land. the Appellant belongs to BPL category

and had filed same kind petition to several Sufdivisional Forest fficers seeking

voluminous information about the number of forest village, total area of each forest

village and name and address of the fumity members and abo opies of the Patta

Iand running hundreds and thousands of narnes. He b an inhabitant of Dhalai district

but he filed petitions seeking same kird of information from several SDFOs. The

Csmmission had already decided earlier in Appeal trlos. TIC- 78 and 79 of 2015-16

which were on the same nature. Shri Krishna Kumar Rupini filed the second appeal

on 13.11.2015 be ore the Commission which was admitted and posted for hearing

today. On ttre date of hearing the Appellant, Shri Krishna Kumar Rupini, was

present along with his assistant, Shri Anthony Debbarma.

2. The Appellant did not show prima facie any public interest though the
Anttony Debbarma stated that he would like to know about the land details of forest

rilages of the indigenous people for which they asked the information.

3. Sfui Sartustr Debbarma, SDFO, Mandai and SPIO who was present from the

Respondentt' $rle, sbted that the Gtse r,yils originally fited with the SDFO,

Tefiantra. Snce SDFO, Hardai ofu was newly reated the application was sent to

him 2Z&2015 and in his capacity as SPIO to supply the information to the
Appetlanl The SPJO, Mandai stated during hearing that the information asked by

Shri Krishna Kumar Rupini is "not available". Cornmission directs that since other

Forest Sub-divisions can supply, there is no reason why it is not available in Mandai

Forest Sub-divisions. The SPIO should collect fot' supply of the information as per

orders of the Cornmission within 15 (fifteen) days to the Appellant.

4. The information asked ls about the numirer of forst villages, tstal area of
each forest village and nanre and address of the famlly members and also copies of
the Path lard. After corsiOerlrrg the ontentions made by the Appellant, the

Commission orders $at Ere btal .irea of each forest village along with number of
family rnembers in eadr furest vimry and the area of the forest villages should be

suppl"rd to the Appellan! Stri Krishna Kumar Rupini within 15 days by collecting

information or remrd fronr SDrc, Teliamura. The names and address of the persons

living in the Forest vifhges and @p*6 of Fatta land need not be given as the

namesladdress of family nrembers d the forest villages and the copies of Patta

documents are voluminous ttrird pafi information involving large number of people



-

and the Commission does not find any o#*eir:hing public interest for

information by the APPellant.

5. Commission directs that m the furEst ftgps ae creation of the law, the

Secretary to the Govemmert in dragB d futst DeparUnent and the P:C.C.F.

shogld take steps to ptace dab about Ute ffi Yilages E€ Ule number of forest

viltagm, total area of eadr forest village, skeE rry d the furest viltages' etc on

the public domai:n within 6 (six) montls so thil f d E d to &e Pttrk:

' 6: With the above orders, the appeal sbrds dspced d-

Z. Let copy of this order be sert to Ere eppdhntand the ne+ordsts A qy
of this onder should also be sent to the Seffiry ffit DepattrEfit Gorcrnnrent

of Tripura and Principat Chief Conservator of ForesB, Gsvemrfient of Tripura fur

their information and needful action as advised in Para 5 above' , .

sd/-

'*':H#:::1rffiHffi',,:[:'

Secretary
Tripura Information Commission

TRIPIjRA ITS F$RMATION COM MISSION

Pt" t'lehru Complex, Gurkhabasti

Agar[ala - 799 006

Appeal No. TIC - 93 oi 201s-16 i 4*9 t I \ Dated :28.3.2016

Copy to:

1.

2.

Shri shri Krishna Kumar Rupini, slo, Late Ajit Kumar Rupinr, \.

Vidyamanik Rupinipara, P0: Manu, PS: Dhalai, Tripura-799289,

The First Appellate Authority, Office of the Sadar Forest Sub-c , : .'=-

Officer, Sadar Sub-divlsion, G'overnment of Tripura, Near Ran^:^=' -- .
F{/S School, Jagaharimura, Agartala"

3. The State Public ii'ifcrmaticrr tificer, Office of the Su:-: : --: -

Officer, Mandai, West Tripura. 'i -. .-

(:- "'-1 ''1' 
- -''

J-.



TR.IPURA IISfrSRMATION COM MISSION
Pt. Nehru ComPlex, Gurkhaba-

rtala * 799 006

Complaint No, TIQ-09 ri?C 1_

Shrl Premananda Singha, S/o Late Brajabalak Singh, Ablroynagar,

7gg 005, WestTriPura.

Agartala -
Complainant

VERSUS

Stni Dasarath Jamatia, Executive Engineer xlGPf & Pension), Department 0f

Powel, @vemment of Tripura, Bidyut Elhavan, Banarnalipur, Agartala

...,..,........OPPosite Parlry.

In the matber of a Complaint under Section 1B(1) of the RTI Act,2005'

PRESENT

Shri K.V.Satyanarayanaa, XAS (Retd)
State Chief Information Commissioner

Stui Prenrananda Singha, the Complainant.

$ri Mra Jamatia, Eeuthrc Enginer, GPF &
Per$n), ryafirent of Birvs, EECL. Bidyut Bhavan,

Barmrratipur, Agn&la

A mnPftirt rcs

Fled an KII APPIAatt

Demrtrnent of Fcner,

l:re cf flling Complainant: 7.3.2015 and received by the Commission on same date.

ORBER

r,'orn Shri Prernananda Singha stating that he had

:rtrlO, O/o the Executive Engineer, GPF & Pension,

- -- rir 7.3.2015 and that he did not get any

v

23.5.2015

23,s.2015



T
response to his RTI application and ihe SPIO denied to receive the applicatisn and

suggested to post the application, 
I

2. Aggrieved by that Shri Prernara.:a S'ngha filed a complaint on 20.4.2015

with the Tripura Information Con'i'r'rss :- --e Ccnrmission admitted it as a

complaint and posted for hearing on 23.5,2115 a: -1 3: At'{.

3. The Executive Engineer, GPF & Pens:c:, Dt:":::-:-: :'r:,.'.'Shr-r Dasarath

lamatia who is the SPIO was present from tne s,:e :'3:l':s:: :.T, :^i lne

Complainant Shri Premananda Singha was present. The Execixlve E-c :-- : =.:.:
that when the person came with the application, it was found that the infornrat c' 's

related to the Tripura State Electricity Corporation Ltd (TSECL) and the Compiainant

was asked to approach the TSECL as because he was not fully conversant with the

provisions of the RTI Act. He had fufther pleaded that the non acceptance of the

application was not out of any willful disobedience. Shri Premananda Singha,

Complainant, also agreed that he is not pressing for imposition of any penalty but

sought the information.

4. The Commission heard both the sides and fou,nd that the informaticn asked

for by the Complainant is not specific as he had used the terms'long period'which is

not specific. He was advised to prefer another apptication with TSECL seeking

lnfornnation reducing it into a specific query without amblguity, so that require:

information could be supplied. Shri Premananda Singha also raised about his o"'-

:ase of encashment of unutilized leave as he retired in January,2015. The Ex::-: =

Engineer informed tlra't he had in fact received the proposal for encashrne

unr.tritized leave from the TSECL as after 2013 the system is changed and it i

E:tsutive Engineer who should sanction the encashment of unutilized let
depted ernployees of the Power Department to the TSECL. After dravral, fte ft.

placed to the concerned DGM of TSECL for making paymen! to Brc perxirc

tile particular case of Shri Prema,nanda Singha, the application is under rc
wtthin a period of one month, the fund would be drawn and flaced il n I

TSE{L fur payment to the Complainant. As such, tfie @posrp ffi fr fr[

b
::-re proactive steps as assured.
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5. As regards the informationaslst by fte emphinant, he is advised to reduee

the inforfnation into speeific {utsrler' leaving rn antfgnfty. l'le may file a fresh

application acc,ordingly with ,the SptCI of the 15Efl- if he dtre.

