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INfORMADON ACT. 2005 

FA/16/2014 

Present: Dr. A.S. SIVAKUMAR,. 
Registrar of Co-operative Societies~ 
First Appellate Authority: 

**** 
Thlru C. Gnanaraja, 

No.15, Thendral Street, 

Jayamoorthy Raja Nagar, 

Mudall.arpet, 

Puducherry - 605 004. >>>>> Appellant 


Vs. 

1. The Public Information Officer/ Deputy Registrar (Audit), 
Co-operative Department, 
Puducherry - 605 009. 

2. The Public Information Officer/ Senior Acoounts Offta!r, 
Co-operative Department, 
Puducherry- 605 009. >>>>> Respondet1ts 

ORDEB 
(Issued under Sectlon 19 of the Rlght to lnformat:Jon Act, 2005) 

The apathy of the appellant In seeking Information from 

the respondents Is exposed In this first appeal flied under Section 19 .of 

the Right to Information Act, 2005 (for short 'the Act1. 

' 
2. Vlde his application dated 22.7.2014, the appellant. / a,plltant : 

sought details of the offtcers / offtdals of the q>-operatlve Department, 

namely, their name, designation, rurrent working place and retirement 

date. Query No.2 relates to new employees appointed from 2007 to 2014 

In the Co-operative Department and also In the ieglstered soc:tetles. 
' 

The appellant / applicant Indicated that If the above Information ts ~ be 

sought from the concerned Department or societies details d contact 

address may be provided. His request through query No.3 relatss to 

providing copies from a file beal1ng No.5/4/2./6/RCS/Cons/H2/2011/17 · 

dated ~4.2.2013. 
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3. It ts seen from the records that OI'! reoelpt of the applcat~ the first 

respondent forwarded the appHcatlon to the second respondent to provtle 

lnfonnatlon In respect of query Nos.1 and 2. The Deputy Registrar 
I 

(C.Onsumers) of the Department was asked to furnish the Information In 

respect of query No.3. 

4. I t Is seen further that the appellant / appttcant was requested to 

remit an addttlonal fee of Rs.862/- (Rupees eight hundred and sixty ~o 

only) to provide the copies of documents sought through queiy No.3. 

The appellant / applicant paid the addttJonal fee on 12.9.2014, ~ . · 

the documents were provided to the appellant only on 14.10.2014. 

5. I n the meantime, this appeal came to be fHed alleQlng that 

the details of employees In a>-operatlve societies In Puducherry and 

Yanam were not received In full. Taking the appeal on file I dlredled 

the respondents to file their response. On going thfOUgh the response 

I find that there should have been more professional approach In deaffnlJ 
with the applications received under the Act. by the respondents. Playing 

the blame game and shifting the responslbltlty for the delay wlll yleld no 

result but will only keep the appellants / appltcants guesslag for 

the response from the respondent. No reason, not to say any Jtlstlfted 
reason, worth Its name Is given for the delay In providing copies of 

documents to the appellant. Whatever has been stated by the first . . .\ 

respondent and the Deputy Registrar {Consumers) as reason for delay In 

providing a>ples cannot be oountenana!d and should only be aWJlded. 

6. It Is Imperative that an appltcatlon l'ea!lved under tNs kt shall be 

disposed of In a time bound manner. The legislative Intent Is dear, as 

stood exposltld by the following observation: 

97'he manner of disposal of requests for lnlbrmatiOn Is 1 

provided In Section 7 of the Act. The language uset! In thiS , 

Section ~r Is peremptory. It sets out the time limit wlt.llln 

which a TeqUeSt for lnfonnatlon has been served. This section 
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obligates the PIO concerned to provide the information 

requested or reject the application for any of the. masons 

specified in Sections 8 or 9 as expeditiously as possible and In 

any case within 30 days of the receipt of the request. The use 

of the word "shall* in this Section when lead !n conjunction 

with other expressions used therein •as expeditiously as 

possib/en and -Jn any case within 30 days of the receipt of the 

requesin is clearly Indicative of the /egislatlve illfslt that 

requests for Information must not be kept pending Without 

cogent reasons therefor,• vlde Smt. Janak Garg PatlaJa vs. 
Office of the Registrar (General), Punjab and Hatyana High 

Court, Chandigarh, (2008) 1ID46 (SIC, Punjab). 

