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Ram Nath
Vs

P u bi i c i nf o rni at! p n *ftTqer -f,u m-Bloek Dev* | o prn *nt &fffi *er, Arnr apar a
Bloek, Pakur

u3.Q4"f 5

The record is Put uP for order.

Perused the reeord. On perusal of the record it appears that the

appellani had clbmanded eertain infoi"mations frorn the p'l 'O" by fi l ing his

appiicaiion ciaied u9.U2.i2 unier iFre Right tci information Act, 2005. V'1hen

the appellant did not get the relevant information, the appellant preferred first

appeal before the competent authority and thereafter second appeal before

the Coinmission.

Pursuant to the notice issued by the commission, the P.l.o.

communicated the relevani information to the Commission and its copy has

. been sent to the appellant under Memo No-835 dated 15.12.12.

The appellant by filing his objection petition dated 21.12.12 submitted

before the Commission that though the informations have been disseminated

by the p.l.O. but those are not correct and suppr:essed the matter to save the

officer involve in the matter.

' 
lt further appears from lhe letter" dated 431 Ceted C3.'1C'i3 eC'ji'e"isaC

to the appeilant that the P.l.O. has rectified the objection and has clearly

stated the facts point wise and in support of his stand the P'l.o' furnished

relevant documents issued by the Block supply officer, Amrapara (letter No-

1g4 dated i0.12.12) and the phoio copy of he BPL statement. Thereafier the

appellant has again raised objection addressing the P.l.O' and the copy of

the same is al'ailable on the record.
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The appellant has fi leci written submission in this appeal alongwith

photo eopy of the Ra'ricn card issued in the name of R'anrnaih Bhagat anei

photo eopies of other documents in support of his eontention that the

informat!ons disseminated by the P'l 'O. is \ i lroRg and misleaded' The

appellant as well to the eommission alss. Inspite of giving opportunity to the

P,l.o., the P,l"o. did not appear before the eommission to make his stand ort

i ha  + ivaA r te tas

Sc far the submission sf show eause in terms of the notice issued by

ihe Commission, vicie ieiier No-9760 ciaieei 'i4.'i'i.'i2 anci su'osequent orcjer

passed on 07.06.13, the P.l.O. did not f i le his show cause, explaining the

eause of delay, which amounts to violation of the order of the commission.
€

eonsidering the facts of the case, and the facts mentioned in the

written submission by the appellant; the Commission observes that

lnformations disseminated by the P'|.O. is not correct and he tfied to

suppress the facts in giving informations to the appellant, further violated the

order of the commission avoiding submission of show cause for the delay of

ten months, therefore the P.l.O. is liable to faee consequences of the law'

Ther"efore, a sum of Rs. 25,000/- ls imposed as penalty under section 20(1)

of the Right to lnformation Act, 2005 against the P.l'O. presently posted as

Block Development Officer, Arnrapara Block. Pakur. The aforesaid a"n+unt

should be realized frorn the monthly salary bill @ Rs' 5,000/- per month in 5

lnstallments, which should start from the salary of June, 2015. The

responsibility for realization of the penalty amount is vested upon the Deputy

CommissioRer, Pakur as well as the Treasury Officer, District Treasury

Ctficer, Pakur and shall be deposited in the Govt. Exehequer' Send a eopy of

the order to the Deputy comrnissioner, Pakur, Treasury officer, District

Treasury office, Fakurl Publie lnformation officer-cum-Bloek Development
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offieer,. Amrapara Block, Pakur, shri Ramnath Bhagat, s/o Late Bhagwan

Bhagat, vil l+p.g-4mrapara, Distt-Pakur, as well to the principa! seci"etarv,

Rural Development Department, Govt. of Jharkhand, Ranchi.

' Let,,this appeai be put up on 04"09.1F for eermp!ianee repo*.

Sei/-
Aeting e hief lnfarrnatlcn C*rnrniss?on

eopy fonrvarded to the Deputy eommissioner, pakur,/ Treasury effieer,
Distriet Treasury Ofiice, Fakurl Public Information Officer-eum-Bloek
Developrment Offieer. Amrapara Block. Pakur,/Shri Ramnath Bhagat, Sln t-are
Bhaguran Fhagat, Uli+P.O. AmraFara, Disii-pakui for informatlorr.

sdF
LJnelsr S*er*tarrl
JSIC,  Raneh i

&
'  Memo No Dated

copy forwarded to the Principal secretary, Rural Development
Department, Govt. of Jharkhand, Ranchi for information.

U
JSle,  Ranehi