6. In view of this, the Commiss'ron ftnds rn Eround b isue any further

directions on the complaint.

With this order, the cornplaint case sbrds d+ed of.

Let copy of this be sent to UEsndn*nart ard tre Oppctte party.

sdl-

( K.V"Satyanarayanaa )
State Chief Information Commissioner

TRTPU RA IH FOR'*ATIOIII COIVI M ISSION
Pt. Nehru Complex, Gurkhabasti

Authenticated W:

%*t
( Dr Manas Dev )
Secretary
Tripura Information Comrnission

- 799 006

l:*^:. -:,- IC-i9 :i 2015-16 Dated : 23.5.201"5

Cryb:
1. Shri Premananda Singha, S/o Late Braiabalak Singh, Ablroynagar, Agaftala -

799 005, West Tripura.

2. Stri Dasarath Jamatia, E)Gcrrtive Engirreer (GPF & knsion), Department of
hurcr, Goernrnert dTritrra, Hdyrfr Bharan, Banamalipffi_,

( Dr Manas 
-o& )--

Secretary
Tripura Information Commission

a
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TRIPURA IT{ FORMATION COMMNS$ION
Pt. Nehru Compiex, Gurkhabasti

* 7;9 C06

Shri Abhishek Debnath, S/o Shri A.n.]an Debnath, Vili & pC: panisagar, North
Tripura District, Pin-79$ 260

.Complainant
vfiRsus

1. The Superinterrdent of Foliceu l,Jorth Tripura
Tripura (SPIO)"

District. Dharmanagar, North

.. 
:...,. "......Opposite party.

In the matrer ef a Compiaini Lt,iS 18(1) of the R.TI Act, 2CC5

ORPER
Eated: 18.3.2016

The fact of the case in brief is that Shri Abhishek Debnath had filed an RTI
Application dated 5.12.2015 before the SDPO, North Tripura, Dharrnanagar seeking
sorne information. The Superintendent of Police, North Tripura, Dharmanagar being
the State Public Information efficer, responded to the Complaint of Shri Abhishek
Debnath stating that the RTi Act is applicable to Home (Poiice) Departrnent only in

respect of any allegation of corruption and human rights violation and that the
application of the information seeker rjoes not relate to any such allegation and

hence the information was denied, Being aggrieved and frustrated, the Complainant
filed a complaint dated 27.01.2il16 befi:re the eommission seeking its direction upon

the SPIO for supply of the infornratlon scught by him"

2. The case was admiffied ane! post*d for hearing today, the 18h March, 2013 ai
11,30 AM. Summons and notie* -r.r.;tl'* served to the parties for apDeai-ar'::
However, during hearing, the Sr-,rpei'iirtenrjent cf Police, North who is the Sp-l ::
absent as he is apparentiy on leave. H*wever, the case is taken up on -i- : '.
information sought by the Cornplaine;rt is about the number of illega : - . :- _ :

under Panisagar Police Station and how many compiaints have bee- - - -:. :.. - -
such liquor shops and relatecl data" It is fr:und that the infc.*:: , - :, :. - - 

-

Complainant is more of statistieal lnfr:rmation and has nott''-= ": :: : .-: :-
investigation or security. In viet^,r ef thrs, it is not cc,,,3-r: : --: : :-: :' . : -i-

No. TIC{6 of 2015-15

p



f/.O,

+7j-;
,.t

24(4) of the RTI Act, 2005 as notified by the Goverr: e-: ,, je i,loti
No.F.3(5)-GA(AR)/2005Nr11382 dated 13.7.2015. The by,pe ., r':-r-iarion ;bidit'
administrative in nature, it is not to be covered by the e:re-:i cn. Hence, it is
directed that the sPIo should furnish this information rvrilrin 15'ifteen) days from
the date of issue of thts order.

3,. With the,ah,orre order, the co,mplaint case stands diryced of.

4. Let eopy of thls order be sentto the Complainant ad tfe Opposite party free
of cost.

sd/-

( Kasthala Venkataa Satyanarayanaa )
State Chief Information Commissioner

Authenticated by:

t\
.lP,;p-lrL_-

(Dr.Manas-pev-f
Secretary
Tripura Information Commission

TRIPURA INFORMATION COMMISSION
Pt, Nehru Complex, Gurkhabasti

/ -fi -\.'X!:rlr '.. ,. ,
(ilt'-:: t' \

Futt' 
:

,f-,, ri j
.#tr,,lrt../r'

* :.:*

Copy to:

1. Shri Abhishek Debnath, S1o Shri Anjan Debnath, Vill & pO: panisagar, North
Tripura District, Pin-799 260

2. The Super"in_tendent of Police, North Tripura District, Dharmanagar, North
Tripura (SPIO).

18.3.2016

(Dr.Manas Dev.

Secretary
Tripu ra Information Commission

s.l A
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TR.IPURA IN FORMATI*Tq C*M MXSSE&ru
Pt, Nehru Ccrn,, :,<, Gurkhabasti

- 799 006

eom:plaint No. TIC- 60 of 201*15

1.

2.

1. Shri Kalyan Debroy, S/o Late Manilal Debroy, College I-illa,
Agartala, West Tripura.

Professors' Para,

VERSUS

shri s. Bandopadhyay, Directoi-, Food, Civil Supplied & consumer Affairs,
Governrnent of Tripura, Pt. Nehru Complex, Gurkhabasti, Agartala(FM).
The Sub-divisional Magistrate, Jampuijala sub-division, Jampuijala, sepahijala,
Tripura (State Public Information Cfficer)

...... ".....Opposite parties

In the matter of a complaint under section 1s{1) of the RTI Act,2005.

PRESENT

Shri Kasthala Venkataa Satyanarayaffiaa, IAS (Retd)
State Chief Information Commissioner

hr Ete Complainant:

hrtle Opposite party:

ItsE of filing Complaint:

lfr of hearing:

hb of order:

Shri Kalyan Debroy, the Complainant.

Shri S. Bandopadhyay, FAA,

18.01.2016 and received by the Commission on the same
date.

16.02.2016

16.02.2016

ORryEK

ShriKalyanDebr-oyofAg*it"alaflieclailRT1):..
..---ar;onan29,6.2015frcn.rth*5IiI0*iiheil:r":r-.::'-:-....

W



Affairs, Government of Tripura, In his apoii:a: :- he had asked for suPPlY

ffidnrjee, Assistant

re and copy of the work

2014.

of leave application submitted by Shri Anii;c:-z
Director, Food, Jampuijala and copy of the sancticn c' ::
diary submitted by Shri Aniruddha Bhattacharjee in the ','ea'

?.. The application for information was duly transrer-.: :. :-e SPIO, Directorate

of Food, Civil Supplies & Consumer Affairs on 2,7 '}ii5 :: :-= SD"l, Jampuiiala who

isthe appropriate SPIO. The SPIO in reply vlde is e:=' :c:e:'-i,7'2015 informed

Shri Kalyan Debroy that there is no Assjsta'i l;:ea:', F:oc r: Jarnpuijala Sub-

division and that Shri Aniruddha Bia:la:ia1:: s'tne SDC, Fcod and hence the

information asked for is not maichrng,

3. Shri Kalyan Debroy, the Cor-nplainant, has fiied a revised RTI Application on

ZS.l.ZO1S again to the SPIO of the Directorate of Food, Civil Supplies & Consumer

Affairs, Government oi Tripura and that application was again transferred on

4"8.2015 to the SDM, Jampuijala Sub-division.