7. It Is the PIO who Is prlmartly responsl.ae for 'Providing the 

lnfonnatlon after accessing It from various lnfonnatlon holders Md, ftnally, 

Is aa:ountable under the provisions of the Act. In Pramocl Suri vs. Prasar 

Bharathi, New Deihl, the Central Infonnatlon CommlssiQn IA 

CIC/SM/C/2013/000235 dal13d 2.8.2013 held that: 

"7be office of the CPIO should be so organised as ID deal Witt 

the Rn applications with a degree of urgency and to meet the 

30 day deadline prescribed In the Rn Act. Even If the ~nous 

sections have to be consull13d to elicit Information, as in the 

present case, this should be done expeditiously and, If~ ilkely 

to take time at leaSt an Interim reply should Invariably be 
sent.,, 

8. Since the Act stipulates a time frame c:A 30 days for dlspa&IRQ the· 

applications, all concerned, rtght from the PIO, who have a role pllly In 

disclosure of Information must act quickly so as to meet the deadltae filed 

In the law. 
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9. Sub sections (4) and (S) of Section S of the Act speak on the role of , 

the 'Deemed PIO'. In this oonnectton It Is worth .. noting and quoting of ;the 

darlftcatlon Issued by the Department of Personnel and Training, 

Government of India vlde O.M. No.1/14/2008-IR, dated 2s1tt July, 2008: 
( 

"According to the Act, It is the TeSpOnsiblllty of the officer 'llho 

is designated as the PIO by the pub/le authority to provide 

information to the applicant or reject the app/lcatlon for any 

reasons specified in Sections 8 and 9 of the Ad. The kt 

enables the PIO to seek assistance of any other offkRr to 
' 

enable him to provide Information to the lnfbrmatlon-seeker,. 

but It does not give him authority to designate any otller 

officer as PIO and direct him to send reply to the appl/caflL 

The import ofsub-section (5) of Section 5 Is that, If the ofllaJr 

whose assistance Is sought by the PIO, does not tender 
I 

necessary help to him, the Information Comm/ss/On may 

Impose penalty on such offk:N or rec:omlllel1d dlsclplillary 

action against him the same way as the Commission may 

impose penalty on or recommend disc/pl/nary action a§alnst 

the PIO." 

10. The above dlSaJsslons wlll lead to the only~ co~51o1;1 

that the appllcatlons received under the Act should be dealt In t~ manner 

known to law and within the ttme frame provided under the Me 

Any failure wlll warrant penalty as provided under the Act. It .ls hoped ttat 
the offlcers and offldals who are enjoined the duty wm understand 

the avowed purpose of the Act and raise up to the occasions so that 

the applicants are not unduly bothered and constrained· to ftle aHeals, 

seeking Intervention. 
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11. On poring over the records I find ttet Ile appellant was not 

provided Information on the employees appointed In the registered 

societies. The first respondent forwarded the query to the second 

respondent and the second respondent stated that this part d lnformaUon 

has to be provided by the first respondent. This lnfi:>rmation Is to be 

provided only by the first respondent. The first respondent Is, the~, 

directed to deal with the request within one week from the date of reEfpt 

of this order. 

12. To ensure complete and comprehensive mmpllance on the Import of 

this order, a copy of the order Is marked to aH the 8rcmch I Reglorel 

Officers of the Department to follow It In letter and spirit. 

13. The appeal stands disposed on the above tenns. 

14. A second appeal against the de:lslon &hall lie with the Central 

Information Commission, Room No.305, 2,,,; Floor, 8-Wlng, August Kranthl 

Bhavan, 6hlkajl cama Place, New Delhi - 110 066 within ninety (90) 

days, as provided In sub-section (3) of Section 19. 
tfS.., 


, Dated at Puducherry, on the %=f October, 2014. 


~\~~ 
(Dr. A..r&IV~ 

REGISTRAR OF co-<>P. ETIE& 

Telephone: (0413) 2272007 
Fax (0413)2272619 

To 

The Parties. 

Copy to; 

All the Branch Officers I Regional Officers. 