4. Since the information asked for is third party information, the SDM,

Jampuijala issued notice to the third party on 27.8.2015. The third party after

receiving the notice, had responded to the SPIO requesting for non-disclosure of the

information as it is personal information and accordingly, the SPIO had declined to

i'-'rish the lnformation being third party in nature.

5 Ha,,rng been dissatisfied with the refusal, Shri Kalyan Debroy, the information

S3€,ii- ':: r:re 'rs: a:;ea befcre the Director, Food, Civil Supplies & Consumer

A*a 1s i,-; s lre F,ist A,ppe,la:: Authority. The FM upheld the order of the SPIO

rel-using tc furnish tJre infoi'i"nation, The FAA has further stated in his order that no

good public interest is hampered due to such non-disclosure of information to the

applicant and that the information sought by the information seeker is totally a

s:ruice rnatter of a government employee which is governed and

controlled/monitored by the competent authority as per statutory provisions of the

- -i'vite rules,

1. Aggi-ieved by this, Shri Kaiyan Debroy filed a complaint before this

Comnrissicn cn 18.1,2016, [ns r],3nrrrsslor has admitted the Complaint and posted

':'' .?''-;.' '-: 2,1: --i --, ss* -; :--r3-s arc ric-iice to the parties.

7. During lrcariry, Shn l
Opposite party, Shri D. Bard

SPIO of the Direcbrte of Fco

the pa*ies were heard. The

not be disclosed as c3:. :' ::
to the grounds/reascns '-" .

ieave sanction memo shc- : :
irom date of this order. ln ':

:- J;:;:';, the Complainant was present and the
'=:^,eva, the First Appellate Authority and also the

: , S:pplies & Consumer Affairs were present. Eoth

-*-issrcn finds that copy of leave applicatian need

= :::lrcation contains personal information relating

::,':, Holvever, the Commisslon directs that the

:.: :sed to the information seeker within 15 days

n; a; s*pply of works diary of the employee for the

iear 2014 is concerned, the Commission holds that there is a fiduciary relationship
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the employee and the employer ancl it is the employer who is

obseruing and monitoring the work of a particular employee. The
find any outweighing public interest rvarranting the disclosure of the work

Shri Aniruddha Bhattacharjee. As the Ccmnrission did not find any greater public

the Commission upholds the decision of the SPIO and the FM not to
the work diary of Shri Aniruddha Bhattacharjee, SDC (Food), Jampuijala.

With the above directions, the complaint case stands disposed of.

Let copy of this order be sent to the Complainant and the Opposite pafi free

sd/-

( Kasthala Venkataa Satyanarayanaa )
State Chief Information Commissioner

Information Commission

TRIPURA IN FORMATION COM MISSION
ft. Nehru Complex, Gurkhabasti

- 799 006
No. TIC- 60 of 2015-16 I l+e-- t *o Dated: 17.2.20L6

Shri Kalyan Debroy, S/o Late Manilal Debroy, College Tilla, Professors'Para,
Agaftala, West Tripura.

Shri S. Bandopadhyay, Director, Food, Civil Supplied & Consumer Affairs,
Government of Tripura, Pt. Nehru Complex, Gurkhabasti, Agartala(FM).
The Sub-divisional Magistrate, Jampuijala Sub-division, Jampuijala, Sepahijala,
Tripura (State Public Information 0fficer). \

-N%-"ll,o-ttl_)--
( Dr. Manas Dbv )

Secretary
Tripura Information C:-* :: . -



TRIPURA IruFORMATION COM M ISSIO N
Pt. Nehru Complex, GurkhaDast

dcala'* 799 006

1, Shri Narendra Debbarma, village: sankar Senacai D:ra, pc: Lefunga, sepahi
Para, WestTripura, pin-799 120,

..Complainant
VERSUS

1. The Shte PuHic Infornration Offiw, ffie of tste Assis&nt Director, ARDD
(P)' sate hu,oy Fann' Gandhignm' \rlllest Tripura' 

.....,.........opposite party.

subject: complaint under section 1s(1) of the RTI Act,2005.

qRESENT

shri Kasthala venkatae satyanarayanaa, rAS (Retd)
State Chief Infor-n-tation Commissioner

1.

2.
For the Complainant:
For the Opposite party:

Date of filing :

Date of hearing:
Date of Order:

Shri Narendra Debbarma
Dr. F4.Sai'kar, Director, ARDD & FAA
Dr. Siddhartha Chakraboty, SpI0
Dr, Dipangshu Choudhury, SPIO, SpF.
28. i2,?01"6
I 8.2,2*i5 and 19.2.2016

.lI-, EDv , u l\

2

4.
5.

--- :- : _-:;::-, - :.. -_: :p;O of the State poultry Farm,.i: _ _ -- :.:=_" - I --_*-. . _ - . _ 
_ : - ::=s ivhich relates to the regularization-: ^- _',:-: . : - -: -: .-- -: :::ment Departn:ent. Being aggfieVed

-- -- -- -i - l- _* - - - _. : - - :,= _. : '- - .- _ SplO, the Complainant had filed a-----: -- -:-:- -:'- -- : ^. t:.rn fr::,urr ror direction upon the Opposite
-: ":: -':,-: :- --:--:'_" . ..:- admittedthecOmplaintandisSued

Complaint l.Jo. -l-iC-58 of 20i5-16



,-I

sPIo of the state Poultry Farm, Gano!;-r- ,.,as sresent since summons was only
-.sued to the sPIo of the State Fo-:-. 7.2-- ..,lih whom the application for
-'ormation was originally lodged.

i The sPIo stated that upon recer.i-J :-; ::: :-::. Fcr information, he had

-nsferred it to the Directorate of An na ;.:::-':=s le ,e crment Department
{RDD) as many of the information a:e to ce c.:. :" :*= l'ec-icrate, As such,

-:aring on this case was deferred to 19.2,2016 at 11,30 Ar1 ano jr r,;as decided to
- I the First Appellate Authorid and the SPIO of the Dtrectorate of Animal
::,sources Development Department for further hearing on the matter.

Sarkar, Director, ARDD & FAA and Dr. Siddhartha Chakraborty, the SpIO, Office of
:-: Director, ARDD were present. The Complainant, Shri Narendra Debbarma did not
::end on time.

: It is already pointed out by the SPIO of the State Poultry Farm during hearing
: - 18.2.2016 that the RTI Application dated 13.11.2015 was without the mandatory
:::lication fee of Rs.10/- as he claimed that he belongs to BpL category. However,-: proof was enclosed. The Complainant Shri Narendra Debbarma was given the
:^:ice to be present during hearing today (19.2.2016) to produce the proof of BpL.
i -: the party did not attend when the case was taken up. However, giving the
:e'efits of doubts to him that he may belong to BPL category, following orders are
- rssed in the case:

,t The SPIO in the Directorate of Animal Resources Development
Depaftment should furnish the information rh seriatim for all the queries
asked by the information seeker. However, the information seeker can be
given a period of S(five) days to show the proof of his BpL status and if re
shows the BPL status, the information should be supplied to him free c'
cost.

t The information need not be given in format as prescribed :, :-:
information seeker but in the format in which it is maintainei : , :-:
office.

') In case the information seeker does not produce the )..:. : -' - : : : 
-

status within the prescribed time, then he should be s:-. = :-:" ---:
that the information would be suppried upon rece:: r, r., -, ,i: -l
application fee and Rs.2l- per page towards adc;::-. ::-* :

that are proposed to be supptied.

., During hearing on 18.2.2016, :,-e C:..3131n3nt shri Narendra



iu) Needless to mention, in case the BpL status rs Dr,J,,,:: : :...,
seeker, then the information shoutd be suppiieci free,l;::_..:_
a period of 7(seven) days from the date of this ordei",

6. With the above directions, the case is disposed of

7. Let copy of this sl.,der be sent to the Complainant and the omcsite pa,ties
free of co5t.

sd,l-

( ltdrala Yenlofiaa S*prarayqnaa ]Sffie Chief Information Commissioner

Autheqlicated by:

N\L,,4q\r':--
( Dr" Manai bb"f
Secretary
Tripura Information Commission

TRIPURA IN FORMATICII{ COM M ISSIOT,I
Pt. Nehru Complex, Gurkhabasti

-

:i--1p^ -#ftala*799a06 ,f : iii.I.;*ir,
Cav m:

L' sl'tri f{armdra Debb-arm+-village: sankar senapati para, FCI: Lciung,r, s*J:.*hi>a?, IuestTripura, pin_799 1201 ' ulv' I v' L.'l
2 y ycangsflu-cfroudhury, 

Assistant Director & splo, A.R.D.Departr.r"t*n1, $tnt*_ tr-,!yr Filr1, Crarrdhigram, \A/est Tripura.
3" ) ffirrfta Grdrrebo---y, Dep'rhi Di.ector & splo, Directorate oi AFitr:,a,re,fgtraa - ----:
{ r }rrninl StE, keg & rAA- D-ericrate of ARDD, Gurkhabasii.,.aa---

o,,r .,. r i.i,{.'J!,i' 1:
!

,

rr, , ,: r,,

( Dr. Manas {lr4*; }
Secreiirr i

il'ipura i;ltriii"iitli()l l i..;i;-,, 1,,



I
TRIPT'RA II{FORHArION COMMISSTON

PL l*efrru C-omPlex, Gurkhabasti

1. shri liban Kumar Da€upita, qro @rna. chandra Deb, Ambedkar Road

t'p. osfte to'Gorrf 
-g;;'s+#), 

Santir@r, Sotfih Tripura '799 t44,

(M-9436137044) .ComPlainant

VERSUS

1. The Divisional Manager, TFDPC Ltd, South-I, Bagafa' South

Public Information Officer)

Tripura, (State

Opposite Parlry.

In the matter of a complaint under section 18(1) of the RTI Act'2005'

PRESENT

Shri Kashala Venkataa Satyanarayanaar IAS (Retd)

For the ComPlainant:

=or the OPPosite Party:

Date of filing ComPlaint:

Date of hearing:

)ate of order:

Shri liban Kumar Dasgupta, the Complainant'

Shri Samarendra Das, FAA,

Shri Gautam Das, SPIO

05.12.2015andreceiv'edbytheCommissioncn:-:s:-:
date.

16.02.2016

16.02.2016

6RDER

Shri Jiban Kumr:a Dasgupta, the ComplainanL

the Divisional Manager, TFDPC Ltd' Souttrl, Bagffi

ffi€B



seven kinds of information, In response to thai, -c .el ,; iv3S received by

Jiban Kumar Dasgupta, the complainant. It is seen :i^a: :-e Complainant had

filed his first appeal on 5.12.2015 before the Executive Direcc:, TFDpC Ltd. who is
the First Appellate Authority" The FM heard the case in presence of Shri Jiban

Kumar Dasgupta, the Appellant therein and Shri Surnan Das, the SplO and passed

order on 19.12.2015. It is seen from record that there lvas a change in the

incumbency of the Divisional Manager post with Shri A,K, Sen who was the Divisional

lvlanager, TFDPC was relieved in Novernber, 2A75 and Shri Suman Das has taken

over as the Divisional Manager, TFDPC Ltd, South-I on 30.11.2015. During the

course of hearing on first appeal by the FAA, Shri Suman Das, SPIO had stated that
he was not aware of the case as in the charge note, no such information was

indicated. The FAA then ordered that Shri A.K. Sen the then Divisional Managerl

TFDPC Ltd, South-l to show the reasons for non-supply of information during his

tenure. He further ordered that all the information as has been asked by the

Complainant should be supplied within 20 (twenty) days time free of cost. Hgwever,

it is seen thai the informaticn was not supplied till February, 2016 and in the
rneanl:inre complaint dated 5,12,2015 was received by the commission,

2, The Commission had admitted the complaint filed by Shri Jiban Kumar
Dasgupta finding sufficient grounds for doing so and posted the case for hearing

today i.e. 16.02.20L6.

3" The Complainant, Shri liban Kumar Dasgupta, was present and from the
Opposite party, Shri Sunran Das ir'e Dir,,isional Manager, TFDpC Ltd. Santirbazar,
South Tripura was present,

4, In the meantime ;^ ,- i lai6, Shri Jiban Kumar Dasgupta submitted before
the commission rrultit r=;=': - - s complaint No. TIC-55 of 2015-16 stating that
item no.1 regarding Da< i.=:=:: :::ister, he had ieceived the entire information

except for the days 1.9,2:-l ,- -1 ' 2C12. Regarding item no.3 about inspection of
'eco,'ds and verification of j.,-'=j ':':-. period 1.4.2013 to 31.3.2015, he has stated
-:: ' so far as Abhanci.r',.": s ccncerned, he was not furnished the full



in item no.4, he had stated that no information was given

file note was given. In so far as item no, 6 & 7, Shri liban Kumar

that though he had recelved various s^eets of information, the -relevant

for him was not given.

The SPIO stated in reply during hearing tha'i in the Dak Receipt Register for

2 to 3.9.2012, there was no entry and he had concealed no information, He

agreed that against item no. 4 file notes was not furnished by him though he

:iven all the work advance documents. About item no. 6 & 7, the SPIO told that

information was available was furnished.

The Commission had gone into details submitted by the Complainant and the

end issued directions as under:

In respect of item no,1, the SPIO may supply information from 1.9.2012 to

3.9.2012 and in case no information is there on record, then this should

be specifically informed to the Complainant.

In item no.2 information which was not given in so far as Abhangacherra

is concerned from 1.4.2013 to 31.3.2015 shoutd be given by proper

verification in case it is not already given. "

item no.4, since the First Appellate Authority has already ordered the

SPIO to supply information, copy of file notes should also be given.

With regard to item no. 6 &.7, the SPIO stated that he had no fufther

record and whatever is available has already been furnished. It it is so, he

shculd specifically inform, subject to and after verification, that all the

available information on those points has already been furnished and thai

tnere is no further information available on those subjects. If any fut-=-

information is available on these queries, the same should be sup: =:

l--l-rg the course of hearing the Commission noted that tvh"t S-- . -,'
-:sgupta stated that papers/information already given is nc: ':. :-: ': - i

hi fE did not produce the information supplied b him fur te ffiL
He had maintained that it is not for him b prod-re Hc

rl



. Since he is agitating that the information sJ:i e: s nct relevant, he

ld bring the information which is supplied to hirn ar: arr:tain as to why the

information is not relevant so that the Commission co, c 30 rhror.rgh it and pass

necessary orders. The Complainant simply cannot say that he hac not brought it and

that it for the SPIO to bring it. In future, the Conrplainant snoulC take note of this.

B. It is seen that the application for informatlor rras filed on 4,8.2015 and Shri

A.K. Sen, the Divisional Manager, TFDPC Ltd, South-1, Bagafa was SPIO from that

time till November, 2015. He had not taken any step to supply the information in

more than two months time nor ieft any note. Even the FAA had asked for

explanation of Shri A.K. Sen, the then SPIO, The Commission takes exception to this

abnormal delay in respondlng to the RTI Application and impose a penalty of

Rs,500/- (Rupees five hundred ) only on Shri A.K. Sen which should be collected

icri Shri A.K. Sen, the then Divisional Manager, TFDPC Ltd, South-l, Bagafa and

SPIC a-: :redit it to the appropriate Head of Account of the Government. The
\'1a::: -; i'=a:i', TFDPC Ltd. shouid comply with this and furnish a compliance

ri:ontlr, The present SPIO should comply with

Ccmnrission in Para-6 above for supply of

iniornnation by 5b of l'1arch, 20i6,

9. With the above order, the Complaint petition filed by Shri liban Kumar

Dasgupta stands disposed of.

10. Let copy of this order be sent to the Complainant and the Opposite partiy and

also a copy of this order should be faxed to the Managing Director, TFDPC Ltd. for

his information and necessary action,

sd/-

( Kasthala Venkataa Satyanarayanaa )
State Chief Information Commissioner

Secretary
Tripura Information Commissr on

E

( Dr,
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TRIPURA IN FO RMATIO N COMMISSION
Pt. Nehr.: Cclndex, Gurkhabastif L. I\tr| ll !l elrirl v^/ -\L

Aganara - 799 006 
--: - tr1z: Dated: 17'02'2A]6

@zots-tolil:-*i?'r uutt''

C.ryy to:

1. Shri liban Kumar Dasgupta, Qo Krishna chandra Deb' Ambedkar Road (opposite to

Centrat School, Bagata), s""ft#il5oug't itip'* -7 gg L44' (M-9436137 A44)

2. The DiVisiOnaf felanager, TFDrc ud, souh-I, Bagafa, south Tripura' (State Public

Information Officer)'

3. The,ManaginE Direcbr, TFDPC LH' Kunjaban' Agartala-7gg 006'

ffi#

,r-W



TRIPURA INFORMATION CO M F{ISSIO N
Pt. Nehru Complex, Gurki'a:a=:

Aqaftala - 799 005

Complaint No. TIC-47 a'1- -l-'-t

Srflti. Ankita biswas, D/o Shri Brajendra Bisras, Damdama, FO: Sabrmm, South
Ttlpura District.

.....-.....Complai*ant
vEnsus

The State Public Information fficer, Tripura Board of Semndary EdgcaUon,
Gurkhabasti, AgarEla.

Opposite paty.

In the matter of a Complaint under Section 18(1) of the RTI Act,2005.

PRESENT

Shri Kasthala Venkataa Satyanarayanaa, IAS (Retd)
State Chief Info:mation Commissioner

For Lne Cornplainant: Smti Ankiia Biswas, the Complainant

For the Opposite party: Shri Swapan Kr. Poddar, Secretary (SPIO).

Date of filing: 25.8.2015 and received by the Commission on 28.8.2015.

Date of hearing:

Date of order:

12.11.2015

12.11.2015

(NDER

Smti. Ankib Eliswre had dted for her waluated answer script copies of Madhyamik
Pariksha-2015 cordwted by Trigra Board of Secondary Examination at Sabrnom Centre.
The SPIO had replied b Ste inforrnation seeker on 28.8.2015 stating that photocopy of the
evaluated answer scripB can be ohined for inspecUon in strict obseruation of the
Notification dated 21.5.2015 d fte Board and hence the SPIO had informed that this
request of the information seeker cannot be entertained. The SPIO had agreed to throwi
open for inspection the phobcopies d the evaluated answer scripts of Smti. Ankita Biswas.

M,



2. Before the recei5:t of the igfi+r- <.,,.,. i:,i i_^ iir,

;:'Jilfl 
''J.r;,.:ffi r;I:-'ffi **:;;::111[ii"=ti'1"#i;:T"'::'ff H:

11.30AM. -v!!'r'v"rL '!rvr'!:\'-rl u /-t'-i'!c aro posted for hearing on 12.11.2015 at

3' During the hearing, the cornprairan,, Srn: A;<ita Biswas was present assisted byshri s'B'Hazarika, counsel for the infcrrraii:- Sr3,,=i and the father of the informationseeker Shri Brajendra Biswas was also pieSe.:i a oi: ,.,:r.- the eomplainant. The oppositeparty is represented in the hearing by shri t tu".u.=,.u].ul counsel who is the standing

ff:',4#:I',.u['i';?fl";;|;l:*onoui ,o'..0.1 u-I.,.. s'io snr-i swapan Kr. pocrdar,

4' shri s'B'Hazarika pleaded before the commission that even if the reply of the splodated 28'8'2015 was taken on board, they are not satisfied with the inspection of the Xeroxcopies of the evaluated answer scripts of smti. Ankita Biswas. He, however, stood to hisargument that copies of the orlgina! answer seripts should be supplied. shri p. Datta,Learned counsel for. the noaro pleaded ilrat 
'given 

the enormous resources andadministrative difficulties it woulcj put cn the Board in supprying evaruated answer scriptcopies to the information seeker and such olher cases, i, *rirrjeopardize the capacities of theBoard to conduct examinations' iie requested that given the dug to conduct examinationsby the Board, the request of the informaticn seeker ior supply of copies of evaluated ans,,,,,ei-scripts may not be agreed to' He had insteac agr-eed ro show Xerox copies of the ei,aiuaiecanswer script of Smti. Ankita Biswas fcr inspecticn oni,i on ai.y date.
5' In fact' one thirlg is cJear that there 

.is 
no lvay [o re.lect the ciaim for seerng ner ci^i rstswer script' However, the Tripura soaf of Sec*ndary Education iike a/l other Boardsccnducting examinations has enormous task at hand to conduet examinations for thousandscf candidates out of which several peopie may approa.r', ro,. seeking copies of the answerscripl5' This would put enormous burden on the Board anr] recJuce its capacifu to efficiently:'scharge duties cast on it to conduct examinatisns besicles leading to the disclosure of:onfidential information regarding iclentity of persons evaluating papers. He also stated that'or-iginal answer script lslnrowi up ror inspection, identity of the persons who evaruated-je answer script may be let known to the cietriment or tle evaruators and there is arso':cpe to damage original answer seripts' The commission was seized of simirar issues in:'pleal No'05 of 2006-07 and also Appeal lrJo.zs of 2007-08 in which a simirar request for

l'lLy|lffij.'[,:::'-t of the evaluated answer senipt was considered by rhis commissicn in

he



7. 'lhe RTI Act preseribed a lower fees fsr inspectiur compared to tre fees for such
inspection prescribed under the Notification of the Triplrra Board of Secondary Education.
The learned Counsel fur the information seeker pleadd that since tE inspection is by vir:tue
of an order passed under Rn Act, fees,as prescrtbd urder fte RTI Rules, Z00S (Rule 7(1)
which prescribes no fee for first hour and fem Rs.5/- per tro.r for each suhequent hours.
However, the Tripura Board of Secondary Education had prescribed a fee of Rs.500/- per
answer script for inspection and in case of BPL caEgory, it b Rs.200/- per answer scr.ipt for
inspection of the evaluated answer scripl

B. A specific provision for fes for inspectiwr '!r made by Tripnrm Board of Secondary
Edueation by a Notification and allouring ttrc irspectiur urder the RTI Act may open the
flood gates and as a prescrib'ed procedure fur inspection is laid dovvn in the said Notification
with prescribed feeq this Commission yffidd like to direct *rat fees as preseribed under the
said NoUfication by Tripura Board d Sesn&ry- Education should be followed. The
Comrnission thinks that fees presaibed under ft€ Rn Rutesshould be for such cases of the
inspection of the documents fior vy*rich fftere is no specific provision tor inspection In the
Act/Rules or Notification, etc.

I' The father of the information seeker who was present stated that he would like to be
present along wlth his ward during inspection. He also sated that due to ensuinE elections
to the ttlagar Panchayats and Municipalities scheduled on 9th December, 2015, he sought
time for inspection, and hence this commisslon fixes 1$h December, 2015 at 11,00 AM for
inspection in the office of the SPIO, Tripura Board of Secondary Education as agreed by
both parties.

10. wffr rte abore o{der, B}e complaint rme is dlsposed of.

11' let mpy of ftis order be sent b *te fumsainant and tfu opposite party free offfi.

sd/-

( Kasthala Venkataa Satyanaraynaa )
State Chief Information Comnrissioner

_ !u!__ J,

\
'.t , / -.'

-t'( Dr. Manas Dev )
Secretary
Tripura Inforr'^a::- l:** :s :-



TREPU RA IN FORMATION COMMISSION
Pr. i\iehru ComPlex, Gurkhabasti

No. TIC-47 of 20i
- 799 006

Dated : 12.11.2015-LTL

Copy to:

1. Smti. Ankita biswas, D/o Skrri ffiendra trsraas, Damdama, FO: Sabroom' ssuth

TriPura Disttict.

2. The State Public Inffiion Offcer, Tripura Eoard of Secondary Edtrc*lon'

Gr.rrkhabasti, Agaftala' b,

fth& \r
Yrli\\\>

( Dr. Iulanas Dev )
Secretary

TriPura Information Commissisn

l_



TRIPURA INFORMATION COM MISSIO N

Pt. Nehru ComPlex, Gurkhabasti
Aoartala - 799 006

Co[Plaint No. TIC-36 of 2015-15
<

Smti. Niru Bala Mandal, W/o L.ate Haripada Mandal, Vill : Sukanta Pallv, PO:

Teliamura, Khowai District, Tripura - 799 205
Complainant

vERl.'5

The Sub-divisional ll,lagistrate, Teliamura Sub-dirrision, Teliamura, Khowal

District, (SPIO).
.Opposite pad-y.

Date of Hearing: 03.09.2015
Date cf Order: 03.09.2015

In the matter of a Complalnt under Section 18(1) of the RTI Act,2005.

PRESENT

Shrl K.V.Satyanarayanaa, IA$ (Retd)
State Chief Information Commissioner

Fgr fl€ Complainant: Smti. Niru Bala Mandal, the Complainant.

For the opposite par1ry: shri Bimbishar Bhattacharjee, $PIQ.

sryEB

The case was heard. The Complainantn Smti. Niru Bala Mandal stated that she

filed an RTI application with the SDM, Teliamura who is the SPIO on 23.5.2015

seekirq supply of sketch map; supply of Parcha; case proceedings of MR Case of

Gita Rani Mandal and srppty of phobcopy of Parcha having Dag No.2876,77,78 af

Mgt& Tudtindrai,Teh6il Ffu,vaibtri under Tdiamura Subdivision, The information

wm nd s;pdied. The SPIO irftnrerl during trearing trrat Smti Niru Bala Mandal is

an empblree of Tefianr,ra Hock and ftat she had. been atready orally told that for

obhinirg $e ffih map, ek- &ere ls a set procedure with payment of prescribed

fues as per TL"Rff.R lct. ltnerrer, no written communicati0n has been sent to the

Conpfirrrt bf UE SPlo. Ttn enplainant had also admitted during hearinE that

oral orrrrl*ilim a sr.dr ues nrde but since no written communication was

rna&, $e lgl rff apphrt ffo*ever, she filed a comp,laint before the Tripura

ffi,ffi



-------_-:--

Infurmation Commission on 3AJ.20L5 which adnritted as complaint No.TiC-36 of
2015-16 and posted for hearing today, the 3'd Sept.2015.

2. The SPIO replied on 19.8.2015 point-wise stating that (item no.1), the words
25 plots are not specific and no direction was indicated resulting in ambiguity and
the SPJO has also stated that the sketch map can be obtained under TLR&LR Act
with deposition of the prescribed amount. For item no.2, the SPIO in his letter dated
19.8.2015 mentioned that due to lack of reference of MR Case, it has not become
possible to ascertain and stated that Srnti. Gita Rani Mandal was recorded owner of
Khatian No.59 and Gita Mandal was recorded owner of Khatian No.1652. He had

informed the infor,mation seeker that certified copies of then MR Case were required
to be obta,ined under TLR&IR Act,trg60 by paying the presoibed arnount. Similar
reply was furnished for itern no.3 also. The envelope containing the information was
rcturned undelivered. However, a copy of the communicated dated 19.8.2015 was
handed over to the infor.mation seeker during the course of hearing.

3. The RTI Act is not a substitute to the procedure prescribed under the various
Acts. It is nst that the information seeker wanted information but he wanted copies
of the doeuments which are to be obtained by means of certain specific procedures
prscribed under a different Act say TLR&LR Act. In view of this, the Complainant is
advised to apply under the TLR&LR Act and within one week of such applying, the
information/documents as asked for should be supplied by the SPIO as per
provislons of the RTI Act.

4. With this order, the case is disposed of.

5. Let copy of this be sent to the Complainant and the Opposite party fr"ee of
cost.

sd/-

( Kasthala Venkataa Satyanarayanaa )
State Chief Information Commissioner

Authenticated by:

.-, t1^.-^-li ti i tr\

:--reia[r/
Tripura Information Commission

-



TRTPUBA IT|TORT,IATIOil OOilT{ISSIOII
Pt" .Nehru Complex, GurlGabdj

"- 79 ro 'lli
No. TIC-36 of 2015-16 I =:=: ; "3.09,2015

Copy b:
1. Smti, trfiru tsala Mandal, Wlo Lab ttarlp* i.ffi|, Mll : Sukanta P-ally,

PO: Teliamura, Khowai Disfict, Triptrra -799 ZOs

2, The Sutrdivisional t4agisfrate, Tefiarlra Sub{ivishn, Teliamura, Khowai
District, Iripura (SHO).

Secretary
Tripura Information Commission



T'{q E p U RA I f'l F O R M AT i e ll C a'", . -' : :.:1:r.i,,i} tri
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1. Shri Abhfit Biswas, S/s Late Bijan Behari Bisaras, C/o
Colonel Chowmuhani. Agarbla - 799 fi)1

Shri Ishwar Ch Roy,

..... emilainant
VERSUS

1. Shri subhas Chakraborty, DGM, (Planning), Corporate office, Tripura state
Electricity Corporation l-td. Bidyut Bhavan, Agartata (SPIO).

Opposite party.

Present :

Date of Hearing: 27.5.20Ls
Date of Issue of Order: 27.S.ZALi

$hri K,V. $atyanarayanaa, IA$ (Retd)
State Chief Information Commissioner

For the Complainant : Shri Abhijit Biswas, the Complainant
For the Opposite pafty: None was present.

Subject: Comolaint under Section 18(1) of the RTI Act,2005.

& I *_Le

Shi-!Ab,,ni;lt#isl,v*s,5i,cL.*teBij*i",i*tir'?:-i}]i:.',;:,1l,L.l3:.:i}i;:;:-;.lc''
icrrial*fiietJnil,.iiitii:r:h*i*l.-lt.h*5ilii,i':i.{i:..-i.:'.:'''":.'":.,::.:
l'ii'ectcr- {CM*}, Trif ur* 5i.,1!c f,ieitliiit,,i :-i,rri.r:',:"r;,. , : ' ,'::':r 

_'

=eeririginf*rma.i"iona*i:ut"F.J-,t.o*thepr"a.y*r.ci*ll.ii:l.,];,,:i..,,-]'.]-
-,y1ai"na Ch*nda {Sisv,;as} ir.,ti"ie Cl',iD, lSiaL 40.1 ,;:,. :,:'i- .

]2,3.7.014subrxiit**hy5niriAparnaCharida{si:.'.'.c,..
=r'ie applicaticn f*r irr';;-:nali+n was i'ecei'.,c.i hr; il -

'::eiveil any r€$pcnsc i-r": ihc *p*licatioi-l fil*,;l i"r;ih i . - -

{I,

2.

I Cliti*ld;-rL hefCr; i":;,' l-:",rr..lrA lf,Fi'ir,, ,', : - -

w



Commission admitted lt and issued sufilrnons to the Opposite party b appear before

the Commission on 27.5.2015 at 11,30 AM and also caused rptie to the information

seel<er who is the Complainant to be present before the Commission.

2, On the date of hearing i.e. 27.5.20X5, the Complalnant Shri. Abhiiit Biswas

was present and he was also allowed to take the help of Shri Rana PraGp Nath

Bhswmk of Dhaleshwar, Agartala. The Opposite parly did not remain present but

filed a written representation on 25.5.2015. In the written represenbuon, the sPIo

stated thai the application of Shri Abhfiit Biswas was examined and found that the

queries 6re rot specific abor.rt the partieulars of information sought as no reference

of TSECL against the prayers referred to by the applicatirrn was given and second'ly

the meaning of ATR as written in the application was not understood. The OppoSite

party also stated that !n view of this, the application does not match with the

requirement of Section 6(1)(b) of the Act. He also claimed that it is beyond the

scope of Section 2(0 of the RTI Act. Section ?(f) defined information while 6(1Xb)

mandates that a person who desires to sbtain information under the Act, shall ma:ke

a requst in writing or through electronic means in English of Hindi or in the official

lang1r4e of the area in which the application is being made, accompanying such fee

as rpry be prescribed to the SPIO speciftring the particulars of information sought by

him or her.

3. The SPIO has Eken umbrage because the ATR was not given in full for:m and

ftat g:re details like rcference numhr of TSECL for tracing out the information were

rot given. Horrever, durirg learirq the Cornplainant did concede that the word ATR

rnay not be very appropriate as he actually means action taken on the

representations.

4. The Commission has gone through the arguments of the Complalnant and the

written representation of the Opposite par$. It is seen that the information is about

the representation subnnitted by Smti. Aparna Chanda (Biswas) who is the spouse of

Shri Abhijit Biswas, the Complainant. However, even if she happens to be the spouse

of the Complainant who is the information seeker,the informatisn of Smti. Aparna

Chanda (Biswas) will be third pafi infonnation within the meaning of Section 11 (1)

of fre RTI Act and as it is private information and not relating to any public interest,

the Commission v*iil not be able to pas any direction to the SPIO to furnish the

information relating to $ird party b the information seeker. The Commission also

agrees with the SPIO aboui ambiguity in the information sought. It appears that the

represenhtion relaEs b adlstrnent of excess payment rnade b; Smti Aparna

Chanda (Biswas), spouse of the Complainant for domestic electric connection. The

eornplaint cannot be entertained in 'rts present furm. However, Smti. Aparna Chanda

(Biswas) may file a fresh ap$ication, if she so chooses, to the SPIO of the TSECL

seeking action taken on her representations dated 22.3.20L4 and 16,5.2014

addressed to the CMD, TSECL It would be worthwhile to rnention the



5.

6.

@st.

:.knou/ledgernent Ne. of tne TSECL and also enelose copy of the representations for
-eady reference of SPIO so thai the SPi0 would be able ro obtain and supply the
:iormation. If there is no response from the SPIO within the statutory period, then
: is open for the information seeker to approach the First Appeliate Authority of

TSECI- ar the Tripura information Commission as the case may be under Section 19
and iB of the Act respectively.

with this obseruation, the complaint case stands disposed of.

Let copy of this be sent to the complainant and the opposite part-y free of

sdl-

( K.V,Safyanarayanaa )
State Chief Information Commissioner

Secretary
Tripura Information Commission

TRIPURA IISFOR,MATION COMMISSION

- 799 006
Complaint No" TIC-15 of 2015-16

""4 Dated : 27.5.2015

1. Shri Abhijit Bisuras, S/o Late Bijan Behari Biswas, C/o Shri Ishwar Ch Rcy,
Colonel Chowmuhani, Agartala - 799 001

2. shri Subhas Chakraborty, DGl.4, (planninE), corporate office, Tripura state
Electricity Coi'poration l-tg'. Bidyut Bhavan, Agartala

( Dr.

Tripura Informatior' !'*.* : -

Pt. Nehru Complex, Gurkhabasti

Manas



Ccnrp:1::"_ :':, TIC-68 of 2015-16

Shri Bhajan Ch. Debnath, S/o Late Benimadhab Debnath, Dhaleshwar Road

No.11 (f.lear Bundh) PO: Dhaieshwar, Agaftala, West Tripura, Pin: 799 007.

TRIPU TL& TN S#ffi MATION COM MISSION
Pt. lJ=ir,: . trnlplex, Gurkhabasti

;tala - 799 006

Complainant
\{ffiRSUS

Shri B.K.Hrangkhawai, +,"1it4. Corporate Office, Tripura State Electricity

Corporation Ltd. Bidi"rlll iri:;r;31, Banamalipur, Agartala.

Shri Subhas Chakrabort,, DGM (Plg), Corporate Office, TSECL. Bidyut

Bhavan, Banamilpur, Agaii.ti&, (SPIO).
Opposite pafties.

In the ma'tter of a Complaint U/5 18(X) of the RTI Act. 2005

ORDER
Dated: 10.3.2016

Shri BhaFn Ch. Debnath filed an application dated 29.L?.2At4 with the SPIO

dTSECLsrd havirg been aggri€ved with the SPIO he filed the first appeal. As the

first Appllate Authorty did not pass any order, the second appeal was filed before

the Csmmission which was finally disposed of on 22.6.2AL5. The SPIO was given

extended tirxe to comply with the orders. The SPIO vide his letter dated 31.8'2015

has supplied the information and aggrieved by that, Shri Bhajan Debnath had ffled

another representation before the Commission on 79.L2.2015 stating that the SPIO

of TSECL had violated the orders of the Commission'

Z. Shri Bhajan Ch. Debnath, the C.omplainant in this Glsei was heard in the

maffi d admisibility of his fresh prayer dated 29.12.2AL5 on 9.2.2015 and it was

admitgt m @nflaint Notke '*as issued b fte SPIO psting the case for hearing

on 1t).03.2016. TfE Conrplaint"s nunrbered as Comptaint TIG68 of 2015-16.

3. On the dab of hearirg, Shri B,trajan Ch. Debnath, the Complaint in this case

was absent without arry @ anc Shri Subhas Chakrabo,rty, the SPIO was present

and he was heard" TfE conterffion the Complainant as given on the last date of

1.

2.

E\
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-'earing on 9.2.2016 was also taken note of and the case was considered and: sposed of on merits and the following orcers are passed:

i) Against Sl/No. 3 of the queries nraie ln his application dated L7.IZ.ZA].4,
the SPIO stated that the inforrnatlc: is r,;llh the Inquiring Authority, In
case the information is with the Inqulring Autirority, the Complainant has
to take lt from the Inquiring Authority thrclgr cue process in course of
the departmental proceedings. However, if it rs not ivjth the Inquiring
Authority, the same should be supplied by the splo, The Splo should
specifically pass order as to whether it is with the Inquiring Authority or
not, if it is not then he should supply.

ii) With regard to query no.5, the SPIO has stated that this is not speciflc and
not maintainable u/s 6(1Xb) of the RTI Act. But the query asked by the
Complainant is very specific and again the same should be supplied if it is
not with the Inquiring Authority.

lii) In so far as item no.7 is concerned, the sPIo stated that the information is
with the Inquiring Authority. In case the information is with the inquiring
Authority, the Complainant has to take it from the Inquiring Authority
through due process in course of the departmental proceedings, However,
if it is not with the Inquiring Authority, the same should be supptied by the
SPIo. The SPIO should specifically state whether it is with the Inquiring
Authority or not, if it is not then he shourd suppry the information,v) For item no.B, the SFIO stated that the information is not available. This is
not a specific reply and in case the information is with the Inquiring
Authority the SPIO should specifically mention the sarne, and in case-the
information is actually not available, in that case also the SpiO should pass
a speaking order.

') For query no.9(1) and 9(2), the information need not be supplied as this is
a prayer addressed to the Inquiring Authority seeking a speaking order,

n ) For item no.9(3), it is about a prayer addressed to the Inquiring Authority
and orders passed thereon and hence the Complainant has to approacn
the Inquiring Authority as part of the departmental proceedings and r.,::
through the RTI Act. In any case, the splo need not supply this,, ) Against item no.10(2), the splo stated that the information is ,,,:- :-:
Inquiring Authority. In case the information is with the Inquiri^: : - - - . -the Applicant has to take it from the Inquiring Author-ir, :- -: _ ; 

- : _ :
process in course of the departmental proceedings, Hc,.,= =- , -..
with the Inquiring Authority, the same shourd be su:: -: : :-: :: _

The sPIo shourd specifically state whether it s .- :-: - : - - - :
Authority or not, if it is not then he should sUper

@



4' Sfri ehaian Ch. Debnath had rnentioned durirq freaing on 9.2.2016 thatgome of the inrormation which were supplied was unauthenticapd. Hence, it is
or'dered thattha complainant should produce before ure splo the informauon which
was.atrreadl/ supplled to him for neeessar,)r authenuetion. The splo"stated that hehad supplied ffie information from the photocopis as tfre original remrd was w*hthe Inquiring Authority- Howorer; since based on the photuggpi,es fre had akeady
sttppJied to the Compfainant, authentication has to be done by the SpIO and he
shsuld comply with the'order within 15 (fifteen) da}1s tuom tte date of this order.

5" With the above order, the case is disposed of.

6. tet aop r of this order be sent to $e Complainant and the Opposite parties.

Authepticated by:

,^ Mi\b\\-'( Dr. Manas'nrlr-I
Secretary
Tripura Information Commission

sdi-
( Kasthala Venkataa Satyanarayanaa )

State Chief Inf*rmation Commis*one,

TRIPU RA IFI FORIIATIO TI COI,{ M ISSIOH
PL Nehru Complex, Gurkhabasti

- 799 0C6
:C-:: ;: 20:5-t6 I i ei -i-; Daied: lG.3.2016

cryu
1' shri Bhalm S' Pb*th, S/o Late Benimadhab Deb.nath, Dhaleshwar RoadNo.1r (lrear Bundh) ffi: Dhiresrrwar, nfirtiii,-w*t ir** ;il;99"00):"
Z ffi BKHrafigkha,Yal, AGM, Corporate 'Office, Tripura State Electricitycpmm LE. Hdyr.r Efirarern, #dailiiiui Aga*ara.

3- ff gffE mrOortv, DGi4 (prg), corporate office, TSECL Bidwt Bhavan,gilEr$r lgrtah, tSptO). 
\ {" --i rY'erv 
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TRI PU RA IN FORIIIATIOH COM PTISSIOH
Pt, Nehru Complex, Gurkhabasti

Aqa*ala - 799 006
Complaint No. TIC-33 of 20i5-15

Shri Rana Pratap Nath Bhowmik, S/o Usha Ranjan Nath Bhowmik,
R.adhamadhav Sarani, PO: Dhaleshwar, Agartala '799007

Complainant
VERSUS

1. The State Public information Officer, Office of the Executive Engineer,
Drinking Water & Sanitation Division, Kumarghat, Unakoti, Tripura.

..........,Opposite pafi.

In the matter of a Complaint under Section 1B(1) of the Rn Act 2005.

PRESENT

Shri K.V.Satyanarayanaa, IAS (Retd)
State Chief information Commissioner

'the Complainant: Shri Rana Pratap Nath Bhowmik , the Comptainant.

'the Opposite party: The SPI0 (EE, DWS, Kumarghat) was not present.

e of filing Complaint : 2.2.2A15 and received by the Commissisn on 14.7,2015.

E of hearing: 6.8.2015

te of order: 6.8.2015

ORDER

Shri Rana Pratap Nath Bhowmik filed an RTI application

tlrc Executive Engineer, DWS, Kumarghat on 18.2.2015

b"r'rnation to which the Complainant had received a tefrs I

e SPIO stating that the information is ready and thai 3r F

S."-



deposited. But in the said,letter sf the 5P10, there was nc mention abcut number of

pages and the total amou,nt to be paid by the complainanl

Z. The Co,rnplainant atso :stated that subsequent to that letter dated 27 '3'20L5,

the contplainant had sent liis Messenger to the office of the sPIo to deposit tfie

amount and take the informatipn. The cornplainant further stated that the

i' ,ilinn rn.nav hrlt tF :eive for w0nt of a corrigendum',,Messenger was willing tb'pay but the'Sp.I0 did not ret

to be issued to the letter dated 27.3,?0L5,

3. Being aggrieved by the non-supply of information, the complainant has filed a

'complaint 
befor,e this commission on 16.6.2015. The complaint was admitted and

the case was posted for hearing today, the 6m August, 2015 at 11'30 AM'

4. On the .date o:f hearing, the Complainant, Shri Rana Pratap Bhowmik was

present but the: opposite Pafi, the- SPIO who is the Executive Engi'neer, DWS,

KumarEhat wa-s,Absent, However, the SFIO had filed a wiitten representation to the

commission dated 21.7.2AL5 in which the sPio stated that the special messenger

did visit him on 18.4.2U15 but upon being told to deposit Rs,473l- towardS cost of

photocopying and cost of registered post, the messenger expressed his inability to

deposit the amount as he was given Rs.z/- only for the cost of certified copies of the'

tsrder and relevant papers by shri Bhowrnik and finally he left the office.

5. The SpIO also stated that prior to issue of the tetter dated 27 3.2AL5, he had

also issued a letter dated 16.3.2015 which was shOwn as document at Annexure-Iil

of his representation. It is seen from the letter of the SPIO dated 16'3'2015 which

was not received the Complainant as stated by him and also letter dated 2732015

of SpIO that the SpiO has nowhere specified the total amount to be paid except

stating that Rs.2l- Per Page

6. This is not a proper c:"der as it is ttre duty of the SPI0 to indicate the number

of pages and the totai amcunl Since this is not done, it would not have been

possible for the complainani or his Messenger to calculate the amount and deposit

the additional cost. This nas absclutely a procedural irregularity on the part of the

SpIO in hot specifying the tc13; arnount in his letter dated 27 '3'20t5 and the said

letter was not within the 30 days window allowed for supply of information by

M-
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receiving additional cost. The Comptainant contested the claim for deposit of

dditional cost as it is beyond 30 days tirne allowed as per RTI Act'

7. The Commission agrees with the Complainant and directs that the'information

should be supplied free of cost by the SPIO ( E.E. DWS, Kumarghat) to Shri Rana

Pratap Bhowmik within 25m

Crmmission.

With above directions, the complaint case stands disposed of.

g. Let copy of this order be sent to the Complainant and the Opposite pafi free

of cost,

sd/-
( Kasthala Venkataa Satyanarayanaa )

State Chief Information Commissioner

Authenticated by:

\*^
\'.\t'\9rf'c'ftA',>.

( Dr. Manas Ot"v )
Secretary
Triprua Information Commission

TRI PURA INFOR.MATION COM MISSION
Pt. Nehru ComPlex, Gurkhabasti

a - 799 006

1. Shri Rana Pratap Nath Bhowmik, S/o Usha Ranjan ttlath Bhowmik,

Radhamadhav Sarani, P0: Dhaleshwar, Agartala '799407

2. The State Fublic Information Officer, Offlce of the Executive Engineer,

Drinking Water & Sanitation Divisionn Kumarghat, Unakoti, Tripura.

W+r
( Dr' Manas Dev )

Secretary
Tri Prua Informathn Ccmrllission

Copy to:


