Information Commission
Archaeology Building (2nd Floor)
F-4/A, Agargaon Administrative Area
Shere-Bangla Nagar, Dhak&a207
Fax088 02 9110638

Complaint No: 01/2014

Complainant: Mr. Md. Tariqul Islam 'Linkon' Opposite PartyMr. Nazrul Islam Misha

Father Md. Abdul Majid Mian Public Relations Officer

62/3/B, Dakkshin Mugdapara &

Dhaka. Designated Officer (RTI)
B.L.W.T.C,

5, Dilkusha, Motijheel, Dhaka.

Decision Paper
(Date : 2701-2014)

Mr. Md. Tariqul Islam ‘Linkon’, the applicant, submitted an application to Mr. Nazrul Islam
Misha, the Public Relations Officer at B..W.T.C & Designated Officer (RT8,aviGEP post with
request to provide the following information on-@82013 as per section 8(1) of the Right to
Information Act, 2009

Harassment regarding the payment of bills for the repairing work of the Base Store at
Chittagong Terminal No. 1. The following information were asked for regarding the present
status of the complaints of corruption and irregularities against some of the fifers including
Shahinur Bhuiyan, the Financial Director of the relevant agency and the investigation thereof
along with the present state of the said bill:

1 The supervisory committee did not publish any report till 1 year being passed after
finishing its inquiry. Complaints were submitted against him regarding the relevant
matters and being compelled by more than one reminders by the agency one irrational,
unreal, false report was sent which in turn was proved to be almost 100% false by
numerous subsegent investigations. Afterwards, he was requested by the employees
section to send a correct report. He has not sent any report in that regard.

Required Information:

If any action was taken against or any explanation was obtained from the convenef the
committee?

1 The final bill for the work not being possible to be paid out due to the convener of the
committee and the member engineer having submitted different reports, one current bill
was paid which was sent to the accounts department for paymiewith the approval of the
honourable Chairman by the recommendation of the Director in charge. But the bill was
paid approximately after four months with a deduction of Tk. 45,000/=.

Required information:
The description of all the procedures akr submission to the accounts department and
the reasons for the deduction of Tk. 45,000/

1 Afterwards, with a gap of a long time when an application was submitted to the
honourable Chairman, an order was passed to the committee comprising of 3 members



including the G.M (Accounts) to estimate the volume of work done within 10 days.

Required acions:
What report did the committee submit after how many days? A copy of the report is
requested to be sent with date.

1 At last a bill of 3,39,000/ taka was sent to the accounts department for payment with the
approval of the honourableChairman. A complaint of corruption was submitted to the
Chairman against the Financial Director on the last 1210-2012 due to his not paying the
sent bill by keeping it withheld for about more than 2 months through the audit
department.

Required information:
(a) Description of the procedure followed by the accounts department and the audit
department for two months.
(b) The copy of the statenent of opinion or note from the audit department before and
after the complaint submitted against the Financial Director is demanded.
(c) Statement on the fact whether any action was taken by the chairman against the
Financial Director is demanded.

1 A committee comprising of 3 members including the G.M (Marine) of the agency was
formed to verify some objections as made by the audit department. It was known that the
committee did not submit any report even after about 9 months though it was given a
time limit of 10 days.

Required information:
If any action was taken against the committee or any explanation was obtained due to
its not submission of any report even after so long a time.

1 In the application submitted on the last 2407-2013 and 0308-2013 to the Chairman a
request was made to pay the bill following some alternative procedure claiming that there
is no possibility of obtaining a rational report of the investigation by the comiittee
comprising of others including the G.M (Marine).

Required information:

(&) What measures have been taken in accordance with the last two applications?
Detailed description of the procedures followed in accordance with both the applications
is claimed.
(b) A copy of any report submitted, if any, after the latest application.

1 It was also known that investigations were also conducted previously into this job by two
different committees through the Chief Audit Officer & the Deputy General Manager
(Accounts).

Required information:
Copies of the reports of those two investigations are demanded.

02. Not receiving the requested information within the stipulated time, the complainant preferred
an appeal petition on €B3-2013 to Mr. Mojibor Rhman, the Chairman of B..W.T.C and the
Appellate Authority (RTI). Not receiving any remedy in spite of his submission an appeal petition, he
submitted a complaint to the Information Commission oi1®2013.



03. The matter was discussed in the meetinghef Commission on 091-2014. As per the
resolution of the meeting summonses were issued to the concerned parties fidatg thfehearing on
27-01-2014.

04. On the date fixed for hearing Mr. Md. Tariqul Islam 'Linkon’, the complaint; Mr. Nazrul Islam
Misha, the Public Relations Officer of B.I.W.T.C and the Designated Officer (RTI) were present. The
complainant mentioned in his statement that he appligtetDesignated Officer (RTI) seeking for the
information mentioned in paragraph No. 01 as per the Right to Information Act, 2009. Having received
on information he submitted an appeal petition to the Appellate Authority (RTI). After getting no
informationon the appeal petition, he filed a complaint to the Information Commission.

05. The Public Relations Officer of B.I.W.T.C. and the Designated Officer (RTI) in his speech
pointed out that the information asked for by the complainant is confidentidienediare, could not be
provided without the penission of higher authorities.

06. The Commission opined that the information requested for by the complainaot is
confidential one as per the Right to Information Act, 2009. In response to the Commission'’s opinion the
Designated Officer (RTI) assured the complainant to provide the information requested for.

Discussion

After hearing the statements of both thenptainant and the designated officer (RTI) along with the
evaluation of the submitted evidences it is found that, the Designated Officer (RTI) did not provide the
information requested by the complainant to be confidential information, but considerRigiéo
Information Act, 2009 the information requested by the complainant was not confidential information.
The complaint may be considered disposable with the assurance by the Designated Officer (RTI) in
regard to providing the information requestedtiy complainant as per the order of the Information
Commission.

Decision
After elaborate revision, the complaint is disposed of with the following directions:

1. The Public Relations Officer of B..W.T.C and the Designated Officer (RTI) is directed to
provide the complainant with the information requested by him on or befdd22@14 on the
condition of paying the cost of the information.

2. The Designated Officer (RIT) is directed to deposit the money collected as in code No.
1-3301:0002-1807 in puliic treasury the cost of the provided information as per section 9 of the
Right to Information Act, 2009 and ru& of the Right to Information (Relating to receiving
information) Rules, 2009.



3. Both the parties are directed to inform the Commission after implementing the directions.

Let the copy be sent to the concerned parties.

Signed / Signed / Signed /
(Prof.: Dr. Sadeka Halim)  (Mohammad. Abu Taher) (Mohammed Farooq)
Information Commissioner Information Commissioner Chief Information

Commissioner



Information Commission
Archaeology Building (2nd Floor)
F-4/A, Agargaon Administrative Area
Shere-Bangla Nagar, Dhak&a207
Fax088 02 9110638

Complaint No. 02/2014

The complainant: Mr. Golam Mostafa Jibon  The opposite party: Mr. Md. Sujauddowlla

FatherGhazi Md. Moyej Uddin Sarka Assistant Commissioner

Railway Colony &

(Adjacent to Markaj mosque) Designated Officer (RTI)

Sirajgan;. Office of the Deputy Commissioner
Sirajgan;.

Decision Paper
(Date: 27-01-2014)

Mr. Golam Mostofa, the complainant, submitted an application to Suprya Chowdhury,

Assistant Commissioner at the office of the Deputy Commissioner in Sirajganj District and Designated
Officer (RTI), with request to provide the following information or@62013 as per section 8(1) of
the Right to Information Act, 2009

a)

b)

f)

From when the application for compensation for the land acquired for the industrial

park under construction in Soyedabad area of Sirajganj Sadar upazila; the name,
address and the mobilenumbers of the applicants and the photocopy of the application is
wanted.

From when the compensation money against those applications has been started paying
and the names, address, amount of money paid of those applicants who have been paid in
cash orthrough cheque including the date of disbursement.

In regard to the applications in (a) how many applications have been rejected and want to
have the copy of the rejected applications along with the reasons of rejection.

Want to know in which method the cash or cheque have been given to the applicants.
Can those apply again whose applications have been rejected and how many applicants
will be given compensation among from the accepted applications, their list along with

the amount of the money.

Want to know the information regarding the total allotment for compensation and the
duration of the compensation to be given.

He also applied for seeing the file attending at the office.



02. In regard to the application the Designated Officerigealthe complainant with the
information requested for on 4®-2013 vide Memo No. 05.50.8800.015. 31.005883 Not being
satisfied with the information provided, the complainant applied to Mr. Helal Uddin Ahmed, the
Divisional Commissioner of Rajshahiilsion and Appellate Authority (RTI). After the submission of
the appeal application, Mr. Md. Sujauddoulah, the Assistant Commissioner at the office of the Deputy
Commissioner of Sirajganj District and the Designated Officer (RTI) again provided theatwampl
with the information by Memo No. 05.50.8800.015.02.005L18 on 2411-2013. The complainant
not being satisfied with the provided information lodged a complaint at the Information Commission.

03. The matter was discussed in the meeting of tharission on 0901-2014. As per the
decision of the meeting summons were issued to the concerned parties fixing the date of hearing or
27-01-2014.

04. On the date fixed for hearing Mr. Mr. Golam Mostofa Jibon, the compMmtMd.
Sujauddoulah, the Ass#it Commissioner at the office of the Deputy Commissioner of Sirajgan;
District and the Designated Officer (RHihd the Officer in charge, Land Acquisition Branch and Mr.
Milton Chandra Roy, the Assistant Commissiorg@peared. The complainant mentioned his
statement that he applied to the Designated Officer (RTI) seeking for the information sepcified in
paragraph No. 01 as per the Right to Information Act, 2009. Being dissatisfied with the information
provided by the Designated Officer (RTI), he sulieditan appeal petition to the Appellate Authority
(RTI). After filling the appeal petition, the Designated Officer (RTI) provided the specified
information by the order of the Appellate Authority (RTI). Being dissatisfied with the information
provided, hesubmitted a complaint to the Commission.

05. The Assistant Commissioner at the office of the Deputy Commissioner of Sirajgan;
District and Designated Officer (RTI) said in his speech that he sent a letter to the LA branch for
providing the information. e information has been provided to the complainant by collecting the
same from the relevant branch. Among the information requested for, the names, addresses and mobil
numbers, the list of applicants and the photocopy of the application and the nainess,aamount of
money given and the date of giving the same along with their list are personal information. All these
being personal information, could not be provided following the subsection (g), (h) and (i) under
section 7 of the Right to Informationcé 2009.

06. Among the information requested for by the complainant, the information given in the
serial 'A' and 'B' are not personal information, but the mobile numbers are personal information. The
Commission opined that all the information exceptrttobile numbers could be provided.

Discussion

After hearing the statements of both the complainant and the Designated Officer (RTI) along
with the evaluation of the submitted evidences it is found that, information has been provided to the
complainanby the Designated Officer (RTI) after collecting the same from concerned branch. Among
the information requested for by the complainant, the information given in the serial 'A" and 'B' are not
personal information, but he mobile numbers are personal iafmm All the information except the
mobile numbers could be provided. The complaint is considered disposable with the assurance by the
Designated Officer (RTI) in regard to providing the information requested for by the complainant as
per the directionfothe Information Commission.



Decision
After elaborate revision, the complaint is disposed of with the following directions:

1. The Assistant Commissioner at the office of the Deputy Commissioner of Siajganj District and
the Designated Officer (RTI) is directed to provide the complainant with the information
requested by him on or before -02-2014 on the condition of paying the stoof the
information.

2. The Designated Officer (RIT) is directed to deposit the money collected as the cost of the
information in code no:-B301-0001-1807 in public treasury as per section 9 of the Right to
Information Act, 2009 and rul@ of the Rightto Information (Relating to receiving
information) Rules, 2009.

3. Both the parties are directed to inform the Commission after the implementing the directions.

Let the copy be sent to the concerned parties.

Signed / Signed / Signed /
(Prof. Dr. Sadeka Halim) (Mohammad. Abu Taher) (Mohammed Farooq)
Information Commissioner Information Commissioner Chief Information

Commissioner



Information Commission
Archaeology Building (2nd Floor)
F4/A, Agargaon Administrative Area
Shere-BanglaNagar, Dhakd 207
Fax088 02 9110638

Complaint No: 03/2014

Complainant: Mr. Md. Sohrab Hossain Opposite Party: Mr. Md. Aminul Islam
(Editor & Publisher, Secretary
the Daily Mukta Songbad) &
S/O. Late Danez Al Designated Officer (RTI)
38, Municipal Supermarket Gazipur City Corporation
Joydebpur, Gazipur. Gazipur.

Decision Paper
(Date : 2801-2014)

The complainant Mr. Md. Shohrab Hae#s lodged petition on 09.10.2013 to Secretary & the
Designated Officer (RTI) of Gazipur City Corporation Mr. Md. Aminul Islam seeking for the following
information according to Sectie®(1) of Right to Information Act, 2009.

Demand Letter of informationof tender notices from i Jan, 2009 to 28 Feb, 2013 of previous
Municipality of Tongi

1) (a) The tender notices have been published in which newspaper, the photocopy of these.
(b) The photocopy of Letter of Approval for press the advertisement.
(¢) The rate card of bill receiving newspapers (Value rate of specific advertisement by
DFP).
(d) How much money column inch rate the newspapers submitted bill to press these
advertisement? and how much money was paid.
(e) The photocopy of bill of money payment as that advertisement.
2) (a) The photocopy of schedule of participators contracting firm including document/peger or
bank draft submitted with it according to tender notice no. 7, 8, 9 & 10/262Q13.

(b) Listof sold schedule ofender notice no. 7, 8, 9 & 10/2032013.
() The photocopy of work order including name, address & mobile number of proprietor
of work order obtained contracting firm.
(d) How many bill money has been paitb which contracting firm on which date against
GKAOK g2N)] > Ala @2dzOKSNDa LK2:G202LR O
(e) How much money has been paid as security money to which firm on which date against
tender work no. 7, 8, 9 & 10/2012013.

3) The photocopy of estimate of work.

4) Which is the explanation of complaint to this effect that the advertisement has given
with non-media and without declaration such newspaper.



02. Having not found desired information within fixed times tbtomplainant appealed to ChiEkecutive
Officer of Gazipur City Corporation Mr. Sultan Mahmud on 18.11.2013. After filing appeal having not found
any remedy he submitted complaint to the Information Commission on 24.12.2013.

03. The matter was discus$én the meeting of the commission on 09.01.2014. According to decision of
the meeting summonses were issued to the parties concerned fixing the date of hearing on 28.01.2014.

04. On fixed date of hearing the complainant Mr. Md. Shohrab Hossain, thesivpgarty Secretary &
Designated Officer (RTI) of Gazipur City Corporation Mr. Md. Aminul Islam are present. The complainant
mentioned in his statement that according to Right to Information Act, 2009 he submitted an application to
Designated Officer (RTkeeking for information mentioned in paragraph no.l. Having not found any
information, he appealed to Appellate Authority (RTI). Despite of filing appeal having not found any remedy
he submitted this complaint to the Information Commission.

05. Secratry & Designated Officer (RTI) of Gazipur City Corporation mentioned in his statement that the
complainant has been supplied partial information. By preparing the rest information he came with this to
supply the complainant and according to the directafrthe commission he assured to supply the complaint
the rest information.

Discussion

After hearing the statement of both the complainant and the Designated Officer (RTI), and reviewing
the submitted evidence it appeared that the Designated Officer)(Ra$ supplied complainant partial
information. As the Designated Officer (RTI) assured, so, the complaint seems to be disposable.

Decision
The complaint is disposed of with the following directions:

1. The Secretary & Designated Officer (RTI) of GadipyiiCorporation is directed to supply the
complainant his desired information on or before 06.02.2014 on the condition of paying the cost of
information.

2. The Designated Officer (RTI) is directed to deposit money collected as cost of supplied infoimat
the code of 13301-0001-1807 in public treasury according to Sect®of Right to Information Act,
2009 and Rul8 of Right to Information (regarding information receiving) Rules, 2009.

3. Both the parties are directed to inform the Information Qmission after implementing the
directions.

Let the copy be sent to the concerned parties.
Signed { Signed /

(Mohammad Abu Taher) (Mohammed Farooq)
Information Commissioner Chief Information Commissioner



Information Commission
Archaeology Building (2nd Floor)
F4/A, Agargaon Administrative Area
Shere-Bangla Nagar, Dhali2207
Fax088 02 9110638

Complaint No: 04/2014

Complainant: Mr. Delawar Bin Sirgj Opposite Party: Mr. Sukanti Bikash Shannyal
S/O. Late Hazi Siraj Uddin Deputy General Manager
2/2, R. K. Mission Road &
(Gift Valley) 2 Floor Designated Officer (RTI)
Dhakal203. Agrani Bank Ltd.
Head Office
18 Bangabandhu Avenue
Dhakal1000.

Decision Paper
( Date : 2801-2014)

The complainant Mr. Delawar Bin Siraj lodged the petition on 28.10.2013 to Deputy General
Manager & Designated Officer (RTI) of Agrani Bank Ltd., Head Office Mr. Sukanti Bikash Shanal seeking fo
the following information according to Secti@{l) of Righto Information Act, 2009.

Demand Letter of informations of tender notices from®1Jan, 2009 to 28 Feb, 2013 of previous
Municipality of Tongi.

(@) In which head loan is provided from Agrani Bank Ltd., Head Office, Motijheel, Dhaka.
Up-to-date statement (up to 20022013) of amount of loan, type defaulted/classified/bad) etc
AyOfdzZRAYy3d AGa KSFR gAaS t2Fy NBOSAOSNRA yIYS

(b) By dint of loan paver of MD and CEO of Agrani Bank Ltd. Mr. Abdul Hamid which organization

has been approved loan for how much money and recommended to board for loan approval of
which organization its written statement (ugio-date).

(c) How much money spent up to inaugutian day for establishment of branch for Agrani Bank
Ltd. Madarkathi Branch, Barisal and its head wise statement including which organizations
have been provided how many loan till today its written statement.

02. In pursuance of the said prayer the Qested Officer (RTI) informed the complainant to supply
information by 28.11.2013 through memo no. BSUCD/Br&81809/2013, dated: 06.11.2013 and served
notice for inability to supply information to the complainant on 18.11.2013. In pursuance of it the
complainant appealed to Managing Director and CEO of Agrani Bank Ltd., Head Office and Appellate
Authority (RTI) Mr. Syed Abdul Hamid on 24.11.2013. Despite of filing appeal having not found any remedy
he complained in the information commission on 24.12.20

03. The matter was discussed in the meeting of the commission on 09.01.2014. According to decision
of the meeting summonses were issued to the parties concerned fixing the date of hearing on 28.01.2014.



04. On the fixed date of hearing the complainant Mr. Delawar Bin Siraj, the opposite party, Learned
Advocate Mr. Khan Md. Mahbubur Rahman on behalf of Deputy General Manager & Designated Officer (RTI)
of Agrani Bank Ltd., Head Office, Mr. Sukanti Bikasinglare present. The complainant mentioned in his
statement that according to Right to Information Act, 2009 he prayed to Designated Officer (RTI) seeking for
information mentioned in paragraph no.l. The designated officer (RTI) after getting the prayer f
information, informing the information should be supplied, subsequently served notice for inability to supply
information. Having not found information he appealed to Appellate Authority (RTI). After filing appeal
having not found any remedy he submitteomplaint ito the Information Commission.

05. Deputy General Manager & Designated Officer (RTI) of Agrani Bank Ltd, Head Office mentioned in
KAia adldasSYSyid GKIG GKS AyF2NXIGA2Y YSYyldA2ySR Ay
informatoy 2F &aSNAIf y2d WYKIFIQ g9 WDIFIQ Aa LISNRE2YIFf | yF
complainant it was not possible to supply.

ncd 1a G4KS RSAANBR AYyTF2NXYIGAZ2Y 2F GKS O2YLIX | A
as the comnssion opined that the complainant should apply specifically the complainant agreed on that.
I OO2NRAY3I G2 waAa3IKi G2 LYF2NXIGA2Y 100X Hnndg GKS
information so, the Designated Officer (RTI) agreed an th

Discussion

After hearing the statement of both complainant and Designated Officer (RTI) and after reviewing
the submitted evidences it appeared that among the desired information of the complainant the information
2T aSNAIf vy 2 o appafdntithe coshpidindrd riay gray aghif it this matter and the information
2F ASNAIE y2d WYKIQ YR WDIFIQ 06SOFdzaS 2F y20 0SAY
direction of the commission the Designated Officer (RTI) assured to&suppl SNA I £ y2d WYKI Q
desired information of the complainant the complainant, so, the case seems to be disposable.

Decision
The case is disposed of with the following directions.

01. The complainant is directed to submit the applicationena no 1 clearly and specifically.

02. Deputy General Manager & Designated Officer (RTI) of Agrani Bank Ltd., Head Office is directed to
adzLILJ &8 O2YLIX FAYlLyld GKS AYyTF2NXNIGA2Y 2F ASNRIFT vy
before 06.02.2014n the condition of paying the cost of information.

03. According to Sectio of Right to Information Act, 2009 and R#@leof Right to Information
(regarding information receiving) Regulation, 2009 the Designated Officer (RTI) is directed to deposit
money collected as cost of supplied information in the code-8801-0001-1807.

04. Both parties are directed to inform to information commission after implementing the
directions.

Let the copy be sent to the concerned parties.

Signed / Signed /
(Mohammad Abu Taher) (Mohammed Farooq)
Information Commissioner Chief Information Commissioner



Information Commission
Archaeology Building (2nd Floor)
F4/A, Agargaon Administrative Area
Shere-Bangla Nagar, Dhali2207
Fax088 02 9110638

Complaint No: 05/2014

Complainant: Mr. Md. Kutub Uddin Opposite Party: Mr. Amirul Islam
S/O. Late Moulvi Shafiuddin Deputy Secretary
E34, West Side of RAB &
Agargaon, Dhak&207. Designated Officer (RTI)

Ministry of Agriculture
Bangladesh Secretariat
Dhaka

Decision Paper
( Date : 2801-2014)

The complainant Mr. Md. Kutub Uddin lodged application on 25.06.2013 to Deputy Secretary
(Admin) and Designated Officer (RTI) of Ministry of Agriculture seeking for the following information
according to Right to Information Act, 2009.

Information regardh Y3 G fF &G LINRPINBEIa Ay GKS YIFGGSN 2F  LIN
Secretary of Agriculture.
Desired information by the applicant to Secretary, Ministry of Agriculture, Bangladesh Secretariat, Dhaka on
25.06.20009.
 Regardingtakingg RS @2NJ (2 (2dzNJ . N} T Af o6& GKS 12yQof
proposal to take lease 10 crore hector uncultivated agriculture land of Brazil.
Information regarding decision of the authority in the matter of the said letter and if the said

letter is not presented to the authority, information regarding the cause of not submission.

02. Not getting the information within fixed time appealed to the Secretary of Ministry of Agriculture
on 14.11.2013. After filing appeal if the petition was -aside with dismissal order, the complainant
submitted complaint to the information Commission on 29.12.2013.

03. The matter was discussed in the meeting of the commission on 09.01.2014. According to decision
of the meeting summonses were issued to thacerned party fixing the date of hearing on 28.01.2014.

04. On fixed date of hearing the complainant Mr. Md. Kutub Uddin, the opposite party, Deputy
Secretary and Designated Officer (RTI) of Ministry of Agriculture Mr. Amirul Islam are present. The
comphinant mentioned in his statement that according to Right to Information Act, 2009 he lodged
application to Designated Officer (RTI) seeking for information mentioned in paragraph no.1. Having not



found information he appealed to Appellate Authority (RARer filing appeal having not found any remedy
he submited complaint to the Information Commission. He more mentioned that knowing through Discovery
Channel and different newspapers he has prayed to get information in mentioned matter.

05. Deputy Secretary and Designated Officer (RTI) of Ministry of Agriculture mentioned in his
adlraSYSyid GKFdG GKS aAyAradaNr R2 y2i0 KI@S Fye LYyF2N
Minister of Agriculture submitting the proposal to &kease 10 crore hector uncultivated agriculture land of
Brazil. No action was taken in the Ministry in the matter of taking 10 crore hector uncultivated agriculture
land of Brazil. In this matter no discussion and agreement were executed with Brazilnf@ewer The
complainant has been informed by serving letter to this effect that there is no information in his office in
mentioned subject.

Discussion

Hearing the statements of both complainant and Designated Officer (RTI) and after reviewing the
submited evidences it appeared that because of not executing any discussion and agreement between Brazil
Government and Bangladesh in the matter of desired information of the complainant, the commission think
that it is not expedient to submit prayer to getyamformation in this matter.

Decision

Since, no discussion and agreement were executed between Brazil Government and Bangladesh in
the matter of taking lease 10 crore hector uncultivated agriculture land of Brazil of Brazil, so, the complaint
disposablds settled by the dismissal order.

Let the copy be sent to the concerned parties.
Signed 4 Signed 4

(Mohammad Abu Taher) (Mohammed Farooq)
Information Commissioner Chief Information Commissioner



Information Commission
Archaeology Biding (2nd Floor)
F4/A, Agargaon Administrative Area
Shere-Bangla Nagar, Dhali2207
Fax088 02 9110638

Complaint No: 06/2014

Complainant: Mr. Md. Abdul Hakim Opposite Party:Mr. R.S.M. Monirul Islam
S/0O. Late Momin Uddin Howlader Divisional Forest Officer
Vill: Baliarkathi, P.O: Khalishakota &
Via Chakhar, Upazila: Baipara Designated Officer (RTI)
Dist: Barisal Coastal Forest Division
Chittagong.

Decision Paper
( Date : 2801-2014)

The complainant Mr. Md. Abdul Hakim filed complaint on 29.1232@bain in Information
Commission in the matter of his submitted complaint no. 81/2013. He mentioned in his complaint that
according to direction given by the information commission he appealed to Conservator of Forest &
Appellate Authority (RTI), Chittagg Zone, Chittagong on 22.10.2013. In this pursuance on 14.11.2013 the
Appellate Authority directed to Divisional Forest Officer, Department of Coastal Forest, Chittagong to supply
requested information of the complaint. Despite of this direction the wial Forest Officer of Department
of Coastal Forest, Chittagong did not supply the information, so, he filed complaint in information
Commission on 29.12.2013.

02. The matter was discussed in the meeting of the commission on 09.01.2014. Accordinigitmdec
of the meeting summonses were issued to the concerned parties fixing the date of hearing on 28.01.2014.

03. On the fixed date of hearing the complainant Mr. Md. Abdul Hakim remains absent sending the
written statement; the Learned Advocate Mr. RridAlam appeared on behalf of Divisional Forest Officer and
Designated Officer (RTI) of Department of Coastal Forest Mr. R.S.M. Monirul Islam are present. The
complainant mentioning ailment of his son because of not appearing in the hearing requeseiverdis
written statement. But the complainant did not attach any Medical Certificate with petition regarding
ailment.

04. Divisional Forest Officer and Designated Officer (RTI) of Department of Coastal Forest mentioned
in his statement that he was demated on 25.11.2013. The letter was served to the complainant on
16.01.2014 to collect information subject to pay information cost. The complainant did not make any contact
to receive information. The complainant was not provided with the informatiorabee of not paying the



cost of information. He preserved desired information to supply the complainant. If the information cost is
paid, it will be possible to supply complainant the information.

Discussion

Hearing the statement of Designated Officefl(Rand reviewing the submitted evidences of both it
appeared that although the letter was sent to the complainant to pay the cost of information by the
designated officer (RTI), the complainant did not take any endeavor to collect the information. So, the
commission think the complainant have no  interest to receive information.

Decision
The complaint is disposed of with the following directions:
1. Since, the [#er was sent to the complainant to collect information by paying the cost of information

by the Designated Officer (RTI), but the complainant did not take any endeavor to collection of
information, so, the commission think that the complainant have meeessity of information.

2. The Designated Officer (RTI) is directed to issue letter to pay the cost of information to the
complainant and to send the copies to Secretary, Ministry of Forest & Environment and Chief
Conservator of Forest.

Let thecopy be sent to the concerned parties.

Signed 4 Signed 4
(Mohammad Abu Taher) (Mohammed Farooq)
Information Commissioner Chief Information Commissioner



Information Commission
Archaeology Building (2nd Floor)
F4/A, Agargaon Administrative Area
Shere-Bangla Nagar, Dhali2207
Fax088 02 9110638

Complaint No: 07/2014

Complainant: Mr. Sadeque Ullah Chowdhury Opposite Party: Mr. Md. Mahbub Hossain
S/0O. Late Nurul Huda Chowdhury Deputy Secretary
House No. 04, Road No0.03 &
Sector No. 10, Uttara Designated Officer (RTI)
Dhakal230. Administration 2(4)

Ministry of Public Administration
Bangladesh Secretariat, Dhaka.

Decision Paper
(Date: 2703-2014)

The complainant Mr. Sadeque Ullaho@ldhury lodged petition on 12.09.2013 to Deputy Secretary
and Designated Officer (RTI) of Ministry of Public Administration seeking for the following information
according to Sectiof8(1) of Right to Information Act, 2009

9 In pursuance of complaint agast Mr. Md. Abdul Quddus Khan (4734), Ex Deputy Commissioner,
Feni at present Officer on special duty (Joint Secretary), Ministry of Public Administration
(Annexed to Ministry of Expatriates’ Welfare and Overseas Employment) attested copy of
investigation report made according to memo no. 05.180.027.01.00.021.2Q68, dated:
28.08.2012 of Ministry of Public Administration and memo no. 00.42.027.14.01.004.F1172
dated: 04.09.2012 of office of the Chittagong Divisional Commissioner.

02. Having not fond desired information within fixed time the complainant appealed to Senior Secretary
and Appellate Authority (RTI) of Ministry of Public Administration on 12.11.2013. The appeal petition was
received on 17.11.2013 by Ministry of Public Administration.pidesf filing appeal having not found any
remedy, he submitted complaint in Information Commission on 06.01.2014.

03. The matter was discussed in the meeting of the commission on 09.01.2014. According to decision of
the meeting summonses were issuedth® concerned parties fixing the date of hearing on 28.01.2014.

04. On the fixed date of hearing the complainant Mr. Sadeque Ullah Chowdhury and opposite party
Designated Officer (RTI) of Ministry of Public Administration Mr. Md. Mahbub Hossain app&éed
complainant mentioned  in his statement that according to Right to Information Act, 2009 he lodged
petition to the Designated Officer (RTI) seeking for information mentioned in paragraph no.1l. Having not



found information he appealed to Appellate thority (RTI). Despite of filing appeal having not found any
remedy, he submited complaint in Information Commission.

05. The Designated Officer (RTDMihistry of Public Administration mentioned in his statement that it
was not possible to provide information because the matter is pending before the learned court. The
Designated Officer because of not apparently providing any information in the mattendsr trial which
number suit in which Court, the commission fixed the date of hearing again on 03.03.2014 and summonses
were issued to the complainant and the Designated Officer (RTI).

06. Both Designated Officer (RTI) and complainant remained abseding time prayer. Fixing date of
hearing again on 27.03.2014, summonses were issued to the complainant and the Designated Officer (RTI).

07. On the fixed date of hearing on behalf of complainant the Learned Advocate Mr. Golam Ahmed and
Deputy Secretarand Designhated Officer (RTI) of Ministry of Public Administration Mr. Md. Mahbub Hossain
appeared. On behalf of complainant the Learned Advocate mentioned in his statement that according to
Right to Information Act, 2009 lodged petition to Designhatedd®ff(RTI) seeking for information mentioned
in paragraph no.1l. Having not found information he appealed to Appellate Authority (RTI). Despite of filing
appeal having not found any remedy, he submitted complaint in Information Commission. On last 28.01.2014
after hearing held in information commission in the matter of complainant on 04.03.2014 the Designated
Officer (RTI) supplied information, the complainant is not satisfied on that.

08. Deputy Secretary and Designated Officer (RTI) of Ministry of Pwalntimistration mentioned in his
statement that the complainant sought the report of two memos. On 28.01.2014 after hearing held in
information commission the desired information of the complainant is sought in sub seltigmiscipline of
Ministry of Pultic Administration. According to information obtained from the concerned section the
complainant has been supplied through memo letter no. 05.180.027.01.00.02128BL2But, there is no
report of memo no. 00.42.027.14.01.004.26327 in the Ministry. Beim present in the last hearing he could
not apparently say in the matter of remaining under trial which number suit in which court in the matter of
complaint so, subsequently it was known through contacting to Learned G.P. of Feni District that in the
discla @SR YI G0GSNI 6GKS &adzAid y2d dmMkmMH Aad dzy RSNJ GNRIf
which plaintiff is Md. Sadeque Ullah Chowdhury and defendant is Mr. Abdul Quddus Khan.

Discussion

Hearing the statements of both the complainant andetDesignated Officer (RTI) and reviewing the
submitted evidences it appeared that in the matter of desired information of complainant, a suit is under
GNRAFE Ay GKS 12yQotS [/ 2dz2NI o ¢CKS YIF GGSNI Aher LISY R
court. Since, the matter is under trial, so, according to se€figira) of Right to Information Act, 2009 it is
considered as Sdjodice, so,



Decision

Since the matter is under trial and Sjulgice, so, according to sectief{Ta) of Right to lefmation
Act, 2009t seemed it would not be legally expedient to pass any order.

Let the copy be sent to the concerned parties.

Signed 4 Signed! Signed /
(Prof. Dr. Sadeka Halim) (Mohammad Abu Taher) (Mohammed Farooq)
Information Commissioner Information Commissioner Chief Information

Commissioner



Information Commission
Archaeology Building (2nd Floor)
F-4/A, Agargaon Administrative Area
Shere-Bangla Nagar, Dhak&a207
Fax088 02 9110638

Complaint No: 08/2014

Complainant: Mr. Arup Ray Opposite Party:Mr. Md. Shah Alam

S/O. Utpal Ray Information Officer

51/A, Bazar Road &

Upazila: Savar Designated Officer (RTI)

Dist: Dhaka. Bangladesh Livestk
Research
Institute (BLRI), Savar,
Dhaka.

Decision Paper
(Date: 2801-20149

The complainant Mr. Arup Ray lodged petition on 05.08.2013 to Designated Officer (RTI) of
Bangladesh Livestock Research Institute (BLRI) of Savar Upazila of Dhaka District seeking for the
following information according to sectie8(1) of Right to Informabn Act, 2009

(a) How many projects are ongoing at present in BLRI under Savar Upazila of Dhaka

District. Name and duration of the projects.

(b) How much money have ben allocated of year based head wise in the projects from

the beginning to current fiscal year.

(c) The statement or account of specific head wise expenditure of the money allotted from

the beginning of the current project to current fiscal year.

(d) In case of spending of money whether any tender was invited? If the tender is called in

which newspaper notice was published. The name of that newspaper along with date

of publication and the photocopy of published notice. Participating in tender which
contracc or got work that <contracting firmos
phone number.

(e) Under the ARMP-2 project which instrument was purchased and infrastructure was

built. The statement of present condition of that instruments, infrastructure and
project.

() The head wise account of allotment and expenditure under ARMR project.

02. Having not found desired information within fixed time the complainant appealed to
Director General and Appellate Authority (RTI) of Bangladesh Livestock Researihtensf Savar
Upazila of Dhaka District Dr. Md. Nazrul Islam. Despite of filing appeal having not found any remedy
he submitted complaint to the  Information Commission on 07.01.2014.



03. The matter was discussed in the meeting on 09.01.2014. Acctodderision of the
meeting summonses were issued to the concerned parties fixing the date of hearing on 28.01.2014.

04. On the fixed date of hearing the complainant Mr. Arup Ray; the opposite party Information
Officer and Designated Officer (RTI) of Bdagesh Livestock Research Institute (BLRI) of Savar
Upazila of Dhaka District Md. Shah Alam appeared. The complainant mentioned in his statement that
according to Right to Information Act, 2009 he prayed to Designated Officer (RTI) seeking for the
information mentioned in paragraph no.1. Having not found information he appealed to Appellate
Authority (RTI). Despite of filing appeal having not found any remedy he submitted complaint to the
Information Commission.

05. The Information Officer & Designatedffi@er (RTI) of Bangladesh Livestock Research
Institute (BLRI) of Savar Upazila of Dhaka District mentioned in his statement that according to Right
to Information Act, 2009 no Designated Officer (RTI) was appointed in his office. Receiving summon
and phoe from the commission, appointing him as Designated Officer (RTI) he was directed to appear
in the hearing of the commission. He appeared with as much as information was collected in his office.
By preparing the rest information in order to supply he netéidee to this effect he mentioned. If time
is sanctioned by the commission he assured to supply the complainant the information within the fixed
time.

06. Among the desired information of the complainant if the commission passed opinion to
supply the etire information other than mobile phone number, the Designated Officer (RTI) consented
on that.

Discussion

After hearing the statements of both complainant & Designated Officer (RTI), after reviewing
the submitted evidences it appeared that appoittim®esignated Officer (RTI) has been sent today to
the commission. As much as the desired information of the complainant was collected, and came with
that and if prayed for time to prepare the rest information, the time was fixed by the commission.
Becawse of the Designated Officer (RTI) assuring to supply the desired information of the complainant
within time fixed by the commission, the complainant seems to be disposable.

Decision
After detailed discussion the complaint is disposed of with the following instructions.

1. The Information Officer and Designated Officer (RTI) of Bangladesh Livestock Research
Institute (BLRI) of Savar Upazila of Dhaka District is directed to supplyptamant his
desired information on or before 14.02.2014 subject to pay the cost of information.

2. The Designated Officer (RTI) is directed to deposit money collected as cost of supplied

information in the code of-3301-0001-1807according to sectie® of Right to Information
Act, 2009 and rul8 of Right to Information (regarding information receiving) Rules, 2009.



3. Both parties are directed to inform the Information Commission after implementing the
directions.

Let the copy be sent to the conoed parties.

Signed / Signed /
(Mohammad Abu Taher) (Mohammed Farooq)
Information Commissioner Chief Information Commissioner



Information Commission
Archaeology Building (2nd Floor)
F-4/A, Agargaon Administrative Area
Shere-Bangla Nagar, Dhak&a207
Fax088 02 9110638

Complaint No: 09/2014

Complainant: Mr. Md. Tyed Uddin Khan  Opposite Party: Mr. Md. Abdul Latif

S/O. Md. Syed Uddin Khan Deputy General Manager

Ma Howya Monzil, 2 Floor East (Department of Branch Control)
10/D,Banshbari, Mohammadpt &

Dhakal207. Designated Officer (RTI)

Rajshahi Krishi Unnayan Bank
Head Office, Rajshahi.

Decision Paper
(Date: 2801-2014)

The complainant Mr. Md. Tyed Uddin Khan lodged two separate petitions on 29.09.2013 to Deputy
General Manager (Department of Branch Control) and Designated Officer (RTI) of Rajshahi Krishi
Unnayan Bank, Head Office seeking for the following two informa#iocording to sectieB8(1) of
Right to Information Act, 2009

1 In pursuance of demand by Department of Human Resource in the matter of leave
encashing and remuneration availability of Md. Tyed Uddin Khan, Superior Officer
(Resigned), Department of Law, RKUB, Head Office, Rajshahi the lawful opinion of
dated: 07.08.2012 and 28.11.2012 of Law Advisor presented by Department of Law.
The desired information submitted by the complainant by another prayer

1 The photocopy of investigation report of investigabn committee formed in the matter of
complaint regarding recently violation of a female employee by General Manager Mr.
Md. Ekramul Hoque.

02. In pursuance of the said prayer the Designated Officer supplied the complainant the information
through memao. ProKa/ShaNiBil43/201314/452, dated 220-2013. Being aggrieved by given
information the complainant appealed to General Manager (Operation) and Appellate Authority (RTI)
of Rajshahi Krishi Unnayan Bank, Head Office on 12.11.2013. The Appellate Aut{RTI) Mr.

Nishith Kumar supplied the complainant information by memo no. ProKa/GM(Abgit201314/69
on 04.12.2013. The complainant being aggrieved by given information he submitted complainant to the
Information Commission on 07.01.2014.



03. The matter was discussed in the meeting of the commission on 09.01.2014. According to
decision of the meeting summonses were is issued to the concerned parties fixing the date of hearing o
28.01.2014.

04. On the fixed date of hearing the complaindnt Md. Tyed Uddin Khan; the opposite party
Deputy General Manager (Department of Branch Control) and Designated Officer (RTI) of Rajshahi
Krishi Unnayan Bank, Head Office Mr. Md. Abdul Latif and on behalf of Designated Officer (RTI)
Learned Advocate MiMd. Abdur Razzaque appeared. The complainant mentioned in his statement
that according to Right to Information Act, 2009 he prayed to Designated Officer (RTI) seeking for the
information mentioned in paragraph no.1. The Designated Officer (RTI) submifibechation. Being
aggrieved in obtained information the complainant appealed to Appellate Authority (RTI). After filing
appeal being aggrieved by information given by Appellate Authority (RTI) the complainant submitted
complaint to the Information Commissi.

05. TheDeputy General Manager (Department of Branch Control) and Designated Officer (RTI) of
Rajshahi Krishi Unnayan Bank, Head Office mentioned in his statement that among the desired
information of the complainant the first is lawful opinion sitnot any information according to Right
to Information Act and in case of the second because of not forming investigation committee it was not
possible to supply investigation report.

06. Whether the lawful opinion has been given in note sheet or sspamaeply of such question
of the commission the Learned Lawyer mentioned on behalf of Designated Officer (RTI) that it has
been sent separately. According to Right to Information Act, 2009 the lawful opinion shall be regarded
as information. In that s if lawful opinion is not given or formed investigation committee then the
Designated Officer (RTI) is directed to inform the complainant that matter he agreed on that.

Discussion

After hearing the statemer$ both complainant & Designated Officer (RTI), after reviewing
the submitted evidence it appeared that among the desired information of the complainant, because o
treating the lawful opinion as information according to Right to Information Act, 2@99rnbvidable.
If the investigation committee is not formed the matter to give the investigation report is not
considerable. Because of the Designated Officer (RTI) assuring to supply the desired information of
the complainant according to Right to Infoitima Act, 2009 the complainant can be regarded as
settled.

Decision

After detailed discussion the complaint is disposed of with following directions:

1. TheDeputy General Manager (Department of Branch Control) and Designated Officer (RTI) of
Rajshahi Krishi Unnayan Bank, Head Office is directed to supply complainant his desired
information on or before 05.02.2014 subject to pay the cost of information.



2. The Designated Officer (RTI) is directed to deposit money collected as cost of supplied
information in the code of-3301-00011807according to sectied of Right to Information
Act, 2009 and rulé of Right to Information (regarding information receijirRules, 2009.

3. Both parties are directed to inform the information commission after implementing the
directions.

Let the copy be sent to the concerned parties.

Signed / Signed /
(Mohammad Abu Taher) (Mohammed Farogq
Information Commissioner Chief Information Commissioner



Information Commission
Archaeology Building (2nd Floor)
F-4/A, Agargaon Administrative Area
Shere-Bangla Nagar, Dhak&a207
Fax088 02 9110638

Complaint No: 10/2014

Complainant: Fahmida Mahbub Opposite Party:Mr. Md. Abdul Awal Akanda
FatherM. M. Waliul Mahbub AVP & Manager
House NeG-16 &
Rani Bazar (Batar Goli) Designated Officer (RTI)
PostGhoramara Fairst Security Islami Bank Ltd.
Police StatiorBoalia Shaheb Bazar, Rajshahi Branch
District-Rajshabhi. Rajshahi.

Decision Paper
(Date: 0303-2014)

The complainant Fahmida Mahbub filed application orR0&2013 to Mr. Md. Abdul Awal
Akonda, the AVP & Manager of First Security Islami Bank Ltd., Shaheb Bazar, Rajshahi Branch & the
Designated Officer (RTI) seeking for the following information underisec8(1) of Right to
Information Act, 2009

1 Cheque Book of my savings account maintaining with your reputed bank bearing

N0.-136-:122-00004098 since was lost (Page Nd.3946911394700), | had lodged GD to
Boalia Model Police Station under Rajshahi bearig No-1210 Dated26-01-2012. On last
13-03-2013 one Jamil Akhter produced one page of my lost cheque book bearing
No.-FSIB 1394692 through his own bank account. Your staff issued him cheque return
memo mentioning insufficient fund. My question to you, allthe pages of cheque book
though mentioned in GD & your staff though issued Stop Payment Certificate, how then
they issued cheque return memo mentioning insufficient fund. Whether issue of such
cheque return memo is legal under Banking Act or not?

02. In respect to application Mr. Md. Abdul Awal Akanda, the AVP & Manager of First Security
Islami Bank Ltd., Shaheb Bazar, Rajshahi Branch & the Designated Officer (RTI) served information
to the complainant vide Memo NBSIBL/Raj/2013/2016 Date@5-09-2013. Theinformation served
to her since found irrational & having no logical ground, the complainant filed appeal to Mr. Md.
Jahangir Alam, the Vice President of First Security Islami Bank Ltd., Shaheb Bazar, Rajshahi Branch
& Appellate Authority (RTI) on 2209-2013. After filing the appeal, being found no remedy; he filed
complaint to the Information Commission on-2%42014.

03. On the basis of the decision of the Commission Ba%eP-2013, the commission issued letter
to the Secretary of the Ministry of Ladustice & Parliamentary Affairs to serve opinion whether First
Security Islami Bank Ltd. is Authority or not under Right to Information Act, 2009. Then the Ministry
of Law, Justice & Parliamentary Affairs vide memo N@©.00.0000.129.04.215.41%



Dated20-01-2014 informed that all private banks including First Security Islami Bank Ltd. will be
treated as Authority.

04. Then the agenda was discussed in the meeting of Commissior08&22014. Pursuant to
the decision of meeting summonses were issaetbhcerned parties fixing the date of hearing on
03-03-2014

05. On the date of hearing complainant Fahmida Mahbub & learned attorney Mr. Bidhan Chandra
Saha for & on behalf of opposite party Mr. Md. Abdul Awal Akanda, the AVP & Manager of First
Securitylslami Bank Ltd., Shaheb Bazar, Rajshahi Branch & the Designated Officer(RTI) are present.
The Complainant mentioned in her statement that she filed application to the Designated Officer (RTI)
under Right to Information Act, 2009 seeking for informatioentioned in articl®l. Since the
information served by the Designated Officer (RTI) found not satisfactory, she filed appeal to the
Appellate Authority (RTI). After filing the appeal being found no remedy, she filed complaint to
Information Commission.

06. The AVP & Manager of First Security Islami Bank Ltd., Shaheb Bazar, Rajshahi Branch & the
Designated Officer (RTI) mentioned in his statement that, on receipt of application for information,
information was provided to the complainant. The complainaimgblost her cheque book filed GD
and filed application to issue new cheque book & stop payment certificate. On receipt of cheque signed
by the complainant, checking the balance, issued dishonour slip. If the amount of cheque available in
account, when picess to debit the amount can know about stop payment. Learned attorney in his
statement said that, basis to banking rule some process or procedure are to be followed. Any cheque |
produce for payment in account inquiry balance & signature of accoumrh@iserving the balance
of produced cheque being put tick in insufficient fund of printed column of cheque return and returned
the cheque. If the account shows sufficient fund, then the second step where all information including
stop payment. Mentioninifpe software methodology, the Designated Officer (RTI) mentioned that the
information sought for by the complainant was served.

07. After issuance of Stop Payment Certificate whether can issue cheque return memo mentioning
insufficient fund or not? Inaply of such question by the commission, the Designated Officer (RTI)
informed that cheque return would be issued. The commission reached in conclusion to direct the
Designated Commission (RTI) to serve the information to the complainant prayed fontezl¢asio
it.

Discussion

After hearing and reviewing the submitted evidences of both the complainant and Designated
Officer (RTI) it was found that, the Designated Officer (RTI) though served information to the
complainant undemrevailing software methodology of Bank but she was not satisfied with
information served to her. The Designated Officer (RTI) since ensured to serve information sought for
by the complainant as directed by the commission, the complaint seems to beodiablesp



Decision
After discussion in details the complaint is disposed of with following instructions:

1. The AVP & Manager of First Security Islami Bank Ltd., Shaheb Bazar, Rajshahi Branch & the
Designated Officer (RTI) is directed to serve the information sought for by the complainant as
per article No:O7 subject to pay the cost of information on or be@¥©3-2014.

2. Designated Officer(RTI) is directed to deposit money collected as cost of information
delivered under sectie® of Right to Information Act, 2009 and under seci®nof Right to

Information (regarding obtain information) Rules, 2009 teegoment treasury in financial
code Ne1-3301-0001-1807.

3. Both parties are instructed to inform the Information Commission after implementation of
direction.

Let the copy be served to the parties concerned.
Signed / Signed /

(Prof. Dr. Sadeka Hian) (Mohammed Farooq)
Information Commissioner Chief Information Commissioner



Information Commission
Archaeology Building (2nd Floor)
F-4/A, Agargaon Administrative Area
Shere-Bangla Nagar, Dhak&a207
Fax088 02 9110638

Complaint No: 11/2014

Complainant: Mr. Nazmus Sakib Opposite Party:Mr. Humayun Kabir
S/O. Faridul Alam Director (Admin)
F. R. Tower, 8/C, Panthapath &
Shukrabad, Dhak&207. Designated Officer (RTI)

National Human Rights Commission
Gulfesha Plaza, 8

Shahid Sangbadik Selina Parvin Shari
Moghbazar, Dhakd217.

Decision Paper
(Date: 2403-2014)

The complainant Mr. Nazmus Sakib mentioned in his submitted complaiaftdahearing in
the matter of complaint no. 96/2013 according to direction given by the Information Commission the
Designated Officer (RTI) did not supply information within 31.10.2013. The Director (Admin) and
Designated Officer (RTI) of National Hum&ights Commission, Mr. Humayun Kabir because of not
supplying information the complainant filed complaint again to the Information Commission on
13.01.2014.

02. The matter was discussed in the meeting on 09.02.2014. According to decision of the
meeting ammonses were issued to the concerned parties fixing the date of hearing on 03.03.2014.

03. The Designated Officer (RTI) prayed on 02.03.2014 seeking for time. The prayer for time
has been sanctioned by the commission and fixing date of hearing ag&@r2@44and summonses
were issued to the complainant and Designated Officer (RTI).

04. On the fixed date of hearing the complainant Mr. Nazmus Sakib did not appear; the opposite
party Director (Admin) and Designated Officer (RTI) of National Human Riglisimission, Mr.
Humayun Kabir appeared. On the fixed date of hearing at 10:55 a.m the telephonic conversation has
been held between the complainant and Computer Operator of Information Commission Mr. Md.
Mizanur Rahman. It came to know by discussion thatlétter has been sent to the applicant by the
Designated Officer (RTI) to pay information cost. The complainant informed that he would collect
information by paying information cost contacting with Designated Officer (RTI). For this reason, he
remained bsent at the time of hearing.

05. The Director (Admin) and Designated Officer (RTI) of National Human Rights
Commission mentioned in his statement that the complainant after praying again the matter was



presented in the meeting of National Human Riglisi@ission and the decision has been taken in the
meeting in the matter of supplying desired information of the complainant. According to decision of
the meeting the complainant has been sent letter to take information by paying information cost.

Discusson

After hearing the statements of Designated Officer (RTI) & after reviewing the submitted
evidence it appeared that the Designated Officer (RTI) has sent complainant the letter to take
information by paying information cost. The complainant receiveadrlaind has assured the matter
over telephonic conversation to this effect that he would collect information by paying information
cost. The Designated Officer (RTI) because of assuring to supply desired information of the
complainant, the complaint seetosbe disposable.

Decision

After detailed discussion the complaint is disposed of with the following directions:

01.TheDirector (Admin) and Designated Officer (RTI) of National Human Rights Commission is
directed to supply complainant his desired information subject to pay the cost of information.

02.The Designated Officer (RTI) is directed to deposit money colleagedost of supplied
information in the code of-3301-00011807according to sectie® of Right to Information
Act, 2009 and ruk8 of Right to Information (regarding information receiving) Rules, 2009.

03.Both parties are directed to inform the Inforraat Commission after implementing the
directions.

Let the copy be sent to the concerned parties.

Signed / Signed/ Signed 4
(Prof. Dr. Sadeka Halim) (Mohammad Abu Taher) (Mohammed Farooq)
Information Commissioner Information Commissioner Chief Information

Commissioner



Information Commission
Archaeology Building (2nd Floor)
F-4/A, Agargaon Administrative Area
Shere-Bangla Nagar, Dhak&a207
Fax088 02 9110638

Complaint No: 12/2014

Complainant: Mr. Ashraful Islam Joy Opposite Party:Mr. Md. Sujauddoula
S/O. Late Lutfur Rahman Assistant Commissioner
S. B. Fazlul Hoque Road &
(In front of Labour Designated Officer (RTI)
& Welfare Centre) Office of the Deputy Commissionel
Mirpur, Sirajgan]. Sirajgan;.

Decision Paper
(Date: 0303-2014)

The complainant Mr. Ashraful Islam Joy lodged petition on 29.09.2013 to the  Assistant
Commissioner and Designated Officer (RTI) of office of the Deputy Commissioner, Sirajganj seeking
for the following hformation according to sectieB(1) of Right to Information Act, 2009

(a) The copy of information regarding rule & method of publication of Online Newspaper
(which is not published as print, publish only online) and the law & regulation about
Online Newspaper Registration and the copy of direction of Ministry of Information and
other Superior Authorities.

(b) How many Online Newspapers have been registered Bangladesh from 2009 to August
2013, its list.

(c) How many registered online newspapers remaining in Rajshahi Division, its list
combined with name & address.

(d) I want the copy of information regarding rules & regulation of taking declaration by
District Magistrate in case of publication of online newspaper (which is not published as
print, publish only online). Moreover, the declaration has been given by the District
Magistrates in the country for how much online newspapers, its list.

(e) How many Online Newspapers (which is not published as print, publish only online) have
been registered from Sirajganj from last January 2009 to August 2013, its list. To publish
these newspapers, how, in which method the declaration has been given by the District
Magistrate, copy of its information.

(f) The declaration of sirajgonjnews24.com andwww.sirajganjnews.com published from
Sirajganj has been given in which date, want to see the copy & declaration of information
along with its year, date and photocopy.

(g) The declaration and registration for how many Online Newspapers (which is not
published as print, publish only online) has been given by Press Publication (Declaration
& Registration) Act, its list.




02. In pursuance of the said prayer the Designated €DffiRTI) of office of the Deputy
Commissioner, Sirajganj supplied complainant the information through memo no.
05.50.8800.015.02.005.41D4 on 22.10.2013. Being dissatisfied with the supplied information the
complainant appealed to Mr. Helal Uddin Ahmean@nissioner and Appellate Authority, office of
the Divisional Commissioner, Rajshahi Division, Rajshahi on 18.11.2013. After filing appeal Mr.
Dipankar Ray, Assistant Commissioner of office of the Divisional Commissioner, Rajshahi Division,
Rajshahi inforned the complainant through memo no. 05.430000.012.02.6Q6230n 09.12.2013
to this effect that among his desired information other than the information supplied by office of the
Deputy Commissioner, Sirajganj, the rest information is preserved andlgdotes by Ministry of
Information. Being directed he requested the complainant to collect the rest information from the
Ministry of Information. Being dissatisfied by the said decision the complainant submitted complaint
to the Information Commission on 22.2014 seeking for the remedy according to Right to
Information Act.

03. The matter was discussed in the meeting on 09.02.2014. According to decision of the meeting
summonses were issued to the concerned parties fixing the date of hearing on 03.03.2014

04. On the fixed date of hearing the complainant Mr. Ashraful Islam Joy appeared and the opposite
party Assistant Commissioner and Designated Officer (RTI) of office of the Deputy Commissioner,
Sirajganj, Mr. Sujauddoula appeared. The Designated OffEl) mentioned in his statement that
among the desired information of the complainant as far as was preserved in his office he has provided
he has informed to this effect that there is no more information in his office. Moreover, the Appellate
Authority (RTI) informed the complainant to this effect that other than the information supplied by
Deputy Commissioner, Sirajganj, the rest information is preserved and providable by the Ministry of
Information. He has directed to collect the rest information fiinistry of Information.

Discussion

After hearing the statements of Designated Officer (RTI) & after reviewing the submitted
evidences it appeared that the Designated Officer (RTI) has supplied the complainant the information
as far as was available abdcause of not remaining the rest information in his office he has informed
that. Moreover, the Appellate Authority (RTI) informed the complainant other than the information
supplied by the Deputy Commissioner, Sirajganj the rest information is presardegayable by
Ministry of Information. He has directed to collect the rest information from the Ministry of
Information. Because of being the proper reply given by Designated Officer (RTI) and direction of
Appellate Authority (RTI) the complaint can beyeeded as settled.



Decision

Since, the Designated Officer (RTI) has supplied the complaint the information and since the
Appeal Authority (RTI) has directed the complainant in the matter of receiving rest information. So,
because of being the proper information supplied by Desigr@teder and direction given by
Appellate Authority (RTI) the complaint is disposed of.

Let the copy be sent to the concerned parties.

Signed / Signed /
(Prof. Dr. Sadeka Halim) (Mohammed Farooq)
Information Commissioner Chief Information Commisioner



Information Commission
Archaeology Building (2nd Floor)
F-4/A, Agargaon Administrative Area
Shere-Bangla Nagar, Dhak&a207
Fax088 02 9110638

Complaint No: 13/2014

Complainant: Mr. Mowlana Kari Md. Elias Opposite PartySubRegistrar
S/O. Kari Hasmot Al &
Vill+P.O: Mechera Designated Officer (RTI)
Upazila: Hossainpur Nandail, Mymensingh.

Dist: Kishoregan|.

Decision Paper
(Date: 0303-2014)

The complainant filing complaint in Information Commission on 22014 inform that in
pursuance of his submitted complaint no. 82/2013 after taking hearing by the commission after giving
decision the Designated Officer has supplied the photocopy of memo no. 2711, but he did not give any
attested copy. He did not supplyyacopy of report of investigation from District Registrar.

02. The matter was discussed in the meeting on 09.02.2014. According to decision of the
meeting summonses were issued to the concerned parties fixing the date of hearing on 03.03.2014.

03. Onthe fixed date of hearing the complainant Mr. Moulana Kari Md. Elias appeared; the
opposite party Sub Registrar and Designated Officer (RTI), Nandail, Mymensing did not appear. The
complainant mentioned in his statement that in pursuance of complai2/2018 after taking hearing
by the Information Commission after giving decision the Designated Officer (RTI) was paid Tk. 60
(sixty) as information cost. In pursuance of that he has submitted only 01 (one) copy of photocopy of
memo no.2711 of Office of thBistrict Registrar, Mymensingh but did not supply any report of
investigation.

Discussion

After hearing the statements of complainant, after reviewing the submitted evidences it
appeared that the complainant has been supplied the photocopy of lettgrraemo no. 2711 by the
Designated Officer (RTI) but did not supply copy of any investigation report. According to Right to
Information Act, 2009 by directing the Designated Officer (RTI) to supply the complainant his
requested information the complagan be regarded as settled.



Decision

After detailed discussion the complaint is disposed of with the following directions:

01.The Sub Registrar and Designated Officer (RTI), Nandail, Mymensingh is directed to supply
complainant his desired infoation on or before 12.03.2014 subject to pay the cost of
information.

02.The Designated Officer (RTI) is directed to deposit thenay collected as cost of supplied
information in the code of-3301-00011807according to sectie® of Right to Information
Act, 2009 and rul8 of Right to Information (regarding information receiving) Rules, 2009.

03.Both parties are directed to imfo the Information commission after implementing the
directions.

Let the copy be sent to the concerned parties.

Signed / Signed /
(Prof. Dr. Sadeka Halim) (Mohammed Farooq)
Information Commissioner Chief Information Commissioner



Information Commission
Archaeology Building (2nd Floor)
F-4/A, Agargaon Administrative Area
Shere-Bangla Nagar, Dhak&a207
Fax088 02 9110638

Complaint No: 14/2014

ComplainantMr. Md. Abdullah Al Raihan  Opposite PartyMr. Hossain Mohammad Emran

S/O. Siraj Uddin Education Officer
E-34, Agargaon &
Dhakal207. Designated Officer (RTI)

Department of Primary Educatior
Mirpur, Dhaka.

Decision Paper
(Date: 2904-2014)

The complainant Mr. Md. Abdullah Al Raihan lodged petition by GEP Post on 27.10.2013 to
Education Officer & Designated Officer (RTI) of Department of Primary Education Mr. Hossain
Mohammad Emran seeking for the following written information accordingctaiose3(1) of Right to
Information Act, 2009

T I n t he Il i ght of D. O. Letter of Mr . Md . N
Parliament, Lakshmipur-3 submitted on 13.03.2013, the information regarding progress
in the matter of providing the instrument of gorts in the stated 06 Primary School.

02. Having not found the desired information within fixed time the complainant appealed to
Director General and Appellate Authority (RTI) of Department of Primary Education on 29.12.2013.
Despite of filing appeal hang not found any remedy he submitted complaint to the Information
Commission on 02.02.2014.

03. The matter was discussed in the meeting on 09.02.2014. According to decision of the meeting
summonses were issued to the concerned parties fixing thef dhe@rimg on 03.03.2014.

04. The complainant prayed seeking time. The prayer for time is sanctioned by the commission.
Fixing the date of hearing again on 24.03.2014 summonses were issued to the complainant anc
Designated Officer (RTI).

05. The Desigrntad Officer (RTI) prayed seeking time. The prayer for time is sanctioned by the
commission. Fixing date of hearing again on 29.04.2014 summonses were issued to the complainan
and Designated Officer (RTI).

06. On fixed date of hearing the complainant Md. Abdullah Al Raihan did not appear. The
opposite party Education Officer and Designated Officer (RTI) of Department of Primary Education



Mr. Hossain Mohammad Emran appeared. The Designated Officer (RTI) mentioned in his statement
that no prayer was fou from the complainant. After filing appeal he has been informed regarding
desired information of the complainant. He mor
receiving any prayer from the complainant, because of not informing regar@ihgiter of Member of
Parliament and because of not getting enclosed copy regarding name, address of 06 schools it was ne
possible to supply information to the complainant.

07. The complainant has sought the description of instrument for sports. Imatiex if the
complainant pray to the Designated Officer (RTI) of Department of Sports, he may get information.
In this matter the Designated Officer (RTI) could inform to the complainant, in pursuance of such
opinion of the commission the Designatedfic@r (RTI) expresses his consent in the matter of
informing to the complainant.

Discussion

After hearing the statements of Designated Officer (RTI) and after reviewing the submitted
evidence it appead that for the desired information of the complainant, having not prayed to
Designated Officer (RTI) of Department of Primary Education if prayed to Designated Officer (RTI) of
Department of Sports it would be easier to get desired information. The Btesigdfficer (RTI)
because of assuring to give advice to the complainant to get his desired information the complaint
seems to be disposable.

Decision
After detailed discussion the complaint is disposed of with the following directions:

1. The Designted Officer (RTI) of Department of Primary Education is directed to advice the
complainant to pray to Designated Officer (RTI) of Department of Sports.

2. Both parties are directed to inform the Information Commission after implementing the
direction.

Let the copy be sent to the concerned parties.

Signed / Signed/ Signed /
(Prof. Dr. Sadeka Halim) (Mohammad Abu Taher) (Mohammed Farooq)
Information Commissioner Information Commissioner Chief Information

Commissioner



Information Commission
Archaeology Building (2nd Floor)
F-4/A, Agargaon Administrative Area
Shere-Bangla Nagar, Dhak&a207
Fax088 02 9110638

Complaint No: 15/2014

Complainant: Mr. Igbal Hossain Forkan Opposite Party:Mr. Md. Mizbah Uddin Mollah

S/O. Late Alhaj M. A. Fattah Assistant Secretary

8/G, Concord Grand & _

169/1, Shantinagar Designated Officer (RTI)

Ddhakal217. Department of Rural Development &
Cooperative

Ministry of Rural Development & Coperative
Bangladesh Secretariat, Dhakd00.

Decision Paper
(Date: 2403-2014)

The complainant Mr. Igbal Hossain Forkan lodged application on 14.11.2013 to the Designated
Officer (RTI) of Department of Rural Development & -©perative seeking for the following written
information according to sdon-8(1) of Right to Information Act, 2009

1 Being aggrieved against order to cancel the registration of Chandradwip
Co-operative Society Ltd. through order no. 253, dated: 26.08.2013 of Registrar of
Department of Co-operative, according to rulel119(4) of Coeoperative Society
Regulation, 2004 when fed appeal to Secretary, Department of Rural Development
& Co-operative on | ast 04.09.2013, t he Ho
submitted appeal on 06.10.2013. After the said hearing the copy of order given by the
Hondobl e Secretary.

02. Not getting any information within the specific time the complainant appealed to Secretary
and Appellate Authority (RTI) of Department of Rural Development &operative on 15.12.2013.
Despite of filing of appeal prayer having not found any remedgdheplainant filed complaint to the
Information Commission on 04.02.2014.

03. The matter was discussed in the meeting on 06.03.2014. According to decision of the
meeting summonses were issued to the concerned patrties fixing the date of hearing ddil24.03.2

04. On the fixed date of hearing the complainant Mr.Igbal Hossain Forkan and the opposite
party Mr. Md. Mizbah Uddin Molla, Assistant Secretary & Designated Officer (RTI) appeared. The
complainant mentioned in his statement that according to Rigfoianation Act, 2008 he prayed to
Designated Officer (RTI) seeking for the information mentioned in paragraph no.1. Not getting the
requested information he filed appeal to the Appellate Authority (RTI). Despite of filing appeal having
not found any renay he submitted complaint to the Information Commission.



05. The Designated Officer (RTI) of Department of Rural Development &oevative
mentioned in his statement that he did not receive the copy of prayer for getting information. After
receiving smmon he came to know searching the concerned section that the complainant had been
supplied his desired information on 05.11.2013. He also came with information.

Discussion

After hearing the statements of complainant and Designated Officer (RTIjtandeaiewing
the submitted evidence it appeared that the complainant has been supplied information before from the
concerned section. The complainant because of not obtaining information, because of the Designatec

Officer (RTI) assuring to supply inforrtian again, the complaint seems to be disposable.

Decision
After detailed discussion the complaint is disposed of with the following directions:
1. The Designated Officer (RTI) of Department of Rural Development &@&rative is directed
to supply tle complainant his desired information subject to pay the cost of information.

2. The Designated Officer (RTI) is directed to deposit money collected as cost of supplied
information in the code of-3301-0001-1807according to sectie® of Right to Information
Act, 2009 and ruk8 of Right to Information (regarding information receiving) Rules, 2009.

3. Both parties are directed to inform the Information Commission after implementing the
direction.

Let the copy be sent to the conued parties.

Signed / Signed/ Signed 4
(Prof. Dr. Sadeka Halim) (Mohammad Abu Taher) (Mohammed Farooq)
Information Commissioner Information Commissioner Chief Information

Commissioner



Information Commission
Archaeology Building (2nd Floor)
F-4/A, Agargaon Administrative Area
Shere-Bangla Nagar, Dhak&a207
Fax088 02 9110638

Complaint No: 16/2014

Complainant: Munshi Md. Mohsin Shahin  Opposite Partyulr. Md. Abdur Rahman

Computer Demonstrator Principal

Sheikh Borhanuddin College Sheikh Borhanuddin College

62, Nazimuddin Road 62, Nazimuddin Road
Dhaka1100. Dhaka1100.

Decision Paper
(Date: 2403-20149

The complainant Munshi Md. Mohsin Shahin submitted complaint to the Information
Commission on 04.02.2014 that according to Right to Information Act no Designated Officer (RTI)
was appointed by the authority of Sheikh Borhanuddin College. He mentionednplaga that
because of not appointing Designated Officer (RTI) he could not apply to get information.

02. The matter was discussed in the meeting on 06.03.2014. According to decision of the
meeting summonses were issued to the concerned parties figidgte of hearing on 24.03.2014.

03. On the fixed date of hearing the complainant Munshi Md. Mohsin Shahin and the opposite
party the acting Principal of Sheikh Borhanuddin College Mr. Md. Abdur Rahman appeared. The
complainant mentioned in his statemtvat because of not appointing Designated Officer (RTI) in the
said college he could not apply seeking for some information of the college.

04. The acting Principal of Sheikh Borhanuddin College mentioned in his statement that he was
not informed abouRight to Information Act, 2009. After receiving summon being informed about
Right to Information Act the Designated Officer (RTI) has been appointed to this effect he informed to
the commission and begged apology for not knowing about Act.

05. As Pringpal he may appoint himself as Designated Officer (RTI) or any other teacher of the
college. The commission expressed opinion that President of Governing Body shall be the Appellate
Authority (RTI).



Discussion

After hearing the statements of comptaihand Designated Officer (RTI) and after reviewing
the submitted evidence it appeared that the Principal was not informed about Right to Information Act,
2009. Subsequently the Designated Officer (RTI) has been appointed. Because of assuring the
commisson to appoint Principal Self of College or any teacher of college as Designated Officer (RTI)
and by fixing President of Governing Body of College as Appellate Authority (RTI), the complaint
seems to be disposable.

Decision

After detailed discussion the complaint is disposed of with the following written direction:

01.The Acting Principal of Sheikh Borhanuddin College is directed to inform the commission
appointing Principal himself or any teacher of college as Desig@dtexr (RTI) and fixing
President of Governing Body of college as Appellate Authority (RTI).

02. After appointing Designated Officer (RTI) if the complaint apply to get information to
Designated Officer (RTI), it is directed to provide complainantksred information subject

to get information cost.

03.Both parties are directed to inform the Information Commission after the direction.

Let the copy be sent to the concerned parties.

Signed / Signed/ Signed 4
(Prof. Dr. Sadeka Halim) (Mohammad Abu Taher) (Mohammed Farooq)
Information Commissioner Information Commissioner Chief Information

Commissioner



Information Commission
Archaeology Building (2nd Floor)
F-4/A, Agargaon Administrative Area
Shere-Bangla Nagar, Dhak&a207
Fax088 02 9110638

Complaint No: 17/2014

Complainant: Mr. A.A.M. Ekramul Hoque Asac Opposite Party:Mr. Md. Hafizur Rahman

Editor & Publisher Upazila Food Controller
Nirbhik Songbad, 57 &

East Tejturi Bazar Designated Officer (RTI)
Rahman Mansion (3Floor) Satkhira Sadar, Satkhira.

Farmgate, Dhaka?215.

Decision Paper
(Date: 2904-20149

The canplainant Mr. A. M. M. Ekramul Hoque informed in his prayer that earlier after hearing
in the matter of his submitted complaint no. 91/2013 although directed to supply information by
Information Commission, the Designated Officer (RTI) did not supply mébion. Because of the
Designated Officer (RTI) not supplying information, the complainant filed complaint again to the
Information Commission on 05.02.2014 to get desired information.

02. The matter was discussed in the meeting on 06.03.2014. Acctodderision of the
meeting summonses were issued to the concerned parties fixing the date of hearing on 24.03.2014.

03. The Designated Officer (RTI) prayed seeking time. The prayer for time was sanctioned by
commission. Fixing the date of hearing agaim 29.04.2014, summonses were issued to the
complainant and Designated Officer (RTI).

04. On fixed date of hearing the complainant A. A. M. Ekramul Hoque Asad and the opposite
party Upazila Food Controller and Designated Officer (RTI) of Sadar Up&alkhira Mr. Md.
Hafizur Rahman appeared. The complainant mentioned in his statement that according to the decisior
of the commi ssion the Designated Officer (RTI
name and addressndfimiobimafi oKaof paKhaa part
He submitted complainant again to the Information Commission to get entire information.

05. The Designated Officer (RTI) of Sadar Upazila of Satkhira District mentioned in his
statement thaténgot new duty as Designated Officer (RTI). Among the desired information he has
supplied rest information of O06Kad other than
0Khadé part. According to the doisupplcrestirdonmatohoft he
the complainant by next 07 (seven) days.



06. The amount of allotment of mill of which year he sought to know, in reply of such question
of the commission the complainant informed that he wanted to know the informatioryeat2013.

Discussion

After hearing both the complainant and Designated Officer (RTI) and after reviewing the
submitted evidence it appeared that the partial information of desired information of the complainant
has been supplied by the Designated Officer (RTI). Because ofrastu supply rest information of
the complainant by the Designated Officer (RTI), the complainant seems to be disposable.

Decision

After detailed discussion the complaint is disposed of with the following direction:

01.The Food Controller and Degiated Officer (RTI) of Sadar Upazila of Satkhira District is
directed to supply compl ainant his desired
the yeai2013 on or before 11.05.2014 subject to pay the cost of information.

02.The Designad Officer (RTI) is directed to deposit money collected as cost of supplied
information in the code of-3301-00011807according to sectied of Right to Information
Act, 2009 and rulé of Right to Information (regarding information receiving) Rules, 2009

03.Both parties are directed to inform the Information Commission after implementing the
directions.

Let the copy be sent to the concerned parties.

Signed / Signed/ Signed /
(Prof. Dr. Sadeka Halim) (Mohammad Abu Taher) (Mohammed Farooq)
Information Commissioner Information Commissioner Chief Information

Commissioner



Information Commission
Archaeology Building (2nd Floor)
F-4/A, Agargaon Administrative Area
Shere-Bangla Nagar, Dhak&a207
Fax088 02 9110638

Complaint No: 18/2014

Complainant:Mr. A. A. M. Ekramul Hoque Asad Opposite Party: Upazila Secondary Educat

Editor & Publisher Officer

Nirbhik Songbad, 57, East Tejturi Baze &

Rahman Mansion {3Floor) Designated @icer (RTI)

Farmgate, Dhaka?215. Upazila Secondary Education
Officer

Tala, Satkhira.

Decision Paper
(Date: 2904-2014)

The complainant Mr. A. M. M. Ekramul Hoque informed in his application that in the
meantime, after hearing in the matter of his submitted contplaird0/2013 although the Information
Commission directed to supply information by the Designated Officer (RTI) did not supply
information. Because of the Designated Officer (RTI) not supplying information the complainant filed
complaint again to the Infmation Commission on 05.02.2014 to get desired information.

02. The matter was discussed in the meeting of the commission on 06.03.2014. According to
the decision of the meeting, summonses were issued to the concerned parties fixing the date of hearin
on 24.03.2014.

03. On the fixed date of hearing the complainant Mr. A. A. M. Ekramul Hoque Asad appeared.
On behalf of Designated Officer (RTI) Sheikh Farid Ahmed, Office Assistant, Upazila Secondary
Education Office, Tala, Satkhira prayed for time bgngsent in the commission. The prayer for time
is sanctioned by the commission. Fixing the date of hearing again on 29.04.2014 summonses were
issued to the complainant and Designated Officer (RTI).

04. On the fixed date of hearing the complainant andigdated Officer appeared. The
complainant by submitting letter to Information Commission mentioned that he has obtained desired
information. At present he has no complaint, so, he has requested to direct to revoke the complaint.

Discussion

After reviewng the submitted written evidence of the complainant it appeared that the
complainant has been supplied the information by Designated Officer (RTI). The complainant has
obtained information and has requested to revoke the complainant so, the compéanantcs be
disposable.



Decision

Since, the complainant has obtained desired information and prayed to revoke the complainant,
so, the complaint is disposed of with permission for revoking.

Let the copy be sent to the concerned parties.

Signed / Signed/ Signed /
(Prof. Dr. Sadeka Halim) (Mohammad Abu Taher) (Mohammed Farooq)
Information Commissioner Information Commissioner Chief Information

Commissioner



Information Commission
Archaeology Building (2nd Floor)
F-4/A, Agargaon Administrate Area
Shere-Bangla Nagar, Dhak&a207
Fax088 02 9110638

Complaint No: 19/2014

Complainant: Mr. Golam Mostafa Jibon Opposite Party:Mr. Md. Sujauddoula

S/O. Gazi Md. Moyez Uddir AssistantCommissioner

Sarker &

Railway Colony Designated Officer (RTI)
(Adjacent to Markus Mosque) Office of the Deputy Commissioner
Sirajgan;. Sirajgan;.

Decision Paper
(Date: 2403-2014)

The complainant Mr. Golam Mostafa Jibon having not found information of his submitted
complaint no. 02/2014iléd complaint again to the Information Commission against Assistant
Commissioner and Designated Officer (RTI) of office of the Deputy Commissioner, Sirajganj, Md.
Sujauddoula on 12.02.2014. He mentioned in his complaint that after hearing in the matter of
complaint no. 02/2014 according to direction given by Information Commission, no information was
supplied by Designated Officer (RTI). Because of the Designated Officer (RTI) not supplying
information the complainant filed complaint again to the InforamatCommission on 12.02.2014 to
get desired information.

02. The matter was discussed in the meeting on 06.03.2014. According to decision of the
meeting summonses were issued to the concerned parties fixing the date of hearing on 24.03.2014.

03. On thdixed date of hearing the complainant and Designated Officer (RTI) appeared. The
complainant by submitting letter to Information Commission mentioned that he has obtained
information. At present he has no complaint, so, he has requested to direct tamevakmplaint.

Discussion

After reviewing the submitted evidence of the complainant it appeared that the complainant has
been supplied the information by Designated Officer (RTI). The complainant has obtained information
and has requested to revoke tloenplainant so, the complainant seems to be disposable.



Decision

Since, the complainant has obtained information and prayed to revoke the complainant, so, the
complaint | disposed of along with permission for revoking.

Let the copy be sent to tlvkencerned parties.

Signed / Signed/ Signed /
(Prof. Dr. Sadeka Halim) (Mohammad Abu Taher) (Mohammed Farooq)
Information Commissioner Information Commissioner Chief Information

Commissioner



Information Commission
Archaeology Building (2nd Floor)
F-4/A, Agargaon Administrative Area
Shere-Bangla Nagar, Dhak&a207
Fax088 02 9110638

Complaint No: 20/2014

Complainant: Mr. Md. Manik Miah Opposite Party: Upadla Nirbahi Officer
S/O. Md. Abbas Ali &
Harua East Fishery Road Assistant Commissioner (Land)
Kishoregan;. (Addl.Duty)
&
Designated Officer (RTI)

Kishoreganj Sadar.

Decision Paper
(Date: 2904-2014)

The complainant Mr. Md. Manik Miah lodged petition on 12.06.2013 to Assistant Commissioner
(Land) and Designated Officer (RTI) of Kishoreganj Sadar Mr. Md. Nuruzzaman seeking for the
following information according to sectie(1) of Right to Information At, 2009:

1 A. K. M. Fazlul Hoque, Revenue Deputy Collector, Kishoreganj directed lodging
separate Misc. Suit in the stated matter of the petitioner through Memo No.
2-7/24/09,1756/1(3)S.A/T, dated: 27.08.2009 of office of the Deputy Commissioner
(Revenug, Section Kishoreganj, after hearing of the both parties to take necessary action
to Assistant Commissioner (Land), Kishoreganj Sadar, the photocopy of the said Misc.
suit and photocopy of serving notice to the parties and photocopy of taking necessary
action.

02. Having not found desired information within fixed time the complainant appealed to Deputy
Commissioner and Appellate Authority (RTI), Kishoreganj Mr. Md. Siddiqur Rahman on 24.07.2013.
Despite of filing appeal having not found any remedy he submitted complaint to the Information
Commission on 17.02.2014.

03. The matter was discussed in the mgebn 06.03.2014. According to the decision of the
meeting summonses were issued to the concerned parties fixing the date of hearing on 24.03.2014.

04. On the fixed date of hearing the complainant Mr. Md. Manik Miah appeared. On behalf of
Designated Ofter (RTI) Mr. Md. Abdur Rafigue Khan, Kanungo, Upazila Land Office, Kishoreganj
Sadar being present in commission prayed for time. Prayer for time was sanctioned by the commission
and fixing the date of hearing again on 29.04.2014 and summonses weatdagfigecomplainant and
Designated Officer (RTI).



05. On the fixed date of hearing the complainant and Designated Officer (RTI) are absent. The
complainant by submitting letter to the Information Commission mentioned that he has obtained
desired informabn. At present he has no complaint, so, he has requested to direct to revoke the
complaint.

06. The Upazila Nirbahi Officer and Assistant Commissioner (Land) and Designated Officer
(RTI) of Kishoreganj Sadar in pursuance of receiving information ofctimeplainant has sent the
prayer for revoking the complaint to take necessary action.

Discussion

After reviewing the submitted evidence of the complainant it appeared that the complainant has
been supplied his desired information by Designated Offie@il)( The complainant has obtained
information and has requested to revoke the complainant so, the complainant seems to be disposable

Decision

Since, the complainant has obtained information and prayed to revoke the complainant, so, the

complaint is dsposed of along with permission for revoking.

Let the copy be sent to the concerned parties.

Signed / Signed/ Signed /
(Prof. Dr. Sadeka Halim) (Mohammad Abu Taher) (Mohammed Farooq)
Information Commissioner Information Commissioner Chief Infomation

Commissioner



Information Commission
Archaeology Building (2nd Floor)
F-4/A, Agargaon Administrative Area
Shere-Bangla Nagar, Dhak&a207
Fax088 02 9110638

Complaint No: 21/2014

Complainant: Mr. Md. Mozammel Hoque  Opposite Party:Dr. Jahurul Amin Miah

S/O. Late Munshi Mortuz Al Deputy Director

Fire Service Academy &

30, R. K. Dash Road, Sutrapur Designated Officer (RTI)
Dhaka1100. Fire Service & Civil Defence

Dhaka Division, Dhaka.

Decision Paper
(Date: 27-03-2014)

The comphinant Mr. Md. Mozammel Hoque lodged petition on 15.12.2013 to Deputy Director
and Designated Officer (RTI) of Fire Service and Civil Defence, Headquarter, Dhaka Mr. Jahurul
Amin Miah seeking for the following information according to secgh) of Rightto Information

Act, 2009
1.

2.

Total amount of money spent by the Fire Service and civil Defence in Dhaka in the
head of litigation in different courts during the financial year 20132013.

Total number of cases filed and/or defended and/or continuing b¥fire Service and
Civil Defence in different courts in Dhaka (names of the parties with list) during the
financial year 20132013.

Total number of cases filed against the officials of the Fire Service and civil Defence in
their personal names, expensespent in these cases and statement on how these
expenses has been met with particular reference to head of expense.

Total amount of legal fees paid to senior Advocate Mr. Abdur Rob Chowdhury and
Mr. Matiur Rahman along with appointed legal advisor Mr. Abdul Kader while
hearing the AT case no. 235/09 dated 03.11.2013 before the Administrative Appellate
Tribunal. Statement on how and from which head this legal fees have been made out.

02. In pursuance of prayer the Designated Officer (RTI) informectdihgplainant through
letter to this effect that the desired information is not preserved in his office through memo no.2668/2,
dated: 31.12.2013. Having not found desired information the complainant appealed to Director General
and Appellate Authority (RTlof Fire Service and Civil Defence on 14.01.2014. Despite of filing
appeal having not found any remedy he submitted complaint to the Information Commission on
17.02.2014.



03. The matter was discussed in the meeting on 06.03.2014. According to detigien o
meeting summonses were issued to the concerned parties fixing the date of hearing on 27.03.2014.

04. On the fixed date of hearing the complainant Mr. Md. Mozammel Hoque and Deputy
Director and Designated Officer (RTI) of Fire Service and Civil Deég Dhaka Division, Dhaka Mr.
Jahurul Amin Miah appeared. The complainant mentioned in his statement that according to Right to
Information Act, 2009 he filed application to Designated Officer (RTI) seeking for the information
mentioned in paragraph no.Qh pursuance of said prayer the Designated Officer (RTI) served letter to
this effect that the desired information is not preserved in his office on memo no. 2668/2, dated:
31.12.2013. Being dissatisfied with the obtained information he appealed tdat@peithority (RTI).

After filing appeal, the authority sent letter to the Senior Secretary of Ministry of Home Affairs seeking
direction for supplying desired information. Subsequently having not found any remedy he submitted
complaint to the Informatio@ommission.

05. The Deputy Director and Designated Officer (RTI) of Fire Service and Civil Defence,
Dhaka Division, Dhaka mentioned in his statement that the function regarding suit stated in prayer is
not maintained from his office, so, it was not §ibfe to supply the complainant the information. The
function regarding this suit is maintained by head office. In this matter if he prays to Department the
complainant may obtain his desired information. He is Designated Officer (RTI) of Fire Service and
Civil Defence, Dhaka Division, Dhaka, not the Designated Officer (RTI) of the Department.

06. When the complainant is directed to pray to obtain information from the Designated Officer
(RTI) of Department of Fire Service and Civil Defence for desirémmation, he informed that there
is no separate Designated Officer (RTI) for the Department. The present Designated officer is also the
Designated Officer of the Department. When the complainant mentioned in this matter, the present
Designated Officer (RI) declined that.

07. According to the Right to Information Act, 2009 why Designated Officer (RTI) of
Department was not appointed by Director General of Department of Fire Service and Civil Defence,
he is directed to explain the cause of not appointiteg Designated Officer and to appoint the
Designated Officer to inform the commission with copy to the complainant.

Discussion

After hearing the statementf @omplainant and opposite party and after reviewing the
submitted evidences it appeared that because of not remaining desired information of the complainan
in head office of Department of Fire Service and Civil Defence if properly pray to Designateer Offi
(RTI) of that office getting desired information shall be easier. The oppositeDEptity Director and
Designated Officer (RTI) of Fire Service and Civil Defence, Headquarter, Dhaka Mr. Jahurul Amin
Miah because of not being Designated Officer oflepartment, by exempting him from the liability
of brought complaint against him, the complaint can be disposed of.



Decision

After detailed discussion the complaint is disposed of with the following directions:

01.The Director General of Departmentfife Service and Civil Defence is directed to explain the
cause of not appointing the Designated Officer (RTI) according to Right to Information Act,
2009 by the Director General of Department of Fire Service and Civil Defence and appointing
the Designai@ Officer (RTI) to inform the commission with copy of letter to the complainant.

02.The complainant is disposed of with the direction to the complainant to apply to Designated
Officer (RTI) of the concerned Department to get the desired information.

03.The opposite party Deputy Director and Designated Officer (RTI) of Fire Service and Civil
Defence, Headquarter, Dhaka Mr. Jahurul Amin Miah is exempted from liability of complaint
brought against him.

Let the copy be sent to the concerned parties.

Signed / Signed/ Signed /
(Prof. Dr. Sadeka Halim) (Mohammad Abu Taher) (Mohammed Farooq)
Information Commissioner Information Commissioner Chief Information

Commissioner



Information Commission
Archaeology Building (2nd Floor)
F-4/A, Agargaon Administrative Area
Shere-Bangla Nagar, Dhak&a207
Fax088 02 9110638

Complaint No: 22/2014

Complainant: Mr. Md. Tariqul Islam Lincolr Opposite Party:Dr. Nazrul Islam Misha

S/O. Md. Abdul Mazid Miah Pulic Relation Officer
62/3/B, South Mugdapara &
Dhaka. Designated Officer (RTI)

B.LW.T.C, 5, Dilkusha
Motijheel, Dhaka.

Decision Paper
(Date: 2904-2014)

The complainant Mr. Md. Tariqul Islam Lincoln in the matter of his submitted complaint no.
01/2014 filed complaint to the Information Commission against Public Relation Officer and
Designated Officer (RTI) of B.LW.T.C. Mr. Nazrul Islam Misha and Chairmad Appellate
Authority of B..W.T.C. He mentioned in his  complaint that after hearing in the matter of complaint
no. 01/2014 although the direction has been given to supply information by the information
commission, the Designated Officer (RTI) becausena supplying desired information he was
harassed. Because of not supplying information according to Act the complainant filed complaint to the
Information Commission again on 24.02.2014 to take action against the accused.

02. The matter was discussedthe meeting on 06.03.2014. According to decision of the
meeting summonses were issued to the concerned parties fixing the date of hearing on 27.03.2014.

03. The Designated Officer (RTI) prayed for time. The prayer for time was sanctioned by the
commision and fixing date of hearing again on 29.04.2014 and summonses were issued to the
complainant and Designated Officer (RTI).

04. On the fixed date of hearing the complainant Mr. Md. Tariqul Islam Lincoln and opposite
party Public Relation Officer andd3ignated Officer (RTI) of B..LW.T.C. Mr. Nazrul Islam Misha
appeared. The complainant mentioned in his statement that after hearing in the matter of complaint no.
01/2014 although the direction has been given to supply information by the informationssoonmi
the Designated Officer (RTI) because of supplying puzzling information, he submitted complaint again
to the Information Commission.

05. The Public Relation Officer and Designated Officer (RTI) of B..W.T.C mentioned in his
statement that the congphant has been supplied his desired information. But the complainant was not



satisfied. Today he came with all information. According to direction of the commission he assured to
supply entire information to the complainant.

Discussion

After hearingthe statement of both the complainant and Designated Officer (RTI) and after
reviewing the submitted evidence it appeared that the partial information of desired information of the
complainant has been supplied by the Designated Officer (RTI). Theresigmaiure of officer in
supplied investigation report. Because of assuring to supply entire information of the complainant by

the Designated Officer (RTI) the complaint is seems to be disposable.

Decision

After detailed discussion the complaint is disgo of with the following directions:

01.The Public Relation Officer and Designated Officer (RTI) of B..W.T.C is directed to supply
complainant his desired information on or before 07.05.2014 subject to pay the cost of
information.

02.The Designatedfficer (RTI) is directed to deposit money collected as cost of supplied

information in the code of-3301:0001-1807 according to sectie® of Right to Information
Act, 2009 and Ruk8 of Right to Information (regarding information receiving) Rules, 2009.

03. Both the parties are directed to inform the Information Commission after implementing the
directions.

Let the copy be sent to the concerned parties.

Signed / Signed/ Signed /
(Prof. Dr. Sadeka Halim) (Mohammad Abu Taher) (Mohammed Farooq)
Information Commissioner Information Commissioner Chief Information

Commissioner



Information Commission
Archaeology Building (2nd Floor)
F-4/A, Agargaon Administrative Area
Shere-Bangla Nagar, Dhak&a207
Fax088 02 9110638

Complaint No: 23/2014

Complainant: Mr. Shadin Md. Tareque Opposite Party:Mr. Raihan Ahmed
S/O.Mohammad Mozibur Rahma Assistant Commissioner
SSAE/Mech &

Keloka Bangladesh Railway Designated Officer (RTI)
Parbotipur, Dinajpur. Record Room Section
Office of the Deputy Commissioner
Rajshahi

Decision Paper
(Date: 2904-2014)

The complainant Mr. Shadin Tareque lodged petition by registered post to Mr. Raihan Ahmed,
Assistant Commissioner and Designated Officer (RTI), Record Room Section, Office of the Deputy
Commissioner, Rajshahi seeking for the following information accorirsgction8(1) of Right to
Information Act, 2009

1. According to Citizen Charter getting copy of ledger is a Citizen Right, because of tearing
the ledger it may not be possible to supply copy within specific time, but due to said issue
if copy of ledger is not supplied to me, then according to which law my receiving has been
abolished?

2. The alternative source of supplying of copy of ledger is more, (likeopy of delivered copy
or copy of another office etc) from these supplying copy by any way canamtain service
of record room, otherwise Citizen Right is violated, so, whether | shall be supplied copy of
ledger by alternative way?

02. Having not found the desired information within fixed time the complainant appealed to Mr.
Helaluddin Ahmed, Divisinal Commissioner and Appellate Authority (RTI), Rajshahi on 06.01.2014.
Despite of filing appeal having not found any remedy he submitted complaint to the Information
Commission on 24.02.2014.

03. The matter was discussed in the meeting on 06.03.2@tdrd\ng to decision of the meeting
summonses were issued to the concerned parties fixing the date of hearing on 27.03.2014.

04. The Designated Officer (RTI) prayed for time. The prayer for time was sanctioned by the
commission and fixing the date of meg again on 29.04.2014 and summonses were issued to the
complainant and Designated Officer (RTI).



05. On the fixed date of hearing the complainant Mr. Shadin Md. Tareque and opposite party
Assistant Commissioner of Office of the Deputy Commissionershafj Mr. Raihan Ahmed
appeared. The complainant mentioned in his statement that according to Right to Information Act,
2009 he lodged petition to Designated Officer (RTI) seeking for the information mentioned in
paragraph no.01. Having not found inforroatihe appealed to Appellate Authority (RTI). Although
filing appeal having not found any remedy he submitted complaint to the Information Commission.
Subsequently the Designated Officer (RTI) supplied him information on 20.03.2014 and he is satisfied
with the requested information.

06. Assistant Commissioner and Designated Officer (RTI) of Office of the Deputy Commissioner,
Rajshahi mentioned in his statement that because of not supplying desired information of the
complainant in due time he expressedsioisow. On 20.03.2014 the complainant has been supplied his
desired information and being satisfied with obtained information the complainant has given written
remarks.

Discussion

After hearing the statement both complainant and opposite party amdreafiewing the
submitted evidence it appeared that the complainant has been supplied his desired information by the
opposite party. The complainant has obtained information and has expressed his satisfaction, so the
complainant seems to be disposable.

Decision

Since, the complainant has received information and has expressed his satisfaction, so, the

complainant is disposed of.

Let the copy be sent to the concerned parties.

Signed / Signed/ Signed /
(Prof. Dr. Sadeka Halim) (Mohammad Abu Taher) (Mohammed Farooq)
Information Commissioner Information Commissioner Chief Information

Commissioner



Information Commission
Archaeology Building (2nd Floor)
F-4/A, Agargaon Administrative Area
Shere-Bangla Nagar, Dhak&a207
Fax088 02 9110638

Complaint No: 24/2014

Complainant: Jesmin Hoque Opposite Party:Dr. Mohammed Shamim Ahsar
D/O. Late Gazi Faridul Hoque Director General
C/O. Sheikh Abdur Rouf &
(Joint Secretary) Designated Officer (RTI)
Vill+P.O: Dhalaitola Ministry of Foreign Affairs,
Lohagora, Narail. Administration Wing

Segunbagicha, Dhaka.

Decision Paper
(Date: 27-03-2014)

The complainant Jesmin Hoque lodged petition by registered post on 23.12.2013 to Director
General (Administratio) and Designated Officer (RTI) of Ministry of Foreign Affairs seeking for the
following information according to sectieB(1) of Right to Information Act, 2009

1.

| submitted my written statement to three members consisted committee at office room of
Director General (Africa) of Ministry of Foreign Affairs Mr. Allama Siddiqui on last
05.11.2013. Here is mentionable that this Ministry does not admit offence of their
officer-employee, the written letter and photograph to the Embassy is adequate proof,
but the Ministry does not take cognizance. As a result, | am depriving from fair
judgment. | want my compensation. What decision of written statement, date@511.2013
had been taken | request to inform that.

In pursuance of submitted prayer no. 71/2012 ofnformation commission informed
through letter signed by Mr. Syed Masud Mahmud Khandoker of Ex. Publication Sub
Section of Ministry of Foreign Affairs that the complaint was not proved because of
lacking evidence. Their officeremployee did not work keepng proof. | have been
deprived from fair judgement. The Ministry of Foreign Affairs shall have to compensate
the demurrage of my life.

| was directed from the committee on 05.11.2013 that the place of occurrence in Saudi
Arabia, which Bangladeshi wereon duty in the company and which officeremployee of
Indian are culprits whether brought out them under Saudi Law, whether any action has
been taken?

BMET investigate my incident, the incident is proved under investigation. Fixing a minimum
compensatiam to the owner of agency exempted, which | did not accept till today. | want my
entire compensation.



5. | humbly request to inform the decision of submitted complaint no. 75/2013 of the
Information Commission by the Ministry of Foreign Affairs.

02. Having not found desired information within fixed time the complainant appealed to Secretary
and Appellate Authority (RTI) of Ministry of Foreign Affairs Mr. Shahidul Hoque on 22.01.2014.
Despite of filing appeal having not found any remedy she sufmnddmplaint to the Information
Commission on 25.02.2014.

03. The matter was discussed in the meeting on 06.03.2014. According to decision of the meeting
summonses were issued to the concerned parties fixing the date of hearing on 27.03.2014.

04. On the fixed date of hearing the complainant Jesmin Hoque appeared but Designated Officer
(RTI) is absent without showing any cause. The complainant mentioned in her statement that according
to Right to Information Act, 2009 she lodged petition to Deated Officer (RTI) seeking for the
information mentioned in paragraph no.01. Having not found information she appealed to Appellate
Authority (RTI). After filing appeal having not found any remedy she submitted complaint to the
Information Commission.

05. The commission opined to serve letter to Designated Officer (RTI) to explain the cause of
absence in the Tribunal on fixed date of hearing. Among the desired information of the complainant
taken decision of written statement, dated: 05.11.2013 medtiarserial no.1, information of serial
no.3 and serial no.5 can be supplied according to Right to Information Act, 2009. The rest information
is not under jurisdiction of Right to Information Act, the commission think.

Discussion

After reviewing the sbimitted evidence of the complainant it appeared that among the desired
information of the complainant taken decision of written statement, dated: 05.11.2013 mentioned in
serial no.1, information of serial no.3 and serial no.5 can be supplied. The intorroBgerial no.2
and 4 are not under jurisdiction of Right to Information Act it is seemed.

Decision

After detailed discussion the complaint is disposed of with the following directions:

1. The Designated Officer (RTI) is directed to explain progause for not appearing in the
hearing of commission without intimation.

2. Director General (Administration) amkesignated Officer (RTI) of Ministry of Foreign Affairs
is directed to supply the complainant taken decision of written statement, dated: 05.11.2013
mentioned in serial no.1, information of serial no.3 and serial no.5 subject to pay the cost of
information



3. The Designated Officer (RTI) is directed to deposit money collected as cost of supplied
information in the code of-3301:0001-1807 according to sectie® of Right to Information
Act, 2009 and Rul& of Right to Information (regarding informatiorcesving) Rules, 2009.

4. Both the parties are directed to inform the Information Commission after implementing the
directions.

Let the copy be sent to the concerned parties.

Signed / Signed/ Signed /
(Prof. Dr. Sadeka Halim) (Mohammad Abu Taher) (Mohammed Farooq)
Information Commissioner Information Commissioner Chief Information

Commissioner



Information Commission
Archaeology Building (2nd Floor)
F-4/A, Agargaon Administrative Area
Shere-Bangla Nagar, Dhak&a207
Fax-088 02 9110638

Complaint No: 25/2014

Complainant: Mr. Ferdous Hasan Opposite Party:Dr. Parvez Rahim
S/O. Md. Hasan Ali Sheikh Deputy Director (Establishment)
J. C. Road, Dhanbandhi &
Sirajganj Designated Officer (RTI)

Department of Primary Educatior
Mirpur-2, Dhakal216.

Decision Paper
(Date: 27-03-2014)

The complainant Mr. Ferdous Hasan mentioned in the matter of his submitted complaint no.
83/2013 that after hearing according to dii@n given by the Information Commission the Designated
Officer (RTI) did not supply his desired information. To get desired information the complainant filed
complaint again to the Information Commission on 25.02.2014.

02. The matter was discussed e tmeeting on 06.03.2014. According to decision of the
meeting summonses were issued to the concerned parties fixing the date of hearing on 27.03.2014.

03. On the fixed date of hearing the complainant Mr. Ferdous Hasan and the opposite party
Designated @icer (RTI) of Department of Primary Education Dr. Parvez Rahim appeared. The
complainant mentioned in his statement that according to decision of the Information Commission he
was not supplied information. He has been directed to collect information teleghonic
conversation. Because of not getting any written document the information was not collected.

04. The Designated Officer of Department of Primary Education (RTI) mentioned in his
statement that it has been directed to collect informationtelegyhonic communication. Because the
complainant did not come to the office to collect information it was not possible to supply information.
Since, contact has been done over telephone, so, no written information has been given. At presen
desired information is prepared. According to direction of the commission the assurance has been
given by the Designated Officer (RTI) in the matter of supplying information to the complainant.



Discussion

After hearing the statement of complainant and Desigr@téder (RTI) and after reviewing
the submitted evidence it appeared that it has been directed to the complainant to collect information
over telephonic conversation by the Designated Officer (RTI). Because of not supplying written letter
no information wa collected by the complainant. The desired information of the complainant is
prepared and according to direction of the commission the Designated Officer (RTI) assured to supply
desired informatiomf the complainant, séhe complainant seems to be disable.

Decision
After detailed discussion the complaint is disposed of with the following directions.

01.The designated officer (RTI) of Department of Primary Education is directed to supply
complainant his desired information on or before 07.04.2014 subject to pay the cost of
information.

02.The Designated Officer (RTI) is directed to deposit money ciglte as cost of supplied
information in the code of-8301-:0001:1807according to Sectie® of Right to Information
Act, 2009 and Rul& of Right to Information (regarding information receiving) Rules, 2009.

03. Both parties are directed to inform to imfmation commission after implementing the directions.

Let the copy be sent to the concerned parties.

Signed / Signed/ Signed 4
(Prof. Dr. Sadeka Halim) (Mohammad Abu Taher) (Mohammed Farooq)
Information Commissioner Information Commissioner Chief Information

Commissioner



Information Commission

Archaeology Building {2Floor)
F4/A, Agargaon Administrative Area

SherEBangla Nagar, Dhaki£07

Complaint No-26/2014

Complainant Mr. Md. Abdul Hakim Opposite Party: Momena Khatun
FatherLate Momin Uddin Howlader Deputy Secretary
VillageBaliar Katha &
PostChakhar, UpaziBanaripara Designated Officer (RTI)
DistrictBarisal. Ministry of Environment & Forestn

Bangladesh Secretariat, Dhaka.

Decision Paper
(Date-29-04-2014)

Complainant Mr. Md. Abdul Hakim filed application by registered post eh24Z)13 to Momena
Khatun, Deputy Secretary of Ministry of Environment & Forestry & the Designated Officer (RTI) seeking for
the following information under section 8(1) of Rightitdormation Act, 2009

1 Basis to decision of Information Commission dat&@-04-2013, since you served me no
information on or before 1505-2013, | had requested you to serve information through a letter by
registered post datedd4-06-2013 bearing Regisg Receipt No-792 but in reply, being served no
information as prayed for violating section 9 of Right to Information Act, 2009, | had filed
complaints to the Chief Information Commissioner on last-Q8-2013. Complaint Ne67/2013. |

had received summotfior that complaint at about 3.30 P.M. on last 229-2013 but to very limited

time could not appear in the hearing of 289-2013. Return copy of summon for hearing is

evidence in this regard. Due to my absence, on affirmation before the Information Comauonissi
you serve false statement that you serve information to me as prayed for. It is false & harassing
under section 27(1)(a)(b)(c) & (d) of Right to Information

1 Hence | want to know that, you served me information on which date & the memo number of
sewved information & sent by which registry receipt on which date? | want clear & correct
information in this regard

02. Not getting the requested information in due time, the complainant filed appeal to the Secretary of
Ministry of Environment & Forestry &ppellate Authority (RTI) on ZW-2013. After filing the appeal, being
found no remedy; he filed complaint to the Information Commission c022014.

03. Agenda was digssed in the meeting of Commission daf@6t03-2014. Pursuant to the decision of
meeting summonses were issued to concerned parties fixing the date of hearingQ8201.4.

04. The complainant & Designated Officer (RTI) filed time petition. Time petvsnapproved by the
Commission. Fixing the date of hearing on0222014 issued summonses to the complainant & Designated
Officer (RTI) again.



05. On the date of hearing complainant Mr. Md. Abdul Hakim remains absent. The opposite party
Momena Khatun, Dauty Secretary of Ministry of Environment & Forestry & the Designated Officer(RTI) is
present.

06. Since the complainant remains absent in hearing consecutively; shows that he has no need of
information more & only trying to harass the opposite party.

Discussion

The complainant since remains absent in hearing of Commission in consecutive 02(two) times so, it

shows that he is no more interested to get information.

Decision

The complainant since remains absent in hearing of Commission in consdi2(fiw®) times so, it
shows that he is no more interested to get information, so, the complaint disposed of with dismissal order.

Let the copy be served to the parties concerned.
Signed Signed Signed

(Prof. Dr. Sadeka Halim) (Mohammad Abu Taher) (Mohammed Farooq)
Information Commissioner Information Commissioner Chief Information Commissione



Information Commission
Archaeology Building (2nd Floor)
F4/A, Agargaon Administrative Area
Shere-Bangla Nagar, Dhali2207
Fax088 02 9110638

Complaint Ne27/2014

Complainani Mr. Farhad Chowdhury Opposite Party: Mr. Saifuddin Ahmed
FatherAhmed Nur Chowdhury Former Public Relations Officer
Fantasy Building &
276/A, College Road, Chawk Baza Designated Officer (RTI)
Chittagong. Chittagong City Corporation
Andar Killa
Chittagong.

Decision Paper
(Date-30-04-2014)

Complainant Mr. Farhad Chowdhury filed application or122013 to the Former Public Relations
Officer of Chittagong City Corporation & the Designated Officer (ReKingefor the  following information
under section 8(1) of Right to Information Act, 2009

1. ¢KS t26SNI 2F ! Gd2NySe SESOdziSR o6& GKS | dzii K2 NA
in favor of Dalilur Rahman to sell land & the deed of advancgnsid by and between Chittagong
City Corporation & Dalilur Rahman, Fatheate Nur Ullah, M/S. Rahman Enterprise, 54, Shahi Jame
Mosque Market (£ Floor), Andar Killa, Chittagong; photocopy of deed of advance.

2. As advance against sell &nd to Chittagong City Corporation vide the power of attorney; cheques
received by Dalilur Rahman a sum Tk. 25,00,060@Wenty five lac) + Tk. 25,00,000(twenty five
lac) in a total Tk. 50,00,000(fifty lac) in two times with cheques Nos./pay orderas. & dates of
pay/issue cheques & name of Bank (photocopy of cheques if available).

3. Photocopy of tripartite agreement signed by & between Chittagong City Corporation and
management authority of The Memon Cooperative Society Ltd. & Dalilur Rahmnanroiga sell &
purchase of land.

4. Photocopy to registered deed by & between Chittagong City Corporation and The Memon
Cooperative Society Ltd. date@d6-08-2013.

5. How much cash amount paid to the authority of The Memon Cooperative Society Ltd. as \dlue
land from Chittagong City Corporation? Cheque No. of given amount, date of issue the cheque,
name of bank & details with figure of amount (photocopy of cheque if available).

02. Not getting the requested information in due time, the complainant fisggbeal to the Chief

Executive Officer of Chittagong City Corporation & Appellate Authority (RTI)-d223113. After filing the
appeal, being found no remedy; he filed complaint to the Information Commission on l@&2714.



03. Agenda was discussedtie meeting of Commission dateé@b-03-2014. Pursuant to the decision of
meeting summonses were issued to concerned parties fixing the date of hearing@8201.4.

04. The complainant filed time petition. Time petition was approved by the Commissiarg fie date
of hearing on 3@4-2014 issued summones to the complainant & Designated Officer (RTI) again.

05. On the date of hearing complainant Mr. Farhad Chowdhury remains absent. The opposite party Mr.
Saifuddin Ahmed, the Accounts Officer (BillCbittagong City Corporation & Former Public Relations Officer
& Designated Officer (RTI) is present. The opposite party in his statement informed that, he is no more the
Designated Officer (RTI) of Chittagong City Corporation. Previously while wasge ch&@resignated Officer
(RTI) received an application for information. Factor of landpsglthase of Chittagong City Corporation is
maintained by the Estate Section. Since the Public Relations Division has no connection to the subject matter,
collectinginformation from concerned division forwarded file to serve information to the complainant by
Designated Officer (RTI). Directed the complainant orally to pay the cost of information & receive the
information & directed to collect copy of deed from officESubRegistrar.

06. Since there is monetary connection, information sought for in seriaDBlophotocopy of cheques
would not be served, the commission observed.

Discussion

After hearing and reviewing the submitted evidences of both the complainant and opposite party it was
found that the complainant was directed orally to pay cost of information and collect the information from
concerned division. Since there is monetarymection, information sought for in serial N05; photocopy of
cheques would not be served under Right to Information Act. The Designated Officer (RTI) since ensured to
serve information sought for by the complainant, the complaint seems to be disposable.

Decision
After discussion in details the complaint is disposed of with following instructions:

1. The Public Relations Officer of Chittagong City Corporation & Designated Officer (RTI) is directed to
serve the information sought for by the complainant lexting photocopy of cheques under Right to
Information Act, 2009 subject to pay the cost of information on or befor®32014.

2. The Designated Officer (RTI) is directed to deposit money collected as cost of information delivered
under sectio”d of Ridpt to Information Act, 2009 and under secti@ of Right to Information
(regarding obtain information) Rule, 2009 to government treasury in financial code
No-1-3301-0001-1807.

3. Both parties are instructed to inform the Information Commission after impeletation of direction.

Let the copy be served to the parties concerned.

Signed Signed Signed
(Prof. Dr. Sadeka Halim) (Mohammad Abu Taher) (Mohammed Farooq)
Information Commissioner Information Commissioner Chief Information Commissione



Information Commission
Archaeology Building (2nd Floor)
F4/A, Agargaon Administrative Area
Shere-Bangla Nagar, Dhali2207
Fax088 02 9110638

Complaint No-28/2014

Complainani Mr. Jasim Jia Opposite Party: Mr. Md. Shah Alam
FatherMd. Mokhlesur Rahman Executive Engineer
Sikder Mansion, Brown Compound &
Ward No-16, Designated Officer (RTI)
Barisal City Corporation Directorate of Public Health
Barisal. Engineering, Barisal.

Decision Paper
(Date-30-04-2014)

Complainant Mr. Md. Jasim Jia filed application orl@2013 to the Executive Engineer of Directorate
of Public Health Engineering of Barisal & the Designated Officer (RTI) seeking for the following question
under section 8(1) of Right to Information A2609

1. The goods dumped inside the IV in front of Barisal BM College auctioned in which methodology?
Tender called in which newspapers. How much group filed tender and which group obtained the
work order? Date of opening the tender, how much were bieid?  Information in details/
Description of goods under auction, in details.

2. From year 2009 to July of year 2013 works under the department with amount & description of
works. Tender for work called by which newspapers? How much tender filed in whiork?

3. Works of tender No-15 of the year 2013 given to which contractor organization/firm? How much
tender filed in that work? Present progress of the work, how much is paid to contractor as bill of
work? The bank guarantee submitted by the contractivom which bank & the account number.

4. Particulars of tender bearing Nel6,17,18,19 as tender called in which date & published in which
newspaper? Name of firm obtained work order.

5. Particulars regarding payment of Executive Engineer as travelalaces from 2010 to till date.

02. Not getting the requested information in due time, the complainant filed appeal to the
Superintendent Engineer of Directorate of Public Health EngingefiBarisal & Appellate Authority (RTI) on
09-01-2014. After filing the appeal, being found no remedy; he filed complaint to the Information
Commission on last 202-2014.



03. Agenda was discussed in the meeting of Commission @&€3-2014. Pursuanto the decision of
meeting summonses were issued to concerned parties fixing the date of hearing@8201.4.

04. The Designated Officer (RTI) filed time petition. Time petition was approved by the Commission.
Fixing the date of hearing on 32%-2014 sunmonses were issued to the complainant & Designated Officer
(RTI) again.

05. On the date of hearing complainant Mr. Jasim Jia & the opposite party Mr. Md. Shah Alam, Executive
Engineer of Directorate of Public Health Engineering of Barisal & Designfiieel QRTI) are present. The
Complainant mentioned in his statement that he filed application to the Designated Officer (RTI) under Rights
to Information Act, 2009 seeking for the information mentioned in artltle Since the Designated Officer
(RTI) devered no information, he filed appeal to the Appellate Authority (RTI). Being found no remedy on
appeal, he filed complaint to Information Commission.

06. The Executive Engineer of Directorate of Public Health Engineering of Barisal & Designated Officer
(RTI) in his statement mentioned that, out of information sought for by the complainant in serial
No0-01,02,03&04 is ready to serve. Since the information sought for in serid3Nis. personal, information
could not be provided.

07. Respect to informain requested for by the complainant, Commission expressed following opinion.
* Year & date of auction of goods sought for in seriakBlbwas not specified.
* Amount for works sought for in serial NO2 is not clear.
* Information regarding bank guarae submitted by the contractor sought for in serial ¥8.i.e. name of
bank & account number cannot be served under Rights to Information Act, 2009. But remaining information
can be provided under Rights to Information Act, 2009.
* Information sought foiin serial No-04 & 05 can be provided under Rights to Information Act, 2009.

Discussion

After hearing and reviewing the submitted evidences of both the complainant and Designated Officer
(RTI) it was found that, out of information prayed by the comalatrin serial N601&02 is not specified. The
complainant if file application for information being specified the requirement in seriatiONo& 02,
information could be provided. Information sought for in serial -N8. regarding bank guarantee of
contracbor, excluding name of bank & account  number, other might be served & information sought for in
serial No-04 & 05 can be provided under Right to Information-2@09. As directed by the Information
Commission, the Designated Officer (RTI) since ensuoegrovide information sought for by the
complainant, so, the complaint seems to be disposable.



Decision
After discussion in details the complaint is disposed of with following instructions:

1. The complainant is directed to file application for information again in respect to information sought
for in serial N601&02.

2. The Executive Engineer of Directorate of Public Health Engineering of Barisal & the Designated
Officer (RTI) is directed farovide the information sought for by the complainant (excluding name of
bank & account number) under Right to Information Act, 2009 subject to pay the cost of information
on or before 1205-2014.

3. The Designated Officer(RTI) is directed to deposit maodiected as cost of information delivered
under sectiord of Right to Information Act, 2009 and under seci®mf Right to Information
(regarding obtain information) Rules, 2009 to government treasury in financial code
No-1-3301-:0001-1807.

4. Both partes are instructed to inform the Information Commission after implementation of direction.

Let the copy be served to the parties concerned.

Signed Signed Signed
(Prof. Dr. Sadeka Halim) (Mohammad Abu Taher) (Mohammed Farooq)
Information Commissioner Information @mmissioner  Chief Information Commissione



Information Commission
Archaeology Building (2nd Floor)
F4/A, Agargaon Administrative Area
Shere-Bangla Nagar, Dhali2207
Fax088 02 9110638

Complaint No-29/2014

Complainani Mr. Biplob Kumar Karmaker Opposite Party: Diana Islam Seema
Shahid Smrity Hall Public Relations Officer
Bangladesh University of &
Engineering Designated Officer (RTI)
Polashi, Dhaka. Bangladesh Public Service
Commission Secretariat
Dhaka.

Decision Paper
(Date-30-04-2014)

Complainant Mr. Biplob Kumar Karmaker filed complaint to this effect that, in respect to complaint
N0-88/2013 filed by him, after hearing, the Information Commission though directed the Designated Officer
(RTI) to servenformation. The Designated Officer (RTI) since yet did  not provide information prayed for,
the complainant filed complaint to the Information Commission to remedy on |a§t323014.

03. Agenda was discussed in the meeting of Commission -d&x€d-2014. Pursuant to the decision
of meeting summonses were issued to concerned parties fixing the date of hearing(zkr280.4.

04. On the date of hearing complainant Mr. Biplob Kumar Karmaker & opposite party Diana Islam
Seema, the Public Relations Officer Bangladesh Public Service Commission Secretariat & present
Designated Officer (RTI) and Mr. Md. Kabir Hossain Sikder, the attorney for Designated Officer (RTI) are
present. The Complainant mentioned in his statement that, after hearing of complair8a8&013 the
Commission though directed to serve information, the Designated Officer (RTI) did not provide any
information. To obtain information prayed for, the complainant filed complaint again to the Information
Commission.

05. The Public Relations @#r of Bangladesh Public Service Commission Secretariat & present
Designated Officer (RTI) mentioned in her statement that, he joined in this office on fastdrgh, 2014.
Since the former Designated Officer (RTI) transferred, she is performing asddesi@fficer (RTI) presently.
Learned attorney for Designated Officer (RTI) mentioned in his statement that, under clause (f)(g)(h)(i)(q)&(r)
of Section 7 of Right to Information Act, 2009 numbers of viva examination taken by the Commission would
not be ®rved to any candidate with logical ground. Due to this personal safety of examiner of Viva Board
may be hindered. Moreover, any written direction of Information Commission respect to complaint



N0-88/2013 since was not received, information could not bevided. Copy of decision paper if received,
further action in this regard may be taken.

06. The Information Commission expressed its opinion that, result sheet of BCS viva examination prepares on
average of numbers from examiners of the Board. Informasieparately since is not prepared; there is no

risk of personal safety. Responsible officer of  Information Commission informed that written decision
paper of complaint Ne88/2013 sent by this time. The Commission directed to serve the decision paper
within this day if it was not received.

Discussion

After hearing and reviewing the subtteid evidences of both the complainant and Designated Officer
(RTI) it was found that the result sheet of BCS viva examination are prepared on average of numbers from
examiners of the Board, hence there is no risk of personal safety. Moreover, clau3g)(i)(g)&(r) of
Section 7 of Right to Information AcD09 is not applicable in providing numbers of viva examination. The
Designated Officer (RTI) & attorney for her since ensured to provide information sought for in complaint
No0-88/2013 to the Comma&on to the complainant, the complaint seems to be disposable.

Decision
After discussion in details the complaint is disposed of with following instructions

1. The Public Relations Officer of Bangladesh Public Service Commission Secretariat & presen
Designated Officer (RTI) is directed to provide the information in respect to decision of complaint
No0-88/2013 sought for by the complainant subject to pay the cost  of information.

2. Designated Officer (RTI) is directed to deposit money collezsedalue of information delivered
under sectio”d of Right to Information Act, 2009 and under sect®mf Right to Information
(regarding obtain information) Rules, 2009 to government treasury in financial code
No-1-3301-:0001-1807.

3. Both parties arenstructed to inform the Information Commission after implementation of direction.

Let the copy be served to the parties concerned.

Signed Signed Signed
(Prof. Dr. Sadeka Halim) (Mohammad Abu Taher) (Mohammed Farooq)
Information Commissioner Information Commissioner Chief Information Commissione



Information Commission
Archaeology Building (2nd Floor)
F4/A, Agargaon Administrative Area
Shere-Bangla Nagar, Dhali2207
Fax088 02 9110638

Complaint Ne30/2014

Complainani Mr. Biplob Kumar Karmaker Opposite Party: Mr. Neyamat Ullah
Shahid Smrity Hall Director (BCS Examination
Bangladesh University of Division)
Engineering &
Polashi, Dhaka. Designated Officer (RTI)

Bangladesh Public Service
Commission Secretariat
Agargaon, Dhaka.

Decision Paper
(Date-29-06-2014)

Complainant Mr. Biplob Kumar Karmaker filed application by GEP post-28-ZM3 to Helena
Begum, the Public Relations Officer of Bangladesh Publicc&&emmission Secretariat & the Designated
Officer (RTI) seeking for the following information under section 8(1) of Right to Information Act, 2009:

Question1: Written & viva numbers of following registration holders of 9BCS examination selected
under random sampling is how much? (Please show in table below)

Administration : 007251, 027483, 007049, 035279, 028505

Foreign Affairs: 007525, 058455, 015905, 064322, 009890

Customs & excise  : 066592, 302325, 011109, 034394, 059124

Taxes : 058716, 009956, 050511, 001208, 008215

Police : 073169, 400802, 067372, 036376, 066856

Table:

Registration No. Total number obtained in| Total number obtained in Viva
written

007251

Question2: Photocopy of answer sheet of the subject Science & Technology (Subject-Cidt)eof
following registration holder in 28 BCS Examination
113424,113667,113824,113901,007251,007525,066592,058716,073169.

Question3: As direction of InformationCommission in respect to complaint N88/2013, directed to
provide information within 2611-2013 but yet not received. Are you respectful of the order passed?



02. Not getting the required information in due time, the complainant filed appeal to Mr. Charydh
Md. Babul Hasan, the Secretary of Bangladesh Public Service Commission Secretariat & Appellate Authority
(RTI) on 1®2-2014 by GEP Post. In appeal application, he prayed for information of Qué&ston
Question2. After filing the appeal, being foundo remedy; he filed complaint to the Information
Commission on last 233-2014.

03. Agenda was discussed in the meeting of Commission -d&€d-2014. Pursuant to the decision
of meeting summonses were issued to concerned parties fixing the date dhemar 3604-2014.

04. On the date of hearing complainant Mr. Biplob Kumar Karmaker & opposite party Diana Islam,
the Public Relations Officer of Bangladesh Public Service Commission Secretariat & Designated Officer (RTI
appeared and presented their senents. In view of further hearing, the commission fixed the date of
hearing on 0906-2014 and issued summonses to the complainant & Designated Officer (RTI).

05. On the date of hearing complainant Mr. Biplob Kumar Karmaker filing time petition remained
absent. The Designated Officer (RTI) appearing in hearing and filed time petition. The commission approved
time petition and fixing the date of hearing on-28-2014 and issued summonses to the complainant &
Designated Officer (RTI).

06. On the date of éaring complainant Mr. Biplob Kumar Karmaker & Mr. Neyamat Ullah, the
Director of Bangladesh Public Service Commission Secretariat (BCS Examination Division) &  changec
Designated Officer (RTI) and Mr. Md. Hadiul Islam, the attorney for Designated icer QRTI) are
present. The Complainant mentioned in his statement that he filed application to the Designated Officer (RTI)
under Right to Information Act, 2009 seeking for information mentioned in a#fitleSince the Designated
Officer (RTI) deliveredo information, he filed appeal to the Appellate Authority (RTI). Being found no
remedy on appeal, he filed complaint to Information Commission.

07. Learned attorney for Designated Officer (RTI) of Bangladesh Public Service Commission Secretariat
mentioned in his statement that, secret document of examination taken by the Bangladesh Public Service
Commission especially the precise of viva examination number sheet; on the basis of full body board
decision, as note sheet & sealed stored in vault room ef @ommission under full time guard by Police.
Being disclose from vault room of Commission, the precise of note sheet of viva examination, not yet served
ever to any candidate or any court. To serve information to any petitioner being disclose of sueh secr
document guard by Police under Right to Information Act need decision of General Council of Bangladesh
Public Service Commission regarding rules & regulations in this connection. Since the information of Public
Service Commission stored in vault roons md option to disclose without decision of general body of Public
Service Commission, he informed. Public Service Commission need at least 30 days to take necessary actior
to serve information of 29 BCS Viva Examination number sheet & others as reqdidstéhe complainant.



Discussion

After hearing and reviewing the submitted evidences of both the complainant and Designated Officer
(RTI), impdgance of complaint & time petition of Public Service Commission, the commission expressed its
opinion that information prayed for might be provided within nextQ52014.

Decision
After discussion in details the complaint is disposed of with follgwmstructions:

1. The Mr. Neyamat Ullah, the Director of Bangladesh Public Service Commission Secretariat (BCS
Examination Division) & Designated Officer (RTI) is directed to provide the information to the
complainant subject to pay the cost of information or before 1897-2014.

2. Designated Officer (RTI) is directed to deposit money collected as value of information delivered
under sectio”d of Right to Information Act, 2009 and under sect®mf Right to Information
(regarding obtain information) Rules, 2009 to government treasury in financial code
No-1-3301-:0001-1807.

3. Both parties are instructed to inform the Information Commission after implementation of direction.

Let the copy be served to the parties concerned.

Signed Signed Signed
(Prof. Dr. Sadeka Halim) (Mohammad Abu Taher) (Mohammed Farooq)
Information Commissioner Information Commissioner Chief Information Commissione



Information Commission
Archaeology Building (2nd Floor)
F4/A, Agargaon Administrative Area
Shere-Bangla Nagar, Dhali2207
Fax088 02 9110638

Complaint No-31/2014

Complainani Mr. Delawer Bin Siraj Opposite Party: Mr. Md. Ataur Rahman
FatherLate Hazi Siraj Uddin Executive Vice President
2/2 RK Mission Road Islami Bank Ltd., Head Office
2" Floor, (Gift Valley) Public Relations Division
Dhakal207. 40, Dilkusha C/A
Dhakal000.

Decision Paper
(Date-09-06-2014)

Complainant Mr. Delawer Bin Siraj filed application 1012-201 to Mr. Md. Ataur Rahman, the
Executive Vice President of Islami Bank Ltd., Head Office & the Designated Officer (RTI) seeking foe the
following information under section 8(1) of Right to Information Act, 2009:

1 Names, addresses of firm given amount as bill of advertisements from Public Relations Division of
Islami Bank Bangladesh Ltd. since last 5 years.

1 By dint of power of credit, Mr. Md. Abdul Mannan issued how much loan from May 2010 to till
date and to whth organizations & names, addresses of recommendations for loan, written
statement mentioning amount of loans.

9 Financial grants from CSR Fund of Islami Bank Bangladesh Ltd. from January 2010 to till date to

which organizations with statement.

02. In espct to the application, Mr. Md. Ataur Rahman, the Executive Vice President of Islami Bank
Bangladesh Ltd., Head Office informed the complainant vide a memolBBo/PRD/2013/87
Dated24-12H nmo (G KIF X dzyRSNJ RSTAYAGA2Y t@ MformatioteihdS, Ashdki(l & €
Bank Bangladesh Ltd. is not an authority at all. Not getting therequested information in due time, the
complainant filed appeal to Mr. Mohammad Abdul Mannan, the Managing Director of Islami Bank
Bangladesh Ltd. Head Office & A&bate Authority (RTI) on 2@1-2014. After filing the appeal, being found
no remedy; he filed complaint to the Information Commission o#0342014.

03. Agenda was discussed in the meeting of Commission d&x€d-2014. Pursuant to the decision of
meeting summonses were issued to concerned parties fixing the date of hearing@hZ1L4.

04. On the date of hearing complainant Mr. Delawer Bin Siraj & Learned Attorney for Designated Officer
(RTI) Mr. Shahin Ahmed appeared in the hearing & filed timéiget The commission approved time
petition and fixing the date of hearing on @%-2014 issued summonses to the complainant & Designated

Officer (RTI).



05. On the date of hearing complainant Mr. Delawer Bin Siraj & Mr. Md. Ataur Rahman, the Executive
Vice President of Islami Bank Ltd., Head Office & the Designated Officer (RTI) & Learned Attorney for
Designated Officer (RTI) Mr. Shahin Ahmed are present. The Complainant mentioned in his statement that,
on submission of application for information the Dywated Officer (RTI) informed that under section 2(b) of
Right to Information, Islami Bank Bangladesh Ltd. is not an authority at all. Then the complainant filed appeal
to the Appellate Authority (RTI). After filing the appeal, being found no remedyijdtkdomplaint to the
Information Commission.

06. The Learned attorney for Designated Officer (RTI) of Islami Bank Bangladesh Ltd. mentioned in his
statement that, since under definition of Authority in section 2(b) of Right to Information, Islami Bank
Bangladesh Ltd. is not an authority at all and hence no information was provided. Off course in annual report
of the Bank, information is attached in all aspects, the complainant can collect information from there.

07. In reply of question by the commissithat the information whether attached in annual report as
requested by the complainant; the learned attorney said all information is not attached. Whether
information of CSR attached or not, the complainant informed that information of CSR is notsltach

08. Letter was sent vide memo of Information Commission bearind&WAdmin75(Part2"%)/2012-518
Dated1812-2013 to seek opinion of Ministry of Law, Justice & Parliamentary Affairs regarding
non-government bank are authority under Right to Inf@tion or not. In respect to that letter, the Ministry
of Law, Justice & Parliamentary Affairs sent opinion that, basis to Bank Companies Act, 1991 & Financial
Organizations Act, 1993 & Companies Act, 1994 all thegoerrnment banks are to be treated asthority.

It was informed to the complainant and the learned attorney of Designated Officer (RTI) informed that, the
opinion of Ministry of Law, Justice & Parliamentary Affairs is not binding to abide by as law, but the opinion
being issued in SRO and gablin gazette, Islami Bank Bangladesh Ltd. to be treated as authority and then

they will have no obstacles to provide information as prayed for.

Discussion

After hearing and reviewing the submitted evidences of both the complainant and Designated Officer
(RTI) it was found that the opinion of Ministry of Law, Justice & Parliamentary Affairs not yet issued as SRO &
published in gazette. Hence, the Islami Batk since under section 2(b) of Right to Information Act, 2009 is
not yet an authority, so, they have no obligation to provide information as prayed for.



Decision

The opinion of Ministry of Law, Justice & Parliamentary Affairs regarding inclusion of
non-government bank as authority under section 2(b) of Right to Information Act,2009 decided to send letter
to Ministry of Information to request the Banking & Financial Organization Division to publish & issue as SRO.
Directing the complainant to file @fication after issuance of SRO, the complaint is disposed of.

Let the copy be served to the parties concerned.

Signed Signed Signed
(Prof. Dr. Sadeka Halim) (Mohammad Abu Taher) (Mohammed Farooq)
Information Commissioner Information Commissioner Chief Information Commissione



Information Commission
Archaeology Building (2nd Floor)
F4/A, Agargaon Administrative Area
Shere-Bangla Nagar, Dhali2207
Fax088 02 9110638

Complaint No-32/2014

Complainani Mr. Manjurul Hasan Kajol Opposite Party: Jahanara Parvin
FatherLate M A Kuddus Fakir Assistant Director (Publications)
C/O:Dr. Nayan &
Potential Drug House Designated Officer (RTI)
1/H, 5/9 Gudaraghat Dhal Directorae of Youth Development Yuba
Kazifuri, Mirpurl, Dhakal216. Bhaban

108, Motijheel C/A, Dhaka.

Decision Paper
(Date-30-04-2014)

Complainant Mr. Manjurul Hasan Kajol filed application by registered pos @2-2014t to Jahanara
Parvin, the Assistant Director (Publications) of Diredtoraf Youth Development & the Designated
Officer(RTI) seeking for the following information under section 8(1) of Right to Information Act,-2009 :

1. Full names of appointment committee/Divisional Selection Committee formed in response to
republished appointment notice dateeB1-01-2013 bearing Memo NeDYD/Admin30/2012-145
published in website of Directorate of Youth Development & list consisting deaigpn & official
phone/mobile numbers.

2. Basis to notification bearing memo Ne4.01.0000.005.11.020.38593 Dated01.12.2013
published in website of the office whether policy for quota issued by former Ministry of
Establishment & presently the Minisyr of Public Administration duly followed in appointment of
39 & 4™ class staffs appointed under this department or not? The answer if no, then the rules of
quota policy followed in appointment of ¥ & 4™ class staffs dated1-12-2013; the attested
photocopy of order recently issued by the Ministry of Public Administration respect to quota

policy.

3. Vide appointed order dateeD1-12-2013, out of appointed staffs in various posts who was
appointed in which quota (including accounts of appointed staffsaagst quota following the
recent quota policy relevant circulation issued by the Ministry of Public Administration); list of
that.

4. Whether waiting list prepared for vacant posts for republished appointment notice
dated-31-01-2013 bearing Memo NeDYD/Admin-30/2012-145 published in website of Directorate
of Youth Development (like asin memo No:---1593 dated01-12-2013 in list of final candidates



found that, 09 was appointed in 10 posts i.e. 01 post yet not filled), if yes then attested photocopy
of list.

5. Basis to republished appointment notice  date8ll-01-2013  bearing Memo
No.-DYD/AdmIinr30/2012-145 published in website of Directorate of Youth Development; the
candidate bearing Roll Nel649, PostMLSS (duly took part in written & viva examinatiorg son of
a freedom fighter. As to why he was not appointed in that post, want to reason in written form.

02. Not getting the requested information in due time, the complainant filed appeal to Mr. Nur
Mohammad, the Secretary of the Ministry of Youth &8g & Appellate Authority (RTI), on -03-2014 by
registered post. After filing the appeal, being found no remedy; he filed complaint to the Information
Commission on 0R4-2014.

03. Agenda was discussed in the meeting of Commission -d&x€d-2014. Rirsuant to the decision of
meeting summonses were issued to concerned parties fixing the date of hearing@h2801.4.

04. On the date of hearing complainant Mr. Manjurul Hasan Kajol & opposite party Jahanara Parvin, the
Assistant Director (Publicationsf Directorate of Youth Development & the Designated Officer (RTI) are
present. The Complainant mentioned in his statement that he filed application to the Designated Officer (RTI)
under Right to Information Act, 2009 seeking for information mentionedriitle-01. Since the Designated
Officer (RTI) delivered no information, he filed appeal to the Appellate Authority (RTI). Being found no
remedy on appeal, he filed complaint to Information Commission.

05. The Assistant Director (Publications) of Direatof Youth Development & the Designated Officer
(RTI) mentioned in her statement that, on filing appeal information prayed for by the complainant sent on
24-04-2014. But cost of information was not received. The complainant if did not receive the informa
provided, subject to pay the cost of information to be provided again.

Discussion
After hearing and reviewing the submitted evidences of both the complainant and Designhated Officer
(RTI) it was found that the Designated Officer (RTI) provided iatiwmprayed for by the complainant. But
the complainant filed complaint that he did not receive any information. Designated Officer (RTI) since
ensured that subject to pay the cost of information she would provide again, so, the complaint seems to be
disposable.

Decision

After discussion in details the complaint is disposed of with following instructions:

1. The Assistant DirectoP(blications) of Directorate of Youth Development & the Designated Officer
(RTI) is directed to serve the information sought for by the complainant under Right to Information
Act, 2009 subject to pay the cost of information on or before nex032014.

2. Designated Officer (RTI) is directed to deposit money collected as cost of information delivered
under sectiod of Right to Information Act, 2009 and under seci®rmf Right to Information
(regarding obtain information) Rules, 2009 to government toegs in financial code
No-1-3301-:0001-1807.



3. Both parties are instructed to inform the Information Commission after implementation of direction.

Let the copy be served to the parties concerned.

Signed Signed Signed
(Prof. Dr. Sadeka Halim) (Mohammad Abu Taher) (Mohammed Farooq)
Information Conmissioner Information Commissioner Chief Information Commissione



Information Commission
Archaeology Building (2nd Floor)
F4/A, Agargaon Administrative Area
Shere-Bangla Nagar, Dhali2207
Fax088 02 9110638

Complaint N0o-33/2014

Complainani Mr. Md. Abdul Alim Opposite Party: Mr. K A M Majedur Rahman
Senior Reporter Managing Director
Oporadh Bichitra &
Modern Mansion Designated Officer (RTI)
53 Motijheel C/A, Dhaka. Premier Banldead Office

Banani, Dhaka.

Decision Paper
(Date09-06-2014)

Complainant Mr. Md. Abdul Alim filed application on-a82014 to Mr. K A M Majedur Rahman, the
Managing Director of Premier bank, Head Office & the Designated Officer(RTI) seeking fotothimgol
information under section 8(1) of Right to Information A2€&09:

1 There is complaint against Premier Bank to draw 133 crore 95 lac 45 thousand 327 taka &
misappropriation using 388 cheques in various times from account of Md. Khalilur Rahman the
Proprietor of M/S. Rumi Enterprise bearing N&00913100000879. On the other hand claimed
dues to Md. Khalilur Rahman as defaulter is amounting 20 crore, as informed. Also informed that
many cases are pending to the Orthorin Adalat against him.

Actual infarmation in this regard & requesting to provide supporting documents.

02. Not getting the requested information in due time, the complainant filed appeal to the Chairman of
Premier Bank Head Office & Appellate Authority (RTI) 6833014. After filing tle appeal, being found no
remedy; he filed complaint to the Information Commission or0d&014.

03. Agenda was discussed in the meeting of Commission d&€8-2014. Pursuant to the decision of
meeting summonses were issued to concerned parties fixing the date of hearing@8208.4.

04. On the date of hearing complainant Mr. Md. Abdul Alim \& &dficer for opposite party Managing
Director of Premier Bank, Head Office & the Designated Officer (RTI) Mr. Md. Shahriar Kamal Chowdhury are
present. The Complainant mentioned in his statement that he filed application to the Designated Officer (RTI)
under Right to Information Act, 2009 seeking for information mentioned in ar@tleSince the authority
delivered no information, he filed appeal to the Appellate Authority (RTI). Being found no remedy on appeal,
he filed complaint to Information Commissio



05. The law officer for opposite party Managing Director of Premier Bank, Head Office & the Designated
Officer (RTI) mentioned in his statement that, since case is pending before the High Court regarding
information sought for by the complainant, neférmation could not be provided.

Discussion

After hearing and reviewing the submitted evidences of both the complainant and opposite party it was
found that case is pending before the High Court regarding information sought for by the complainamt. Sinc
the matter is pending to the learned High Court and since the matter under section 7(k) of Right to
Information Act, 2009 is Stjhdice, commission think that no order might be passed by the commission in
this regard.

Decision
Since the matter is perdg before the learned High Court and is $udice, hence, the
commission thought that no order might be passed by the commission under section 7(k) of Right to
Information Act, 2009.
Let the copy be served to the parties concerned.
Signed Signed Signed

(Prof. Dr. Sadeka Halim) (Mohammad Abu Taher) (Mohammed Farooq)
Information Commissioner Information Commissioner Chief Information Commissioner



Information Commission
Archaeology Building (2nd Floor)
F4/A, Agargaon Administrative Area
Shere-Bangla Nagar, Dhali2207
Fax088 02 9110638

Complaint No-34/2014

Complainani Mr. Md. Abdul Alim Opposite Party: Mr. Md. Abdul Jalil Chowdhury
Senior Reporter Additional Managing Director
Oporadh Bichitra &
Modern Mansion Designated Officer (RTI)
53 Motijheel C/A, Dhaka. Mercantile Bank Head Office

Dilkusha, Dhaka.

Decision Paper
(Date09-06-2014)

Complainant Mr. Md. Abdul Alim filed application ona®2014 to Mr. Md. Abdul Jalil Chowdlyrthe
Additional Managing Director of Mencantile Bank, Head Office & the Designated Officer(RTI) seeking for
following information under section 8(1) of Right to Information Act, 2009:

1 There is allegation against Md. Shahidul Haque, the Director tovdi& crore 84 lac 15 thousand
taka & misappropriation being opening forged L/C in the name of M/S. Regent Corporation from
Madam Bibir Hat branch of Mercantile Bank Sitakunda, Chittagong. Also there is allegation
against him to draw 9 crore 55 lac 31 thausd taka & misappropriation being opening forged L/C
in the name of M/S. Titas Agro Chemical Industries Ltd. from Agrabad branch of the Bank. Other
Director of Bank Md. Shahabuddin Alam is M.D. of S.A Oil Mill. Against special Notice Deposit
account of theorganization in 54 transactions drawn a sum 120 crore, 37 lac 50 thousand. There is
allegation that, though the account balance is zero, on submission of cheque given money. Director
Md. Shahabuddin in this way drawn a sum 1 hundred 26 crore 72 lac tékaual information in
this regard & requesting to serve supporting documents.

02. Not getting the requested information in due time, the complainant filed appeal to the Chairman of
Mercantile Bank Head Office & Aplagé Authority (RTI) on 283-2014. After filing the appeal, being found
no remedy; he filed complaint to the Information Commission on -042014.

03. Agenda was discussed in the meeting of Commission d&€8-2014. Pursuant to the decision of
meeting summonses were issued to concerned parties fixing the date of hearing@&HZIBL4.

04. On the date of hearing complainant Mr. Md. Abdul Alim & attorney for opposite party Additional
Managing Director of Mercantile Bank, Head Office & the Desigratéder (RTI) Mr. Md. Azizul Bashar are
present. The Complainant mentioned in his statement that he filed application to the Designated Officer (RTI)
under Right to Information Act, 2009 seeking for information mentioned in affitleSince the authority



delivered no information, he filed appeal to the Appellate Authority (RTI). Being found no remedy on appeal,
he filed complaint to Information Commission.

05. The law officer for opposite party Designated Officer (RTI) mentioned in his statement tleathginc
information sought for by the complainant is not specified & clear, information was not provided.

Discussion

After hearing and reviewing the submitted evidences of both the complainant and opposite party it was
found that the information sought for by the complainant was not specified & clear. The commission found
that if application for information filed to théesignated Officer (RTI) in specific, the complainant may
receive the information he prayed for.

Decision
After discussion in details the complaint is disposed of with following instructions:

1. The complainant is directed to file application for infation to the Designated Officer (RTI) in
specific & file appeal to the Managing Director instead of Chairman.

2. In hearing, the Designated Officer (RTI) & Appellate Authority (RTI) are directed to appear.
3. Both parties are instructed to inform the Information Commission after implementation of direction.

Let the copy be served to the parties concerned.

Signed Signed Signed
(Prof. Dr. Sadeka Halim) (Mohammad Abu Taher) (Mohammed Farooq)
Information Commissioner Information Commissioner Chief Information Commissione



Information Commission
Archaeology Building (2nd Floor)
F4/A, Agargaon Administrative Area
Shere-Bangla Nagar, Dhali2207
Fax088 02 9110638

Complaint No-35/2014

Complainanit Mr. Md. Kutub Uddin Opposite Party: Mr. Mohammad Abul Khyer
FatherLate Mvi. Shafiuddin Public Relations Officer
E34, West side of RAB &
Agargaon, Dhak&207. Designated Officer (RTI)

Ministry of Women & Child Affairs
Bangladesh Secretariat, Dhaka.

Decision Paper
(Date09-06-2014)

Complainant Mr. Md. Kutub Uddin filed application on1322013 to Mr. Mohammad Abul Khayer, the
Public Relations Officer of the Ministry of Women & Chilidirs & the Designated Officer (RTI) seeking for
following information under section 8(1) of Right to Information Act, 2009:

T

Regarding progress of 07 recommendations mentioned in his letter (copy attached) to the Ministry
of Women & Child Affairs date@®4-11-2013.

Recommendations he produced to the Secretary, Ministry of Women & Child Affairs, Bangladesh
Secretariat, Dhaka date4-11-2013

1.

2.

Providing special facilities to the raped women as birangana and child by the government & state.

Preparng list of miscreants & eve teasers on the basis of village areas by government &
non-government intelligence, issue monthly caution notice in their names from office of Police
Commissioner/SP.

Being form eve teasing prevention committee basis to alighi School, College, Village, Areas
sending of monthly meeting report to the Office of SP/Police Commissioner.

To save girls from proposal of false love & eve teasing, strengthening counseling & campaigning in
schoolcolleges.
Create social mot to sympathetic to raped women & child

Special initiative in law & order meeting of Union Council to prevent eve teasing.

In any village, area, hat, bazaar, education institute any woman or child if raped, explanation from
all involved to be called. It means, who performed which social liabilities in this regard to be
counted as their accountability.



02. Not getting the requested information in due time, the complainant filed appeal to the Secretary of
Ministry of Women & Child ffairs & Appellate Authority (RTI) on-28-2014 by registered post. After filing
the appeal, being found no remedy; he filed complaint to the Information Commission-64-2014.

03. Agenda was discussed in the meeting of Commission -d&€8-2014. Rirsuant to the decision of
meeting summonses were issued to concerned parties fixing the date of hearing@B208.4.

04. On the date of hearing complainant Mr. Md. Kutub Uddin & opposite party Mr. Mohammad Abul
Khayer, the Public Relations Officer oiihidtry of Women & Child Affairs & the Designated Officer (RTI) are
present. The Complainant mentioned in his statement that he filed application to the Designated Officer (RTI)
under Right to Information Act, 2009 seeking for information mentioned irclaffil. Since the authority
delivered no information, he filed appeal to the Appellate Authority (RTI). Being found no remedy on appeal,
he filed complaint to Information Commission.

05. Mr. Mohammad Abul Khayer, the Public Relations Officer of Minis¥yomen & Child Affairs & the
Designated Officer (RTI) mentioned in his statement that, no application for information was received. Being
received summon of commission came to know about application for information. The Secretary of the
Ministry of Women& Child Affairs since now in abroad, no decision was taken to provide information to the
complainant. As directed by the commission, he ensured to provide the information sought for by the
complainant.

Discussion

After hearing and reviewing the submitteevidences of both the complainant and the Designated Officer
(RTI) it was found that the Designated Officer (RTI) was not informed about application for information
prayed by the complainant and came to know after receiving the summon from the commiésiairected
by the commission the Designated Officer (RTI) ensured to provide information sought for by the
complainant, hence, the complainant seems to be disposable.

Decision
After discussion in details the complaint is disposed of with following instructions:

1. Mr. Mohammad Abul Khayer, the Public Relations Officer of Ministry of Women & Child Affairs & the
Designated Officer (RTI) is directed to provide the information lsofay by the complainant under
Right to Information Act, 2009 subject to pay the cost of information on or before ne@6PP14.

2. Designated Officer (RTI) is directed to deposit money collected as cost of information delivered
under sectior9 of Rght to Information Act, 2009 and under secti8nof Right to Information
(regarding obtain information) Rules, 2009 to government treasury in financial code
No-1-3301-:0001-1807.



3. Both parties are instructed to inform the Information Commission aftgsl@mentation of direction.

Let the copy be served to the parties concerned.

Signed Signed Signed
(Prof. Dr. Sadeka Halim) (Mohammad Abu Taher) (Mohammed Farooq)
Information Commissioner Information Commissioner Chief Information Commissione



Information Commission
Archaeology Building (2nd Floor)
F4/A, Agargaon Administrative Area
Shere-Bangla Nagar, Dhali2207
Fax088 02 9110638

Complaint No-36/2014

Complainani Mr. Md. Nowsher Al Opposite Party: Commander
VillageNorth Horirampur 16 Artillery Division
PostBelaichandi, Police Beer Uttam Shahid Mahabub
StationParbatipurDistricDinajpur. Cantonment

Kholahati, Parbatipur, Dinajpur.
Decision Paper
(Date09-06-2014)

Complainant Mr Md. Nowsher Ali filed complaint to the Information Commission 01042014 to
this effect that no Designated Officer (RTI) was appointed in 16 Artillery Division, Beer Uttam Shahid
Mahabub Cantonment, Kholahati, Parbatipur, Dinajpur. In his complaint meentioned that, since the
Designated Officer (RTI) was not appointed under Right to Informatiof200&, he could not receive
information he needed.

02. Agenda was discussed in the meeting of Commission @%-2014. Pursuant to the decision of
meeting summonses were issued to concerned parties fixing the date of hearing@&HZiRL4.

03. On the date of hearing complainant Mr. Md. Nowsher Ali is present. The opposite party 16
Artillery Division, Beer Uttam Shahid Mahabub Cantonment, Kholahatiaffarhh Dinajpur is absent. The
Complainant mentioned in his statement that he filed complaint to this effect that the Designated Officer
(RTI) was not appointed to 16 Artillery Division, Beer Uttam Shahid Mahabub Cantonment, Kholahati,
Parbatipur, Dinajpu

04. The Commission decided to issue letter to the Commander, Beer Uttam Shahid Mahabub
Cantonment, Kholahati, Parbatipur, Dinajpur to appoint Designated Officer (RTI) under Right to Information
Act-2009 & to the Ministry of Defense.

Discussion

After hearing and reviewing the submitted evidences of complainant it was found that the
Designated Officer (RTI) was not appointed by the Ministry of Defense or by the Army in Beer Uttam Shahid
Mahabub Cantonment. Under section 10 of Right to Informatian, 2009 provision available to appoint
Designated Officer (RTI) within 60(sixty) days of passing of the Act. Since the authority concerned appointed
no Designated Officer (RTI), so, the complaint can be disposed of sending letter to appoint Designated
Officer.



Decision

After discussion in details the complaint is disposed of with following instructions:

1. The Commander, Beer Uttam Shahid Mahabub Cantonment & the Ministry of Defense is directed to
appoint Designated Officer (RTI) in Beer Uttam Shahidadab Cantonment.
2. Both parties are instructed to inform the Information Commission after implementation of direction.

Let the copy be served to the parties concerned.

Signed Signed Signed
(Prof. Dr. Sadeka Halim) (Mohammad Abu Taher) (Mohammed Farooq)
Information Commissioner Information Commissioner Chief Information Commissione



Information Commission
Archaeology Building (2nd Floor)
F4/A, Agargaon Administrative Area
Shere-Bangla Nagar, Dhali2207
Fax088 02 9110638

Complaint Ne37/2014

Complainani Mr. Ferdous Hasan Opposite Party: Dr. Parvez Rahim
FatherMd. Hasan Ali Sheikh Deputy Director (Establishment)
JC Road, Dhanbandhi &
Sirajgan;. Designated Officer (RTI)

Directorate of Primary Education
Mirpur-2, Dhakal216.

Decision Paper
(Date-15-07-2014)

Complainant Mr. Ferdous Hasan in respect to complaint282014 filed by him, filed complaint
against Dr. Parvez Rahim, Deputy Director (Establishm8ebgsignated Officer (RTI), Directorate of Primary
Education, Mirpw2, Dhakal216 to the Information Commission on-R@-2014. In complaint he mentioned
that, after hearing the complaint N&5/2014; though the Information Commission directed for foutithe
to serve information prayed for, the Designated Officer(RTI) did not serve yet information prayed for, the
complainant filed complaint to the Information Commission praying punishment of Designated Officer (RTI)
& compensation for repeated harassmenthim.

02. Agenda was discussed in the meeting of Commission -d&€8-2014. Pursuant to the decision
of meeting summonses were issued to concerned parties fixing the date of hearingQf209.4.

03. The Complainant & Designated Officer (RTI) fitad petition. Commission approved the time
petition & being fixed the date of hearing on -03-2014 issued summonses to the Complainant &
Designated Officer (RTI).

04. On the date of hearing complainant Mr. Ferdous Hasan & opposite party Dr. Parveg Rahi
Deputy Director (Establishment) of Directorate of Primary Education & Designated Officer (RTI) are present.
The Complainant mentioned in his statement that, though the Information Commission passed direction but
he yet not received any information antden filed complaint to the Commission.

05. The Deputy Director (Establishment) of Directorate of Primary Education & Designated
Officer(RTI) mentioned in his statement that since he stayed in abroad information could not be provided. He
further said that,nformation related to appointment is very much secret & sensitive issue at all. Moreover, it
takes time to collect tabulation sheet from BUET, the result sheet processing institution under MoU for



written & Viva examination. He brought information withmhto provide the complainant & ensured to serve
the complainant as direction of the commission.

Discussion

After hearing and reviewing the submitted evidences of both the complainant andriésibOfficer
(RTI) it was found that the Designated Officer (RTI) since stayed in abroad information could not be provided
& information related to appointment is very much secret & sensitive issue & it takes time to collect
tabulation sheet from BUET, éhresult sheet processing institution under MoU for written & Viva
examination. The Designated Officer (RTI) since ensured to serve information sought for by the complainant,
the complaint seems to be disposable.

Decision
After discussion in details trmomplaint is disposed of with following instructions:
The Designated Officer (RTI) since provided information sought for by the complainant, the complaint is
disposed of.
Let the copy be served to the parties concerned.
Signed

(Mohammed Farooq)
Chief Information Commissioner



Information Commission
Archaeology Building (2nd Floor)
F4/A, Agargaon Administrative Area
Shere-Bangla Nagar, Dhali2207
Fax088 02 9110638

Complaint No-38/2014

Complainani Mr. Igbal Hossaon Forkan Opposite Party: Mr. Muhammad Nur Alam
FatherLate Alhaj M A Fattah Deputy Secretary
8/G, Concord Grand &
169/1, Shanti Nagar Designated Officer (RTI)
Dhakal217. Ministry of Liberation Wat
Affairs

Paribhan Bhaban
Secretariat Link Road
Dhakal1000.

Decision Paper
(Date-09-06-2014)

Complainant Mr. Igbal Hossaon Forkan filed application 6822014 to Mr. Muhammad Nur Alam,
the Deputy Secretary of Ministry of Liberation War Affairs & Designated Officer (RTI) seeking for the
following information under section 8(1) of Right to Infation Act2009

1 Present & permanent address, telephone/mabile nos. (if available) of War Wounded Freedom
Fighter in full, who are receiving honorarium from State as affiliated under gazette notification in
an updated list.

02. Not getting the requestedhformation in due time, the complainant filed appeal to Mr. Masud
Siddiki, the Secretary of Ministry of Liberation War Affairs & Appellate Authority (RTI}@®2ZB.4. After
filing the appeal, Mr. Muhammad Nur Alam, Deputy Secretary & Designated rOffR3d) provided
information to the complainant vide Memo Nd8.00.0000.002.34.186.2013/88 Daté@-04-2014. Being
dissatisfied with the information served to him, filed complaint to the Information Commission on
20-04-2014.

03. Agenda was discussedtie meeting of Commission datei®-05-2014. Pursuant to the decision of
meeting summonses were issued to concerned parties fixing the date of hearingQE208.4.

04. On the date of hearing complainant Mr. Igbal Hossaon Forkan and the opposite party Mr.
Muhammad Nur Alam, the Deputy Secretary of Ministry of Liberation War Affairs & Designated Office r(RTI)
are present. The Complainant mentioned in his statement treafiled application to the Designated Officer
(RTI) under Rights to Information A09 seeking for  information mentioned in arti€lé. Since the



Designated Officer (RTI) delivered no information, he filed appeal to the Appellate authority (REFIjiliAdt

appeal to the Appellate Authority (RTI) the Designated Officer (RTI) informed that information would not be
served since there is no updated list of War Wounded Freedom Fighters receiving Honorarium from the State
under gazette notification. Theme filed complaint to Information Commission.

05. Mr. Muhammad Nur Alam, the Deputy Secretary of Ministry of Liberation War Affairs & Designated
Officer (RTI) mentioned in his statement that yet not prepared any list of War Wounded Freedom Fighters
with address at present & permanent, telephone/mobile nos. receiving honorarium from State under gazette
notification, hence the information prayed by the complainant could not be served. The Designhated Officer
(RTI) informed the commission that the informatigmayed by the complainant would be available in
Muktijodhdhya Kallayn Trust. The complainant is directed to file application for information to
Muktijodhdhya Kallayn Trust.

06. Whether any copy of War Wounded Freedom Fighters receiving honorarium fetenasailable to
the Ministry or not? In reply of such question, the Designated Officer (RTI) informed that the copy is available
in the Ministry & could be provided.

Discussion

After hearing and reviewing the submitted evidences of both the complaiaadtopposite party it was
found that the Designated Officer (RTI) could not serve information sought for by the complainant. The
Designated Officer (RTI) since ensured to serve available information sought for by the complainant
according to the directiorthe complaint seems to be disposable.

Decision
After discussion in details the complaint is disposed of with following instructions:

1. Mr. Muhammad Nur Alam, the Deputy Secretary of Ministry of Liberation War Affairs & Designated
Officer (RTI) is dicted to serve the information sought for by the complainant (Gazette comprising
list of War Wounded Freedom Fighters receiving honorarium from State) subject to pay the cost of
information on or before 18€6-2014.

2. Designated Officer(RTI) is directddeposit money collected as cost of information delivered under
section9 of Rights to Information A€009 and under secticB of Right to Information (regarding
obtain information) Regulation2009 to government treasury in financial code
No-1-3301-0001-1807.

3. Both parties are instructed to inform the Information Commission after implementation of direction.

Let the copy be served to the parties concerned.
Signed Signed Signed

(Prof. Dr. Sadeka Halim) (Mohammad Abu Taher) (Mohammed Farooq)
Information Commissioner Information Commissioner Chief Information Commissionet



Information Commission
Archaeology Building (2nd Floor)
F4/A, Agargaon Administrative Area
Shere-Bangla Nagar, Dhali2207
Fax088 02 9110638

Complaint No-39/2014

Complainanit Mr. Md. Nazmus Sakib Opposite Party: Mr. Humayun Kabir
FatherFaridul Alam Director (Administration)
49/1, West Hazipara &
Ramna Police Sttion, Dhaka. Designated Officer (RTI)

National Human Rights Commission
Gulfesha Plaza

8, Shahid Journalist Selina Parvin Sarak
Moghbazar, Dhaka217.

Decision Paper
(Date15-07-2014)

Complainant Mr. Md. Nazmus Sakib in respect to complaint98(2013 filed by him, filed complaint
against Mr. Humayun Kabir, Director (Adisiration) & Designated Officer (RTI), National Human Rights
Commission, Gulfesha Plaza, 8, Shahid Journalist Selina Parvin Sarak, Moghbazat2 Dhakathe
Information Commission on 224-2014. In his complaint he mentioned that after hearing the caimpl
N0-96/2013 though the Information Commission directed to serve information prayed for, the Designated
Officer(RTI) collecting additional money as cost of information, information served are confusing &
incomplete & did not mention the information sexd in reply of which requirement. The complainant filed
complaint to the Information Commission praying punishment of Designated Officer (RTI) due to serve no
information in proper manner & compensate penalty.

02. Agenda was discussed in the meetin@€ofmmission dated9-05-2014. Pursuant to the decision
of meeting summonses were issued to concerned parties fixing the date of hearingG#200.4.

03. The Designated Officer (RTI) filed time petition. Commission approved the time petition & fixed
the date of hearing on 1®7-2014 and issued summonses to the complainant & Designated Officer (RTI).

04. On the date of hearing complainant Mr. Md. Nazmus Sakib, FERdretul Alam, 49/1, West
Hazipara, Ramna Police &ta, Dhaka is present. But the opposite party Mr. Humayun Kabir, Director
(Administration) of National Human Rights Commission & Designated Officer (RTI) is absent filing time
petition showing his business in audit works of budget for the financial y@@92014 of National Human
Rights Commission. The Complainant mentioned in his statement that in respect to direction of Information
Commission, the information served by the Designated Officer are incomplete & did not mention the
information served in rely of which requirement.



Discussion

After hearing and reviewing the submitted evidences of complainant it was found that the
information served by the Designated Officer (RTI) are not clear & specified. The commission thought it
would be proper to pass uiction to the Designated Officer (RTI) to serve information prayed by the

complainant in clear & specified manner.

Decision

After discussion in details the complaint is disposed of with following instructions:

Director (Administration) of Nationalufhan Rights Commission & Designated Officer (RTI) is

directed to provide information to the complainant in clear & specific manner.
Both parties are instructed to inform the Information Commission after implementation of direction.

Let the copy be served to the parties concerned.

Signed
(Mohammed Farooq)
Chief Information Commissioner



Information Commission
Archaeology Building (2nd Floor)
F4/A, Agargaon Administrative Area
Shere-Bangla Nagar, Dhali2207
Fax088 02 9110638

Complaint No-40/2014

Complainani Mr. Igbal Hossain Forkan Opposite Party: 1. Mrs. Rikta Dutta
FatherLate Alhaj M A Fattah Deputy Registrar (Coordination &
8/G, Concord Grand Evaluation)
169/1, Shanti Nagar &
Dhakal217. Designated Officer (RTI)

Depatment of Cooperatives
Somobya Bhaban

F 10/AB, Agargaon Civic Sector
SherEBangla Nagar, Dhaki®07.

2. Mr. Md. Naimur Rahman

Joint Registrar (Bank & Insurance)
& Third Party

Department of Cooperatives, Dhaka.

Decision Paper
(Date15-07-2014)

Compdinant Mr. Igbal Hossain Forkan filed application onr112013 to Mrs. Rikta Dutta, the

Deputy Registrar (Coordination & Evaluation) & Designated Officer (RTI) seeking for the following information
under section 8(1) of Right to Information Act, 2009

Attested copy of resolution of all general meetings & special general meetings of Bangladesh
Cooperative Life Insurance Ltd. held yet from establishment with date of meetings.

After establishment of Bangladesh Cooperative Life Insurance Ltd. whethsr election held to
form of Management Committee under Cooperatives Rules & Regulations up to till date or not? If,
yes then date of election & list of elected committee in separate list.

After establishment of Bangladesh Cooperative Life Insurance [ftdo any election held to form

of Management Committee up to till date, need to know the information as to why the election
was not held yet.

Since there is no election, under which section & authority of Cooperatives Rules & Regulations,
the adhoc/interim committee is managing the institution, need to know & list of adhoc/interim
committee with duration in separate.

Was ever Bangladesh Cooperative Life Insurance Ltd. Put in liquidation process or not? If, yes then
order of liquidation & copy of wihheld order with reason.



6. Need to know updated information regarding Bangladesh Cooperative Life Insurance Ltd. If now
under liquidation order, need attested copy of liquidation & process of liquidation.

7. After establishment of Bangladesh Cooperatitéfe Insurance Ltd. if any audit held, then attested
copy of all audit report.

8. Name, address, share quantity & amount of shares of Bangladesh Cooperative Life Insurance Ltd.
in a list.

9. How much was the paid up capital of Badagesh Cooperative Life Insurance Ltd.? Amount of share
capital deposited in which authority & under which process & how much is the present value of
share capital? Need to know.

02. On receipt of application for information, the Designated Officer (Rikka Dutta, the Deputy
Registrar (Bank & Insurance) requested to Deputy Registrar (Bank & Insurance), Department of Cooperatives,
Dhaka to provide the requested information within 05(five) working days. In this respect the Deputy Registrar
(Bank & Insurare) informed that under sections 7(d), 7(e)(i), 7(r) of Right to Information Act, 2009 there is
no scope to serve information. The matter was informed to the complainant by a letter issued by the
Designated Officer (RTI). Then not getting the requestearrmtion in due time, the complainant filed
appeal to the Secretary of Ministry of Local Government, Rural Development & Cooperatives & Appellate
Authority (RTI) on 092-2014. After filing the appeal, Appellate Authority (RTI) take hearing of matter on
30-03-2014. After hearing the decision of Department of Cooperatives remained uphold. Being dissatisfied
with decision of Appellate Authority (RTI) the complainant filed complaint to the Information Commission on
23-04-2014.

03. Agenda was discussed in timeeting of Commission datetb-05-2014. Pursuant to the decision of
meeting summonses were issued to concerned parties fixing the date of hearingD6+2011 4.

04. On the date of hearing complainant remains absent filing time petition but the DesigQdtiedr
(RTI) is present. The commission approved time petition & fixed the date of hearing®@f2084 issued
summonses to the Complainant & Designated Officer (RTI).

05. On the date of hearing complainant Mr. Igbal Hossain Forkan and the opposieRid Dutta, the
Deputy Registrar (Coordination & Evaluation) of Department of Cooperatives & Designated Officer (RTI) &
Mr. Md. Naimur Rahman, the Deputy Registrar (Bank & Insurance) are present. The Complainant mentioned
in his statement that he fileépplication to the Designated Officer (RTI) under Rights to Information Act,
2009 seeking for the information mentioned in arti€lé. Since the information prayed for was not served,
he filed appeal to the Appellate Authority (RTI). Being found no renosedgppeal, he filed complaint to
Information Commission.

06. The Deputy Registrar (Coordination & Evaluation) & Designated Officer (RTI) mentioned in her
statement that she sent letter to concerned department to serve information. Then the department
informed that sections 7(d), 7(e)(i), 7(r) of Rights to Information Act, 2009 there is no scope to serve
information. The Designated Officer (RTI) informed more that the information relevant to Bangladesh
Cooperative Life Insurance is not available to hemringtion is related to Bank & Insurance Division of
concerned department. Since the related department did not provide no information, he could not provide
information prayed for by the complainant. Mr. Md. Naimur Rahman, the Deputy Registrar (Bank &



Insuance) mentioned in his statement that the complainant since is not a member of cooperatives & since

seek advance information regarding policy there is no scope to serve information under section 7 of Right to
Information Act, 2009.

Discussion

After hearing and reviewing the submitted evidences of both the complainant, Designated Officer (RTI) &
third party it was found that the information prayed by the complainant is not advance information & there
iS no provision to get any information need be the member of committee, hence under Right to
Information Act, 2009 information prayed for can be provided. The Designated Officer (RTI) since ensured to
provide information sought for by the complainant as directed by the Information Commission, the
complaint seems to be disposable.

Decision

After discussion in details the complaint is disposed of with following instructions:

1. The Joint Registrar (Bank & Insurance) & third party Mr. Md. Naimur Rahman is directed to provide
information to Mrs. Rita Dutta, the Deputy Registrar (Coordination & Evaluation) & Designated
Officer (RTI) immediately as prayed for.

2. The Deputy Registrar (Coordination & Evaluation) & Designated Officer (RTI) is directed to provide

the information sought for by the comptaant subject to pay the cost of information on or before
14-08-2014.

3. Designated Officer (RTI) is directed to deposit money collected as cost of information delivered under
section9 of Right to Information Act, 2009 and under sect®wof Right to Idrmation (regarding
obtain information) Rules, 2009 to government treasury in financial cod#-8801-0001-1807.

4. Both parties are instructed to inform the Information Commission after implementation of direction.

Let the copy be servet the parties concerned.

Signed
(Mohammed Farooq)
Chief Information Commissioner



Information Commission
Archaeology Building (2nd Floor)
F4/A, Agargaon Administrative Area
Shere-Bangla Nagar, Dhali2207
Fax088 02 9110638

Complaint Ne41/2014

Complainant Mr. Asim Das Opposite Party: Chairman
FatherKadam Das &
VillageAtaroi, Postleyala Appellate Authority (RTI)
Police StatiofTala 14 Fingri URSadar
DistrictSatkhira. Satkhira.
Decision Paper
(Date-15-07-2014)

Complainant Mr. Asim Das filed application by registered post 6022814 to Mr. A. Hamid,
Secretary & Designated Officer (RTI), 14 Fingri UP, Sadar, Satkhira seeking for the following information
under section 8(1) of Right to Infortian Act2009

1 Information regarding quantity of deep tube well to be allotted to Nd.4 Fingri Union in the year
2014.
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02. Not getting the requested information in due time, the complainant filed appeal to Mr. Mohadev
Ghosh, the Chairman & Appellate Authority (RTI),-Mo.Fingri UP, Sadar Satkhira on-082014 by
registered post. After filing the appeal, being found remedy; he filed complaint to the Information
Commission on 284-2014.

03. Agenda was discussed in the meeting of Commission -d&€8-2014. Pursuant to the decision
of meeting summonses were issued to concerned parties fixing the date of hearing)6+200.4.

04. On the date of hearing complainant Mr. Asim Das & opposite party Mr. A. Hamid, Secretary &
Designated Officer(RTI), 14 Fingri UP, Sadar, Satkhira are present. The Complainant mentioned in his
statement that he filed application to the Desagrd Officer (RTI) under Right to Information Act, 2009
seeking for the information mentioned in artieBd. Since the Designated Officer (RTI) delivered no
information, he filed appeal to the Appellate Authority (RTI). Being found no remedy on appdékdhe
complaint to Information Commission.

05. The Secretary of UP & Designated Officer (RTI), 14 Fingri UP, Sadar, Satkhira mentioned in his
statement that, he was suspended provisionally. Since the summon issued to his name, he  appeared in
the Commisi®n. He mentioned more that he would request the Chairman to serve the information prayed
for.



06. Since the UP Secretary & Designated Officer (RTI) is suspended provisionally, in view of more
hearing on complaint in presence of UP Chairman & Appellatbobity (RTI) fixing the date of hearing on
15-07-2014 issued summonses to the complainant & Appellate Authority.

07. On the date of hearing complainant & Designated Officer (RTI) is absent. The complainant by
sending a letter to the Information Commissioriormed that he received information prayed for. Since he
has no more complaint in this regard he requested to settle the issue. The Appellate Authority (RTI) & UP
Chairman by sending a letter to the Information Commission informed that he served infomnpaayed for
& requested to settle the issue.

Discussion
After hearing and reviewing the submitted evidences of both ¢henplainant & Designated Officer
(RTI) in written form it was found that the information sought for by the complainant is served. The
complainant received information he prayed for & since he requested to settle the issue of complaint, the
complaint seem$o be disposabile.
Decision
Since the complainant received information he prayed for & requested to settle the issue of
complaint, hence the complaint is disposed of with the order of revoking the complaint.

Let the copy be served to the parties conoed.

Signed
(Mohammed Farooq)
Chief Information Commissioner



Information Commission
Archaeology Building (2nd Floor)
F4/A, Agargaon Administrative Area
Shere-Bangla Nagar, Dhali2207
Fax088 02 9110638

Complaint No-42/2014

Complainani Mr. Subrata Kumar Mondal Opposite Party: Chairman
FatherGolok Mondal &
Faijullapur Appellate Authority (RTI)
PostBrahmarajpur 14 Fingri UP
Police Station+Distriedatkhira. Sadar, Satkhira.

Decision Paper
(Date-15-07-2014)

Complainant Mr. Subrata Kumar Mondal filed application by registered post-©2-2614 to Mr. A.
Hamid, Secretary & Designated Officer (RTI), 14 Fingri UP, Sadar, Satkhira seeking for the following
information under section 8(1) of Right to Informationt A2009

9 Information regarding quantity of blanket distributed in Nel4 Fingri Union in the year 2014 & list
of names.
1 Information regarding policy on which the blanket distributed.

Not getting the requested information in due time, the complainditeéd appeal to Mr. Mohadev
Ghosh, the Chairman & Appellate Authority (RTI),-Mo.Fingri UP, Sadar Satkhira on-0&2014 by
registered post. After filing the appeal, being found no remedy; he filed complaint to the Information
Commission on 284-2014.

02. Agenda was discussed in the meeting of Commission -d&€8-2014. Pursuant to the decision
of meeting summonses were issued to concerned parties fixing the date of hearing)6+2004.

04. On the date of hearing complainant Mr. Subrata Kumandib & opposite party Mr. A. Hamid,
Secretary & Designated Officer (RTI), 14 Fingri UP, Sadar, Satkhira are present. The Complainant mentionec
in his statement that he filed application to the Designated Officer (RTI) under Rights to Information Act,
2009 seeking for the information mentioned in artiel®. Since the Designated Officer (RTI) delivered no
information, he filed appeal to the Appellate Authority (RTI). Being found no remedy on appeal, he filed
complaint to Information Commission.



05. The Seetary of UP & Designated Officer nally. Since the summon issued to his name, so, he
appeared in the Commission. He mentioned more that he would request the Chairman to serve the
information prayed for.

06. Since the UP Secretary & Designated Officer (RTI) is suspended provisionally, in view of more
hearing on complaint in presence of UP Chairman & Appellate Authority (RTI) fixing the date of hearing on
15-07-2014 issued summonses to the complainant & éfgte Authority.

07. On the date of hearing complainant & Designated Officer (RTI) is absent. The complainant by
sending a letter to the Information Commission informed that he received information prayed for. Since he
has no more complaint in this reghhe requested to settle the issue. The Appellate Authority (RTI) & UP
Chairman by sending a letter to the Information Commission informed that he served information prayed for
& requested to settle the issue.

Discussion
After hearing and reviewing theubmitted evidences of both the complainant & Designated Officer
(RTI) in written form it was found that the information sought for by the complainant is served. The
complainant received information he prayed for & since requested to settle the issuengbla@iot, the
complaint seems to be disposable.
Decision
Since the complainant received information he prayed for & requested to settle the issue of
complaint, hence, the complaint is disposed of with the order of revoking the complaint.

Let the copy beserved to the parties concerned.

Signed
(Mohammed Farooq)
Chief Information Commissioner



Information Commission
Archaeology Building (2nd Floor)
F4/A, Agargaon Administrative Area
Shere-Bangla Nagar, Dhali2207
Fax088 02 9110638

Complaint Ne43/2014

Complainani Mr. Ferdous Hasan Opposite Party: Mr. Mohammad Shahiduzzaman
FatherMd. Hasan Ali Sheikh Education Officer
JC Road, Dhanbandhi &
Sirajgan;. Designated Officer (RTI)

Upazila Education Office
Sadar, Sirajgan;.

Decision Paper
(Date-15-07-2014)

Complainant Mr. Ferdous Hasan filed application of002014to Mr. Mohammad Shahiduzzaman,
Sirajganj Sadar Upozila Education Officer & the Designated Officer (RTI) seeking for the following information
under section 8(19f Right to Information Act, 2009

1 Names, Roll Number, Total obtained number, Grade & subject wise obtained numbers i.e.
including numbers of student subject wise basis to name of institution took part in Primary
Education Completion Examination or PE€amination of year 2013.

02. Not getting the requested information in due time, the complainant filed appeal to Begum
Badruzzoha, Sirajganj District Primary Education Officer & Appellate Authority (RTI}0&2084. On
hearing of Appeal, the AppellatAuthority dismissed the appeal. The Appellate Authority (RTI) since
dismissed the appeal, the complainant filed complaint to the Information Commission-04-2714.

03. Agenda was discussed in the meeting of Commission -@3-2014. Pursuant to theeatision of
meeting summonses were issued to concerned parties fixing the date of hearingD6+2001 4.

04. On the date of hearing complainant being file time petition remain absent but the Designated
Officer (RTI) & learned attorney for him are preseimd petition was approved by the Commission & being
fixed date of hearing on 167-2014 issued summonses to complainant & Designated Officer (RTI).

05. On the date of hearing, complainant Mr. Ferdous Hasan & Mr. Mohammad Shahiduzzaman,
Sirajganj Sadar W@gila Education Officer & the Designated Officer (RTI) are present. The Complainant
mentioned in his statement that he filed application to the Designated Officer (RTI) under Rights to
Information Act, 2009 seeking for the information mentioned in artizle Since the Designated Officer (RTI)



delivered no information, he filed appeal to the Appellate Authority (RTI). Being found no remedy on appeal,
he filed complaint to Information Commission.

06. The Sirajgan] Sadar Uazila Education Officer & the Besiy®fficer (RTI) mentioned in his
statement that information available to his office was served to the complainant. Subject wise obtained
marks are stored centrally. He mentioned that the complainant can collect the rest information from the
Department ¢ Primary Education.

Discussion
After hearing and reviewing the submitted evidences of compldidathe Designated Officer (RTI) it
was found that the Designated Officer (RTI) served information to the complainant available to his office.

Subject wise obtained marks are stored centrally. Directing the complainant to collect rest information from
conerned department, the complaint seems to be disposable.

Decision

After discussion in details the complaint is disposed of with following instructions:

1. The complainant is directed to collect subject wise obtained marks from concerned department.
2. Both parties are instructed to inform the Information Commission after implementation of direction.

Let the copy be served to the parties concerned.

Signed
(Mohammed Farooq)
Chief Information Commissioner



Information Commission
Archaeology Building (2nd Floor)
F4/A, Agargaon Administrative Area
Shere-Bangla Nagar, Dhali2207
Fax088 02 9110638

Complaint No-44/2014

Complainani Mr. Md. Mahbubur Rahman Opposite Party: Mr. Khondker Majibur Rahman
FatherLate Abdul Jabbar Sarder Uaozila Education Officer (Primary)
Village & PosAtipara &

Ujirpur, Barisal. Designated Officer (RTI)

Office of the Upazila Education Officer
Ujirpur, Barisal.

Decision Paper
(Date-10-06-2014)

Complainant Mr. Md. Mahbubur Rahman filed application by registered post 22014 to Mr.
Khondaker Mujibur Rahman, the Upazila Education Officer of Ujirpur Upazila under Biatigztl & the
Designated Officer (RTI) seeking for the following infaitomaunder section 8(1) of Right to Information
Act-2009

1. Full furnished list (Names, Addresses, mobile numbers) of Executive/Managing Committee of
No.-72 Atipara Government Primary School.

2. Rules & regulations for election of Managing Committee Government Primary School &
eligibility to be candidate in various posts & copy of rules & regulations.

3. Name of donor member of present managing committee of said school, attested copy of deed of
donated land area (including mobile number).

4. Copy of bl furnished list of previous committee.

02. Not getting the requested information in due time, the coawphnt filed appeal to District
Primary Education Officer, Barisal & Appellate Authority (RTI) edd@®14 by registered post. After filing
the appeal, being found no remedy; he filed complaint to the Information Commission-64-3014.

03. Agenda wa discussed in the meeting of Commission of0%2014. Pursuant to the decision of
meeting summonses were issued to concerned parties fixing the date of hearingD6+2011.4.

04. On the date of hearing complainant Mr. Md. Mahbubur Rahman & opposite lgrt¢hondaker
Mujibur Rahman, the Upazila Education Officer of Ujirpur Upazila under DB#iiidal & the Designated
Officer (RTI) and learned attorney to assist him Mr. Md. Masum Billah are present. The Complainant
mentioned in his statement that heldéd application to the Designated Officer (RTI) under Right to
Information Act, 2009 seeking for the information mentioned in artl@le Since the authority delivered no



information, he filed appeal to the Appellate Authority (RTI). Being found no rerordgppeal, he filed
complaint to Information Commission.

05. The learned attorney for Designated Officer (RTI) mentioned in his statement that no application
for information was received & hence no informatiomsvprovided. The Designated Officer (RTI) ensured to
provide information to the complainant as directed by the Commission.

Discussion
After hearing and reviewing the submitted evidences of complainant & the Designated Officer (RTI) it
was found that theDesignated Officer (RTI) since received no application for information; no information was
provided. The Designated Officer (RTI) since ensured to serve information to the complainant, the complaint
seems to be disposable.

Decision
After discussion idetails the complaint is disposed of with following instructions:

1. Mr. Khondaker Mujibur Rahman, the Upazila Education Officer of Ujirpur Upazila under
DistrictBarisal & the Designated Officer (RTI) is directed to provide the information soughttfor by
complainant under Right to Information Act, 2009 subject to pay the cost of information on or before
12-06-2014.

2. Designated Officer (RTI) is directed to deposit money collected as cost of information delivered under
section9 of Right to Informatin Act, 2009 and under sectighof Right to Information (regarding
obtain information) Rules, 2009 to government treasury in financial cod#-8801-0001-1807.

3. Both parties are instructed to inform the Information Commission after implementatiornre€tibn.

Let the copy be served to the parties concerned.

Signed Signed Signed
(Prof. Dr. Sadeka Halim) (Mohammad Abu Taher) (Mohammed Farooq)
Information Commissioner Information Commissioner Chief Information Commissione



Information Commission

Archaeology Building (2nd Floor)
F4/A, Agargaon Administrative Area
Shere-Bangla Nagar, Dhali2207
Fax088 02 9110638

Complaint No-45/2014

Complainani Mr. Abul Kashem Al Asad (Foisal) Opposite Party: Mr. Nurul Alam

FatherLate Abdus Sobhan Assistant Waqf Administrator

393, Jollarpar (Main Road) &

Post & Police StatieBadar Sylhet Designated Officer (RTI)

DistrictSylhet 3100 Wagqf Bhaban, 4, New Eskaton Road
Dhakal000.

Decision Paper
(Date-10-06-2014)

Complainant Mr. Abul Kashem Al Asad (Foisal) filed complaint to the Information Commission against
Mr. Nurul Alam, the Assistant Wagf Administrator & Designated Officer (RTI)}@423WL4. In the complaint
he mentioned that the information served by MruNil Alam, the Designated Officer on application for
information was not attested duly. He filed complaint for remedy under Right to Information Act.

02. Agenda was discussed in the meeting of Commission -@%-2014. Pursuant to the decision of
meetingsummonses were issued to concerned parties fixing the date of hearing@2014.

03. On the date of hearing complainant Mr. Abul Kashem Al Asad & opposite party Mr. Nurul Alam,
the Assistant Wagf Administrator of Bangladesh Waqf Administration & Daeij©fficer (RTI) are present.
The Complainant mentioned in his statement that the information served by Mr. Nurul Alam, the Designated
Officer on application for information was not attested duly. He filed complaint for remedy under Right to
InformationAct.

04. The Assistant Wagf Administrator of Bangladesh Waqf Administration & Designated Officer (RTI)
in his statement mentioned that information was provided to the complainant but erroneously was not
attested. He has brought the attested informatiorthvhim and would provide the same to the complainant.

Discussion

After hearing and reviewing the submitted evidences of both the complainant and Designated Officer
(RTI) it was found that the Designhated Officer (RTI) served information to the complaumanias not
attested duly. The Designated Officer (RTI) since ensured to serve the information sought for by the
complainant after attestation, the complaint seems to be disposable.



Decision
After discussion in details the complaint is disposed of fatlowing instructions:

1. Mr. Md. Nurul Alam, the Assistant Waqgf Administrator of Bangladesh Waqf Administration &
Designated Officer (RTI) is directed to provide information after attestation subject to pay the cost of
information on or before 1@6-2014.

2. Designated Officer (RTI) isatted to deposit money collected as cost of information delivered under
section9 of Right to Information Act, 2009 and under sect®of Right to Information (regarding
obtain information) Rules, 2009 to government treasury in financial cod#-8201-0001-1807.

3. Both parties are instructed to inform the Information Commission after implementation of direction.

Let the copy be served to the parties concerned.

Signed Signed Signed
(Prof. Dr. Sadeka Halim) (Mohammad Abu Taher) (Mohammed Farooq)
Information Commissioner Information Commissioner Chief Information Commissione



Information Commission

Archaeology Building (2nd Floor)
F4/A, Agargaon Administrative Area
Shere-Bangla Nagar, Dhaki2207
Fax088 02 9110638

Complaint No-46/2014

Complainant Mr. Md. Motiur Rahman Opposite Party: Mr. Md. Mahbubur Rahman
FatherNurul Islam Assistant Director (Administration)
VillageNo-1 Kalma &
Post Dairy Farm Designated Officer (RTI)
Police StatiorBavar Central Cattle Breeding Station & Dairy Farm
DistrictDhaka. Savar, Dhaka.

Decision Paper
(Date15-07-2014)

Complainant Mr. Md. Motiur Rahman filed application on-@82014 to the Designated Officer(RTI),
Central Dairy Reproduction Dairy Farm Savar, Dhaka seeking for the following information under section 8(1)
of Right to Information Act, 2009:

1. a) How muchproject presently is on going under Central Cattle Breeding Station & Dairy Farm
Savar, Dhaka under Savar Upazila? Names of Projects & duration.
b) Year basis amount of grants in ongoing projects from starting to yet is how much?

c) After starting of ongang projects particulars of head wise grants up to current financial year or
the accounts.

d) In expenses of fund; whether any tender was called or not? If, yes, then published in which
newspapers? Names of newspapers including date of publications & pbopy of published
tender notice. Names of contractor received work order being take part in tender, address, name
of owner & mobile numbers.

e) Duration of construction & repairing & accounts of expenditures, names of contractor & name of
owner, address, ontact address with easy way to communicate in details.

f) Which machineries purchased & structures constructed under ARMProject & now are going
on? Those machineries, structure & present position of the project.

2. a) Existing stored feeds in store& names of contractors, location, name of owners & mobile
phone numbers.
b) How much oxen & cows now available whether small or adult in Central Dairy Reproduction

Dairy Farm and per day feed for each cow is how much?



¢) How much liters of milk is the cagity of Central Dairy Reproduction Dairy Farm per day How
much liters of milk supplied in which organizations. Names of organizations & mobile phone
numbers.

d) How much arelie appointed veterinary doctors in Central Cattle Breeding Station & Dairy Farm
& nurses appointed?

e) Allotments of medicine in present year & description and head wise uses of medicines or the
accounts.

02. Not getting information in due time, the conajtant filed appeal on 283-2014. After filing the
appeal, being found no remedy; the complainant filed complaint to the Information Commission on
05-05-2014.

03. Agenda was discussed in the meeting of Commission @%-2014. Pursuant to the decisiorf o
meeting summonses were issued to the concerned parties fixing the date of hearinglar208.4.

04. On the date of hearing, complainant Mr. Md. Motiur Rahman & opposite party Mr. Md.
Mahbubur Rahman, the Designated Officer (RTI) of Central Cattle iBge8thtion & Dairy Farm, Savar,
Dhaka are present. The complainant mentioned in his statement that, he received the information prayed
for. Since he has no objection, he requested to settled the complaint.

05. The Designated Officer (RTI) of Centrall€8teeding Station & Dairy Farm, Savar mentioned in
his statement that he served information prayed for & requested to settled the complaint.

Discussion

After hearing and reviewing the submitted evidences submitted by the complainant in writtentform i
was noticed that the Designated Officer (RTI) served information prayed by the complainant. The
complainant received information prayed for & since requested to settle the complaint, the complaint seems
to be disposable.

Decision
Since the complainaneceived information prayed for & requested to settle the complaint, so, the
complaint is disposed of.

Let the copy be served to the parties concerned.
Signed

(Mohammed Farooq)
Chief Information Commissioner



Information Commission
Archaeology Buildg (2nd Floor)
F4/A, Agargaon Administrative Area
Shere-Bangla Nagar, Dhali2207
Fax088 02 9110638

Complaint No:47/2014

Complainani Mr. Delawar Bin Siraj Opposite Party: Mr. S M Anisuzzaman
2/2 R K Mission Road Assistant General Manag
Dhakal203. &

Designated Officer (RTI)
Basic Bank Ltd.

Head Office

Sena kallyan Bhaban

4" Floor, Motijheel C/A
Dhakal000.

Decision Paper
(Date-15-07-2014)

Complainant Mr. Delawer Bin Siraj filed application orR082014 to Mr. S M Anisuzzaman the
Assistant @neral Manager of Basic Bank Ltd.,, Head Office & Designated Officer (RTI) seeking for the
following information under section 8(1) of Right to Information Act, 2009

a) How much money/fund provided to which institutions/individuals from CSR Fund in lastears,
written statement with names & addresses.

b) Sanctioned Display Advertisement more than Tk. 10,006bm Public Relations Department to
which organizations in last 5 years.

c) After joining of Mr. Ruhul Alam as the Deputy Managing Director of BaBank promoted how
many times. Date of joining & promotions & written statement mentioning eligibility.

d) Typed statement of rules & regulations of the Board comprising recruitment policy of Basic Bank,
promotion & power of the Board in this regard.

e) How much new branches opened in last five years & statement of expenses in each branch.

02. Not getting thevinformation in due time, the complainant filed appeal to Mr. Md. Kazi Fagrul Islam,
the Managing Director of Basic Bank Ltd., Head Office & Appdllathority (RTI) on  004-2014 by GEP
Post. After filing the appeal, being found no remedy, he filed complaint to the Information Commission on
05-05-2014.

03. Agenda was discussed in the meeting of Commission €6-2014. Pursuant to the decision of
meeting summonses were issued to concerned parties fixing the date of hearing@h28.4.

04. On the date of hearing complainant Mr. Delawer Bin Siraj twed opposite party Mr. S M
Anisuzzaman the Assistant General Manager of Basic Bank Ltd., Head Office & Designated Officer (RTI) art
present. The Complainant mentioned in his statement that he filed application to the Designated Officer (RTI)



under Right ® Information Act, 2009 seeking for information mentioned in artlzle Since the Designated
Officer (RTI) delivered no information, he filed appeal to the Appellate Authority (RTI). Being found no
remedy on appeal, he filed complaint to the Informaticon@nission.

05. Mr. S M Anisuzzaman the Assistant General Manager of Basic Bank Ltd., Head Office & Designated
Officer (RTI) mentioned in his statement that, the providing information of long 5 years is needed sufficient
time. He requested the InformatioBommission to consider this factor.

06. Out of information prayed by the complainant, information of serial&N&.b to be served within 06
months and information of serial Nac & d completely & out of information prayed in serial daregarding
opening new branches in last 5 years. Information prayed in seriaeNo.complete might be prayed to
concerned department, the commission opined.

Discussion

After hearing and reviewing the submitted evidences of both the complainant and Designateer Offic
(RTI) it was found that, the providing information of long 5 years is needed sufficient time by the Designated
Officer (RTI). Out of information prayed by the complainant in seriabNob to be served within 06 months
and information of serial Nec & d completely & out of information prayed in serial Moregarding opening
new branches in last 5 years might be served. Information prayed in serialiN@omplete might be prayed
to concerned department, the commission opined. The Desighated OffH) since ensured to serve the
information sought for by the complainant as directed by the Information Commission, the complaint seems
to be disposable.

Decision

After discussion in details the complaint is disposed of with following instructions:

1. Mr. S M Anisuzzaman the Assistant General Manager of Basic Bank Ltd., Head Office & Designated
Officer (RTI) is directed to provide information as per direction of atfi6lsubject to pay the cost of
information on or before 0:08-2014.

2. Designated Officer (RTI) is directed to deposit money collected as cost of information delivered under
section9 of Right to Information Ae2009 and under secticB of Right to Information (regarding
obtain information) Rules, 2009 to government treasimryinancial code Nd-3301-0001-1807.

3. Both parties are instructed to inform the Information Commission after implementation of direction.

Let the copy be served to the parties concerned.

Signed
(Mohammed Farooq)
Chief InformationCommissioner



Information Commission
Archaeology Building {2Floor)
F4/A, Agargaon Administrative Area
SherE-Bangla Nagar, Dhaki£207

Complaint Ne48/2014

Complainant Mr. Delawar Bin Siraj Opposite Party: Mr. Md. Mostafizur Rahman
2/2 R K Mission Road Deputy General Manager
Dhakal203. &

Designated Officer (RTI)
Milk Vita, 139140
Tejgaon I/A, Dhak&208.

Decision Paper
(Date-15-07-2014)

Complainant Mr. Delawar Bin Siraj filed repeated complaint to the Information Commissiorstaga
Mr. Md. Mostafizur Rahman, the Deputy General Manager of Milk Vita & Designated Officer (RTI) on
05-05-2014 with the reference to the complaints N29/2013, 79/2013 & 115/2013. In complaint he
mentioned that, on hearing of complaint Nid5/2013; theCommission though directed for the third time to
provide information as prayed for, the information served by the Designated Officer is incomplete &
confusing & some information was not provided, hence the complainant filed complaint to the Information
Commission seeking for remedy with penalty to the Designated Officer (RTI).

02. Agenda was discussed in the meeting of Commission @6-2014. Pursuant to the decision of
meeting summonses were issued to concerned parties fixing the date of hearing@h28.4.

03. On the date of hearing complainant Mr. Delawar Bin Siraj and the opposite party Mr. Md.
Mostafizur Rahman, the Deputy GeneManager of Milk Vita & Designated Officer (RTI) and his attorney
Molla Kismat are present. The Complainant mentioned in his statement that, the information served by the
Designated Officer is incomplete & confusing. He filed complaint seeking for reomadiyr Right to
Information Act.

04. The Deputy General Manager of Milk Vita & Designated Officer (RTI) mentioned in his statement
that, the information prayed for was served to the complainant. The complainant filed application for
information regarding e Chairman of Management Committee, Mr. Hasib Khan Tarun is the Chairman of
that committee, there is no designated post of Chairman, no miscellaneous expenditure, the information
relevant to vehicle was served is used by Hasib Khan Tarun, informatiodinggioreign tour is correct. The
learned attorney mentioned in his statement that, information served as per direction of settled complaint.
One cannot file complaint repeatedly for a settled matter. If file new application seeking for specified
information, information might be served.



Discussion

After hearing and reviewing the submitted evidences of both the complainant and Designated Officer
(RTI) it was found that, the Designated Officer (RTI) served information to the complainant by this time. In
the statement of the complainant it was found that the information served to him was illegible in some patrt.
The Designated Officer since ensured to serve information prayed by the complainant and as direction of the
Commission in specific & clear manndie complaint seems to be disposable.

Decision
After discussion in details the complaint is disposed of with following instructions:

1. The Deputy General Manager of Milk Vita & Designated Officer (RTI) is directed to provide
information prayed by the @mplainant and as direction of the Commission in specific & clear
manner subject to pay the cost of information on or before(B42014.

2. Both parties are instructed to inform the Information Commission after implementation of direction.

Let the copy be served to the parties concerned.

Signed
(Mohammed Farooq)
Chief Information Commissioner



Information Commission
Archaeology Building (2nd Floor)
F4/A, Agargaon Administrative Area
Shere-Bangla Nagar, Dhali2207
Fax088 02 9110638

Complaint Ne49/2014

Complainani Mr. Md. Tarikul Islam Linkon Opposite Party: Mr. Nazrul Islam Misha
FatherMd. Abdul Majid Mia Public Relations Officer
62/3/B, South Mugdapara &
Dhaka. Designated Officer (RTI)

BIWTC, 5, Dilkusha
Motijheel, Dhaka.

Decision Paper
(Date-15-07-2014)

Complainant Mr. Md. Tarikul Islam Linkon filed repeated complaint to the Information Commission
against Mr. Nazrul Islam Misha, the Public Relations Officer & Designated Officer (RTI) of BIWTC on
08-05-2014 & 2905-2014 with the reference to the complaiMMo-22/2014. In the complaint he mentioned
that, on hearing of complaint N82/2014; the Commission though directed to serve information as prayed
for, the information served by the Designated Officer (RTI) is harassing & confusing & not adjusted to the
information prayed for. Hence the complainant filed complaint to the Information Commission seeking for
remedy with punishment to the Designated Officer (RTI) and action to provide information prayed for.

02. Agenda was discussed in the meeting of Commisisited-29-06-2014. Pursuant to the decision
of meeting summonses were issued to concerned parties fixing the date of hearing¥h208.4.

03. On the date of hearing complainant Mr. Md. Tarikul Islam Linkon and the opposite party Mr.
Nazrul Islam Mishathe Public Relations Officer & Designated Officer (RTI) of BIWTC are present. The
Complainant mentioned in his statement that, the information served by the Designated Officer (RTI) are
harassing & confusing & not adjusted to the information prayed Ht&.filed complaint seeking for remedy
under Right to Information Act.

04. The Public Relations Officer & Designated Officer (RTI) of BIWTC mentioned in his statement that,
the information prayed for was served to the complainant. Of course the informati@yed by the
complainant since was not specified & clear, there was some problem to serve information.

05. In reply of question asked by the commission, which information in specific are sought for, the
complainant said that, he needed the copy of @&part of Departmental Investigation, Report of Audit
Section & reason of deduction of amount 45000nly & the Designated Officer (RTI) ensured to provide the
information prayed for.



Discussion

After hearing and reviewing the submitted evidences of btith complainant and Designated Officer
(RTIit was found that, the Designated Officer (RTI) served information to the complainant was no clear &
specified, since the application for information also was not specified & clear. The Designated Officer since
ensured to serve information prayed by the complainant copy of 04 report of Departmental Investigation,
Report of Audit Section & reason of deduction of amount 450@fily, the complaint seems to be
disposable.

Decision
After discussion in details th@mplaint is disposed of with following instructions:

1. The Public Relations Officer & Designated Officer (RTI) of BIWTC is directed to serve information
prayed by the complainant and as direction of the Commission on or befeb&-2014.
2. Both parties are instructed to inform the Information Commission after implementation of direction.

Let the copy be served to the parties concerned.

Signed
(Mohammed Farooq)
Chief Information Commissioner



Information Commission
Archaeology Building (2nd Floor)
F4/A, Agargaon Administrative Area
Shere-Bangla Nagar, Dhali2207
Fax088 02 9110638

Complaint Ne50/2014

Complainant Mr. Md. Abdul Haque Opposite Party: Deputy General Manager
FatherHazi Md. Abdul Hakim &
Harua East Fishery Road Designated Officer (RTI)
Kishoregan,). Palli Bidyut Office, Katiadi
Kishoregan,.

Decision Paper
(Date-16-07-2014)

Complainant Mr. Md. Abdul Haque filed application by registered post 613214 to Mr. Monir
Uddin Majumder, BM & Designated Officer (RTI), Palli Bidyut Office, Katiadi, Kishoreganj seeking for the
following information under section 8(1) of Right to Information Act, 2009

1 The electric service line to be constructed in Jabor Bicha from nasitie pillar of graveyard
between Village & Mouza Nanosree under Police Statigikoli, DistrictKishoreganj to east side of
river, photocopy of that electric service line & how much pillar to be set & distance from one to
another piller is how much feet. ipe of shallow machine set in the Shan Bari, whether line would
be set on that line of pipe or not? If not, then any pillar to be sanctioned to connect the shallow
machine or not? Whether any application filed for get electricity connection in Hakimia Jame
Mosque under Bonogram Modhyapara Nondipur Nanosree under the Police Stefiatiadi or not?

If yes, then the photocopy. Whether any order passed to prepare map for connection in that
mosque or not? Any Mouza if prepared or passed order, then photocopynafp and order. How
much pillar sanctioned & at the time of set of electricity service line; received amount and issued
receipt of Tk. 10, but as to why 10 houses including Bonogram Nondipur Nanosree Bari & north &
south side was not connected in electrigiservice line. Would it be connected now or not?

02. Not getting the information in due time, the complainant filed appeal to Mr. Md. Abdul Warid,
GM & Appellate Authority (RTI), Palli Bidyut Samitee, Kishoreganj-02-2914 by registered Post. After
filing the appeal, being found no remedy, he filed complaint to the Information Commission@s2014.

03. Agenda was discussed in the meeting of Commission -@€¢-2014. Pursuant to the decision
of meeting summonses were issued to concerned pafiiisg the date of hearing on 167-2014.

04. On the date of hearing complainant Mr. Md. Abdul Haque and the opposite party Mr. Monir
Uddin Majumder, General Manager (Current Charge) of Palli Bidyut Samitee, Kishoreganj & Designated
Officer(RTI) are prest. The Complainant mentioned in his statement that he filed application to the



Designated Officer (RTI) under Right to Information Act, 2009 seeking for the information mentioned in
article-01. Since the Designated Officer (RTI) delivered no informatierfiled appeal to the Appellate
Authority (RTI). Being found no remedy on appeal, he filed complaint to Information Commission.

05. Mr. Monir Uddin Majumder, the General Manager (Current Charge) of Palli Bidyut Samitee,
Kishoreganj & Designated OfficéRTI) mentioned in his statement that, he received application for
information when he was posted as General Manager of Katiadi Polli Bidyut Office, since the information
prayed by the complainant was not available in office, sent letter to concernease&ince the information
regarding construction of electricity line of Palli Bidyut treated as advance information was not served.
Advance information if served can be hindered the government working progress, can be held any untoward
incident. The compiaant using the advance information can try to get undue advantages. On completion of
setting the electricity line, he ensured to serve information prayed for.

Discussion

After hearing and reviewing the submitted evidences of both the complainanDexsthnated Officer
(RTI) it was found that, the information prayed by the complainant is advance information those would not
be served under Right to Information Act, 2009. The Designated Officer since ensured to serve information
prayed by the complainanbn completion of setting the electricity line, the complaint seems to be
disposable.

Decision
After discussion in details the complaint is disposed of with following instructions:

As the information prayed by the complainant is advance information those would not be served
under Right to Information Act, 2009, hence the complaint is disposed of.

Let the copy be served to the parties concerned.

Signed
(Mohammed Farooq)
Chief Ifiormation Commissioner



Information Commission
Archaeology Building (2nd Floor)
F4/A, Agargaon Administrative Area
Shere-Bangla Nagar, Dhali2207
Fax088 02 9110638

Complaint Ne51/2014

Complainani Mst. Dulali Begum Opposite Party: Mr. Md. Kawsar Ali
FatherLate Basir Uddin Master Secretary
VillageChar Krishnapur &
Ward No-08, Post Officévloghalbasha Designated Officer (RTI)
Police Station & Distrid€urigram. No-7, Moghalbasha Union

Council Office
Kurigram Sadar, Kurigram

Decision Paper
(Date-16-07-2014)

Complainant Mst. Dulali Begum filed application on0162014 to Mr. Md. KawsaAli, Secretary &
Designated Officer (RTI), No Moghalbasha Union Council Office, Kurigram Sadar, Kurigram seeking for the
following information under section 8(1) of Right to Information Act, 2009

1. Bill vouchers of projects implemented by the Moglbasha Union Council in financial years
2011-2012, 20122013 (LGSR), resolution of open ward meeting, list of project implementation
committee.

2. List of Wage & NofwWage Projects under Employment Program for Vulnerable implemented by the
Moghalbasha Uion Council in financial years 2012012 to 20132014, list of project
implementation committee & list of beneficiaries.

3. List of distribution of warm clothes Projects implemented by the Moghalbasha Union Council in
financial years 2012012 to 20132014

4. List of ADP Projects implemented by the Moghalbasha Union Council in financial yearsZi2L
to 20132014 and list of implementation committee.

5. List of TR, Kabikha (Food for works) implemented by the Moghalbasha Union Council in financial
years2011-2012 to 20132014, list of implementation committee & list of bill vouchers.

6. List of projects under 1% implemented by the Moghalbasha Union Council, list of implementation
committee & list of bill vouchers.

7. Notice & resolution of monthly meetingorganized by the Moghalbasha Union Council from
August/2011 to December/2013

02. Not getting the required information in due time, the complainant filed appeal to Mr. Md.
Enamul Haque, Chairman & Appellate Authority (RTI}0RdVoghalbasha Union Couh©ffice, Kurigram
Sadar, Kurigram on 12-2014 by registered post. After filing the appeal, being found no remedy; he filed
complaint to the Information Commission on-08-2014. In the same subject matter filed complaint to the
Information Commissiorhtrough email.



03. Agenda was discussed in the meeting of Commission @ad€2014. Pursuant to the decision
of meeting summonses were issued to concerned parties fixing the date of hearing¥h20Da 4.

04. On the date of hearing complainant Mst. DuBegum & opposite party Mr. Md. Kawsar Ali,
Secretary & Designated Officer (RTI),-8b.Moghalbasha Union Council Office, Kurigram Sadar, Kurigram
both are present. The Complainant mentioned in her statement that she filed application to the Designated
Officer (RTI) under Rights to Information Act, 2009 seeking for information mentioned in-@fticknce the
Designated Officer (RTI) delivered no information, she filed appeal to the Appellate authority (RTI). Being
found no remedy on appeal, she filedmplaint to Information Commission.

05. The Secretary & Designated Officer (RTI);0MdMoghalbasha Union Council Office, Kurigram
Sadar, Kurigram mentioned in his statement that, he came to know about filing of application for information
after gettingsummon of Information Commission. Being informed to the UP Chairman regarding delivery of
information, he directed to serve information subject to pay cost of information. Then the complainant
directed orally to pay cost of information but since she did pay the cost of information, information she
sought for was not provided. Information prayed by the complainant is ready to provide, ensured to serve on
payment of cost of information.

Discussion

After hearing and reviewing the submittex¥idences of both the complainant and opposite party it
was found that the Designated Officer (RTI) directed the complainant to pay cost of information orally. Since
the complainant did not pay the cost of information, the Designated Officer (RTI) pdomménformation.
Designated Officer (RTI) since ensured to serve information sought for by the complainant, the complaint
seems to be disposable.

Decision
After discussion in details the complaint is disposed of with following instructions:

1. The Seretary & Designated Officer (RTI), #0G. Moghalbasha Union Council Office, Kurigram Sadar,
Kurigram is directed to provide the information sought for by the complainant under Right to
Information Act, 2009 subject to pay the cost of information on oobeR2407-2014.

2. Designated Officer (RTI) is directed to deposit money collected as cost of information delivered under
section9 of Right to Information Act, 2009 and under sect®of Right to Information (regarding
obtain information) Rules, 2009 fgovernment treasury in financial code 11¢8301-0001-1807.



3. Both parties are instructed to inform the Information Commission after implementation of direction.

Let the copy be served to the parties concerned.

Signed
(Mohammed Farooq)
Chief Information Commissioner



Information Commission
Archaeology Building (2nd Floor)
F4/A, Agargaon Administrative Area
Shere-Bangla Nagar, Dhali2207
Fax088 02 9110638

Complaint Ne52/2014

Complainant Mr. Md. Abdul Karim Opposite Party: Mr. Md. Abdul Bari
Bismillah Homoeo Hall Secretary
Brahman Bazar &
Post Code NeKajaldara3234 Designated Officer (RTI)
Kulaura, Moulvibazar. No-5

Brahman Bazar Union Council
Kulaura, Moulvibazar.

Decision Paper
(Date-16-07-2014)

Compainant Mr. Md. Abdul Karim filed application on-28-2014 to Mr. Md. Abdul Bari, Secretary &

Designated Officer (RTI), N@b Brahman Bazar Union Council, Kulaura, Moulvibazar seeking for the
following information under section 8(1) of Right to InfornaatiAct, 2009

1.

o

©o~N

How far is the border of village Gurabhui from UP Nab?

2. What is the name of Member of Gurabhui attached Ward Nsf
3.
4. Whether any kancha road, paddy land availablamed Kajaldhara Rubber Garden recorded in the

Ainachhara Village or place is how far on west of Gurabhui?

west of Council or whether any rubber garden exists hamed Kajaldhara rubber garden under UP
No.-5, if yes then copy of list of names of rubber garden under Kulaura Police Station.

Whether any person availalkl named Bashir Kha, Fathémate Modris Kha with age of 25 years
amongst 987 male voters of Gurabhui village?

How far is Brahman Bazar on east of the Council?

Which village is just on north side of Gurabhui village?

Name of post office of Gurabhui village & this council is Kajaldhara, is it right?

Whether any place or village recorded named Gusaitila under Gurabhui village?

02. Not getting the requested information in due time the complainant filed appeal toriGhai &
Appellate Authority (RTI), NO5 Brahman Bazar Union Council, Kulaura, Moulvibazar on-04-2014 by
registered post. After filing the appeal, being found no remedy; he filed complaint to the Information
Commission on last 1@5-2014.

03. Agenla was discussed in the meeting of Commission da&@6-2014. Pursuant to the decision of
meeting summonses were issued to concerned parties fixing the date of hearing@®h20a.4.



04. On the date of hearing complainant Mr. Md. Abdul Karim & oppqsatey Mr. Md. Abdul Bari,
Secretary & Designated Officer (RTI),-0®.Brahman Bazar Union Council, Kulaura, Moulvibazar both are
present. The Complainant mentioned in his statement that he filed application to the Designated Officer (RTI)
under Rights tolnformation Act, 2009 seeking for the information mentioned in artizle Since the
Designated Officer (RTI) delivered no information, he filed appeal to the Appellate authority (RTI). Being
found no remedy on appeal, he filed complaint to Information Gossion.

05. The Secretary & Designated Officer (RTIX0NdBrahman Bazar Union Council, Kulaura, Moulvibazar
mentioned in his statement that, in his office only information of serial-2&8 are available. The
complainant has been informed it orallythe Designated Officer (RTI) ensured to provide available
information out of total he prayed for in written form.

Discussion

After hearing and reviewing the submitted evidences of both the complainant and Designated Officer
(RTI) it was found that thBesignated Officer (RTI) informed complainant regarding information available to
his office orally but did not provide in written form. Designated Officer (RTI) since ensured to serve
information sought for by the complainant in written form, the comptaeems to be disposable.

Decision
After discussion in details the complaint is disposed of with following instructions:

1. The Secretary & Designated Officer(RTI);®00Brahman Bazar Union Council, Kulaura, Moulvibazar
is directed to provide the information available to his office & show cause as to why remaining
cannot be provided sought for by the complainant under Righinformation Act, 2009 subject to
pay the cost of information on or before 2%-2014.

2. Designated Office r(RTI) is directed to deposit money collected as cost of information delivered under
section9 of Right to Information Act, 2009 and under sect®of Right to Information (regarding
obtain information) Rules, 2009 to government treasury in financial cod#-8801-0001-1807.

3. Both parties are instructed to inform the Information Commission after implementation of direction.

Let the copybe served to the parties concerned.

Signed
(Mohammed Farooq)
Chief Information Commissioner



Information Commission
Archaeology Building (2nd Floor)
F4/A, Agargaon Administrative Area
Shere-Bangla Nagar, Dhali2207
Fax088 02 9110638

Complaint Ne53/2014

Complainani Mr. Md. Motiur Rahman Opposite Party: Mr. Md. Shahjahan Kabir
FatherMd. Nurul Islam Deputy General Manager
VillageNo-1 Kalma &
PostDairy Farm Designated Officer (RTI)
Police StatiorSavar Ashulia Zonal Office
DistrictDhaka. Palli Bidyut Samit{

Savar, Dhaka.

Decision Paper
(Date-16-07-2014)

Complainant Mr. Md. Motiur Rahman filed application or@42014 to Deputy General Manager &

Designated Officer (RTI), Ashulia Zonal Office Palli B&3mityl, Savar, Dhaka seeking for the following
information under section 8(1) of Right to Information Act, 2009

a)
b)
c)
d)
e)
f)

9)

h)

Within the year 20122014 how much megawatt of power under Ashulia Zonal Office Palli Bidyut
Samity-1 was allotted?

Allotted power distributed in which lines in which amount & continued? Detailed descriptions
including areas.

Total customer application yeawise within year 20122014 & total connections & description in
details.

Description, as to why the applicds are deprived from electricity connection & true photocopy of
deprived applicants and correspondence media with cell numbers.

Total amount of grounding electro rod/pipe up to year 20422014 & permanent & present address
of facilitated clients includiny office copy & photocopy of master copy.

Office copy & detailed description of customers up to 2020814 including memo file numbers, eye
witnessed photocopy.

Whether any tender was called for completion of Ashulia Palli Bidyut Sardityorks or no® If yes,
published in which newspaper? Photocopy of published tender notice with date of publication.
Name of contractors allowing to works being bid in tender with location, name of owner & cell
phone numbers.

How much amount of connections are und@rocess? How much is total transformer presently
d02NBR Ay 3J2R24y YR OSftf LK2yS ydzYoSNaR 27 Od:
address.

02. Not getting the requested information in due time, the complainant filed appeal €d2ZD14. After
filing the appeal, being found no remedy; he filed complaint to the Information Commission@s2214.



03. On the date of hearing complainant Mr. Md. Motiur Rahman without showing any cause remained
absent. But the opposite party Mr. Md. ShahjahaniKdbeputy General Manager & Designhated Officer (RTI),
Ashulia Zonal Office Palli Bidyut Sariifysavar, Dhaka is present.

Discussion

As the complainant remained absent after receiving summon & without showing any cause, hence, the
complaint seems to be disposable.

Decision

As the complainant remained absent after receiving summon & without showing any cause, hence,
the complaint is tposed of.

Let the copy be served to the parties concerned.
Signed

(Mohammed Farooq)
Chief Information Commissioner



Information Commission
Archaeology Building {2Floor)
F4/A, Agargaon Administrative Area
SherE-Bangla Nagar, Dhaki£207

Complaint No:54/2014

Complainant Maolana Kari Md. Elias Opposite Party: Mr. Golam Mahbub
FatherKari Hasmat Al SubRegistrar
Village+PosMesera &

Post Code Ne2300 Designated Officer (RTI)
Hossainpur, Kishoregan,;. UpazilaNandail
DistrictMymensingh.

Decision Paper
(Date-16-07-2014)

Complainant Maolana Kari Md. Elias filed complaint again to the Information Commission against Mr.
Md. Golam Mahbub, theub-Registrar of Nandail Upazila, Distddymensingh and Designated Officer (RTI)
on2505-2014 in respect to complaint filed bearing Ni®/2014. In his statement he mentioned that the
Information Commission though directed to serve information vide dagcisipaper in memo
No-ICC/Admir23(Part2)/2013-813, the Designated Officer (RTI) served no information.

02. Agenda was discussed in the meeting of Commission -@6¢-2014. Pursuant to the decision
of meeting summonses were issued to concerned paftieisg the date of hearing on 167-2014

03. On the date of hearing complainant Maolana Kari Md. Elias & opposite party Mr. Golam Mahbub,
the SubRegistrar of Nandail Upozila, Distrddymensingh & Designated Officer(RTI) and his appointed
attorney Md. Aiisur Rahman are present. The Complainant mentioned in his statement that the Information
Commission though directed to serve information vide decision paper, the Designated Officer (RTI) did not
serve correct information. He only issued a letter, serveatopy of investigation report.

04. The SulRegistrar of Nandail Upazila, DistiMymensingh & Designated Officer (RTI) mentioned in
his statement that, at the time of application for information filed by the complainant he was not that in
office. Beingeceived the decision paper in respect to complaint-l&2014, informed the District Registrar
regarding issuance of information and the District Registrar informed him that the matter was resolved by
this time. The learned attorney mentioned in his tetaent that, on last 0310-2013 information was
provided to the complainant in 42 pages. In the office there are no more information or no more report
available. This day he has also brought the information of 42 pages & ensured to serve the complainant

again.



Discussion

After hearing and reviewing the submitted evidences of both the complainant and Designated Officer
(RTI) it was found that the Designated Officer (RTI) served information to the complainant available to his
office, and there is no monaformation sought for by the complainant in his office. Designated Officer (RTI)
since ensured to serve information available to his office & sought for by the complainant again, the
complaint seems to be disposable.

Decision
After discussion in detaithe complaint is disposed of with following instructions:

1. The SukRegistrar of Nandail Upazila, DistMdymensingh & Designated Officer (RTI) is directed to
serve the information sought for by the complainant on or beforedZ4014.
2. Both parties are instructed to inform the Information Commission after implementation of direction.

Let the copy be served to the parties concerned.
Signed

(Mohammed Farooq)
Chief Information Commissioner



Information Commission
Archaeology Building (2nd Floor)
F4/A, Agargaon Administrative Area
Shere-Bangla Nagar, Dhali2207
Fax088 02 9110638

Complaint No:55/2014

Complainani Mr. Prodip Shashi Chakma Opposite Party: Mr. Md. Ashik Imran
FatherSadhon Mohan Chakma Officerin-ChargeNursery Super
VillageMonatek, No-248 &

Mubachhori Mouza Designated Officer (RTI)
UpazilaMohalchhori Bangladesh Fisheries Development
DistrictKhagrachhari Hill Tracts Corporation

Mohalchhori, Khagrachhori.

Decision Paper
(Date-16-07-2014)

Complainant Mr. Prodip Shashi Chakma filed application by registered post@828.4 to Mr. Md.
Akbar, Designated Officer, Bangladesh Fisheries Development Corporation, Mohalchhori, Khagrachhori
seeking for the following informationnaler section 8(1) of Right to Information Act, 2009

T t2f A0ASa 2F . ly3flIRSaK CAAKSNASa 5S@St2LISyd |
detailed description.

1 To sell fishes of own ownership/samity ownership ponds whether approval is aee or not & has
option to take royalty of sold fish or not? Photocopy with detailed description.
1 Whether any provision available to take fish for food & transports to the officials of BFDC

performing duty at the time of fishing to any pond whether ownghip or samity ponds or not?
Photocopy with detailed description.

02. Not getting the requested information in due time, the complainant filed appeal to Mr. Md. Mainul
Hasan, Appellate Authority, Bangladesh Fisheries Development Corporation, Mohal&ttamiachhori on

17-04-2014 by registered post. After filing the appeal, being found no remedy; he filed complaint to the
Information Commission on 285-2014.

03. Agenda was discussed in the meeting of Commission @&%€6-2014. Pursuant to the decigioof
meeting summonses were issued to concerned parties fixing the date of hearing@®h204.4.

04. On the date of hearing complainant Mr. Prodip Shashi Chakma remained absent. But opposite party
Mr. Md. Ashik Imran, the Officen-ChargeNursery Supeof Bangladesh Fisheries Development Corporation,
Mohalchhori, Khagrachhori & Designated Officer (RTI) is present. The Designated Officer (RTI) in his
statement mentioned that the complainant filed application for information to the former Designated Office



(RTI). On receipt of summon yesterday, he came to know about application for information. He ensured to
serve information to the complainant as prayed for.

Discussion

After hearing and reviewing the submitted evidences of Designated Officer (R&§ fibund that the
information sought for by the complainant can be served & since the Designated Officer (RTI) was not
informed about application for information, could not serve information timely. The Designated Officer (RTI)
since ensured to serve inforation sought for by the complainant, the complaint seems to be disposable.

Decision
After discussion in details the complaint is disposed of with following instructions:

1. The Officerin-ChargeNursery Super of Bangladesh Fisheries Development Corporation,
Mohalchhori, Khagrachhori & Designated Officer (RTI) is directed to serve the information to the
complainant prayed for under Right to Information Act, 2009 subject to pay the cost of information
on or before 2-07-2014.

2. Designated Officer (RTI) is directed to deposit money collected as cost of information delivered under
section9 of Right to Information Act, 2009 and under sect®nf Right to Information (regarding
obtain information) Rules, 2009 to gennment treasury in financial code Ne3301-0001-1807.

3. Both parties are instructed to inform the Information Commission after implementation of direction.

Let the copy be served to the parties concerned.

Signed
(Mohammed Farooq)
Chief Information Commissioner



Information Commission

Archaeology Building (2nd Floor)
F4/A, Agargaon Administrative Area
Shere-Bangla Nagar, Dhali2207
Fax088 02 9110638

Complaint Ne56/2014

Complainani Mr. Abul Kashem Al Asad(Faisal) Opposite Party: Mr. Nurul Alam

FatherLate Abdus Sobhan Assistant Waqf Administrator
393, Jollarpar (Main Road) &
Post & Police StatieBadar Sylhet Designated Officer (RTI)
DistrictSylhet 3100 Wagqf Bhaban, 4
New Eskaton Road
Dhakal1000.

Decision Paper
(Date-16-07-2014)

Complainant Mr. Abul Kashem Al Asad (Foisal) filed application for information to the Information
Commission seeking for the following information to Mr. Nurul Alam, the Assistant Waqgf Administrator of
Bangladesh Wagqgf Adnistration & Designated Officer (RTI) on@82014 by registered post

1 Application for Waqf Estate (Impugned) enlistment under provisions 47 of Waqgf Ordinance of
08-01-1975 A.D. duly filed by Hazi A. Salam vide E.C-18609 (Hazi Abdur Rahman Wagft&s)
to Bangladesh Waqgf Administrator, Dhaka Office & general applications filed & written true copy
of order (printed) & photocopy

02. The Designated Officer (RTI) since rejected the application for information by registered post, the

complainant bypasing appeal option filed complaint directly to the Information Commission on last
01-06-2014.

03. Agenda was discussed in the meeting of Commission @&%€6-2014. Pursuant to the decision of
meeting summonses were issued to concerned parties fixiagitie of hearing on 167-2014.

04. On the date of hearing complainant Mr. Abul Kashem Al Asad & opposite party ir Atam, the
Assistant Wagf Administrator of Bangladesh Wagf Administration & Designated Officer(RTI) are present. The
Complainant mentioned in his statement that he filed application to the Designated Officer (RTI) under Rights
to Information Act, 2009 exking for information mentioned in articlel. Since the Designated Officer (RTI)
delivered no information, he filed appeal to the Appellate Authority (RTI). Being found no remedy on appeal,
he filed complaint to Information Commission.



05. Assistant WdgAdministrator of Bangladesh Wagf Administration & Designated Officer (RTI) in his
statement mentioned that information available to his office was served to the complainant. But E.C.
No-15509 (Hazi Abdur Rahman Waqf Estatepdrt was not available this office.

Discussion

After hearing and reviewing the submitted evidences of both the complainant and Designated Officer
(RTI it was found that the Designated Officer (RTI) served information to the complainant available to his
office. The Designate@fficer (RTI) since ensured to inform the complainant regarding information of E.C.
No0-15509 (Hazi Abdur Rahman Wagqf Estafépdrt is not available to his office the complaint seems to be
disposable.

Decision
After discussion in details the complaia disposed of with following instructions:

1. The Assistant Wagf Administrator of Bangladesh Waqgf Administration & Designated Officer (RTI) is
directed to serve information if available to his office or notice the complainant if not available
subject b pay the cost of information on or before 24-2014.

2. Designated Officer (RTI) is directed to deposit money collected as cost of information delivered under
section9 of Right to Information Act, 2009 and under sect®nf Right to Information (regeing
obtain information) Rules, 2009 to government treasury in financial cod#-801-0001-1807.

3. Both parties are instructed to inform the Information Commission after implementation of direction.

Let the copy be served to the parties concerned.

Signed
(Mohammed Farooq)
Chief Information Commissioner



Information Commission
Archaeology Building (2nd Floor)
F4/A, Agargaon Administrative Area
Shere-Bangla Nagar, Dhali2207
Fax088 02 9110638

Complaint Ne57/2014

Complainani Mr. Badiul Alam Majumder Opposite Party: Mr. S M Asaduzzaman
FatherRongu Miah Majumder Director (Public Relations)
12/2 Igbal Road &
Mohammadpur, Dhaka. Designated Officer (RTI)

Bangladesh Election Commissior
Secretariat
SherEBangla Nagar, Dhaka.

Decision Paper
(Date-16-07-2014)

Complainant Mr. Badiul Alam Majumder filed complaint to this effect that, subject to his application
bearing No-97/2013 Datee?2-10-2013 the initiative of Election Commission basis to decision of Information
Commission to take opinion of Third Party under Section 9(8) of Rights to Information is misread of ordinance
& was not applied properly. He filed complaind the Information Commission against decision of
Information Commission & initiatives of Election Commission.

02. Agenda was discussed in the meeting of Commission -@6¢-2014. Pursuant to the decision
of meeting summonses were issued to concernadips fixing the date of hearing on 05-2014.

03. On the date of hearing complainant Mr. Badiul Alam Majumder & opposite party Mr. S M
Asaduzzaman, the Director (Public Relations) of Bangladesh Election Commission & Designated Officer (RTI
and his appinted attorney Mr. Touhidul Islam are present. The Complainant mentioned in his statement
that, the audit report of political parties was not served to him. In decision paper respect to complaint
No0-97/2013 filed to the Information Commission though dired to take opinion of political parties but the
audit report of political parties available to Election Commission & that is public document. Since those are
public document, so, it can be served.

04. The Director (Public Relations) of Bangladesh &fedliommission & Designated Officer (RTI)
mentioned in his statement that, in respect to the complaint filed previously bearingf @013 to the
Information Commission, as directed by the Information Commission, the Election Commission issued letters
to 21(twenty one) political parties regarding consent & only three of political parties give consent to issue
information. In this respect the complainant informed by letter issued orAl22013 that he can get
information of those three political parties. Uad section 9(8) of Right to Information Act, 2009 there is
provision to no information be served to any party without consent of concerned. The political parties denied



to serve information to any third party, delivery of those information since is noaljegformed the
complainant duly.

Discussion

After hearing and reviewing the submitted evidences of both the complainant and Designated Officer

(RTI) it was found that the Designated Officer (RTI) since taken action as decision of Information Commissio
respect to complaint Ne®7/2013 and informed the complainant regarding action taken, the complaint
seems to be disposable.

Decision

After discussion in details the complaint is disposed of with following instructions:

As the Designated Officer (R@1) the basis to decision of Information Commission informed the complainant
regarding providing of information the complaint is disposed of keeping uphold the previous decision.

Let the copy be served to the parties concerned.
Signed

(Mohammed Farooq)
Chief Information Commissioner



Information Commission
Archaeology Building (2nd Floor)
F4/A, Agargaon Administrative Area
Shere-Bangla Nagar, Dhali2207
Fax088 02 9110638

Complaint Ne58/2014

Complainani Mst. Shahida Begum Opposite Party: Mr. Md. Kawsar Al
HusbandMd. A. Salam Secretary
VillageKrishnapur &

Post OfficeMoghalbasha Designated Officer (RTI)
Police Station & Distrid€urigram. No-07

Designated Officer (RTI), NoZ Moghalbasha Union Council Office, Kurigram Sadar, Kurigram seeking for the

Moghalbasha Union Council Office
Kurigram Sadar, Kurigram

Decision Paper
(Date-16-07-2014)

Complainant Mst. Shahida Begum filed application 0i®1-2014 to Mr. Md. Kawsar Ali, Secretary &

following information under s&tion 8(1) of Right to Information Act, 2009

1.

2.

w

© N O
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December/2013 & copies of acknowledgements of honorarium.

Copy of allotments of room in Union Complex Building.

List of projects of Podokhkhep implemented in the financial year 2EA®13, list of committee, list

of beneficiaries.

List of distribution of GR Cash by the Moghalbasha Union Council.

Copy of master role of distributed rice in occasion of Eidul EBrunder Special VGF allotments.
Copy of list of distribution of almirah to various education institutions in financial year 2(IL1.

List of distribution of ClI Sheet relief in financial year 202213.

List of distribution of warm clothes (sweater) in financial year 262Q13.

02. Not getting the required information due time, the complainant filed appeal to Mr. Md. Enamul
Haque, Chairman & Appellate Authority (RTI),-0lb.Moghalbasha Union Council iof, Kurigram Sadar,
Kurigram on 102-2014 by registered post. After filing the appeal, being found no remedy; she filed
complaint to the Information Commission on-06-2014 & 1206-2014 in the same subject matter.

03. Agenda was discussed in the megtof Commission date®9-06-2014. Pursuant to the decision of
meeting summonses were issued to concerned parties fixing the date of hearing@h204.4.

04. On the date of hearing complainant Mst. Shahida Begum & opposite party Mr. Md. Kawsar Ali,
Secretiry & Designated Officer (RTI), NG. Moghalbasha Union Council Office, Kurigram Sadar, Kurigram
both are present. The Complainant mentioned in her statement that she filed application to the Designated

a



Officer (RTI) under Right to Information Act, 20@8ldng for the information mentioned in articlgl. Since
the Designated Officer (RTI) delivered no information, she filed appeal to the Appellate Authority (RTI). Being
found no remedy on appeal, she filed complaint to Information Commission.

05. The Seaetary & Designated Officer (RTI), Md. Moghalbasha Union Council Office, Kurigram Sadar,
Kurigram mentioned in his statement that he came to know about filing of application for information after
receiving summon of Information Commission. After inforgni the UP Chairman regarding delivery of
information, he directed to provide information subject to pay the cost of information. Then the complainant
was directed orally to pay cost of information but since she did not pay the cost of information, @tfonm
she sought for was not provided. Information prayed by the complainant is ready to provide, he ensured to
provide on payment of cost of information.

Discussion

After hearing and reviewing the submitted evidences of both the complainant and oppusity it was
found that the Designated Officer (RTI) directed the complainant to pay the cost of information orally. Since
the complainant did not pay the cost of information, the Designated Officer (RTI) served no information.
Designated Officer (RTlnse ensured to serve information sought for by the complainant, the complaint
seems to be disposable.

Decision
After discussion in details the complaint is disposed of with the following instructions:

1. The Secretary & Designated Officer (RTI);(NoMoghalbasha Union Council Office, Kurigram Sadar,
Kurigram is directed to provide the information sought for by the complainant under Right to
Information Act, 2009 subject to pay the cost of information on or befor®22014.

2. Designated Officer (RTI) is directed to deposit money collected as cost of information delivered
under sectiod of Right to Information Act, 2009 and under seci®mf Right to Information
(regarding obtain information) Rules, 2009 to government tregsun financial code
No-1-3301-:0001-1807.

3. Both parties are instructed to inform the Information Commission after implementation of direction.

Let the copy be served to the parties concerned.

Signed
(Mohammed Farooq)
Chief InformationCommissioner



Information Commission
Archaeology Building (2nd Floor)
F4/A, Agargaon Administrative Area
Shere-Bangla Nagar, Dhali2207
Fax088 02 9110638

Complaint N659/2014

Complainant Mr. Md. Kutub Uddin Opposite Party: Mahbuba Bilkis
FatherLate Mvi. Safiuddin Senior Assistant Secretary
E34, West side of RAB &
Agargaon, Dhak&207. Designated Officer (RTI)

Ministry of Water Resources
Bangladesh Secretariat, Dhaka.

Decision Paper
(Date-16-07-2014)

Complaimnt Mr. Md. Kutub Uddin filed application by registered post on02&014 to the

Designated Officer (RTI) of the Ministry of Water Resources seeking for the following information under

section 8(1) of Right to Information Act, 2009

1 Information regardng implementation of 09 recommendations mentioned in application
submitted on last 1609-2013(09 Recommendations of application datetD-09-2013:

1. Inview of training of rivers in Bangladesh like as Mississippi; joint venture initiative might be taken

with Mississippi river training authority.

2. In view of collection fund for such a big project, fund might be collected from United Nations,
International Organizations, expatriates & neresident Bangladeshi.

3. Regular maintenance of rivers banks, damns, city safety damns & monthly report on monitoring.

4. Setting of blocks in banks of rivers timely & regular observation.

5. Strengthening of riers dragging & stopping the draw of sands from rivers without planning.

6. Advices & recommendations from victim peoples.

7. To prevent braking of banks in dry season, taking of modern techniques.

8. Constructing rubber damn using quality rubber instead concrete cover and set those cover in

banks of rivers can set sufficient amount of block at end of cover. It would be economic & easy to

transport.

9. Chittagong & Mongla Port Authority also can take such attempt to prevent erosion of banks under

their supervision.)

02. Not getting the required information in due time, the complainant filed appeal to the Secretary &

Appellate Authority (RTI), Ministry of Water Resources, Bangladesh SecretariaD6r2084. After filing the
appeal, being found no reedy; he filed complaint to the Information Commission or062014.

03. Agenda was discussed in the meeting of Commission @&€6-2014. Pursuant to the decision of
meeting summonses were issued to concerned parties fixing the date of hearing@®h20a.4.



04. On the date of hearing complainant Mr. Md. Kutub Uddin & opposite party Mahmuba Bilkis, the
Senior Assistant Secretary of the Ministry of Water Resources & Designhated Officer (RTI) both are present.
The Complainant mentioned in her statement thee filed application to the Designated Officer (RTI) under
Right to Information Act, 2009 seeking for information mentioned in arddleSince the Designated Officer
(RTI) delivered no information, he filed appeal to the Appellate Authority (RTIg Brind no remedy on
appeal, he filed complaint to Information Commission.

05. The Senior Assistant Secretary of Ministry of Water Resources & Designated Officer (RTI) mentioned
in her statement that, by this time information has been provided to the caimant. In hearing the
complainant also informed that he received information prayed for.

Discussion

After hearing and reviewing the submitted evidences of bibth complainant and opposite party it was
found that the Designated Officer (RTI) since served information sought for by the complainant & the
complainant since received information prayed for, the complaint seems to be disposable.

Decision

After discission in details the complaint is disposed of with following instruction:
Since information sought for by the complainant was provided, the complainant is disposed of.

Let the copy be served to the parties concerned.
Signed

(Mohammed Farooq)
Chief Ifiormation Commissioner



Information Commission
Archaeology Building (2nd Floor)
F4/A, Agargaon Administrative Area
Shere-Bangla Nagar, Dhali2207
Fax088 02 9110638

Complaint Ne60/2014

Complainani Mr. Omar Ali Opposite Party: Mr. Md. Sirajul Islam
FatherLate Joinal Abedin Deputy Secretary
Chief Coordinator &
Human Rights Review Society Designated Officer (RTI)
101 Beer Uttam C R Dutta Roal! (4 Ministry of Foods
Floor) Bangladesh Seetariat, Dhaka.

Bangla Motor, Dhaka205.

Decision Paper
(Date17-07-2014)

Complainant Mr. Md. Omar Ali filed application on@62014 to the Deputy Secretary of Ministry of
Foods & Designated Officer (RTI) seeking for the following information under section 8(1) of Right to
Information Act2009

1. As per Special Power Act of year 1974, the highest punishment cited as 07 to 14 years rigorous

imprisonment including death sentence in food adulteration. Basis to that act, list of sentenced

criminals up to year 2013 and informath basis to year.

To catch criminals in red hand, detailed description of monitoring & trap program.

3. From F'assembly to 8 assembly, promises of the Prime Minister & the promises of Minister of

Foods in parliament and latest update i.e. implemerntgpart implemented & norimplemented

promises list in details & correct information.

Information regarding progress in research of prevention of fault in foods & formalin in foods.

5. Information regarding actions for decline fault in foods in zeroséd target.

In view of foods solvency to the foods crisis districts (Laxmipur, Noakhali & Feni), information

regarding programs in reality.

7. To overcome upcoming foods crisis allover the country, information regarding research in
Bangladesh & actiontaken.

8. Application of Mr. Md. Kutub Uddin for declaration of formalin & fault free foods country
dated-20-11-2013, information regarding progress of recommended 11 articles.

n

»

o

02. Not getting the requested information in due time, the complainant fdpgeal to the Secretary &
Appellate Authority (RTI), Ministry of Foods, Bangladesh Secretariat-04-B014. After filing the appeal,
being found no remedy; he filed complaint to the Information Commission on 1a86-PD14.

03. Agenda was discussed in the meeting of Commission @&€6-2014. Pursuant to the decision of
meeting summonses were issued to concerned parties fixing the date of hearing@h204.4.



04. On the date of hearing complainant Mr. Omar Ali & oppgsiey Mr. Md. Sirajul Islam, the Deputy
Secretary of the Ministry of Foods & Designated Officer (RTI) both are present. The Complainant mentioned
in his statement that he filed application to the Designated Officer (RTI) under Right to Information0%ct, 20
seeking for the information mentioned in artieBd. Since the Designated Officer (RTI) delivered no
information, he filed appeal to the Appellate Authority (RTI). Being found no remedy on appeal, he filed
complaint to Information Commission.

05. The Bputy Secretary of the Ministry of Foods & Designated Officer (RTI) mentioned in his statement
that, since application for information was not received, so, information could not be provided to the
complainant. Some information is not available to hisceffiinformation sought for in serial 02 since is secret
cannot be served. The Designated Officer ensured to serve the information available to his office.

06. Information sought for in serial NO2 since is secret and cannot be served under Right to
Information Act,2009 & the Designated Officer ensured to serve information available to his office & the
commission expressed its opinion that the information if not available; will direct the complainant where to
file application for information.

Discussio
After hearing and reviewing the submitted evidences of both the complainant and opposite party
Designated Officer (RTI) it was found that information sought for in serigdsince is secret cannot be
served under Right to Information Act, 2009. Thesignated Officer since ensured to serve information
available to his office & directed the complainant where he can get information, the complaint seems to be
disposable.

Decision
After discussion in details the complaint is disposed of with followisguctions:

1. The Deputy Secretary of the Ministry of Foods & Designated Officer (RTI) is directed to serve the
information available to his office and sought for by the complainant and the information not
available be directed the complainant where ban get information subject to pay the cost of
information on or before 1208-2014.

2. Designated Officer(RTI) is directed to deposit money collected as cost of information delivered
under sectio”d of Right to Information Act, 2009 and under sect®wf Right to Information
(regarding obtain information) Rules, 2009 to government treasury in financial code
No-1-3301-:0001-1807.

3. Both parties are instructed to inform the Information Commission after implementation of direction.
Let the copy be served to the parties concerned.

Signed
(Mohammed Farooq)
Chief Information Commissioner



Information Commission

Archaeology Building (2nd Floor)
F4/A, Agargaon Administrative Area
Shere-Bangla Nagar, Dhaki2207
Fax088 02 9110638

Complaint Ne61/2014

Complainant Mr. Md. Abdur Rashid Opposite Party: Mr. Md. A. Latif
FatherMd. Yad Ali Mridha SubAssistant Engineer
House No18, Road Ne3/A Dhaka O&M Divisie2, WDB
Sector9, Uttara Hasan Court, BFloor, 23/1
Dhaka. Motijheel C/A, Dhaka.

Decision Paper
(Date17-07-2014)

Complainant Mr. Md. Abdur Rashid filed application on0%2014 to Mr. Md. Abdul Latif,
SubAssistant Engineer & Designated Officer (RTI), Dhaka O&M D®jsividB, Hasan Court™ Floor,
Motijheel C/A, Dhakd 000 seeking for the following information under section 8(1) of Right to Information
Act, 2009

1. Whether Section120 of WDB Service Rule 1982 replaced with any section of WDB Service Rule
2013 or not or action to resolve whether taken by¢ Board or the Government, information in full
with required documents.

2. Information regarding Pension Easy Rule approved by the government whether following by the
board or not. If not, photocopy of circulation certified by first class officer pas$eddirection.

3. The circular issued by the WDB bearing memo NM@DB/Audit/Admin/lllegible/100,
Dated20-02-2014 served to three divisions would be applicable for employees retired before
19892014 and objection of audit arisen or not? Information in thiegard.

4. Employees retired in that period are enjoying pension resolving audit objection mentioned in that
memo?

5. Basic responsibility to resolve audit objection of the department vested to whom actually.

6. Reference to the letter of 3@1-2011, the memo of Executive Engineer of Bogra Khash Division
bearing Memo No:E. Engineer/Khash/Bogra/GF20/52, dated31/03/2014, the report served by
Director Audit Department, photocopy of report with full information aly certified by ' class
officer.

7. The report with reference of Sirajganj BRI(Specal) O&M Division bearing MemeAN1/1067/1,
Dated03-03-2014, though informed that the involvement in objection is not proved, as to why the
memo of Audit Directoratebearing No-WDB/Audit/Admin-235(33Part)/2015, dated21-04-2014
discussed the audit objection. Asking to explanation of Audit Directorate about logic. This is to be
mentioned that, Mr. Md. Abdur Rashid did not any works under DMP in Sirajganj O&M Divi&on



received no bill and not paid, at the time of rent of Long Reach Room he even was not serving in
that Division. Seek information to Audit Directorate in this regard.

02. On receipt of application for information, the Designated Officer issued noticgirdemo serve
information to the Complainant on last 435-2014. Then the complainant filed appeal to Md. Sahidur
Rahman, Director General & Appellate Authority (RTI), Office of the Director General, WDB, WAPDA Bhaban,
Motijheel C/A, Dhakd000. After filng the appeal, being found no remedy; he filed complaint to the
Information Commission on 1@6-2014.

03. Agenda was discussed in the meeting of Commission -@&66-2014. Pursuant to the decision of
meeting summonses were issued to concerned partiéadithe date of hearing on 1F7-2014.

04. On the date of hearing complainant Mr. Md. Abdur Rashid & opposite party Mr. Md. Abdul Latif
Islam, the SulAssistant Engineer, Dhaka O&M DivislhpWDB, Hasan Court" %loor, Motijheel C/A, Dhaka
is present.The Complainant mentioned in his statement that he filed application to the Designated Officer
(RTID) under Rights to Information Act, 2009 seeking for information mentioned in #1icl8ince the
Designated Officer (RTI) delivered no information, hedfihppeal to the Appellate Authority (RTI). Being
found no remedy on appeal, he filed complaint to Information Commission.

05. The SulA\ssistant Engineer, Dhaka O&M DivistonWDB, Hasan Court! 5loor, Motijheel C/A,
Dhaka mentioned in his statemenhdt, in website of Information Commission his name, designation &
address is mentioned but the address is not of his office. He was not appointed duly by specified form of
Information Commission. His Supervising Officer Engineer Mr. TarikFay##, theExecutive Engineer of
Dhaka O&M Divisio2, WDB informed him that, as per demand of Deputy Commissioner in meeting of
Dhaka District Coordinating Committee asked name of one Information Issuing Officer for Dhaka O&M
Division, then his name was proposedc®ihe has no information, informed the complainant instantly.

Discussion

After hearing and reviewing the submitted evidences of both the glamant and opposite party it was
found that the complainant did not file the application for information to right person as Designated Officer
(RTI). The Commission since passed opinion to take initiative to serve information to the complainant prayed
for & issued letter to the Director General, Office of the Director General, WDB, WAPDA Bhaban, Motijheel
C/A, Dhak&l000 to appoint a Designated Officer (RTI), the complaint seems to be disposable.



Decision

After discussion in details the complaint is disposed of with following instructions:

1. The Commission directed to take initiative to serve information to the complainant prayed for & the

Director General, Office of the Director General, WDB, WAPDA Bhifudijheel C/A, Dhaka000
to appoint a Designated Officer (RTI).

2. Both parties are instructed to inform the Information Commission after implementation of direction.

Let the copy be served to the parties concerned.

Signed
(Mohammed Faroq)
Chief Information Commissioner



Information Commission
Archaeology Building (2nd Floor)
F4/A, Agargaon Administrative Area
Shere-Bangla Nagar, Dhali2207
Fax088 02 9110638

Complaint Ne62/2014

Complainant Mr. Pronob Saha Opposite Party: Dr. Sheikh Md. Hasan Imam
FatherGopal Saha Upazila Health & Family Planning
VillageNimaichala Officer
PostBitipara &

Sreepur, Gazipur Designated Officer (RTI)

Upazila Hospital
Sreepur, Gazipur.

Decision Paper
(Date17-07-2014)

Complainant Mr. Pronob Saha filed application by registered post éd6@0D14 to Dr. Sheikh Md.
Hasan Imam, Upazila Health & Family Planning Officer & Designated Officer(RTI), Upazila Hospital, Sreepur
Gazipur seeking for the following information undection 8(1) of Right to Information Act, 2009:

9 List of distributed medicines amongst the patients whether free of cost or in less cost from 2012 to
31° December 2013 A.D. from Community Hospital of Bitipara Village under Barmi Union.

02. Since theapplication for information was rejected, the complainant filed complaint to the
Information Commission on last 436-2014.

03. Agenda was discussed in the meeting of Commission €6-2014. Pursuant to the decision of
meeting summonses were issued tncerned parties fixing the date of hearing orRQ7-2014.

04. On the date of hearing complainant Mr. Pronob Saha & opposite party Dr. Sheikh Md. Hasan Imam,
Upazila Health & Family Planning Officer & Designated Officer (RTI), Upazila Hospital, Sregpuratza
present. The Complainant mentioned in his statement that he filed application to the Designated Officer (RTI)
under Right to Information Act, 2009 seeking for  information mentioned in a@itleSince the authority
rejected the application foinformation, he filed complaint to Information Commission.

05. The Upazila Health & Family Planning Officer & Designated Officer (RTI), Upazila Hospital, Sreepur,
Gazipur mentioned in his statement that, the information sought for by the complainantnabserved
since the application for information was not received duly. No application ever rejected from his office
without receiving. Information sought for by the complainant is ready to serve & he ensured to serve it.



Discussion

After hearing and reewing the submitted evidences of both the complainant and Designated Officer
(RTI) it was found that the Designated Officer (RTI) did not receive the application for information filed by the
complainant. The Designated Officer (RTI) since ensured to isdovmation sought for by the complainant,
the complaint seems to be disposable.

Decision
After discussion in details the complaint is disposed of with following instructions:

1. The Upazila Health & Family Planning Officer & Designated Officer (RTI), Upazila Hospital, Sreepur,
Gazipur is directed to serve the information sought for by the complainant on or befed&-2014
subject to pay the cost of information.

2. Designated QGicer (RTI) is directed to deposit money collected as cost of information delivered under
section9 of Rights to Information Act, 2009 and under sec@oaf Right to Information (regarding
obtain information) Rules, 2009 to government treasury in findrande nel-3301-0001-1807.

3. Both parties are instructed to inform the Information Commission after implementation of direction.

Let the copy be served to the parties concerned.

Signed
(Mohammed Farooq)
Chief Information Commissioner



Information Commission
Archaeology Building (2nd Floor)
F4/A, Agargaon Administrative Area
Shere-Bangla Nagar, Dhali2207
Fax088 02 9110638

Complaint Ne63/2014

Complainani Mr. Dipok Barman Opposite Party: Mr. Jaminul Haque
FatherDigendra Barman SubRegistrar
VillageBitipara &

PostBitipara Designated Officer (RTI)
Sreepur, Gazipur Office of the SulRegistrar

Sreepur, Gazipur.

Decision Paper
(Date-17-07-2014)

Complainant Mr. Dipok Barman filed application by registered post on 1a85@814 to Mr. Jaminul
Haque, SuliRegistrar & Designated Officer (RTI), Office of theF&distrar, Sreepur, Gazipur seeking for the
following information under section 8(1) ofgRt to Information Act, 2009 :

1 Which documents are necessary to buy and sell lands of tribal community & permission of which
officer is necessary.

02. Since the application for information was rejected, the complainant filed complaints to the
Information Commission on 196-2014.

03. Agenda was discussed in the meeting of Commission €6-2014. Pursuant to the decision of
meeting summonses were issued to concerned parties fixing the date of hearing@h2D14.

04. On the date of hearing congihant Mr. Dipok Barman & opposite party Mr. Jaminul Haque,
SubRegistrar, Office of the StRegistrar, Sreepur, Gazipur are present. The Complainant mentioned in his
statement that he filed application to the Designated Officer (RTI) under Right to kiormAct, 2009
seeking for information mentioned in articl#l. Since the authority rejected the application for information,
he filed complaint to Information Commission.

05. The SulRegistrar, Office of the StiRegistrar, Sreepur, Gazipur mentionecia statement that the
information sought for by the complainant was not served since the application for information was not
received duly. Information sought for by the complainant is ready and brought with him to serve & he
ensured to serve it.



Discussion

After hearing and reviewing the submitted evidences of both the complainant and Designated Officer
(RTI) it was found that the Designated Officer (RTI) did not receive the application for information filed by the

complainant. The Designated @€&r (RTI) since ensured to serve information sought for by the complainant,
the complaint seems be disposable.

Decision
After discussion in details the complaint is disposed of with the following instructions:

1. The SukRegistrar & Designated Offic@RTl), Office of the SuRegistrar, Sreepur, Gazipur is directed

to serve the information sought for by the complainant on or before024£014 subject to pay the
cost of information.

2. Designated Officer (RTI) is directed to deposit money collectedsa®tinformation delivered under
section9 of Right to Information Act, 2009 and under sect®nf Right to Information (regarding
obtain information) Rules, 2009 in financial code N8301-0001-1807.

3. Both parties are instructed to inform the Infoation Commission after implementation of direction.

Let the copy be served to the parties concerned.

Signed
(Mohammed Farooq)
Chief Information Commissioner



Information Commission
Archaeology Building (2nd Floor)
F4/A, Agargaon Administrative Area
Shere-Bangla Nagar, Dhali2207
Fax088 02 9110638

Complaint Ne64/2014

Complainani Mr. Mithun Barman Opposite Party: Mr. Jaminul Haque
FatherKamalakanta Barman SubRegistrar
VillageBitipara &

PostBitipara Designated Officer (RTI)
Sreepur, Gazipur Office of the SulRegistrar

Sreepur, Gazipur.

Decision Paper
(Date-17-07-2014)

Complainant Mr. Dipok Barman filed application by registered post 53814 to Mr. Jaminul
Haque, SuliRegistrar & Designated Officer (RTI), Office of theF&distrar, Sreepur, Gazipur seeking for the
following information under section 8(1) of Rightinformation Act, 2009:

1 Copy of rules & regulations for deed registration of land.

02. Since the application for information was rejected, the complainant filed complaint to the
Information Commission on 1@6-2014.

03. Agenda was discussed in tireeting of Commission on Z8-2014. Pursuant to the decision of
meeting summonses were issued to concerned parties fixing the date of hearing@h2D14.

04. On the date of hearing complainant Mr. Mithun Barman is absent showing cause of ailmethie But
opposite party Mr. Jaminul Haque, SRlegistrar, Office of the StlRegistrar, Sreepur, Gazipur is present. The
SubRegistrar, Office of the StRegistrar, Sreepur, Gazipur mentioned in his statement that, the information
sought for by the complainankas not served since the application for information was not received duly.
Information sought for by the complainant is ready and brought with him to serve & he ensured to serve it.

Discussion

After hearing and reviewing the submitted evidences of Designated Officer (RTI) it was found that the
Designated Officer (RTI) did not receive the application for information filed by the complainant. The
Designated Officer (RTI) since ensured to senarimtion sought for by the complainant, the complaint
seems to be disposable.



Decision
After discussion in details the complaint is disposed of with following instructions:

1. The SukRegistrar & Designated Officer (RTI), Office of theRBdistrar, &epur, Gazipur is directed

to provide the information sought for by the complainant on or before0Z42014 subject to pay the
cost of information.

2. Designated Officer (RTI) is directed to deposit money collected as cost of information delivered under
section9 of Right to Information Act, 2009 and under sect®wof Right to Information (regarding
obtain information) Rules, 2009 to government treasury in financial cod#-8801-0001-1807.

3. Both parties are instructed to inform the Information Comsi® after implementation of direction.

Let the copy be served to the parties concerned.

Signed
(Mohammed Farooq)
Chief Information Commissioner



Information Commission
Archaeology Building (2nd Floor)
F4/A, Agargaon Administrative Area
Shere-Bangla Nagar, Dhali2207
Fax088 02 9110638

Complaint Ne65/2014

Complainani Mr. Laxmikanta Barman Opposite Party: Mr. Jaminul Haque
FatherBrojobanshi Barman SubRegigrar
VillageBitipara &

PostBitipara Designated Officer (RTI)
Sreepur, Gazipur Office of the SulRegistrar

Sreepur, Gazipur.

Decision Paper
(Date-17-07-2014)

Complainant Mr. Laxmikanta Barman filed application by registered post €06@814 to Mr.
Jaminul Haque, StRegistrar & Designated Offic€RTI), Office of the SuRegistrar, Sreepur, Gazipur
seeking for the following information under section 8(1) of Right to Information Act,-2009

1 Permission of Deputy Commission is needed to sell the land of tribal community under Sreepur
Upazila. Copyf order of this circular issued from which year.

02. Since the application for information was rejected, the complainant filed complaint to the
Information Commission on 1@6-2014.

03. Agenda was discussed in the meeting of Commission €6-2014. Pusuant to the decision of
meeting summonses were issued to concerned parties fixing the date of hearing@h2D14.

04. On the date of hearing complainant Mr. Laxmikanta Barman & opposite party Mr. Jaminul Haque,
SubRegistrar, Office of the StRegistar, Sreepur, Gazipur are present. The Complainant mentioned in his
statement that he filed application to the Designated Officer (RTI) under Right to Informatie20@&t
seeking for the information mentioned in artield. Since the authority rejected ¢happlication for
information, he filed complaint to Information Commission.

05. The SulRegistrar, Office of the StlRegistrar, Sreepur, Gazipur mentioned in his statement that, the
information sought for by the complainant was not served since the application for information was not
received duly. He ensured to serve the inforioatsought for by the complainant.



Discussion

After hearing and reviewing the submitted evidences of both the complainant and Designated Officer
(RTI) it was found that the Designated Officer (RTI) did not receive the application for informatiday fifex

complainant. Since the Designated Officer (RTI) ensured to serve information sought for by the complainant,
the complaint seems to be disposable.

Decision
After discussion in details the complaint is disposed of with the following instructions:

1. The SukRegistrar & Designated Officer (RTI), Office of theRdistrar, Sreepur, Gazipur is directed

to serve the information sought for by the complainant on or before024£014 subject to pay the
cost of information.

2. Designated Officer (RT$)dlirected to deposit money collected as cost of information delivered under
section9 of Right to Information Act, 2009 and under sect®nf Right to Information (regarding
obtain information) Rules, 2009 to government treasury in financial cod#-8@01-0001-1807.

3. Both parties are instructed to inform the Information Commission after implementation of direction.

Let the copy be served to the parties concerned.

Signed
(Mohammed Farooq)
Chief Information Commissioner



Information Commission
Archaeology Building (2nd Floor)
F4/A, Agargaon Administrative Area
Shere-Bangla Nagar, Dhali2207
Fax088 02 9110638

Complaint Ne66/2014

Complainani Mr. Md. Shah Alam (LLB) Opposite Party: Mr. Foisal Halim
House4/10, Hummayun Road SubDivisional Engineer
Mohammadpur, Dhaka. Public Works Maintenance Wifg

5-A/11, Rajia Sultana Road
Mohammadpur, Dhaka.

Decision Paper
(Date-17-07-2014)

Complainant Mr. Md. Shah AlaaLB) filed complaint to the Information Commission orf082014
against Mr. Foisal Halim, Sdhvisional Engineer, Public Works Maintenance WingA/11, Rajia Sultana
Road, Mohammadpur Dhaka with charge that the Designated Officer(RTI) was not desidpyahim
violating Sections 10(1)(2)(4) of Right to Information Act, 2009. In his complaint he prayed for legal remedy.

02. Agenda was discussed in the meeting of Commission €6-2014. Pursuant to the decision of
meeting summonses were issued to cemed parties fixing the date of hearing on-Q7-2014.

03. On the date of hearing complainant Mr. Md. Shah Alam (LLB) & opposite party Mr. Foisal Halim,
SubDivisional Engineer, Public Works Maintenance Win&A/11, Rajia Sultana Road, Mohammadpur
Dhaka are present. The Complainant mentioned in his statement that he filed complaint with charge that the
Designated Officer (RTI) was not designated by him violating Sections 10(1)(2)(4) of Right to Information Act,
20009.

04. The Suibivisional EngineerPublic Works Maintenance Wity 5A/11, Rajia Sultana Road,
Mohammadpur Dhaka mentioned in his statement that in the meantime the Desighated Officer (RTI) &
Appellate Authority (RTI) have been appointed centrally. He produced the copy of appointmem to t
Commission in hearing.

Discussion
After hearing and reviewing the submitted evidences of both the complainant and Designated Officer

(RTI) it was found that the Designated Officer (RTI) & Appellate Authority (RTI) have been appointed
centrally; so, he complaint seems to be disposable.



Decision

After discussion in details the complaint is disposed of with the following instruction:

As the Designated Officer (RTI) & Appellate Authority (RTI) have been appointed centrally; so, the
complaint is dispsed of.

Let the copy be served to the parties concerned.

Signed
(Mohammed Farooq)
Chief Information Commissioner



Information Commission

Archaeology Building (2nd Floor)
F4/A, Agargaon Administrative Area
Shere-Bangla Nagar, Dhali2207
Fax088 02 9110638

Complaint Ne67/2014

Complainani Mr. Md. Shah Alam (LLB) Opposite Party: Kazi Mohammad Abu Hanif
House4/10, Hummayun Road Executive Engineer
Mohammadpur, Dhaka. Public Works Maintenance

Division

112" Level

Government Office Buildg
Dhaka.

Decision Paper
(Date17-07-2014)

Complainant Mr. Md. Shah Alam (LLB) filed complaint to the Information Commissior06-2P34
against Kazi Mohammad Abu Hanif, Executive Engineer, Public Works Maintenance DiVis@Sh| ével
GovernmentOffice Building, Dhaka with the charge that the Designated Officer(RTI) was not designated by
him violating Sections 10(1)(2)(4) of Right to Information Act, 2009. In his complaint he prayed for legal
remedy.

02. Agenda was discussed in the meeting@h@ission on 296-2014. Pursuant to the decision of
meeting summonses were issued to concerned parties fixing the date of hearing@h2D1.4.

03. On the date of hearing complainant Mr. Md. Shah Alam (LLB) & opposite party Kazi Mohammad
Abu Hanif, Exettive Engineer, Public Works Maintenance DivisiSri A" Level Government Office Building,
Dhaka are present. The Complainant mentioned in his statement that he filed complaint with the charge the
that Designated Officer (RTI) was not designated byvtating Sections 10(1)(2)(4) of Right to Information
Act, 2009.

04. The Executive Engineer, Public Works Maintenance Divisiod2"l Level Government Office
Building, Dhaka mentioned in his statement that the Designated Officer (RTI) & the Appelibceity (RTI)
have been appointed centrally. He produced the copy of appointment to the Commission in hearing.

Discussion
After hearing and reviewing the submitted evidences of both the complainant and Designated Officer

(RTI) it was found that thed3ignated Officer (RTI) & the Appellate Authority (RTI) have been appointed
centrally; so, the complaint seems to be disposable.



Decision

After discussion in details the complaint is disposed of with following instructions:

As the Designated Officer (IR& Appellate Authority (RTI) have been appointed centrally, so, the
complaint is disposed of.

Let the copy be served to the parties concerned.
Signed

(Mohammed Farooq)
Chief Information Commissioner



Information Commission
Archaeology Buildm (2nd Floor)
F4/A, Agargaon Administrative Area
Shere-Bangla Nagar, Dhali2207
Fax088 02 9110638

Complaint Ne68/2014

Complainani Nargis Akter Opposite Party: Hafez Nazrul Islam Naimee
FatherAbdul Halim Principal
No-1 Patharghata &
Reserve Bazar Designated Officer (RTI)
Police Stabn-Kotwali Rangamati Senior Madrasah
DistrictRangamati. Rangamati.

Decision Paper
(Date-26-08-2014)

Complainant Nargis Akter filed application by registered post 60683014 to Hafez Nazrul Islam

Naimee, Principa& Designated Officer(RTI), Rangamati Senior Madrasah, Rangamati Hill Tracts seeking for
the following information under section 8(1) of Right to Information Act, 2009

Information relevant to appointment of Assistant Teacher (Social Science) to Rangdpeaior Madrasah.

a)

b)

)
Q)
h)

Resolution of cancellation of Appointment Examination in Assistant Teacher (Social Science) held
on 04-04-2013.

The notifications published in daily newspapers on the basis of notification published in official
website of Madragh Education Board on 261-2014.

Resolution of meeting of application scrutinizing committee held on-032014.

Applications of 05(five) candidates with attached certificates took part in appointment
examination for the post of Assistant Teach&Bocial Science) on @5-2014.

Resolution of approval of appointment of Registered Lecturer as Assistant Teacher
dated-24-05-2014.

Appointment letter issued to the Registered Lecturer as Assistant Teacher.

Joining letter of the Registered Lecturer as Assistant Teacher.

Interview card issued to me which was taken back from me before appointment examination held
on 0305-2014.

02. Being the application for information was rejected by the Designatede®f{iRTI), the complainant
filed complaint to the Information Commission on-2é-2014.



03. Agenda was discussed in the meeting of Commission €6-2014. Pursuant to the decision of
meeting summonses were issued to concerned parties fixing the dateasiny on 1707-2014.

04. The Designated Officer filed time petition. The Commission allowed time petition & fixed the date of
hearing on 28)8-2014 and issued summonses to the Complainant & the Designated Officer (RTI).

05. On the date of hearing, laa@d Advocate Mr. Gafur Badsha for the complainant & learned Advocate
for opposite party Mr. Souren Dey are present. The learned Advocate for the complainant mentioned in his
statement that the complainant filed application to the Designated Officer (RifigruRight to Information
Act, 2009 seeking for information mentioned in artidle. Since the authority rejected the application for
information, she filed complaint to Information Commission.

06. The learned attorney for opposite party mentioned indiaement that the information sought for
by the complainant was not served since the application for information was not received duly. As directed
by the Commission, he ensured to serve the information sought for by the complainant.

Discussion

After hearing and reviewing the submitted evidences of both the complainant and Designated Officer
(RTI) it was found that the Designated Officer (RTI) did not receive the application for information filed by the
complainant. The learned attorney for Designatefficer (RTI) since ensured to serve information sought for
by the complainant under Right to Information Act, 2009, the complaint seems to be disposable.

Decision
After discussion in details the complaint is disposed of with following instructions:

1. The Principal & Designated Officer (RTI), Rangamati Senior Madrasah, Rangamati Hill Tracts is
directed to serve the information sought for by the complainant on or befor@®2014 subject to
pay value of information.

2. Designated Officer (RTI) is diredtto deposit money collected as cost of information delivered under
section9 of Right to Information Act, 2009 and under sect®of Right to Information (regarding
obtain information) Rules, 2009 to government treasury in financial cod#-8801-0001-1807.

3. Both parties are instructed to inform the Information Commission after implementation of direction.

Let the copy be served to the parties concerned.

Signed
(Mohammed Farooq)
Chief Information Commissioner



Information Commission
Archaeology Building (2nd Floor)
F4/A, Agargaon Administrative Area
Shere-Bangla Nagar, Dhali2207
Fax088 02 9110638

Complaint Ne69/2014

Complainani Mr. Md. Shah Alam (LLB) Opposite Party: Executive Engineer
Houwse-4/10, Hummayun Road DPDC, NOCS Shyamoly
Mohammadpur, Dhaka. 8/2 Lalmatia, BloclA

Dhakal207.

Decision Paper
(Date-26-08-2014)

Complainant Mr. Md. Shah Alam (LLB) filed complaints to the Information Commission on
29-06-2014 against the Executive Engineer, DPDC, NOCS, Shyamoli, 8/2 Lalmatfa, Bhattal207 with
charge that the Designated Officer(RTIl) was not designated iigledections 10(1)(2)(4) of Right to
Information Act2009. In his complaint he prayed for legal remedy.

02. The matter was discussed in the meeting of Commission date @8-R@14.Accoring to the
decision of meeting summonses were issued to the conakrparties fixing the date of hearing on
26-08-2014 issued summons to concerned parties.

03. On the date of hearing complainant Mr. Md. Shah Alam (LLB) is present. Opposite party the Executive
Engineer, DPDC, NOCS, Shyamoli, 8/2 Lalmatia;Bl&tkakal207 is absent. The Complainant mentioned
in his statement that he filed complaints with charge that the Designated Officer (RTI) was not designated
violating Sections 10(1)(2)(4) of Right to Information-2@@9. After filing of complaint, since Designated
Officer (RTI) & Appellate Authority (RTI) were duly appointed, he has no more complaint in this regard. But
the Designated Officer (RTI) & Appellate Authority (RTI) were not appointed in other information cells of
Dhaka Power Distribution Company Ltd. (BMence the rights of public to get information is reducing.

Discussion

After hearing and reviewing the submitted evidences of the complainant it was found that, the
Designated Officer (RTI) & Appellate Authority (RTI) were designated in the cahaosffice; so, the
complaint seems to be disposable.



Decision

After detailed discussion since, the concerned authority has appointed Designated Officer (RTI) and
Appellate Authority as per demand of the complainant, so, tbmpglaint is disposed of. But the DPDC is
directed to appoint Designated Officer & Appellate Authority in all other information cells of DPDC under
section 10 of Right to Information Act, 2009 and inform the commission within next 15 days.

Let the copybe served to the parties concerned.
Signed

(Mohammed Farooq)
Chief Information Commissioner



Information Commission
Archaeology Building (2nd Floor)
F4/A, Agargaon Administrative Area
Shere-Bangla Nagar, Dhali2207
Fax088 02 9110638

ComplaintNo-70/2014
Complainant Mr. Md. Kutub Uddin Opposite Party: Mr. Mohammad Saiful Alam Khan
FatherLate Mvi. Safi Uddin Systems Analyst
E34, West Side of RAB &
Agargaon, Dhaka. Designated Officer (RTI)

Bangladesh Computer Council
SherEBangla NagaDhakal207.

Decision Paper
(Date-26-08-2014)

Complainant Mr. Kutub Uddin filed application by registered post 6848014 to Mr. Mohammad
Saiful Alam Khan, the Systems Analyst of Bangladesh Computer Council & Designated Officer(RTI) undel
section 8(1)pf Right to Information Ae2009 seeking for the following information:

1 Information regarding progress of D.O. Letter sent on lastA®2013 issued by Mr. Md. Shahid
Uddin Chowdhury Anny, 276, Laxmip8rHonorable Member of Parliament in thé"9Asembly.

02.Not getting the requested information in due time, the complainant filed appeal to the Secretary of
Ministry of Information & Communications & Appellate Authority (RTI) 6032014. After filing the appeal,
being found no remedy; he filed cguiaints to the Information Commission on-28-2014.

03. Agenda was discussed in the meeting of Commission €8-Q014. Pursuant to the decision of
meeting summonses were issued to the concerned parties fixing the date of hearing0&2Pa 4.

04. On the date of hearing complainant Mr. Kutub Uddin & opposite party Mr. Mohammad Saiful Alam
Khan, the Systems Analyst of Bangladesh Computer Council & Designated Officer (RTI) both are present. The
Complainant mentioned in his statement that he filgoplication to the Designated Officer (RTI) under Rights
to Information Act2009 seeking for information mentioned in arti€d. Since the authority delivered no
information, he filed appeal to the Appellate Authority (RTI). Getting no remedy even sidimigsappeal,
he filed complaint to Information Commission.

05. Mr. Mohammad Saiful Alam Khan, the System Analyst of Bangladesh Computer Council & Designated
Officer (RTI) mentioned in his statement that, at the time he was appointed as Designated kffizas in
abroad. As to why he could not provide information timely. Then collecting information he has provided the



information to the complainant. In tribunal of, He ensured to provide the information to the complainant in
the tribunal of Information @mmission.

Discussion
After hearing and reviewing the submitted evidences of both the complainant and Designated Officer
(RTI) it was found that, the Designated Officer (RTI) provided requested information to the complainant. The
Designated Officer (RTih tribunal of Information Commission, since ensured to serve the information to the
complainant again, the complaint seems to be disposable.

Decision

After discussion in details, since the Designated Officer (RTI) provided information to the
complainant, so, the complaint is disposed of.

Let the copy be served to the parties concerned.

Signed
(Mohammed Farooq)
Chief Information Commissioner



Information Commission
Archaeology Building (2nd Floor)
F4/A, Agargaon Administrative Area
Shea-e-Bangla Nagar, Dhald2207
Fax088 02 9110638

Complaint Ne71/2014

Complainant Mr. Md. Kutub Uddin Opposite Party: Dr. Md. Shahid Ullah
FatherLate Mvi. Safi Uddin Director14
E34, West side of RAB &
Agargaon, Dhaka. Designated Officer (RTI)

t NAYS aAyAadaSNRna h
Tejgaon, Dhaka.

Decision Paper
(Date-29-09-2014)

Complainant Mr. Kutub Uddin filed application by registered post 622014 to the Directotl4,
t NAYS & /0ffide &&iD@dghated Officer(RTI) under section 8(1) of Right to Informatie20@t
seeking for the following information:

1 Respect to the written letter to the Honorable Prime Minister datdab-12-2013 regarding Lease of
lands in Congo in view of ultivation; the Ministry of Agriculture sent vide a letter
dated-21-01-H nmn  FYR AYF2N¥YSR YS (KFdzZz 2y GKS RANBOI
this regard would be taken.

{22 AYTF2NXIGA2Yy NBIFINRAYI RANBOidOthigya 2F | 2y 2Nl of

regard.

02. Not getting the information in due time, the complainant filed appeal by registered post on
0604Hnmn 02 GKS /KASFT {SONBUOIFINEB 2F tNRARYS aAyAraidSNJ
appeal, being found no remedyefiled complaints to the Information Commission on -0B2014.

03. Agenda was discussed in the meeting of Commission €)8-Q014. Pursuant to the decision of
meeting summonses were issued to concerned parties fixing the date of hearing@8224.4.

04. The Designated Officer (RTI) filed time petition. The Commission allowed time petition & fixed the
date of hearing on 289-2014 issued summonses to the Complainant & the Designated Officer (RTI).

05. On the date of hearing complainant Mr. Kutub Uddin & opposite party Dr. Md. Shahid Ullah, the
Directormn  2F t NAYS aAyArAadiSNRa h¥FAOS 9 5SaArdayl iSR |
mentioned in his statement that he filed application to ethMinistry of Agriculture with some
recommendations to lease of lands in Congo to the Prime Minister. The Ministry of Agriculture vide a letter



AYVF2NYSR KAY (KIFIGX 2y RANBOGA2ya FTNBY tNRAYS aAyAra
filed application to the Directemn 2 F | 2y 2N} o0f S t NAYS aAyAadaSNRa h¥¥
the progress of letter. Since the authority delivered no information, he filed appeal to the Appellate
Authority (RTI). Getting no remedy on appéu,filed complaint to Information Commission.

06. The Directomn 2F t NAYS aAyAaidiSNRE hFTFAOS g9 5Sarayl (¢
respect to the summon issued by the Commission register of letter receipt section of the officeaselzese
for letter of complainant Mr. Md. Kutub Uddin but no letter was received. Since the application of
complainant was not reached to his office, no action in this regard was taken. He ensured that following the
proper process of Rights to Informatioret®2009 & file application for information with specific information
might be provided to the complainant.

Discussion

After hearing and reviewing the submitted evidences of both the complainant and opposite party it was
found that, the application fomformation did not reach to the office of Designated Officer (RTI), hence no
action in this regard was taken. Since the Designated Officer (RTI) ensured that, following the proper process
of Rights to Information A€009 & file application for informatiowith specific information might be served
to the complainant, so, the complaint seems to be disposable.

Decision
After discussion in details the complaint is disposed of with following instructions:

1. The complainant is directed to file application foformation observing the process for application
under Rights to Information A&009 & for specific information.

2. The Designated Officer (RTI) is directed to serve the information if application for information filed
duly by the complainant.

3. Bothparties are instructed to inform the Information Commission after implementation of direction.

Let the copy be served to the parties concerned.

Signed Signed Signed
(Prof. Dr. Khurshida Begum Sayeed) (Nepal Chandra Sarkar) (Mohammed Farooq)
Information Commissioner Information Commissioner Chief Information Commissioner



Information Commission
Archaeology Building (2nd Floor)
F4/A, Agargaon Administrative Area
Shere-Bangla Nagar, Dhali2207
Fax088 02 9110638

Complaint Ne72/2014

Complainant Mr. Md. Kutub Uddin Opposite Party: Mr. Md. Mosharaf Hossain
FatherLate Mvi. Safi Uddin Joint Secretary
E34, Beside West of RAB &
Agargaon, Dhaka. Designated Officer (RTI)

Ministry of Home Affairs
Bangladesh Secretariat, Dhaka.
Decision Paper
(Date-26-08-2014)

Complainant Mr. Kutub Uddin filed application by registered post 64201 to the Joint Secretary
of Ministry of Home Affairs (Administration) & Designated Officer (RTI) under section 8(1) of Right to
Information Act2009 seeking for the following informatien

1. Information explaining reason as to why the accused Jalal Uddin Bappi, Mahbub & Rajib Prodhan
yet not be arrested though in FIR case N&il Dt-11-03-2014 of S. Keraniganj, Distri€@haka with
charge of Car kidapping & serial na1250, Dt12-03-2014 filed with RARLO.

2. Information regarding not giving of Charge Sheet of aforesaid case yet.

02. Not getting information in duéime, the complainant filed appeal to the Senior Secretary of the
Ministry of Home Affairs & Appellate Authority (RTI) or0832014 by registered post. After filing the appeal,
being found no remedy; he filed complaint to the Information Commission eb622014.

03. Agenda was discussed in the meeting of Commission €)8-Q014. Pursuant to the decision of
meeting summonses were issued to the concerned parties fixing the date of hearing0&224..

04. On the date of hearing complainant Mr. Kutub Wd& opposite party Mr. Md. Mosharaf Hossain,
Joint Secretary of Ministry of Home Affairs & Designated Officer (RTI) both are present. The Complainant
mentioned in his statement that he filed application to the Designated Officer (RTI) under Rights to
Information Act2009 seeking for information mentioned in arti€d. Since the authority delivered no
information, he filed appeal to the Appellate Authority (RTI). Getting no remedy on appeal, he filed complaint
to Information Commission.



05. The Joint Seetary of Ministry of Home Affairs & Designated Officer (RTI) mentioned in his statement
that, the application for information filed by the complainant was not received in his office. He ensured to
provide the information if the complainant file applicatifor information to Designated Officer (RTI).

Discussion
After hearing and reviewing the submitted evidences of both the complainant and Designated Officer
(RTI) it was found that, the application for information did not reach to the office of Desig@dfieegr (RTI).
Since, following the proper process, if the complainant file application to the Designated Officer (RTI) for
information he ensured to serve the information to the complaint, so, the case seems to be disposable

Decision

After discussiomi details the complaint is disposed of with following instructions:

=

The Complainant is directed to file application for information to the Designated Officer (RTI).

2. The Designated Officer (RTI) is directed to serve the information sought by the complainant if he files
application for information to the Designated Officer (RTI).

3. Designated Officer (RTI) is directed to deposit money collected as cost of inforrdelivered under
section9 of Right to Information Act, 2009 and under F8l®f Right to Information (regarding obtain
information) Rules, 2009 to government treasury in financial codd-8801-0001-1807.

4. Both parties are instructed to inform the Infoation Commission after implementation of direction.

Let the copy be served to the parties concerned.

Signed
(Mohammed Farooq)
Chief Information Commissioner



Information Commission
Archaeology Building (2nd Floor)
F4/A, Agargaon Administrative Area
Shere-Bangla Nagar, Dhali2207
Fax088 02 9110638

Complaint Ne73/2014

Complainani Mr. Md. Raihan Uddin Opposite Party: Mr. Ashish Kumar Dey
FatherRashid Ahmed Deputy Director
West S M Para &
Ward No-5, Alir Jahan Designated Officer (RTI)
/ 2EQ& . 11 N® Agriculture Extension Directorate

|l YRSNE2Y w2l RZ [/ 2E

Decision Paper
(Date-26-08-2014)

Complainant Mr. Md. Raihan Uddin filed application by registered post on [a82-2814 to Mr.
Ashish Kumar Dey,eputy Director & Designated Officer(RTI), Agriculture Extension Directorate, Anderson
w2l RZ /2EQ& . IFTFNI aSS1Ay3 F2NJ GKS TF2ff26AyH09AY T2 N

1. List of services rendered to the farmers in last (2008 year from Upazila Agriculture Office.
2. Copy of policies for distribution of Agriculture Loan required. In last financial year 20@12, list of
names obtained agriculture loan & information of repayment of loans paid by farmers.

02. The application for information by post was rejected by the Designated Officer, the = complainant
filed complaint to the Information Commission on-26-2014.

03. Agenda was discussed in the meeting of Commission €8-Q014. Pursuant to the decisioof
meeting summonses were issued to concerned parties fixing the date of hearing@822d4.4.

04. On the date of hearing complainant & Designated Officer (RTI) both are absent. The complainant filed
an application to the Information Commission and riened that, the information he prayed for was
served. Since he has no more complaint, he requested to settle the complaint. The Designated Officer (RTI)
sent copy to the Information Commission after providing the information to the complainant.

Discussn
After reviewing the evidences from the complainant, it was found that, information sought for by the

complainant was served. Since the complainant received information he sought for & requested to settle the
complaint, so the case seems to be disposabl



Decision
Since the complainant received information he prayed for & filed application to settle the complaint,
hence, the complaint is disposed of.

Let the copy be served to the parties concerned.

Signed
(Mohammed Farooq)
Chief Information Commissioner



Information Commission
Archaeology Building (2nd Floor)
F4/A, Agargaon Administrative Area
Shere-Bangla Nagar, Dhali2207
Fax088 02 9110638

Complaint Ne74/2014

Complainant Mr. Md. Kutub Uddin Opposite Party: Mr. Md. Sirajul Islam
FatherLate Mvi. Safi Uddin Deputy Secretary
E34, Beside West of RAB &
Agargaon, Dhaka. Designated Officer (RTI)

Ministry of Foods
Bangladesh Secretariat, Dhaka.

Decision Paper
(Date-26-08-2014)

Complainant Mr. Kutub Uddin filed application onD22013 to the Designated Officer (RTI) of Ministry
of Foods under section 8(1) of Right to Information Act, 2009 seeking for the following information:

91 Information regarding progress of 11 recommerntitans of my written letter dated20-11-2013 A.D.

02. Not getting the asking information in due time, the complainant filed appeal to the Secretary of
Ministry of Foods & Appellate Authority (RTI) or(6f2014 by GEP post. Appellate Authority since tejgc
the appeal, the complainant filed complaint to the Information Commission ed&Z2014.

03. Agenda was discussed in the meeting of Commission-@8@014. Pursuant to the decision of
meeting summonses were issued to concerned parties fixing theafdtearing on 2é8-2014

04. On the date of hearing, complainant Mr. Md. Kutub Uddin & opposite party Mr. Md. Sirajul Islam,
Deputy Secretary of Ministry of Foods & Desighated Officer (RTI) both are present. The Complainant
mentioned in his statement @it he filed application to the Designated Officer (RTI) under Rights to
Information Act, 2009 seeking for information mentioned in artiégle Since the authority delivered no
information, he filed appeal to the Appellate authority (RTI). Appellate Authsince rejected the appeal,
he filed complaint to Information Commission.

05. The Deputy Secretary of Ministry of Foods & Designated Officer RTI) mentioned in his statement that,
file was placed before superior authority to specify the limit of inforim@tmay be served. As directed by the
superior authority, he made communication over phone with the complainant. Then the complainant
informed that he needs not any information.



Discussion

After hearhg and reviewing the submitted evidences of both the complainant and Designated Officer
(RTI) it was found that, the application for information filed by the complainant was related to some of his
recommendations. Any recommeation can not be consideredsnformation.

Decision
After discussion in details the complaint is disposed of with following instruction:

The information sought for by the complainant is recommendation, as the recommendation is not
information, so, the Designated Officer (RTI)disected to give thanks to the complainant for his
recommendations & inform him that the recommendations he served would be taken by the government if
needed and the complaint is disposed of.

Let the copy be served to the parties concerned.
Signed

(Mohammed Farooq)
Chief Information Commissioner



Information Commission
Archaeology Building (2nd Floor)
F4/A, Agargaon Administrative Area
Shere-Bangla Nagar, Dhali2207
Fax088 02 9110638

Complaint Ne75/2014

Complainani Mr. Md. Abdul Aziz Opposie Party: Mr. Md. Atoar Rahman
FatherMd. Arman Ali Pramanik District Cooperatives Officer (Acting)
Village+PosHulhulia &
Police StatiorSingra Designated Officer (RTI)
DistrictNatore. District Cooperatives Office, Natore.

Decision Paper
(Date-26-08-2014)

Complainant Mr. Md. Abdul Aziz filed application on032014 to Mr. Md. Atoar Rahman, District
Cooperatives Officer (Acting) & Designated Office r(RTI), District Cooperatives Office, Natore seeking for the
following information under section 8] bf Right to Information Act, 2009 :

9 Accounts Statement of my share savings including interest from my membership to revoke of

membership in Cooperatives Department Employees Multipurpose Cooperative Society of Natore
District.

02. Not getting thenformation in due time, the complainant filed appeal to Mr. Md. Ahsan Kabir, Joint
Registrar & Appellate Authority (RTI), Divisional Cooperatives Office, 191/B, Kazihata, Rajshahi Division,
Rajshahi on 094-2014. After filing the appeal, being found nawredy; he filed complaint to the Information
Commission on 306-2014.

03. Agenda was discussed in the meeting of Commission €)8-Q014. Pursuant to the decision of
meeting summonses were issued to concerned parties fixing the date of hearing@8223.4.

04. On the date of hearing, complainant Mr. Md. Abdul Aziz is absent. Opposite party Mr. Md. Atoar
Rahman, District Cooperatives Officer (Acting) & Designated Officer (RTI), District Cooperatives Office, Natore
is present. The Designated Officer (RTkntioned in his statement that, information sought for by the
complainant was served on last-04-2014 by registered post. Since the recipient did not receive the letter,
it was bounced on last 684-2014. Information then was served again, but agaéndid not receive so the
letter was bounced on last 204-2014.



Discussion
After hearing and reviewing the submitted evidences of Designated Officer (RTI), it was found that the

complainant needs not any information. The information sent by the Designated Officer (RTI) as rejected by
the complainant, so, the complaint seem to theposable.

Decision
After discussion in details the complaint is disposed of with following instruction:

Since, the complainant remains absent without any intimidation & as the information sent by the
Designated Officer (RTI) was rejected by the campht & the letter was bounced, the complainant needs
not any information, so, the complaint is disposed of.
Let the copy be served to the parties concerned.
Signed

(Mohammed Farooq)
Chief Information Commissioner



Information Commission
Archaeology Building (2nd Floor)
F4/A, Agargaon Administrative Area
Shere-Bangla Nagar, Dhali2207
Fax088 02 9110638

Complaint Ne76/2014

Complainant Mr. Md. Kutub Uddin Opposite Party: Mr. Md. Akhter Hossain
FatherLate Mvi. Safi Uddin Joint Secretary
E34, Westside of RAB &
Agargaon, Dhaka. Local Government Department

Bangladesh Secretariat, Dhaka.

Decision Paper
(Date-26-08-2014)

Complainant Mr. Kutub Uddin filed appligat on 1811-2013 to the Joint Secretary of Local Government
Department (Administratiorl) & Designated Officer (RTI) seeking for the following information under
section 8(1) of Right to Information Act, 2009

1 Information regarding progress of my writte letter dated-27-10-2013.

02. Not getting the required information in due time, the complainant filed appeal to the Secretary of
Local Government Department & Appellate Authority (RTI) ofi22013 by GEP post. After filing the
appeal, being found naemedy; the complainant filed complaint to the Information Commission on
01-07-2014.

03. Agenda was discussed in the meeting of Commission €8-Q014. Pursuant to the decision of
meeting summonses were issued to concerned parties fixing the date dhiyean 2708-2014.

04. On the date of hearing, complainant Mr. Md. Kutub Uddin & opposite party Mr. Md. Akhter Hossain,
the Joint Secretary of Local Government Department are present. The Complainant mentioned in his
statement that he filed applicationot the Designated Officer (RTI) under Right to Information2Q60
seeking for information mentioned in artic¥l. Since the authority delivered no information, he filed appeal
to the Appellate Authority (RTI). After filing the appeal, being found no dymée filed complaint to
Information Commission.

05. The Joint Secretary of Local Government Department mentioned in his statement that, he performed
his responsibility as Joint Secretary & Designated Officer(RTI) previously. Presently he is on duttyewith
division. Since summon issued in his name, he appeared to the Tribunal of Commission. The complainant
filed no application for information to the Local Government Department under Right to Information Act. He
just produced a statement comprising i&commendations. Since application for information under section



8 of Rights to Information Act was not filed, no information delivered to him. Basis to personal
recommendations of complainant, no action could not be taken under Rights to Informationmhtfon
prayed for is not information at all, those are recommendations. The complainant if file application for
information regarding the Local Government Department under Rights to Information, he ensured to serve
information within stipulated time. Fuhter he mentioned that, since presently there is no Designated Officer
(RTI) in concerned division action is to be taken to appoint Designated Officer (RTI).

Discussion
After hearing and reviewing the submitted evidences on of both the complainant and Designated Officer
(RTI) it was found that the application for information filed by the complainant was related to some of his
recommendations. Any recommendation is noimhation.
Decision
After discussion in details the complaint is disposed of with following instruction:

The information sought for by the complainant is recommendation, as the recommendation is not
information, the Designated Officer (RTI) is directenl give thanks to the complainant for his
recommendations & inform him that the recommendations he submitted would be taken by the government
if needed, and the complaint is disposed of.

Let the copy be served to the parties concerned.
Signed

(Mohammed Farooq)
Chief Information Commissioner



Information Commission
Archaeology Building (2nd Floor)
F4/A, Agargaon Administrative Area
Shere-Bangla Nagar, Dhali2207
Fax088 02 9110638

Complaint Ne77/2014

Complainant Mr. Md. Shafiur Rahman Opposite Party: ATM Ahmedur Rahman
FatherLate Md. Abdul Jawad Deputy General Manager
1/20 Kallyanpur Housing Estate &
Kallyanpur, Dhak&207. Designated Officer (RTI)

Investment Corporation of Bangladesh
Rajshahi Branch
Shaheb Bazar, Rajshahi.

Decision Paper
(Date-27-08-2014)

Complainant Mr. Md. Shafiur Rahman filed application to the Deputy General Manager & Designated
Officer (RTI), Investment Corporation of Bangladesh, Rajshahi Branch, Shaheb Bazar, Rajshahi seeking for th
following informadion on 1904-2014 under section 8(1) of Right to Information Act, 2009

1 Information regarding following documents submitted by the Account Holder at the time of
opening in a total 11 investment account bearing No. 1299 to 1309 with ICB Rajshahi Branch

a) Account Opening Forms

b) Specimen Signature cards

¢) Authorisation of Power for Opening the Account by another person on behalf of the Investor

d) Authorisation of Power for Conducting Account by ICB on behalf of the Investor, and

e) Other related Papes and Documents Required for Maintaining the Accourdstested copies.

02. Not getting the information in due time, the complainant filed appeal to the Managing Director &
Appellate Authority (RTI), Investment Coration of Bangladesh, Head Office, 8, Rajuk Avenue, DHa(@
on 27-05-2014. After filing the appeal, being found no remedy; the complainant filed complaint to the
Information Commission on 6Q7-2014.

03. Agenda was discussed in the meeting of Comnmissio 0708-2014. Pursuant to the decision of
meeting summonses were issued to concerned parties fixing the date of hearing@8201.4.

04. On the date of hearing, complainant Mr. Md. Shafiur Rahman & opposite pamy Ahmedur
Rahman, Deputy General Manager & Designated Officer (RTI) Investment Corporation of Bangladesh,
Rajshahi Branch, Shaheb Bazar, Rajshahi are present. The Complainant mentioned in his statement that he
filed application to the Designated OfficéRTI) under Rights to Information AZ09 seeking for the
information mentioned in articl®l. Since the authority delivered no information, he filed appeal to the
Appellate Authority (RTI). After filing the appeal, being found no remedy; he filed comnfganformation
Commission.



05. The Deputy General Manager & Designated Officer (RTI) Investment Corporation of Bangladesh,
Rajshahi Branch, Shaheb Bazar, Rajshahi mentioned in his statement that, amongst information & documents
sought by the complaimd only 05 accounts from 1299 to 1303 is related to name of complainant. Other 06
Investment Accounts (from 1304 to 1309) since no option to maintain with signature of complainant, he has
no right to get information of those accounts at all. Because tHermmation saved to them as trusted
property of account holder those never would be served to any third party. Moreover, on the basis of the
rules of ICB, any account holder reserves not the right serve other information but Investment accounts
statement asprayed for information of Investment Account Opening Forms, specimen signature cards etc.
photocopy.

06. Personal information cannot be served but with consent of joint account holders whether option
available to serve information, in reply of such qums the Designated Officer (RTI) informed that with
consent of joint holders, information could be served.

Discussion

After hearing and reviewing the submitted evidences of both the complainant and Designated Officer
(RTI) it was found that amongstffanmation sought for by the complainant some other could not be served
under section 7 of Rights to Information Act, 2009. In case of single/sole account holder, only accounts
statement could be served & in case of joint account holder, with consent ef goimt holders, information
could be served. The Designated Officer (RTI) as directed by the commission, since ensured to serve accounts
statement related information of sole account of complainant & with consent & approval of joint accounts
holder in cae of joint account to the complainant, the complaint seems to be disposable.

Decision
After discussion in details the complaint is disposed of with following instructions:

1. The Deputy General Manager & Designated Officer (RTI) Investment Corparhti®engladesh,
Rajshahi Branch, Shaheb Bazar, Rajshabhi is directed to serve the information regarding sole accounts
& with consent of joint holders of accounts sought for by the complainant.

2. Designated Officer(RTI) is directed to deposit money colieet® value of information delivered
under sectioRd of Rights to Information Act, 2009 and under sec#oof Rights to Information
(regarding obtain information) Rules, 2009 to government treasury in financial code
No-1-3301-:0001-1807.

3. Both parties arenstructed to inform the Information Commission after implementation of direction.

Let the copy be served to the parties concerned.

Signed
(Mohammed Farooq)
Chief Information Commissioner



Information Commission
Archaeology Building (2nd Floor)
F4/A, Agargaon Administrative Area
Shere-Bangla Nagar, Dhali2207
Fax088 02 9110638

Complaint No-78/2014

Complainan Mr. Md. Badsha Mia Opposite Party: Mr. Farid Ahmed
FatherMd. Alamgir Hossain Deputy Director
TK Bhaban (3Floor) &
13 Kawran Bazar Designated Officer (RTI)
Dhakal215. Directorate of Environment, Head Office

Poribesh Bhaban, Agargaon, Dhaka.

Decision Paper
(Date-27-08-2014)

Complainant Mr. Md. Badsha Mia filed apptioa to Mr. Farid Ahmed, the Deputy Director of
Directorate of Environment & Designated Officer (RTI) seeking for the following information on
05-05-2014 under section 8(1) of Right to Information /609

1 All information only for Dhaka, Narayangan{zazipur, Manikganj & Munshigan;.

1) List of factories, the ETP is mandatory (with full address for communication).

2) List of factories issued (ETP relevant) Environment NOC till the date of application (with full
address for communication).

3) List of factories already has ETP till the date of application (with full address for communication).

4) List of factories (ETP relevant) where operation (Mobile court) carried out till the date of
application (with full address for communication).

5) List of factories fined in operation (with amount & reason of penalty) (with full address for
communication).

6) List of criteria observed in operation (water quality parameter).

7) Information of sample collected in operation (laboratory test result).

02. Not getting information in due time, the complainant filed appeal to Mr. Md. Shafigur Rahman
Patwary, the Secretary of the Ministry of Environment & Forestry & Appellate Authority (RTH0&2084.
After filing the appeal, Mr. Farid Ahmed, the Deplitiyector (Press) of Directorate of Environment served
information to the complainant vide memo NBoribesh/Press/Rights to Information/02/2011/145
Dt-29-06-2014. The complainant filed complainant to the Information Commission mentioning the
informationincorrect & incomplete on 067-2014.

03. Agenda was discussed in the meeting of Commission €}8-Q014. Pursuant to the decision of
meeting summonses were issued to concerned parties fixing the date of hearingQ8201.4.



04. On the date of hearingcomplainant Mr. Md. Badsha Mia & opposite party Mr. Farid Ahmed, the
Deputy Director (Press) of Directorate of Environment & Designated Officer (RTI) is present. The Complainant
mentioned in his statement that he filed application to the Designated @ff{RTI) under Rights to
Information Act, 2009 seeking for information mentioned in art@le Since the authority delivered
information which was incorrect and incomplete, he filed appeal to the Appeal Authority (RTI). Then the
Designated Officer (RTBrged information incorrect & incomplete, hence he filed complaint to Information
Commission.

05. The Deputy Director of Directorate of Environment & Designated Officer (RTI) mentioned in his
statement that the information sought for by the complainanhe@ is not clear & specified, served
information as can read out but the complainant is not satisfied with information served by the authority.
The complainant if file application for information again with clear & specific prayer, the Designated Officer
(RTI) ensured to serve the information.

Discussion

After hearing and reviewing the submitted evidences of both the complainant and Designated Officer
(RTI it was found that the information sought for by the complainant is not clear & specified. The
compainant if files application for information again with clear & specific prayer, the Designated Officer (RTI)
since ensured to serve the information, the complaint seems to be s disposable.

Decision

After discussion in details the complaint is disposédith the following instructions:

=

The Complainant is directed to file application for information clearly & seeking specific information.

2. On receipt of application for information filed blye complainant the Deputy Director of Directorate
of Environment & Designated Officer (RTI) is directed to serve the information sought for by the
complainant subject to pay the cost of information.

3. Designated Officer (RTI) is directed to deposit eyocollected as cost of information delivered under
section9 of Right to Information Act, 2009 and under sect®of Right to Information (regarding
obtain information) Rule, 2009 to government treasury in financial codé-8801-0001-1807.

4. Both partes are instructed to inform the Information Commission after implementation of direction.

Let the copy be served to the parties concerned.

Signed
(Mohammed Farooq)
Chief Information Commissioner



Information Commission
Archaeology Building (2nd Floor)
F4/A, Agargaon Administrative Area
Shere-Bangla Nagar, Dhali2207
Fax088 02 9110638

Complaint N679/2014

Complainani Mr. Md. Abdul Alim Opposite Party: Mr. Benojir Kamal
Senior Journalist Deputy General Manager
Oporadh Bichitra &
Modern Mansion Designated Officer (RTI)
53 Motijheel C/A Agrani Bank, Head Office, Dhaka.
Dhakal000.

Decision Paper
(Date-27-08-2014)

Complainant Mr. Md. Abdul Alim filed application to Mr. Syed Abdul Hamid, the Managing Director &
CEO & Designated Officer(RTI), Agrani Bank, Head Office, Dilkusha C/AL@Rakeeking for the following
information on 1505-2014 under section 8(1) ofdgit to Information Act, 2009

1 There is complaint against Agrani Bank for expenditure in annual picnic of CBA from CSR Fund,
hFFAOSNERQ {FYAdles D2LI t3IAFye 5AaGNROG {FYAdlex
Hatirjheel Project of the Capital. Bum of taka 1 crore 40 lac granted to an organization named
Social Progress Services in the name of tree plantation. Grant in the name of BIMB a sum taka
12 lac. Under no circumstances those expenditures can be treated under CSR Fund. You are
requested toprovide your opinion & statement in this regard. This is for public interest.

02. Getting no information in due time, the complainant filed appeal to the Chairman & Appellate
Authority (RTI), Agrani Bank, Head Office, Dilkusha C/A, Elld@kaon 1706-2014 by registered post. After
filing the appeal, Mr. Md. Benojir Kamal, Deputy General Manager, BSUCD, Agrani Bank, Head Office,
Dilkusha C/A, DhakB000 issued a notice on @X-2014 denying to provide any information, then the
complainant filed complainario the Information Commission on @&/-2014.

03. Agenda was discussed in the meeting of Commission -@38-Q@14. Pursuant to the decision of
meeting summonses were issued to concerned parties fixing the date of hearing@822014.

04. On the datef hearing, complainant Mr. Md. Abdul Alim & opposite party Mr. Benojir Kamal, the
Deputy General Manager of Agrani Bank, Head Office & Designated Officer (RTI) and learned attorney for him
Khan Md. Mahbubur Rahman are present. The Complainant mentionddsirstatement that he filed
application to the Designated Officer (RTI) under Right to Information Act, 2009 seeking for information
mentioned in articledl. Since the authority delivered no information, he filed appeal to the Appellate



Authority (RTI). fer filing the appeal, being found no remedy; he filed complaint to the Information
Commission.

05. The learned attorney for Designated Officer (RTI) mentioned in his statement that the
complainant filed no application for information. He requested femarks & statement, hence the
Designated Officer could not provide any information. The complainant if file application for information
again with clear & specific prayer, the Designated Officer (RTI) ensured to provide the information.

Discussion

After hearing and reviewing the submitted evidences of both the complainant and Designated Officer
(RTI) it was found that the complainant filed no application for information. The complainant if file
application for information with clear & specific prayengtDesignated Officer (RTI) since ensured to serve
the information, the complaint seems to be disposable.

Decision
After discussion in details the complaint is disposed of with the following instructions:

1. The Complainans directed to file application for information clearly & seeking specific information.

2. On receipt of application for information filed by the complainant the Deputy Director of Directorate
of Environment & Designated Officer (RTI) is directed toeséme information sought for by the
complainant subject to pay the cost of information.

3. Designated Officer (RTI) is directed to deposit money collected as value of information delivered
under sectio”d of Right to Information Act, 2009 and under sect® of Right to Information
(regarding obtain information) Rules, 2009 to government treasury in financial code
No-1-3301-:0001-1807.

4. Both parties are instructed to inform the Information Commission after implementation of direction.

Let thecopy be served to the parties concerned.

Signed
(Mohammed Farooq)
Chief Information Commissioner



Information Commission
Archaeology Building (2nd Floor)
F4/A, Agargaon Administrative Area
Shere-Bangla Nagar, Dhali2207
Fax088 02 9110638

Complaint Ne80/2014

Complainant Mr. S M Saif Al Opposite Party: Selina Shamsi
FatherS M Mujibur Rahman Principal (Acting)
Meherba Plaza (10/11 level) &
33 Topkhana Road Designated Officer (RTI)
Dhakal1000. Motijheel Model High School & College

Motijheel, Dhakal000.

Decision Paper
(Date-27-08-2014)

Complainant Mr. S M Saif Ali filed application to Selina Shamsi, the Principal (Acting), Motijheel Model
High School & College & Designated Officer (RTI) seeking for the following informatior0d2@I4 &
29-05-2014 by registered post under section 8¢ Right to Information Ae2009

1 Information requested by the application for information date@7-04-2014

a) Names of newspaper published the tender bearing title Invitation for tender (IFD) no.
01/2013-2014, Memo no. & date: 24/11/2013 & date on whidhe notice was published.

b) Name of contractor who got the work order & his business address.

1 Information requested by the application for information date@9-05-2014

Names of newspaper published notice with title of Tender for Notice for Developi&Vorks of

Motijheel Model High School & College & date on which the notice was published. Bearing Invitation
for tender (IFD) no. 01/201:2014, Memo no. & date: 24/11/2013 and name of contractor who got the
work order and his business address. The tendeder any circumstance, the authority if canceled the
tender, then reason of cancellation in specific & document of decision passed by the authority.

02. The Designated Officer (RTI) since did not receive the appliday post & bounced it, then the
complainant filed appeal to Mr. Awlad Hossain, the Chairman of Governing Body of Motijheel Model High
School & College & Appellate Authority (RTI) 0922014 by registered post. The Appellate Authority (RTI)
since didnot receive the application and bounced it, the complainant filed complainant to the Information
Commission on 667-2014.

03. Agenda was discussed in the meeting of Commission €8-Q014. Pursuant to the decision of
meeting summonses were issueddoncerned parties fixing the date of hearing on(82014.

04. On the date of hearing complainant Mr. S M Saif Ali & opposite party the Principal (Acting) of
Motijheel Model High School & College & Designated Officer (RTI) and learned attorney forirhelr Sh



Chandra Das are present. The Complainant mentioned in his statement that he filed application to the
Designated Officer (RTI) under Rights to Information Act, 2009 seeking for the information mentioned in
article-01. Since the authority delivered naformation, he filed appeal to the Appellate Authority (RTI). After
filing the appeal, being found no remedy; he filed complaint to the Information Commission.

05. The learned attorney for Designated Officer (RTI) mentioned in his statement that, ipwiisteg as
attorney of Designated Officer (RTI) today. Then he appeared in the hearing of the Commission. He prayed
for time to submit written reply.

06. Being rejected of time petition, the Commission since mentioned about providing information to the
complainant, the learned attorney ensured to provide information to the complainant through the
Designated Officer (RTI).

Discussion

After hearing and reviewing the submitted evidences of both the complainant and attorney of
Designated Officer (RTI), npetition of attorney rejected. The learned attorney since ensured to serve
information to the complainant through the Designated Officer (RTI), the complaint seems to be disposable.

Decision
After discussion in details the complaint is disposed i ¥allowing instructions:

1. The Principal (Acting) of Motijheel Model High School & College & Designated Officer (RTI) is directed
to provide the information sought for by the complainant on or before034014 subject to pay the
cost of information.

2. Designated Officer (RTI) is directed to deposit money collected as cost of information delivered under
section9 of Right to Information Act, 2009 and under sect®of Right to Information (regarding
obtain information) Rules, 2009 to government traagin financial code N&-3301-0001-1807.

3. Both parties are instructed to inform the Information Commission after implementation of direction.

Let the copy be served to the parties concerned.

Signed
(Mohammed Farooq)
Chief Information Commissioner



Information Commission
Archaeology Building (2nd Floor)
F4/A, Agargaon Administrative Area
Shere-Bangla Nagar, Dhali2207
Fax088 02 9110638

Complaint Ne81/2014

Complainani Mr. Md. Abdur Rashid Opposite Party: Mr. Abdul Latif
FatherMd. Yad Ali Mridha SubAssistant Engineer
House No18, Road Ne3/A Dhaka O&M Divisie2, WDB
Sector9, Uttara Hasan Court, 5Floor
Dhaka. Motijheel C/A Dhakal000.

Decision Paper
(Date-17-07-2014)

Complainant Mr. Md. Abdur Rashid filed application to Mr. Md. Abdul LatifASalstant Engineer &
Designated Officer (RTI), Dhaka O&M Divi®ipkvVDB, Hasan Court™ Floor, Motijheel C/A, Dhak&000
seeking for the following information on 4®-2014 wnder section 8(1) of Right to Information A2Z009

1. The Reference to memo NWDB/Audit/Admin-235(33Part)/2015, dated20-04-2014 WDB Audit
Directorate raised many audit objections in Bogra Mechanical Division in years -B#39Vant to
know the namesof officials involved in those audit objection raised in those period. Photocopy of
CAG to be certified by*iClass officer.

2. The report with memo No. WDB/Audit/Admin-235(33Part)/2015, dated21-04-2014 prepared by
the WDB Audit Directorate sent to Bwd Secretariat as CAG Report stored & preserved in Audit
5ANBOG2NI 1S GKS GSN¥Ya WLy@2t gSYSyiQ dzaSR o@
whether found correct or not? If yes or not, certified copy is needed from Audit Directorate of
WDB.

02. Not getting information in due time, the complainant filed appeal to Mr. Md. Sahidur Rahman,
Director General & Appellate Authority (RTI), Office of the Director General, WDB, WAPDA Bhaban, Motijheel
C/A, Dhakda 000 on 1806-2014. After filing the appeaheing found no remedy; he filed complaint to the
Information Commission on 1%7-2014.

03. Agenda was discussed in the meeting of Commission €8-Q014. Pursuant to the decision of
meeting summonses were issued to concerned parties fixing the ddteawsing on 2708-2014.

04. On the date of hearing, complainant Mr. Md. Abdur Rashid & opposite party Mr. Abdul Latif, the
SubAssistant Engineer & Designated Officer (RTI), Dhaka O&M D®jswibB, Hasan Court™ Floor,
Motijheel C/A, Dhakd000 are pesent. The Complainant mentioned in his statement that he filed
application to the Designated Officer (RTI) under Right to Information Act, 2009 seeking for the information
mentioned in articledl. Since the authority delivered no information, he filedpegl to the Appellate



Authority (RTI). After filing the appeal, being found no remedy; he filed complaint to the Information
Commission. He mentioned further in his statement that, after going PRL he received no pension. Reason of
no payment of pension wasot informed. He came to know that audit objection pending against him but he

did not receive anything regarding audit objection.

05. The SulAssistant Engineer, Dhaka O&M DivisihnWDB, Hasan Court™ % loor, Motijheel C/A,
Dhaka mentioned in his atement that, in the website of Information Commission his hame, designation &
address is mentioned but the address is not of his office. He was not appointed duly by specified form of
Information Commission. His Supervising Officer Engineer Mr. TarikFaydz, the Executive Engineer of
Dhaka O&M Divisic2, WDB informed him that, the Deputy Commissioner, Dhaka in meeting of District
Coordinating Committee asked name of one Information Issuing Officer for Dhaka O&M Division, then his
name was proposedir®e he has no information, informed the complainant instantly.

Discussion

After hearing and reviewing the submitted evidences of both the complainant and opposite party it was
found that the complainant filed no application for information tohtigperson as Designated Officer (RTI).
The Commission since passed opinion to take initiative to serve information to the complainant regested for
& issue letter to the Director General, Office of the Director General, WDB, WAPDA Bhaban, Motijheel C/A,
Dh&a-1000 to appoint a Designated Officer (RTI), the complaint seems to be disposable.

Decision
After discussion in details the complaint is disposed of with the following instructions:

1. The Commission directed to take initiative to serve informatiorthe complainant requested for &
the Director General, Office of the Director General, WDB, WAPDA Bhaban, Motijheel C/A,
Dhakal000 to appoint a Designated Officer (RTI).

2. Both parties are instructed to inform the Information Commission after implenteartaf direction.

Let the copy be served to the parties concerned.

Signed
(Mohammed Farooq)
Chief Information Commissioner



Information Commission
Archaeology Building (2nd Floor)
F4/A, Agargaon Administrative Area
Shere-Bangla Nagar, Dhali2207
Fax088 02 9110638

Complaint Ne82/2014

Complainant Mr. Md. Abdul Haque Opposite Party: Project Implementation Officer
FatherHazi Md. Abdul Hakim &
Harua East Fishery Road Designated Officer (RTI)
Kishoregan,). Katiadi, Kishoreganj

Decision Paper
(Date17-07-2014)

Complainant Mr. Md. AbduHaque filed application to Mr. Md. Abdul Gani, the Project
Implementation Officer & Designated Officer (RTI), Katiadi, Kishoreganj seeking for the following information
on 0206-2013 by registered post under section 8(1) of Right to Information Act,-2009

1 Former UP Members respectively Md. Samsuddin, Sultan Uddin filed an application to the Deputy
Commissioner, Kishoreganj on last 06-08 with charge against former Chairman of Bonogram
Union Council Khushid Uddin to misappropriate of public fund &ogs of Bonogram Nondibari
(illegible print) being taken by Police keeping to the Council Office for long time then sold those,
after filing of letter/application issued notice from office of the Upazila Project Implementation
Officer, Katiadi, Kishoreganpn last 0308-08 and complaint filed by former UP Members Mr.
Shamsuddin & Sultan Uddin against former Chairman of Bonogram Union Council was investigated
vide memo No0:224/2(5) Date28-07-08, need memo & investigation report & photocopy of the
applicationdated-06-07-08.

02. Not getting the information in due time, the complainant filed appeal to Mr. Md. Habibur Rahman,
District Relief & Rehabilitation Officer & Appellate Authority (RTI), Kishoreganj on07-244. After filing
the appeal, being foundaremedy; he filed complaint to the Information Commission of0T-2014.

03. Agenda was discussed in the meeting of Commission €8-Q014. Pursuant to the decision of
meeting summonses were issued to concerned parties fixing the date of hearing@8201.4.

04. On the date of hearing complainant Mr. Md. Abdul Haque & opposite party Mr. Md. Abdul Gani, the
Project Implementation Officer & Designated Officer (RTI), Raipura, Narsingdi are present. The Complainant
mentioned in his statement that he file application to the Designated Officer (RTI) under Rights to
Information Act, 2009 seeking for the information mentioned in artl@le Since the authority delivered no
information, he filed appeal to the Appellate Authority (RTI). After filing the appeahg found no remedy;
he filed complaint to the Information Commission.



05. The Project Implementation Officer, Raipura, Narsingdi mentioned in his statement that, being
transferred from previous office now he is posted as the Project Implementatifice® Raipura, Narsingdi.
Previously he served as the Project Implementation Officer & Designated Officer (RTI) of Katiadi under
DistrictKishoreganj. Since summon was issued to his name, he appeared in the hearing of Commission. At
the time of perform & Designated Officer (RTI) in Katiadi, Kishoreganj, since no investigation report was
available under his custody, informed it to the complainant issuing letter. The Project Implementation
Officer, Raipura, Narsingdi since ensured to serve informationh domplainant by present Project
Implementation Officer & Designated Officer (RTI) of Katiadi.

Discussion
After hearing and reviewing the submitted evidences of both the complainant and opposite party it was
found that the Designad Officer (RTI) has no investigation report available to his office files, informed it to
the complainant issuing letter. The Officer present in hearing since ensured to serve information to the
complainant by the Project Implementation Officer & DesigdaOfficer (RTI) of Katiadi, the complaint
seems to be disposable.

Decision
After discussion in details the complaint is disposed of with the following instructions:

1. The Project Implementation Officer & Designated Officer (RTI), Katiadi, Kishoieghrgcted to
serve the information sought for by the complainant on or before0942014 subject to pay the cost
of information.

2. Designated Officer (RTI) is directed to deposit money collected as cost of information delivered under
section9 of Rightto Information Act, 2009 and under secti@of Right to Information (regarding
obtain information) Rules, 2009 to government treasury in financial cod#-8201-0001-1807.

3. Both parties are instructed to inform the Information Commission after impletat#on of direction.

Let the copy be served to the parties concerned.

Signed
(Mohammed Farooq)
Chief Information Commissioner



Information Commission
Archaeology Building (2nd Floor)
F4/A, Agargaon Administrative Area
Shere-Bangla Nagar, Dhali2207
Fax088 02 9110638

Complaint Ne83/2014

Complainani Mr. Delower Bin Siraj Opposite Party: Mr. Benojir Kamal
FatherLate Hazi Siraj Uddin Deputy General Manager
2/2 R K Mission Road &
2" Floor, Gift Valley Designated Officer (RTI)
Dhakal203. Agrani Bank Ltd., BSUCD

Sunmoon Tower, I1Floor
37 Dilkusha C/A, Dhak#00.

Decision Paper
(Date27-08-2014)

Complainant Mr. Md. Delower Bin Siraj filed application oF0%2014 to Mr. Benojir Kamal, the
Deputy General Manager of Agrani Bank Ltd., Head Office & Designated Officer (RTI) seeking for the following
information under section 8(1) of Right to Infornmat Act, 2009

1. Name, address of receivers of 10 payders/cheque issued in favour of 10 organizations
from Agrani Bank Ltd., Principal Branch, Dhaka as per attached list & application for assistance in
serial No-1.

2. Out of enclosed 10 cheas how many was encahsed & how many paid in the account of receiver.
Paid in which branch of which bank & written statement of Principal Branch mentioning account
numbers, if available.

3. Whether any policies available in issue of CSR? If yes, then tattigshotocopy.

02. Not getting information in due time, the complainant filed appeal to Mr. Syed Abdul Hamid, the
Managing Director of Agrani Bank Ltd., Head Office & Appellate Authority (RTI);0&20%4. After filing
the appeal, Mr. Md. Benojir KamaDeputy General Manager of Agrani Bank Ltd. issued a notice on
02-07-2014 denying to serve any information. Then the complainant filed complainant to the Information
Commission on 287-2014.

03. Agenda was discussed in the meeting of Commission @&t€8-2014. Pursuant to the decision of
meeting summonses were issued to concerned parties fixing the date of hearing@8201.4.

04. On the date of hearing, complainant Mr. Delower Bin Siraj & Benojir Kamal, Deputy General Manager
of Agrani Bank Ltd. d4d Office are present. The Complainant mentioned in his statement that he filed
application to the Designated Officer (RTI) under Righs to Information Act, 2009 seeking for the information
mentioned in articledl. Since the authority delivered no infornat, he filed appeal to the Appellate



Authority (RTI). After filing the appeal, Designated Officer (RTI) issued notice denying to serve any
information. Then he filed complaints to the Information Commission.

05. The Deputy General Manager of Agrani Bank Ltd. & Designated Officer (RTI) mentioned in his
statement that, the complainant sought folleup of information served to him previously. Information
sought by the complainant if served, activities of bank rbhayhampered. Under section 7(0) of Right to
Information Act, 2009, the information sought for by the complainant could not be served with interest of
technical & commercial secret of Bank.

06. Since, the Commission express opinion to this effect that itfiormation sought for by the
complainant can be provided under Right to Information Act, 2009, the Designated Officer (RTI) ensured to
serve information sought for by the complainant.

Discussion
After hearing and reviewing the submitted evidences oftbthe complainant and Designated Officer
(RTI) it was found that the information sought for by the complainant if served, would not hamper the Bank
interest & activities. There is no hindrance to serve information to the complainant under Right to
Information Act, 2009. Designated Officer (RTI) since ensured to serve the information sought for by the
complainant, the complaint seems to be disposable.

Decision
After discussion in details the complaint is disposed of with following instructions:

1. TheDeputy General Manager of Agrani Bank Ltd. Head Office & Designated Officer (RTI) is directed
to serve the information sought for by the complainant on or before084014 subject to pay the
cost of information.

2. Designated Officer (RTI) is directedd&posit money collected as cost of information delivered under
section9 of Right to Information Act, 2009 and under sect®nf Right to Information (regarding
obtain information) Rules, 2009 to government treasury in financial cod#-8201-0001-1807.

3. Both parties are instructed to inform the Information Commission after implementation of direction.

Let the copy be served to the parties concerned.

Signed
(Mohammed Farooq)
Chief Information Commissioner



Information Commission
Archaeology Building (2nd Floor)
F4/A, Agargaon Administrative Area
Shere-Bangla Nagar, Dhali2207
Fax088 02 9110638

Complaint Ne84/2014

Complainant Mr. Md. Abdul Karim Opposite Party: Mr. Md. Abdul Bari
Bismillah Homoeo Hall Secretary
Brahman Bazar &
Post Code NeKajaldara3234 Designated Officer (RTI)
Kulaura, Moulvibazar. Kulaura, Moulvibazar.

Decision Paper
(Date-16-07-2014)

Complainant Mr. Md. Abdul Karim filed complaint again to the Commission against MABddI
Bari, Secretary & Designated Officer (RTI}YOBI®@rahman Bazar Union Council, Kulaura, Moulvibazar respect
to his complaint bearing Néa2/2014 on 0608-2014. In complaint he mentioned that, respect to complaint
No0-52/2014, information served by ethDesignated Officer (RTI) on-@7-2014 is unexpected, incomplete,
forged & confusing. To gain full furnished information, he filed complaint to the Information Commission.

02. Agenda was discussed in the meeting of Commission d&68-2014. Pursuantto the
decision of meeting summonses were issued to concerned parties fixing the date of hearin@®a@.

03. On the date of hearing complainant Mr. Md. Abdul Karim & opposite party Mr. Md. Abdul Bari,
Secretary & Designated Officer (RTI),-8®Brahman Bazar Union Council, Kulaura, Moulvibazar both are
present. The Complainant mentioned in his statement that, after hearing of complaife2@@014 and on
the basis of the decision passed by the Commission, the information served by the Des{Qfieted(RTI) is
unexpected, incomplete, forged & confusing. He filed complaint to the Information Commission again to gain
full furnished information sought for in serial Nb4,5&9.

04. The Secretary & Designated Officer (RTI);0HoBrahman Bazar im Council, Kulaura,
Moulvibazar mentioned in his statement that, after hearing of complaint32014 Commission directed
to serve information available to his office to the complainant on or befor®22014 subject to pay the
cost of information. SBice the complainant paid no cost of information & though contacted to receive
information, the complainant made no contact and then on las0Z2014 served information available to
his office to the complainant Mr. Abdul Karim by registered post. Thieg their best to serve information
sought for by the complainant Mr. Abdul Karim in 9 points as true to their knowledge & record of office &
served information within stipulated time. Information regarding distance of Guravui village frord No.
Brahman Baar UP informed about 2 kilo meter west side, that is approximate and specific information not
available to the record of Union Council, since the Union Council has no voter list provided by the



government, could not be served & information sought in dela-9 that in west side of Guravui village
there is one hill named Gusaitila that not available in any record of their office. Though served information,
complainant dissatisfied with information served to him, the Commission directed to serve fulHedni
information, the Designated Officer (RTI) ensured to serve it.

Discussion

After hearing and reviewing the submitted evidences of both the complainant and Designated Officer
(RTI) it was found that the Designated Officer (RTI) served informatithe toomplainant prayed for but he
was not satisfied with information served to him. After hearing Designated Officer (RTI) since ensured to
serve information other than available in Council Office & information involved to pending cases in clear
form, thecomplaint seems to be disposable.

Decision
After discussion in details the complaint is disposed of with following instructions:

1. The Secretary & Designated Officer (RTI)-0$o0Brahman Bazar Union Council, Kulaura Upazila,
DistrictMoulvibazar is directed to serve the information mentioned in discussion and sought for by
the complainant on or before next 110-2014 subject to pay the cost of information.

2. Designated Offiae(RT]I) is directed to deposit money collected as cost of information delivered under
section9 of Right to Information Act, 2009 and under sect®of Right to Information (regarding
obtain information) Rules, 2009 to government treasury in financiaédéa1-3301-0001-1807.

3. Both parties are instructed to inform the Information Commission after implementation of direction.

Let the copy be served to the parties concerned.

Signed Signed Signed
(Prof. Dr. Khurshida Begum Sayeed (Nepal Chandra Sarker) (Mohammed Farooq)
Information Commissiter Information Commissioner Chief Information Commissioner



Information Commission
Archaeology Building (2nd Floor)
F4/A, Agargaon Administrative Area
Shere-Bangla Nagar, Dhali2207
Fax088 02 9110638

Complaint Ne85/2014

Complainani Mr. Ferdous Hasan Opposite Party: Mr. Md. Mizanur Rahman
FatherMd. Hasan Ali Sheikh Assistant Monitoring Officer
JC Road, Dhanbandhi &
Sirajgan;. Designated Officer (RTI)
District Primary Education Office
Sirajgan;.

Decision Paper
(Date-16-07-2014)

Complainant Mr. Ferdous Hasan filed application orR022014 by GEP Post to the Designated
Officer (RTI), District Primary Education Officer, Sirajganj seeking for theigllmformation under section
8(1) of Right to Information Act, 2009

1 Names, Roll Number, Total obtained number, Grade & subject wise obtained numbers i.e.
including numbers of student subject wise basis to name of institution took part in Primary
Eduwation Completion Examination or PEC Examination of year 2013.

02. Not getting the information in due time, the complainant filed appeal to the Deputy Director &
Appellate Authority (RTI), Primary Education, Rajshahi Division, Rajshahi0gr2084 by &GP Post. After
filing the appeal, being found no remedy; he filed complaint to the Information Commission on last
18-08-2014.

03. Agenda was discussed in the meeting of Commission d&t€8-2014. Pursuant to the decision of
meeting summonses were issligo concerned parties fixing the date of hearing orR(202014.

04. On the date of hearing the complainant remains absent filing time petition, opposite party Mr. Md.
Mizanur Rahman, the Assistant Monitoring Officer of District Primary Education Of8tajgan] &
Designated Officer (RTI) is present. Time petition was granted by the Commission & date of hearing was fixed
on 2010-2014 and issued summonses to the complainant & Designated Officer (RTI).

05. On the date of hearing, complainant Mr. Ferdddasan remains absent but opposite party Mr. Md.
Mizanur Rahman, the Assistant Monitoring Officer of District Primary Education Officer, Sirajgan] &
Designated Officer (RTI) is present. The Designated Officer (RTI) mentioned in his statement that, CD
containing information sought for by the complainant was served without payment.



Discussion

After reviewing the statemat of Designated Officer (RTI) it was found that the Designated Officer (RTI)
served information to the complainant prayed for. Information sought for by the complainant since served,
the complaint seems to be disposable.

Decision
The complainant sinceemains absent in Tribunal of Commission in consecutive 02(two) times & the
Designated Officer (RTI) served information to the complainant prayed for, so, the complaint disposed of
with dismissal order.
Let the copy be served to the parties concerned.
Sgned Signed Signed

(Prof. Dr. Khurshida Begum Sayeed (Nepal Chandra Sarker) (Mohammed Farooq)
Information Commissioner Information Commissioner Chief Information Commissioner



Information Commission

Archaeology Building (2nd Floor)
F4/A, Agagaon Administrative Area
Shere-Bangla Nagar, Dhali2207
Fax088 02 9110638

Complaint Ne86/2014

Complainani Valiant Freedom Fighter H Najir Ahmed  Opposite Party: Dr. Shamim Rahman

FatherLate A. Hakim Assistant Commission€Land)
Baghmara, Sreepur &
Gazipur. Designated Officer (RTI)

Sreepur, Gazipur.

Decision Paper
(Date20-10-2014)

Complainant Valiant Freedom Fighter H Najir Ahmed filed application to Assistant Commissioner
(Land) of Sreepur Upazila under Gazipur District & the Designate@rQiRad 1) seeking for the following
information on 1506-2014 under section 8(1) of Right to Information Act, 2009

1 As to why the file of Sreepur Municipal Land Office bearing 616/12-13 & 757/1314 was
cancelled and how much khash land area settledwhose names in last 5 years, full furnished list
comprising names & addresses.

02. In respect to the application for information, Mr. Nazmul Islam Bhuiyan, the Assistant Commissioner
(Land) of Sreepur Upazila under Gazipur District & the Designatext (RTI) provided information to the
complainant vide Memo NeéJLO/Sree/Gazi/14.354 (Brief) Date@®0-06-2014. Since the information served
was incomplete, the complainant filed appeal to the Deputy Commissioner & Appellate Authority (RTI),
Gazipur on 2D7-2014. After filing the appeal, being found no remedy, the complainant filed complaint to
the Information Commission on 4@-2014.

03. Agenda was discussed in the meeting of Commission -d&68-2014. Pursuant to the decision of
meeting summonses werissued to concerned parties fixing the date of hearing c029014.

04. The complainant filed time petition. The commission approved the time petition & fixed the date of
hearing on 2a10-2014 summonses were issued to the complainant & DesignateceO{RTI).

05. On the date of hearing, complainant Valiant Freedom Fighter H Najir Ahmed is absent. But the
opposite party Dr. Shamim Rahman, Assistant Commissioner (Land) of Sreepur Upazila under Gazipur District
& the Designated Officer (RTI) & the D@sted Officer (RTI) is present. The Designated Officer (RTI)
mentioned in his statement that, he was posted in this office oFAl@2014. The then Designated Officer
(RTI) issued a letter bearing NdLO/Sree/Gazi/1-4878 Dated29-09-2014 to the complaiant to deposit the



cost of information & collect the information. The complainant since paid no cost for information, the
information prayed for was not provided to him.

Discussion

After hearing and reviewing the submitted evidences of the Designated Officer (RTI) it was found that the
complainant did not pay the cost to collect. The commission reached in conclusion that, since the
complainant collected no information paying the co$tinformation, he needs no more information, hence
the complaint seems to be disposable.

Decision

As the complainant remains absent in consecutive two hearing & since did not contact with the
Designated Officer(RTI) to collect information prayed fayipg the cost of information and since the
commission reached in conclusion that the complainant collected no information paying cost of information,
he needs no more information, hence the complaint is disposed of.

Let the copy be served to the pat concerned.

Signed Signed Signed
(Prof. Dr. Khurshida Begum Sayeed (Nepal Chandra Sarker) (Mohammed Farooq)
Information Commissioner Information Commissioner Chief Information Commissioner



Information Commission

Archaeology Buildin@td Floor)
F4/A, Agargaon Administrative Area
Shere-Bangla Nagar, Dhali2207
Fax088 02 9110638

Complaint Ne87/2014

Complainani Mr. Md. Tarikul Islam Linkon Opposite Party: Mr. Nazrul Islam Misha
FatherMd. Abdul Majid Mia Public Relations Officer
62/3/B, South Mugdapara &
Dhaka. Designated Officer (RTI)

BIWTC, Do®haka.

Judgement
Date-29-09-2014

According to the decision of meeting of the commission held ¢A%8014, summonses were issued
to the parties concerned fixing the date of hearing or(92014. On the date of hearing, both the parties

appeared personally & produced their statement &lied the questions of the commission.

Complaint of complainant Mr. Md. Tarikul Islam Linkon & statement.

Complainant Mr. Md. Tarikul Islam Linkon, Fathtt. Abdul Majid Mia, 62/3/B, South Mugdapara,
Dhaka filed application by GEP post or0852014 toMr. Nazrul Islam Misha, the Public Relations Officer &
Designated Officer (RTI) of BIWTC seeking for the following information under section 8(1) of Right to
Information Act, 2009

For long 04 years, authority harassing to pay bill for construction péireg works in Base Store of
Chittagongl Terminal. Information below regarding investigation of corruptions of Shahinur Bhuiyan, the

Finance Director of Corporation and some other officials & present situation of investigation & bill

9 The supervising authority did not submit any report after having completed the task for last 1 year.
Complaint was filed against him & in respect to issue of many reminder letters by the corporation
produced one irrational, baseless false report that wasoped 100% false in further investigations.
Later on the employee section requested him to submit genuine report. Even then he served no
report.

Required information

Whether any action has been taken against the convener of committee or reply colleatet?or



1 The convener of the committee & member engineer since provided report otherwise could not pay
bill of works completed and hence paid a running bill. That was forwarded to accounts section to
pay with recommendation of Acting Director and approvalf ¢he Chairman. After long four
months, bill was paid after deduction of Tk. 4500Q3nly.

Required information
Statement of actins of four months after sending bill to accounts section & reason of deduction of Tk.
45000F only.

f Onsubmissionofapplici A2y (2 GKS / KFEANXIYIZ gAGK KAa RANSB
GM(Accounts) was formed to specify the amount of works within 10 working days.

Required information
After how many days, the committee submitted report comprising what issues? Rieguto issue copy of
report with date.

9 After a long time, a hill with approval of Chairman forwarded to the Accounts Section to pay a sum
3,39,000F only. For not paying the bill, the bill was filed by the Audit Department for long two
months, he then fled complaint of corruption against the Finance Director to the Chairman on
12-10-2012.

Required Information

(a) Activities of two months of accounts section & audit section.

(b) Statement of recommendations of audit department before & after filing odbmplaint against the
Finance Director or copy is required.

(c) Whether any action was taken against the Finance Director being filing complaint to the Chairman
or not? Statement is needed.

1 To verify some objections from audit department, a committee wdsrmed consisting three
members including the GM (Marine). So far known that, the committee though allowed 10 days

only, submitted no report after long 9 months.

Required Information
Whether any action has been taken against the committee, since they submitted no report for a long time or
not or any reply received from the committee or not?

1 In application filed to the Chairman dated 287-2013 & 0308-2013 claiming that there is no

possibility to get rational report by the GM(Marine), requested to pay the bill in alternative
arrangement.



Required Information
(&) Which action has been taken for two applications filed recently? Detailed action of both
applications is required to know.
(b) On filing of last application, any report if delivered then copy is required.
9 Itis known that, the chief audit officer of the Corporation & Deputy General Manager (Accounts)
carried out two investigations by 2 individual committees.
Required Infornation:
2 copies of report of those investigations.

The complainant filed application for information seeking for information aforesaid to Mr. Nazrul
Islam Misha, the Public Relations Officer & Designated Officer (RTI) of BIWTO&2023 and not getting
the information, he filed appeal to the Chairman of BIWTC &  Appellate Authority and being found no
remedy even after submission of appeal, the complainant filed complaint to the Information Commission
bearing N0o:01/2014. In respect to the complaint, hrearing datee27-01-2014 Mr. Nazrul Islam Misha, the
Public Relations Officer & Designated Officer (RTI) of BIWT, Motijheel, Dhaka informed that the information
sought for by the complainant could not be served without approval of superior authority G thre
secrete information. The commission being reached in conclusion that the information sought for are not
secret information at all under Right to Information Act, 2009, the Designated Officer (RTI) since ensured to
serve information prayed for; dioted to serve information within next 04.02.2014.

Respect to direction aforesaid, since information prayed for was not served, the complainant filed
complaint again bearing N22/2014 with charge of providing false information and on(292014 hearing
washeld in presence of both the parties. The Designated Officer mentioned in his statement that, he served
information to the complainant but the complainant was dissatisfied with information served to him. Since
he ensured to serve information prayed for the complainant, directed to serve information within next
07.05.2014. But the Designated Officer served confusing information instead of actual & prayed information
& the complainant filed complaint seeking punishment of Designated Officer bearing timglaint
No-49/2014. Then the Designated Officer in hearing of Ddie@d7.2014 informed that the application for
information filed by the complainant since was not specified, faced trouble in delivery of information prayed
for. Then in reply of question bthe Information Commission, the complainant specifically sought for
information (1) copy of 04 reports of Departmental Investigation, (2) Report of Audit Section & (3) Reason of
deduction of amount 45000/0nly, on review of prayed information, the commign since reached in
conclusion that the information can be provided under Right to Information Act and directed to serve
information on or before 24.07.2014 but since the information was not served and replied later on, then

complaint No-87/2014 was fiéd.



On the basis of the summon issued by the commission, the complainant appearing to the
commission solemnly produced same statement. He mentioned in his statement that, in respect to decision
of commission of the complaint N@l/2014, 22/2014 & 49/2014Mr. Nazrul Islam Misha, the Public
Relations Officer & Designated Officer (RTI) of BIWTC served false information. He specifically mentioned
that in the hearing of the complaint r49/2014 he sought for information (1) copy of 04 reports of
Departmental Inestigation, (2) Report of Audit Section & (3) Reason of deduction of amount 45000/
on hearing by the commission though directed to serve the information but since the information was not
served and replied later on and undermine the act, then repdacomplaint was filed to Information

Commission seeking punishment of Designated Officer (RTI) & receive information he prayed for.

Statement of Mr. Nazrul Islam Misha, the Public Relations Officer & accused Designated Officer (RTI) of
BIWTC

On the bas of the summon issued by the commission, the Designated Officer (RTI) appearing in
hearing of commission solemnly presented statement that in respect to complaird1ka®14, the
information prayed for by the complainant since is secret information, coatdbe served without approval
of superior authority. The commission since reached in conclusion that the information prayed for by the
complainant is not secret information under Right to Information Act, 2009 & directed to serve information.
According ¢ the direction of the commission, though he served information partly, the complainant filed
complaint Ne22/2014.

On the basis to summon issued by the commission, the Designated Officer (RTI) appearing in hearing
of commission solemnly served statemehat the information prayed for by the complainant was provided.
But the complainant was not satisfied with information provided to him. As per direction of Information
Commission, the Designated Officer ensured to serve information prayed for by the doamplaBut
information provided by the Designated Officer according to the direction of the commission since found
dissatisfactory, the complainant filed complaint-¥8/2014.

On the basis of the summon issued by the commission, the Designated OffiteagRdaring in
hearing of commission solemnly served statement that the information prayed for by the complainant was
served. But the information sought for by the complainant since was not clear & specific, the officer faced
trouble to serve informatiorto the complainant. Which information need to serve to the complainant, in
reply of such question, the complainant sought for information regarding 04 investigation report, report for
audit department & reason of deduction of Tk. 450000hly, then the oficer ensured to serve the

information.



According to the decision of the commission in complain4842014 the Designated Officer (RTI)
did not provide the information. The complainant submitted complaint8762014. On the basis of the
summon isged by the commission the Designated Officer (RTI) appearing in hearing of the commission
solemnly presented statement that in complaint-48/2014 the requested information of the complainant
was specified i,e 04 investigation report, report for audit dgment & reason of deduction of Tk. 450000/
only, which was directed to provide by the commission. But he did not provide the information according to
the direction of the commission claiming it secret.
Matters to be judged
1. Whether the information sought for by the complainant was specific and clear or not?
2. Whether the information sought for by the complainant was provided within the time fixed
according to the Right to Information Act, 2009 or not?
3. Committee formed to pay the bill subtteéd (1) Copy of 04 departmental investigation reports, (2)
Report of investigation by the audit department & (3) Reason of deduction of Tk. 45009vas
not served since those were secret information according to the Right to Information Act, 2009 or
not? And
4. Violating the direction of the Information Commission, whether the Designated Officer failed to

provide information timely or not?

Analysis of information received & reason of judgement

Matter No-1 to be judged that the complaint filed by theomplainant & the statement of the
complainant in hearing of the commission and in respect to Memo of Information Commission bearing
No-IC/Administratior23(Part2)/2013-1015, DateeR2/05/2014 the reply submitted (That was submitted by
the Designated Offer on 09/07/2014 after signing to the Information Commission) & in review of
information provided by the Designated Officer dat2®.07.2014 it was found that the contractor firm of
Chittagong Base Store construction namely M/s. Bhai Bhai Enterprisesuas iwork order to complete the
work. In respect to works completed by the contractor since the authority deducted a sum of Tk. 450000/
from the bill submitted by the complainant and cause of action of the complaint was raised. The complainant
filed applcation for several information in this regard.

The Designated Officer though provided part information in various times & dates, the complainant
filed complaint mentioning the supplied information as confusing and in hearing on last 15/07/2014 the
Design&ed Officer mentioned in his statement that the information prayed by the complainant was not
specified & clear and he faced trouble to serve information as prayed for. Under this circumstance, the

commission since directed the complainant to make his meglu  information clear, the complainant



clarified his requirement as (1) Copy of 04 reports of Departmental Investigation, (2) Report of Audit Section
& (3) Reason of deduction of amount 4500@nly, then the Information Commission directed the
Designaed Office to provide those three specified information on or before 24/07/2014. It shows that,
though the application for information submitted by the complainant mentioned many information he
required, on hearing by the commission dated 15/07/2014 thenmfation sought for was specified in three

issues.

Matter No-2 to be judged that, the Designated Officer Mr. Md. Nazrul Islam Misha being served no
information specified sent another response signed by him o6D22014. In his letter he claimed the
depatmental investigation report & report of audit department as secret document & such further
information only to be served as reply. Being mentioning nothing regarding deduction of Tk. 460Q01e
said, though the accounts department deducted a sunTlkf35000/ paid the same Tk. 35,000/ second
bill. In hearing he said that the investigation report of the department & report of audit department are
secret documents, hence it was not served. It shows that, on the basis of the direction passed by the
Information Commission datetl>-07-2014, information was not served to the complainant since those were
treated as secret information, as he claimed. This is to be mentioned that, date of filing of first ever
application for information by the complainamtas on last 25.08.2013, the information prayed in application
though would be served under section 9(1) of Right to Information Act, 2009 and was directed to serve

within next 20(twenty) working days i.e. before 22.09.2013, information was not provided.

Matter No-3 to be judged that, committee formed to pay the bill submitted 4 departmental
investigation reports & the investigation report submitted by the audit department & reason for deduction of
Tk. 45000/ only was not served as information whetheas secret information under Right to Information
Act, 2009 or not? The providing information not mandatory = according to section 7 of Right to Information
was reviewed and found that the specified information directed to provide by the Information Cmiomi
was not included in exceptions under law. Rather, as per the section 2(f) of Right to Information in definition

of Information mentioned Report & Accounts Statemespecifically. Though the amount of deduction, the

basic cause of dispute is not sutfjenatter of Information Commission to be judged, as to why the deduction
was made is right to know by the complainant. As the complainant if needed to seek remedy to competent

court of law would need those documents.

In hearing, the commission asked thgesignated Officer in which authority he treated three

information as secret information which was directed by the Information Commission to provide, he said, as



per provisions of The Official Secrets Act, 1923 he mentioned those three information asirsiecneation.

In this regard, on review of Right to Information Act it was found that, in section 3 of Right to Information

' OG0 wnnd aFAR (KFGZ aiKS LINPQ@A&AAZ2YyA 2F ONBFGAy3
the provisions of this OG0 A F (KS&@ 0S02YS O2yFfAOQGAY3a 6A0GK GKS |
Right to Information Act, 2009 would be given priority to Official Secrets Act, 1923 and under section 2(f) of
Right to Information Act & section 7 of Right to Imf@tion Act, 2009 the information of above three are not

secret information at all.

Under this circumstance in matter Nbto be judged it was found that, violating specified direction
passed by the Information Commission the Designated Officer Mr. MaruNIslam Misha denied to serve
information to the complainant showing various pleas & deprived the complainant to get information as his
legal rights. The Designated Officer being served no information to the complainant created confusion by
issuing ofreply & created hindrances in getting information as legal rights that is punishable offence under
section 27 of Right to Information Act.

Order
As the information sought for by the complainant was clear & specified & those were specified more by
hearing;

As the information prayed by the complainant was not provided within 20(twenty) working days
under section 9(1) of Right to Information Act, 2009;

As the restriction to serve information under section 7 of Right to Information Act, 2009 is not
applicablein this case & the information sought for was specified & clear & was not secret information at all;
and

As Mr. Nazrul Islam Misha, the Public Relations Officer of BIWTC & Designated Officer (RTI) being
denied the direction of Information Commission serveal information to the complainant as directed &
deprived the complainant to get information as legal rights;

Therefore
(A) Mr. Nazrul Islam Misha, the PubRelations Officer of BIWTC & Designated Officer (RTI) is directed to
serve information to the complainant within 20(twenty) working days from passing this order by the

Information Commission as early as possible.

(B) In overall consideration of the conission, though the offence committed by Mr. Nazrul Islam

Misha, the Public Relations Officer of BIWTC & Designated Officer (RTI) is a heinous crime, but the

commission took the lenient view and sentenced penalty of a sum Tk. 2Q@@ thousand) only to

Mr. Nazrul Islam Misha, the Public Relations Officer of BIWTC & Designated Officer (RTI) by dint of



power conferred vide section 25(11)(b) of Right to Information Act, 2009 & section 27(1)(b) & (e) of
same Act. If remain dues, directed to realize undetisa@7(4) of Right to Information Act, 2009.

(C) The Designated Officer (RTI) is directed to deposit money collected as cost of information delivered
under sectior8(4) of Right to Information Act, 2009 and under secionf Right to Information
(regardng obtain information) Rules, 2009 to government treasury in financial code
No-1-3301-:0001-:1807 and directed to submit copy of information served as directed & deposit
evidences of collected money to government treasury to the Information Commission.

(D) To implement the order of Information Commission properly, the official concerned with the judicial
process of the commission is directed to issue copies to the parties concerned including the

Chairman of BIWTC.

Signed Signed Signed
(Prof. Khurshida Begum Sayeed) (Nepal Chandra Sarker) (Mohammed Farooq)
Information Commissioner Information Commissioner Chief Information Commissioner



Information Commission
Archaeology Building (2nd Floor)
F4/A, Agargaon Administrative Area
Shere-Bangla Nagar, Dhali2207
Fax088 02 9110638

Complaint Ne88/2014

Complainani Mr. Matiur Rahman Opposite Party: Mr. Md. Shah Alam
FatherMd. Nurul Islam Information Officer
VillageNo-1 Kalma &
Riya Telecom Designated Officer (RTI)
PostDairy Farm, Police Bangladesh Livestock Research Institute
StationSavar Savar, Dhaka341.
DistrictDhaka

Decision Paper
(Date-29-09-2014)

Camplainant Mr. Matiur Rahman filed application on-@8-2014 to the Designated Officer (RTI) of
Bangladesh Livestock Research Institute, Savar, Dhaka seeking for the following information under section
8(1) of Right to Information Act, 2009:

1. Under the BRiffalo Development Project of Bangladesh Livestock Research Institute (BLRI) under
the UpazilaSavar, regions of Training & present address of trained persons & permanent address
including mode of communication.

2. Goods purchased under Buffalo DevelopnteRroject of BLRI like as Transports, Agriculture
Machineries, Lab Devices, Computer Desktop, Computer Laptop, Furniture & Books. Present
condition of those goods & visit physically.

02. Getting no information in due time, the complainant filed appealthie Director General of
Bangladesh Livestock Research Institute, Savar, Dhaka on{a&208 3. After filing the appeal, being found
no remedy, the complainant filed complaint to the Information Commission 6682014.

03. Agenda was discussed in timeeting of Commission datetb-09-2014. Pursuant to the decision of
meeting summonses were issued to concerned parties fixing the date of hearingQ8h22d.4.

04. On the date of hearing, complainant Mr. Matiur Rahman & opposite party Mr. Md. ShahtAé&am,
Information Officer of Bangladesh Livestock Research Institute, Savar, Dhaka & the Designated Officer (RTI)
are present. The Complainant mentioned in his statement that he filed application to the Designated Officer
(RTI) under Right to Information tAR009 seeking for the  information mentioned in artile. Since the
information prayed for was not served, he filed appeal to the Appellate Authority (RTI). Being found no
remedy on appeal, he filed complaint to the Information Commission.



05. The Iformation Officer of Bangladesh Livestock Research Institute, Savar, Dhaka & the Designated
Officer (RTI) mentioned in his statement that, same information was served to the complainant by this time
but the complainant did not mention in his complaint. €@meipt of application for information, letter issued
to the concerned Project Director to serve information prayed for. Since many of people filed application for
information, it took time to prepare the information to serve them, beside that, sincenfariation prayed
for was not collected from the concerned officer in due time, hence information would not be served in time.
On receipt of information from concerned officer, the Designated Officer (RTI) ensured to serve information
to the complainant aslirected by the Commission.

Discussion

After hearing and reviewing the submitted evidences of the complainant & the Designated Officer (RTI) it
was found that, collecting information prayed by the complainant from concerned Project Director, sine the
Designated Officer (RTI) ensured to servetheocomplainant, the complaint seems to be disposable.

Decision
After discussion in details the complaint is disposed of with following instructions:

1. The Information Officer of Bangladesh Livestock Research Institute, Savar, Dhaka & the Designated
Officer (RTI) is directed to serve the information sought for by the complainant under Right to
Information Act, 2009 subject to pay the cost of information on or beford @2014.

2. Designated Officer(RTI) is directed to deposit money collected asftcimgormation delivered under
section9 of Right to Information Act, 2009 and under sect®nf Right to Information (regarding
obtain information) Rules, 2009 to government treasury in financial cod#-8201-0001-1807.

3. Both parties are instructetb inform the Information Commission after implementation of direction.

Let the copy be served to the parties concerned.

Signed Signed Signed
(Prof. Dr. Khurshida Begum Sayeed) (Nepal Chandra Sarker) (Mohammed Farooq)
Information Commissioner Information Commissioner Chief Information Commissioner



Information Commission
Archaeology Building {2Floor)
F4/A, Agargaon Administrative Area
SherE-Bangla Nagar, Dhaki£207

Complaint Ne89/2014

Complainani EImu Nahar Opposite Party: Mr. Md. Shahidul Islam
FatherKala Mia Assistant Commissioner (Land)
Pahartali, Baruapara &
/| 2EQ& . 11 N® Designated Officer (RTI)
/| 2EQ& . FT N {IRI
/| 2EQ& . 1 N

Decision Paper
(Date20-10-2014)

Complainant Elmu Nahar filed application by registered post 66422014 to Mr. Md. Abu Hasan
{ARRA1Z GKS !taaraidlyld /2YYAaaArAz2ySNI o[FyRO 2F | LI I
seeking for the following information under sectiB(i) of Right to Information Act, 2009

1 Copy of minutes of the meeting held to take decision for lease/allotment of Khash Land areas

dzy RSNJ / 2EQ& . I | | NDeGehmbelioM®kadZD14F NB Y W y dzl NB
1 Copy of Names, addresses & present profession of pasiwho have tagen decision to lease out
YKI&K [FYR INBlI& dzyRSNJ/2EQ&a . FT I NIS5AAGNROGOD

02. The Designated Officer (RTI) since rejected the application for information by post; the
complainant filed complaint to the Information Commission oR0852014.

03. Agenda was discussed in the meeting of Commission dei€®-2014. Pursuant to the decision
of meeting summonses were issued to concerned parties fixing the date of hearing
on 2909-2014.

04. On the date of hearing, both of parties since are abdedng the date of hearing on 200-2014
summonses were issued to the complainant & Designated Officer (RTI).

05. On the date of hearing, complainant Elmu Nahar is absent. But the opposite party Mr. Md.
Shahidul Islam, the Assistant Commissioner (Lan@) ! LI T Af+ [FYR h¥F¥AOST 1/ 2E
Officer (RTI) is present. The Designated Officer (RTI) mentioned in his statement that, he did not receive any
application for information from the complainant.



06. The Assistant Director (Training)lmfiormation Commission informed the commission in hearing
that when he contacted in the mobile number written in the complaint, the user of the phone replied that he
did not file any complaint to the information commission.

Discussion

After hearing andeviewing the statement of the Designated Officer (RTI) it was found that he did
not receive any application for information from the complainant. Since the application for information was
not received, the Designated Officer (RTI) could not serve infoomaitrayed for. The Designated Officer
(RTI) since received no application for information, the complaint seems to be disposable.

Decision
As the complainant remains absent in consecutive two hearing & Designated Officer (RTI) since
received naapplication for information from the complainant, so, the complaint is disposed of with dismissal

order.

Let the copy be served to the parties concerned.

Signed Signed Signed
(Prof. Dr. Khurshida Begum Sayeed) (Nepal Chandraasker) (Mohammed Farooq)
Information Commissioner Information Commissioner Chief Information Commissioner



Information Commission
Archaeology Building (2nd Floor)
F4/A, Agargaon Administrative Area
Shere-Bangla Nagar, Dhali2207
Fax088 02 9110638

Complaint Ne90/2014

Complainani Mr. Bappi Barua Opposite Party: Mr. Md. Echa
FatherBakul Barua Manager
Pahartali, Baruapara Ward No &
/ 2EQ& . T N Designated Officer (RTI)

Surjer Hashi Clinic, FDSR
wdzYF f AF NI / KKIF NJ

Decision Paper
(Date29-09-2014)

Complainant Mr. Bappi Barua filed application by registered post ed242014 to Office Chief & the
5Sa4A3yFGSR hFFAOSNI owe¢LOX {dzZNBSNJ I aKA [/ fAyAO:T C!
information under section 8(1) of Right boformation Act, 2009

1 What types of services are provided to the citizens from Shurjer Hashi Clinic & in the year
2012-2013 how much patients have been provided medical services provided without pay, copy of
information with list.

1 What types of serices are provided free/with cost, copy of government directions in this regard.

02. Not getting the requested information in due time, the complainant filed appeal to the Director &
Appellate Authority (RTI), Surjer Hashi Clinic, FDSR, Rumaliar Chka€aiCo . | 108-2014 dyregistered
post. After filing the appeal, being found no remedy; he filed complaint to the Information Commission on
25-08-2014.

03. Agenda was discussedthe meeting of Commission datdd-09-2014. Pursuant to the decision of
meeting summonses were issued to concerned parties fixing the date of hearing@22a.4.

04. On the date of hearing, complainant & the Designated Officer (RTI) are absentniplaicant &
the Designated Officer (RTI) filed application to the Information Commission. The complainant received the
information he prayed for, mentioned in letter. Presently, since the complainant has no more complaint filed
application to settle the @amplaint. The Designated Officer (RTI) expressed his sorrow for late delivery of
information & requested to settle the complaint.



Discussion
After reviewing the submitted letters & evidences of the complainant & the Designated Officer (RTI) it
was found that the information prayed by the complainant was served. The complainant since received
information prayed for & since requested to settleestbomplaint, the complaint seems to be disposable.

Decision

As the complainant received information prayed for and requested to settle the complaint, so, the
complaint is disposed of with the permission of revoking the complaint.

Let the copy be servew the parties concerned.
Signed Signed Signed

(Prof. Dr. Khurshida Begum Sayeed  (Nepal Chandra Sarker) (Mohammed Farooq)
Information Commissioner Information Commissioner Chief Information Commissioner



Information Commission
Archaeology Building (2nd Floor)
F4/A, Agargaon Administrative Area
Shere-Bangla Nagar, Dhali2207
Fax088 02 9110638

Complaint Ne91/2014

Complainant Mr. Delawer Bin Siraj Opposite Party: Mr. Palash Dash Gupta
FatherLate Hazi Siraj Uddin Assistant General Manager
2/2R. K. Mission Road (Gift Valley) &
2nd Floor, Dhakd 203 Designated Officer (RTI)

Basic Bank Ltd.

Head Office

Sena Kallyan Bhaban
11th Floor

Motijheel C/A, Dhakd 000
Decision Paper

(Date29-10-2014)

Complainant Mr. Delawer Bin Sirajunder filed application onl 20 82 0 1t4 Mr. S. M.

Anisuzzaman, the Assistant General Manager of Basic Bank Ltd., Head &ffieeDesignated Officer (RTI)
seeking for the following information under section 8(1) of Right to Information Ac8-200

1. Application on which Mr. Md. Ruhul Alam (i) appointedas the Deputy General Manager and
attested photocopies of academic certificate® experience certificates submitted as supporting
documents. (ii)Photocopy of decisions of Governing Body in respect to appointment as Deputy
General Manager, General Manager & Deputy Managing Director & promotions in those posts.

2. From f'January to 3% December of year 2013, name, address & amount of payment paid to
receivers in CSR Head in written form.

3. Names & address of receivers of amount paid in the year 2013 as (1) Display, (2) Sponsor from
Public Relations Division of Basic Bank Itd. in weittform.

02. The Designated Officer (RTI) since rejected to receive the application for information, the
complainant filed complaint to the Information Commission, without submitting the appeal, €/820D14.

03. Agenda was discussed in the meetingCaimmission on159-2014. Pursuant to the decision of
meeting fixing the date of hearing regarding the complaint oF022014 as per the provision of section
25(1) & (2) and 13(1) of Right to Information Act, 2009 issued summonses to the concerned parties



04. On the date of hearing, complainant is present. The Designated Officer (RTI) is absent without
showing any cause, then fixing the date of hearing ofi@Q014 issued summonses to the complainant &
the Designated Officer (RTI).

05. On the date of éaring, complainant is present. The Designated Officer(RTI) is absent without
showing any cause, then fixing the date of hearing ofi@2014 issued summonses to the complainant &
the Designated Officer (RTI) for the last time.

06. On the date of hearingomplainant Mr. Delawer Bin Siraj & opposite party Mr. Palash Das Gupta,
the Assistant General Manager of Basic Bank Ltd., Head Officéhe Designated Officer (RTI) are present.
The Complainant mentioned in his statement that he filed application toxasignated Officer (RTI) under
Right to Information Act, 2009 seeking for information mentioned in arfidlebut he did not receive the
application for information. Then being file no appeal, he filed complaint to the Information Commission.

07. TheAssstant General Manager of BasiBank Ltd., Head Office&& the Designated Officer(RTI)
mentioned in his statement that, the Designated Officer (RTI) previously was in charge since was transferred
and the post of Designated officer (RTI) remained vacantefardays, no Designated Officer (RTI) could not
attend in hearing of last dates. He is appointed as the Designated Officer (RTI) on-18s2(®2. The
Designated Officer (RTI) previously posted rejected the application for information with what reastmese
not know. There is one specified section already to receive application for information, the applicant could
file his application for information to that section. In respect to previous complaintdft2014, as per
direction of the commission, diréad to serve information of six months out of prayed information of last 5
years, information Januatjune/2014 was provided to the complainant. He filed application for information
again seeking for same information of year 2013. The information souglyfthe complainant repeatedly
& found personal, could not be provided information to the complainant.

8. In respect to statement of the Designated Officer (RTI), the complainant informed that, on hearing of
complaint No-47/2014 by the Information Comission, basis to the decision passed by the commission
served information of Januatune/2014.0n the basis of received information, he filed application for
information seeking for information of year 2013.

Discussion

Application for appointment as the DeputyGeneral managerand academiccertificates & decisions of
Governing Body respect to appointment as Deputy General Manager, General Manager & Deputy Managing
Director & promotions in those posts under no circumstance be treagedecret information under Right to
Information Act. Rather those are officially declared & accepted information. On other hand, grants of CSR
Head also information might be served under Right to Information Act, 2009 & it shows the transparency &
accounability of an organization. Hence the information prayed by the complainant since are not secret or
private information, the commission opined to serve information to the complainant as prayed for, the
Designated Officer (RTI) ensured to serve the infoimmasought for by the complainant as directed by the
Information Commission, the complaint seems to be disposable.



Decision
After discussion in details the complaint is disposed of with the following instructions:

1. The Assistant General Manager of B&ank Ltd., Head Office & Designated Officer (RTI) is directed
to serve information within next 20 working days subject to pay the cost of information.

2. Designated Officer(RTI) is directed to deposit money collected as cost of information delivered
under sectior9 of Right to Information Act, 2009 and under seci®mf Right to Information

(regarding obtain information) Rules, 2009 to government treasury in financial code
No-1-3301-0001-1807.

3. Both parties are instructed to inform the Information Caission after implementation of direction.

Let the copy be served to the parties concerned.

Signed Signed Signed
(Prof. Dr. Khurshida Begum Sayeed  (Nepal Chandra Sarker) (Mohammed Farooq)
Information Commissioner Information Commissioner Chief Information Commissioner



Information Commission
Archaeology Building (2nd Floor)
F4/A, Agargaon Administrative Area
Shere-Bangla Nagar, Dhali2207
Fax088 02 9110638

Complaint Ne 92/ 2014

Complainanit Mr. Md. Abdur Rashid Opposite Party: 1. Mr. Md. Shahidur Rahman
FatherMd. Yad Ali Mridha Director General
House Nol18, Road Ne3/A & Appellate Authority (RTI)
Sector9, Uttara Water Development Board, WAPDA Bhaba
Dhaka. Motijheel C/A, Dhakd.000.

2. Chief Monitoring

& Designated Officer (RTI)

Water Development Board, WAPDA Bhaba
Motijheel C/A, Dhakd.000.

Decision Paper
(Date20-10-2014)

Complainant Mr. Md. Abdur Rashid filed complaint to the Information Commission against Mr. Md.
Shahidur Rahman, the Director Geal, Water Development Board, WAPDA Bhaban, Motijheel C/A,
Dhakal000 on 3108-2014 in respect to complaint N®1/2014. In the complaint he mentioned that, on
hearing of complaint Ne61/2014, respect to decision passed by the commission, Director Gesfeléhter
Development Board served no information till date. Then he filed complaint to the information commission
to receive information he prayed for.

02. Agenda was discussed in the meeting of Commission -d#&6€8-2014. Pursuant to the decision
of meeting summonses were issued to the concerned parties fixing the date of hearing0&2224.

03. On the date of hearing, complainant Mr. Md. Abdur Raghpresent, Mr. Md. Syed Alam Tipu,
the Legal Advisor of Water Development Board for & on behalf of Mr. Md. Shahidur Rahman, the Director
General & Appellate Authority (RTI) is present. The Complainant mentioned in his statement that, respect to
decisims passed by the commission after hearing on complain6N@014, the Director General of Water
Development Board since served no information as he prayed for, filed complaint to the Information
Commission. In respect to file of complaint, the informatsmtved to him is not satisfactory. Then he filed
complaint to the  Information Commission to take action in getting complete & correct information as he
prayed for.

05. Mr. Mr. Syed Alam Tipu, the Legal Advisor of Water Development Board mentionésl in h
statement that, due no insufficient knowledge regarding Right to Information Act, 2009 Designated Officer



(RTI) appointed earlier not under the law, but in respect to hearing on complaiilki®14 and decisions
passed by the Information Commission €hMonitoring, Water Development Board, WAPDA Bhaban,
Motijheel C/A, Dhakd 000 is appointed as the Designated Officer of Water Development Board on
10-09-2014 & information sought for by the complainant served to him. Audit objection was filed against the
complainant and his complexity in pension would be resolved on settlement of audit objection. Earlier letter
was issued to the complainant in respect to audit objection but the complainant since served no reply,
objection was not yet settled.

06. In repect to the statement of learned Legal Advisor; the complainant informed that, he did not
receive any letter regarding audit objection filed against him, hence no reply was served timely. The then
Executive Engineer involved with audit objection is enjgyiension facility. Audit objection is relevant to
rent collection of Instrument. After his retirement, huge amount of rent was collected by this time. The
objection is relevant to a department & two of executive engineers were charged in his office wldkeye
responsible for the charge. He was then in charge of Assistant Engineer & though he was not appointed as
disbursement officer, the audit objection raised against him whether is legal or not, he expressed his doubt in
this regard.

07. Mr. Mr. Syed lam Tipu, the Legal Advisor of Water Development Board also agreed that the then
Executive Engineer was involved with audit objection is enjoying pension facilities. Settle of audit objection is
responsibility of concerned department, information prayecamplaint Ne61/2014 & 81/2014 if served to
him, he could know about audit objection filed against the complainant and would take necessary action to
settle the audit objection and the receiving of pension facility would be expedited the commission opined
The then Executive Engineer though involved with the audit objection enjoying pension facilities but the
complainant though is not involved with audit objection remains deprived from pension facility, so, in view of
resolving the audit objection, commises directed the Learned legal Advisor to serve information to the
complainant sought for in complaint N61/2014 & 81/2014 filed in the Information Commission, he
ensured to serve information as prayed for.

Discussion
After hearing and reviewing thaibmitted evidences of both the complainant & the opposite party it
was found that, the information served to the complainant was not satisfactory to him. Basis to decisions
passed by the commission on hearing of complainant No. 61/2014 & 81/2014 filedebgomplainant
regarding same subject matter, the Legal Advisor of Water Development Board for & on behalf of Designated
Officer (RTI) & the Legal Advisor since ensured to serve information sought for by the complainant and as
directed by the Information @nmission, the complaint seems to be disposable.

Decision
After discussion in details the complaint is disposed of with following instructions:

1. On the basis of the decisions passed by the commission on hearing of complainant No. 61/2014 &
81/2014 fled by the complainant regarding same subject matter, Chief Monitoring & the Designated



Officer (RTI), Water Development Board, WAPDA Bhaban, Motijheel C/A -Ditikas directed to
serve information to the complainant within next 20 working days subjecpay the cost of
information.

2. The Director General, Office of the Director General, WDB, WAPDA Bhaban, Motijheel C/A,
Dhakal000 is directed to serve information prayed by the complainant & appoint Designated Officer
(RTI in all information delivgrunits under Water Development Board under Section 10 of Right to
Information Act, 2009 and to send the copy of appointment to the information commission.

3. Designated Officer(RTI) is directed to deposit money delleas cost of information delivered
under sectioRd of Right to Information Act, 2009 and under seci®mf Right to Information
(regarding obtain information) Rules, 2009 to government treasury in financial code
No-1-3301-:0001-1807.

4. Both parties are instructed to inform the Information Commission after implementation of direction.

Let the copy be served to the parties concerned.

Signed Signed Signed
(Prof. Dr. Khurshida Begum Sayeed  (Nepal Chandr&arker) (Mohammed Farooq)
Information Commissioner Information Commissioner Chief Information Commissioner



Information Commission
Archaeology Building (2nd Floor)
F4/A, Agargaon Administrative Area
Shere-Bangla Nagar, Dhali2207
Fax088 02 9110638

Complaint Ne93/2014

Complainant: Mr.Md. Abdul Hoque Opposite Party: Mr. Md. Golam Jakaria,
Father Haji Md. Abdul Hakim Assistant Commissioner (Land)
Harua East Fishery Road &
Kishoregonj Designated Officer(RTI)

Katiadi, Kishoregon,.

Decision Paper
(Date: 2909-2014)

The complainant, Mr. Md. Abdul Hoque lodged petition on0882014 to Mr. Md. Golam Zakaria,
Assistant Commissioner (Land) and Designated Officer (RTI), Katiadi, Kishoregonj seeking for the following
information according to the sectin8(1) of Right to Information Act, 2009

1 In the matter of filling Hidelchori Canal, Md. Musleh Uddin including 133 persons applied to the
Upazila Nirbahi Officer, Katiadi on 298-2012, of which Diay No. 786, the Upazila Nirbahi Officer,
Katiadi directed to the Assistant Commissioner (Land), Katiadi, vide Ref. No. A/Kati/574, dated:
05-09-2012. In the above mentioned matter, by the Musleh Uddin and others submitted, after
filling Hidelchari canalwk G KS . FyIF3aNIY | yA2yI LRYR RAIIAY3
attached herewith. The matter after directly investigation for the purpose of giving opinion. The
AFAR 2LAYAZ2Y YR NBLR2NIQa LK2(G0202LR O

02. period, after Not getting the prayed informatiavithin the fixed time, the complainant submitted
appeal to S.M. Alam, Deputy Commissioner and Appellate Authority(RTI), Kishoregor) 6@®A. After
submission of appeal application letter was issued on the dated082014 vide Ref. No.
05.41.4800.06.01.002.13%7 to the complainant suggesting file appeal to the concerned authority. As the
appeal authority being right, the complainant submitted complaint to the Information Commission on
31-08-2014.

03. The matter was discussed in the meeting of céssion on 189-2014. According to the decision of
the meeting summonses were issued to the relevant parties fixing the date of hearing@h22a. 4.

04. On the date of hearing the complainant Md. Abdul Hoque appeared. But the opposite party Md.
Golam Zkaria, Assistant Commissioner (Land) and Designated Officer, Katiadi, Kishoregonj did not appear.
The complainant mentioned in his submission that according to the Right to Information Act, 2009 he filed
petition to the Designated Officer (RTI) seeking tfee information in the Paragraph No. 01. Not getting



information, he submitted appeal application to the Appellate Authority (RTI). Being found no remedy even
submission of appeal the complaint submitted complaint to the Information Commission.

05. Asthe Upazila Nirbahi Officer, Katiadi, directed the Assistant Commissioner after filling up Hidelchori
[ FyFETX LRYR RAIIAYyIT NBEFTGSR O2YLX FAydQa YIFGGdSNI 1
investigation, his opinion will give to the Upadilabahi Officer. As such, not to the Assistant Commissioner
(Land), to the Upazila Nirbahi Officer would be right to application for information according to the Right to
Information Act, 2009. In such kinds of remarks of the Commission, the complaif@améa that he would
submit petition to right Designated Officer (RTI).

Discussion
After hearing the statements of the complainant and reviewing the submitted evidences it was found
that the complainant did not file petition for information to the rigbesignated Officer (RTI), Upazila Nirbahi
Officer, Katiadi. As the complainant will apply to the right Designated Officer (RTI) for information, so, the
complaint seems to be disposable.

Decision

After detailed discussion the complaint is disposewitii the following direction:

1. The complainant is directed to submit application for information to theatilp Nirbahi Officer
Katiadi.

Let the copy be sent to the concerned parties.

Signed Signed Signed
(Prof.Dr.Khurshida Begum Syeed) (Nepal Chandra Sarker) (Mohammed Farooq)
Information Commissioner Information Commissioner Chief Information

Commissioner



Information Commission
Archaeology Building (2nd Floor)
F4/A, Agargaon Administrative Area
Shere-Bangla Nagar, Dhali2207
Fax088 02 9110638

Complaint Ne94/2014

Complainani Mr. Md. Saiz Uddin Opposite Party: Binita Rani
FatherMd. Chan Mia Assistant Commissioner (Land)
VillageNaga, Postpma &
Police StatiorGazipur Sadar Designated Officer (RTI)
DistrictGazipur. Gazipur Sadar, Gazipur.

Decision Paper
(Date20-10-2014)

Complainant Mr. Md. Saiz Uddin filed application or0B&014 to the Assistant Commissioner
(Land) of Gazipur Sadar & Designated Officer (RTI) seeking for thérfglinformation under section 8(1) of
Right to Information Act, 2069

1. As the loyal citizen of Bangladesh; want to know information regarding DCR Rents & Cost of
Mutation relevant information for land areas under Gazipur Sadar from B.S. 1402 to B.&0 14
under section 8(1) of Right to Information Act, 2009.

2. Within how many days mutation & separation of lands are completed without bribe, corruption &
harassment.

3. Methodology to recovery of missing file of mutation (for second time) from office of the Assistant
Commissioner (Land) Sadar, Gazipur (bearing Case2R®o1, Gazipur Municipal are@1-12-2013)?

02. Being received application for information, Mr. Md. Abdialam, the Assistant Commissioner (Land)
of Gazipur Sadar & Designated Officer (RTI) served information to the complainant vide Memo
No-ULO/Gazi/Sadar/:2624 (illegible) Dated5-04-2014. Basis to information served to him, the
complainant proceeded tpay rents but rents was not received as per information served to him, then he
informed it in written form to the Assistant Commissioner (Land) of Gazipur Sadar. The Assistant
Commissioner (Land) of Gazipur Sadar since gave no remedy, the complaimhapfikal to the Deputy
Commissioner & Appellate Authority (RTI), Gazipur. After filing the appeal, being found no remedy, he filed
complaint to the Information Commission on-88-2014.

03. Agenda was discussed in the meeting of Commission d&t€8-2014. Pursuant to the decision of
meeting summonses were issued to concerned parties fixing the date of hearingQ22a.4.



04. On the date of hearing complainant Mr. Md. Saiz Uddin  is absent and the attorney of Designated
Officer (RTI) Mr. Md. Abu Télsince is present, fixing the date of hearing or1BE2014 issued summonses
to the complainant & Designated Officer (RTI).

05. On the date of hearing complainant Mr. Md. Saiz Uddin and opposite party Binita Rani, the Assistant
Commissioner (Land) of Gaar Sadar & Designated Officer (RTI) are present. The Complainant mentioned in
his statement that he received information served by the Designated Officer (RTI). But rents as per
information is not receiving. He when moved to pay rents for his lands eleémed a sum more than
amount Tk. 01(one) lac from B.S. 1389, that is not correct. He informed that, he has already paid rents up to
the year 1995.

06. The Assistant Commissioner (Land) of Gazipur Sadar & Designated Officer (RTI) mentioned in her
statement that the information prayed by the complainant is served. The land area of the complainant since
situated under City Corporation Region, those are not agricultural land at all. This is why the land
development tax for lands of complainant up to year 935 fixed at sum Tk. 980G@nly.

07. Under Public Demand Recovery Act, fixing the rents for land areas of complainant should assist the
complainant to be clear in this regard, the commission reached in this conclusion and the Designated Officer
(RTlconsented to it.

Discussion
After hearing and reviewing the submitted evidences of both the complainant & Designated Officer (RTI)
it was found that the Designated Officer (RTI) served information to the complainant as prayed for. As per
demand of complaant, land development tax if paid up to year 1995, fixing the demand from complainant
under Public Demand Recovery Act & the Designated Officer (RTI) since ensured to collect the amount
genuine from the complainant, the complaint seems to be disposable.

Decision

After discussion in details the complaint is disposed of with following instructions:

1. The Assistant Commissioner (Land) of Gazipur Sadar & Designated Officer (RTI) since ensured to
collect the amount genuinedm the complainant under Public Demand Recovery Act, the complaint
is disposed of.

2. Both parties are instructed to inform the Information Commission after implementation of direction.

Let the copy be served to the parties concerned.

Sgned Signed Signed
(Prof. Dr. Khurshida Begum Sayeed  (Nepal Chandra Sarker) (Mohammed Farooq)
Information Commissioner Information Commissioner Chief Information Commissioner



Information Commission
Archaeology Building (2nd Floor)
F4/A, Agargaon Administrative Area
Shere-Bangla Nagar, Dhali2207
Fax088 02 9110638

Complaint Ne95/2014

Complainani Mr. Shahidul Islam Shahid Opposite Party: Mr. Abdullah Al Masum
FatherLate Shafiuddin Ahmed SubRegistrar
Panchagarh Correspondant &
Daily Prothom Alo Designated Officer (RTI)
Dokropara, Panchagarh. Upazila SuliRegistry Office

Tetulia, Panchagarh.

Decision Paper
(Date20-10-2014)

Complainant Mr. Shahidul Islam Shahid filed application 0037014 to the SulRegistrar &
Designated Officer(RTl), Upazila Reyistry Office, Tetulia, Panchagarh seeking for the following
information under section 8(1) of Right to Information 2609

f  Names of purchasers of land area whether individual/company purchased land areas frahd@ly
2013 to 28' May, 2014 and duly registered with Upazila S&egistry Office, Tetulia, Panchagarh
including addresses & area of lands.

02. Not getting thaequired information in due time, the complainant filed appeal to Mr. Md. A. Rashid,
the District Registrar & Appellate Authority (RTI), Panchagarh edv-@814. After filing the appeal, being
found no remedy, he filed complaint to the Information Consita on 3609-2014.

03. Agenda was discussed in the meeting of the Commission-68-2614. Pursuant to the decision of
meeting summonses were issued to concerned parties fixing the date of hearing@82801.4.

04. On the date of hearing complainastdbsent and the opposite party Designated Officer (RTI) remains
absent also, fixing the date of hearing on-BB2014 issued summons to the complainant & Designated
Officer (RTI).

05. On the date of hearing complainant Mr. Shahidul Islam Shahid is absetihe opposite party
Abdullah Al Masum, the StRegistrar & Designated Officer (RTI), Upazila-FRdstry Office, Tetulia,
Panchagarh is present. The Designated Officer (RTI) mentioned in his statement that, he did not receive any
application for infomation from the complainant, hence information was not served. Moreover, under
section 108 of Registration Regulations 1973, the complainant if file application for information, he ensured



to serve information as prayed for. The complainant filed appbrafor exemption of paying fee under
regulations aforesaid and under Right to Information Act.

Discussion

After hearingand reviewing the submitted evidences of Designhated Officer (RTI) it was found that the
Designated Officer (RTIdid not receive any application for information from the complainant, hence no
information was served. Moreover, section 3(ka) of Right to midion Act, 2009 is applicable in this case,
the Designated Officer (RTI) since ensured to serve information if the complainant file application for
information under section 108 of Registration Regulation 1973, the complaint seems to be disposable.

Decigon
After discussion in details the complaint is disposed of with following instructions:

1. The complainant is directed to file application for information to the Designated Officer (RTI) &
SubRegistrar, Tetulia, Panchagarh under section 108 of RatistrRegulations 1973.

2. On receipt of application for information under Registration Regulations 1973, thé&k&gistrar &
Designated Officer (RTI), Upazila Rdyistry Office, Tetulia, Panchagarh is directed to serve
information to the complainant agrayed for.

3. Both parties are instructed to inform the Information Commission after implementation of
directions.

Let the copy be served to the parties concerned.

Signed Signed Signed
(Prof. Dr. Khurshida Begum Sayeed (Nepal Chandra Sarker) (Mohammed Farooq)
Information Commissioner Information Commissioner Chief Information

Commissioner



Information Commission
Archaeology Building (2nd Floor)
F4/A, Agargaon Administrative Area
Shere-Bangla Nagar, Dhali2207
Fax088 02 9110638

Complaint Ne96/2014

Complainani Mr. Syed Majibur Rahman Opposite Party: Rawshan Ara Jaman
FatherSyed Syeduzzaman Chief Psychiatric & Director
235, North Shahjahanpur (Noncadre & others)
Dhakal217. &

Designated Officer (RTI)
Bangladesh Public Service
Commission

Agargaon, Dhaka.

Decision Paper
(Date-30-09-2014)

Complainant Mr. Syed Majibur Rahman filed application by registered post €v-2014 to Mr.
Niyamat Ullah, the Director of Bangladesh Public Service Commissi@ EHEfnination Section) & the
Designated Officer (RTI) seeking for the following information under section 8(1) of Right to Information Act,
2009

a) One set of attested true copy of letter comprising decisions regarding enlistment of the name of
Mr. Syed Shahidur Rahman in EED seniority to the Secretary of Ministry of Education from
01-01-2009 to till date by EED Assistant Engineers Seniority List finalization committee under PSC
(Photocopy).

b) One set of attested true copy of replies of demand notice of the standing committee, letters issued
from the Ministry of Education & information attached in annexures and send to PSC standing
committee (Photocopy).

c) One set of attested true copy of desibns in this regard stored in file of PSC Memierand
resolution of meetings of standing committee (Photocopy).

02. In respect to application for information, Mr. Niyamat Ullah, the Director (BCS Examination Section)
of Bangladesh Public Service Consiois & the Designated Officer (RTI) issued letter rejecting the application
for information. Later on being found no information as prayed for, the complainant filed appeal to Mr. A K
M Amir Hossain, the Secretary of Bangladesh Public Service Commisskppellate Authority on
14-08-2014 by registered post. After filing the appeal, being found no remedy, he filed complaint to the
Information Commission on 609-2014.



03. Agenda was discussed in the meeting of Commission d&t€8-2014. Pursuant to the a#sion of
meeting summonses were issued to concerned parties fixing the date of hearing
On 30609-2014.

04. On the date of hearing complainant Mr. Syed MajiRahman & the opposite party Rawshan Ara
Jaman, the Chief Psychiatric & Director (Mawre & others) of Bangladesh Public Service Commission & the
Designated Officer (RTI) are present. The Complainant mentioned in his statement that he filed application to
the Designated Officer (RTI) under Right to Information Act, 2009 seeking for the information mentioned in
article-01. Since the information prayed for was not served, he filed appeal to the Appellate Authority (RTI).
Being found no remedy on appeal, hied complaint to the Information Commission.

05. The Chief Psychiatric & Director (Nmure & others) of Bangladesh Public Service Commission &
the Designated Officer (RTI) mentioned in her statement that, she was appointed as Designated Officer (RTI)
of Noncadre & others section on 289-2014 last. She just received documents relevant to complaint. One
person filed application for information for & on behalf of other one. Information of one official would not be
served to other person.

06. Referencdo the statement of Designated Officer (RTI), the complainant informed that in the
application for information is relevant to Mr. Syed Shahidur Rahman who is own brother of the complainant
and he is also present in hearing. Brother of complainant saithakeno objection if information relevant to
him served to the complainant.

07. Information would be served on approval of relevant party. The complainant is seeking for
information regarding his own brother who is present in hearing, the commiss&ched in conclusion that,
on the basis of approval of relevant party information would be served & the Designated Officer (RTI)
ensured to serve information as prayed for after reviewing the documents & files relevant & on the basis of
the decision of Phoiic Service Commission.

Discussion

After hearing and reviewing the submitted evidences of the complainant & the opposite party it was
found that the Designated OfficéRTI) since just was appointed as Designhated Officer (RTI) inado: &
others section, information was not served in due time. The Designated Officer (RTI) since ensured to serve
information to the complainant as prayed for, the complaint seems to bpasiable.

Decision

After discussion in details the complaint is disposed of with following instructions:

1. The Chief Psychiatric & Director (Ncadre & others) of Bangladesh Public Service Commission & the
Designated Officer (RTI) is directed to seéheinformation sought for by the complainant subject to
pay the cost of information on or before 26-2014.



2. Designated Officer (RTI) is directed to deposit money collected as cost of information delivered under
section9 of Right to Information Act2009 and under sectied of Right to Information (regarding
obtain information) Rules, 2009 to government treasury in financial cod#-8801-0001-1807.

3. Both parties are instructed to inform the Information Commission after implementation of érect

Let the copy be served to the parties concerned.

Signed Signed Signed
(Prof. Dr. Khurshida Begum Sayeed (Nepal Chandra Sarker) (Mohammed Farooq)
Information Commissioner Information Commissioner Chief Information Commissioner



Information Commission
Archaeology Building (2nd Floor)
F4/A, Agargaon Administrative Area
Shere-Bangla Nagar, Dhaki2207
Fax088 02 9110638

Complaint Ne97/2014

Complainant Mr. Syed Majibur Rahman Opposite Party: Mr. Md. Akhtaruzzaman
FatherSyed Syeduzzaman Senior Assistant Secretary
235, North Shahjahanpur (Coordination & Parliament)
Dhakal217. &

Designated Officer (RTI)
Ministry of Education, Banglades
Secretariat, Dhaka.

Decision Paper
(Date-30-09-2014)

Complainant Mr. Syed Majibur Rahman filed application by registered post-0i-2014 to Mr. Md.
Akhtaruzzaman, the Senior Assistant Secretary (Coordination & Parliament) of Ministry of Education & the
Designated Officer (RTI) seeking for the followirigrmation under section 8(1) of Right to Information Act,
2009

a) One set of attested true copy of letter comprising decisions regarding enlistment of the name of
Mr. Syed Shahidur Rahman in EED seniority to the Secretary of Ministry of Education from
01-01-20009 to till date by EED Assistant Engineers Seniority List finalization committee under PSC
(Photocopy).

b) One set of attested true copy of replies of demand notice of the standing committee, letters issued
from the Ministry of Education & informatn attached in annexure and send to PSC standing
committee (Photocopy).

c) One set of attested true copy of decisions in this regard stored in file of PSC Methband
resolution of meetings of standing committee (Photocopy).

02. In respect to application for information, Mr. Md. Akhtaruzzaman, the Senior Assistant Secretary
(Coordination & Parliament) of Ministry of Education & the Designated Officer (RTI) issued letter to Deputy
Secretary (Wing2) of Ministry of Education tserve information, as the information sought for is not
available to his office on 1@7-2014. Information since was not served from aforesaid department, the
Designated Officer (RTI) issued a reminder letter 0i082014. Then the complainant being réeed no
information as prayed for filed appeal to Dr. Md. Sadik, the Secretary of Ministry of Education & Appellate
Authority (RTI) on 188-2014 by registered post. After filing the appeal, being found no remedy, he filed
complaint to the Information Comission on 0709-2014.



03. Agenda was discussed in the meeting of Commission d&t€8-2014. Pursuant to the decision of
meeting summonses were issued to concerned parties fixing the date of hearingQ82801.4.

04. On the date of hearing complainaMr. Syed Majibur Rahman & the opposite party Mr. Md.
Akhtaruzzaman, the Senior Assistant Secretary (Coordination & Parliament) of Ministry of Education & the
Designated Officer (RTI) and Sayma Younus, the Deputy Secretary2@)migMinistry of Educatioare
present. The Complainant mentioned in his statement that he filed application to the Designated Officer (RTI)
under Right to Information Act, 2009 seeking for the information mentioned in afitleSince the
information prayed for was not served, Hided appeal to the Appellate Authority (RTI). Being found no
remedy on appeal, he filed complaint to the Information Commission.

05. The Senior Assistant Secretary (Coordination & Parliament) of Ministry of Education & the Designated
Officer (RTI) merntined in his statement that, he issued letter to Deputy Secretary (MR&)gof Ministry of
Education on 14€7-2014 to serve information, as the information sought for is not available to his office.
Information since was not served from aforesaid departmené Designated Officer (RTI) issued a reminder
letter on 1208-2014. The information since was not served from concerned department, the Designated
Officer (RTI) could not serve information to the complainant as prayed for. On receipt of information from
concerned department, information would be served, he informed.

06. Sayma Younus, the Deputy Secretary of Ministry of Education mentioned in her statement that,
information was not served timely since she was absent due to participate in training. viaw ref
documents & files relevant & available to her office may serve information as prayed for, she said.

Discussion
After hearing and reviewing the submitted evidences of the complainant & the opposite party it was
found that, the Designated Officer TR issued letter to concerned department to serve information, as
information sought for by the complainant was not available to his office. The information since was not
served from concerned department, the Designated Officer (RTI) could not servenatifom to the
complainant as prayed for. On receipt of information from concerned department, information would be
served, he ensured.

Decision
After discussion in details the complaint is disposed of with following instructions:

1. Sayma Younus, the paty Secretary (Wing2) of Ministry of Education is directed to serve
information to the Designated Officer (RTI) as prayed by the complainant.

2. The Senior Assistant Secretary (Coordination & Parliament) of Ministry of Education & the
Designated Officer (RTI) is directed to serve the information sought for by the complainant subject to
pay the cost of information on or before 26-2014.

3. Desigmated Officer (RTI) is directed to deposit money collected as cost of information delivered
under sectioR® of Right to Information Act, 2009 and under sect®of Right to Information
(regarding obtain information) Rules, 2009 to government treasury imantial code
No-1-3301-0001-1807.



4. Both parties are instructed to inform the Information Commission after implementation of direction.

Let the copy be served to the parties concerned.

Signed Signed Signed
(Prof. Dr. Khurshida Begum Sayeed (Nepal Chandra Sarker) (Mohammed Farooq)
Information Commissioner Information Commissioner Chief Information Commissioner



Information Commission
Archaeology Building (2nd Floor)
F4/A, Agargaon Administrative Area
Shere-Bangla Nagar, Dhali2207
Fax088 02 9110638

Complaint Ne98/2014

Complainani Tulshi Rani Munda Opposite Party: Mr. Abul Hossain
FatherFulchand Munda Secretary
VillageDhumghat, &
Post OfficeDhumghat Designated Officer (RTI)
Ishwaripur, Shyamnagar No-8 Ishwaripur Union Council
Satkhira. Shyamnagar, Satkhira.

Decision Paper
(Date20-10-2014)

Complainant Tulshi Rani Munda filed application by registered post ed52014 to Mr. Abul
Hossain, theSecretary & the Designated Officer (RTI);8Nshwaripur Union Council, Shyamnagar, Satkhira
seeking for the following information under section 8(1) of Right to Information Act,-2009

1 Which services provided to the public from Union Council withoutypdist comprising names of
services.

02. Not getting the requested information within the fixed time, the complainant filed appeal to Mr. Md.
Md. Samed Ali, Chairman & Appellate Authority (RTH8Nshwaripur Union Council, Shyamnagar, Satkhira
on 2707-2014 by registered Post. After filing the appeal, being found no remedy, he filed complaint to the
Information Commission on 6@9-2014.

03. Agenda was discussed in the meeting of Commission -d&68-2014. Pursuant to the decision of
meeting summonss were issued to concerned parties fixing the date of hearing €003D14.

04. On the date of hearing complainant Tulsi Rani Munda & the opposite party the Designated Officer
(RTI) since remained absent, fixing the date of hearing eh02f14 issuecsummonses to the complainant
& Designated Officer (RTI).

05. On the date of hearing both the complainant & Designated Officer (RTI) are absent. The complainant
filed an application to the information commission that she received the information prayedPfesently
she has no complaint in this regard and requested to withdraw the complaint. The Designated Officer (RTI)
issued a letter to the Information Commission that he served information to the complainant as prayed for.



Discussion
After reviewing the submitted letters of both the complainant & the Designated Officer (RTI) it was found
that the information served to the complainant as prayed for. The complainant received information she
prayed for & since requested to withdraw theraplaint, the complaint seems to be disposable.
Decision
As the complainant received information she prayed for & since requested to withdraw the

complaint, so, the complaint is disposed of with the permission of revoking the complaint.

Let thecopy be served to the parties concerned.

Signed Signed Signed
(Prof. Dr. Khurshida Begum Sayeed (Nepal Chandra Sarker) (Mohammed Farooq)
Information Commissioner Information Commissioner Chief Information Commissioner



Information Commission

Archaeology Building (2nd Floor)
F4/A, Agargaon Administrative Area
Shere-Bangla Nagar, Dhali2207
Fax088 02 9110638

Complaint Ne99/2014

Complainani Mr. Mohammad Sakhawat Hafiz Opposite Party: Upazila Project Implementation Officer

FatherMohammad Hafiz &
VillageChandsar Designated Officer (RTI)
Post OfficeZiapur Burichong, Comilla.

Burichong, Comilla.

Decision Paper
(Date-30-09-2014)

Complaimnt Mr. Mohammad Sakhawat Hafiz filed application by registered post €06-P®14 to
Upazila Project Implementation Officer of Burichong Upazila under Di€ictilla & the Designated Officer
(RTI) seeking for the following information under section 8{Right to Information Act, 2009

1 Names of projects implemented in entire Burichong Upazila under kabita, Kabikha, TR, GR & LGSP
projects from ' January 2014 to $1May 2014, list of committees including cost and project wise
estimate.

02. Not getting the requested information within the fixed time, the complainant filed appeal to District
Relief & Rehabilitation Officer of Comilla District & Appellate Authority 6@7t8014. After filing the appeal,
being found no remedy, he filed comaint to the Information Commission on @®-2014.

03. Agenda was discussed in the meeting of Commission-@&2514. Pursuant to the decision of
meeting summonses were issued to concerned parties fixing the date of hearingQ82801.4.

04. On the dat of hearing complainant Mr. Mohammad Sakhawat Hafiz & Mr. Pabitra Chandra Mondal,
the Upazila Project Implementation Officer of Brahmanpara Upazila under Comilla District are present. The
Complainant mentioned in his statement that he filed applicatiothi Designated Officer (RTI) under Right
to Information Act, 2009 seeking for the information mentioned in artltle Since the Designated Officer
(RTI) delivered no information, he filed appeal to the Appellate authority (RTI). Being found no remedy on
appeal, he filed complaint to the Information Commission.

05. Mr. Pabitra Chandra Mondal, the Upazila Project Implementation Officer of Brahmanpara Upazila
under Comilla District mentioned in his statement that presentlt he is working as the UpazilatProje
Implementation Officer of Brahmanpara Upazila under Comilla District. The complainant filed application for
information when he was in charge of Burichong Upazila. Collecting & preparing information directed to



deposit the amount of fee orally, the corginant since did not collect the information paying the cost of
information could not serve information as prayed for. The present Upazila Project Implementation Officer of
Burichong Upozila under Comilla District & Designated Officer (RTI) if directserve information, he
ensured to assist all aspect to serve information to the complainant as prayed for through the present
Designated Officer (RTI).

Discussion

After hearing and reviewing the submitted evidences of both the complainant and Desig@dfieer
(RTI it was found that the Designated Officer (RTI) prepared information to serve the complainant. Then
since he transferred to another working station, could not serve information to the complainant timely. Since
he prepared information to seevthe complainant, the commission reached in conclusion to direct the
Upazila Project Implementation Officer of Burichong Upazila under Comilla District & the Designated Officer
(RTI) to serve information to the complainant. Former Designated Officer fR@ligh present Upazila
Project Implementation Officer of Burichong Upazila under Comilla District & the Designated Officer (RTI),
since ensure to serve information to the complainant as prayed for, the complaint seems to be disposable.

Decision
After discussion in details the complaint is disposed of with following instructions:

1. The present Pazila Project Implementation Officer of Burichong Upazila under Comilla District & the
Designated Officer (RTI) is directed to serve the information sought for by the complainant subject to
pay the cost of information on or before 4%-2014.

2. Designged Officer(RTI) is directed to deposit money collected as cost of information delivered
under sectiod of Right to Information Act, 2009 and under seci®mf Right to Information
(regarding obtain information) Rules, 2009 to government treasury inant@iml code
No-1-3301-0001-1807.

3. Both parties are instructed to inform the Information Commission after implementation of direction.

Let the copy be served to the parties concerned.

Signed Signed Signed
(Prof. Dr. Khurshida Begum Sayeed (Nepal Chandra Sarker) (Mohammed Farooq)
Information Commisioner Information Commissioner Chief Information Commissioner



Information Commission
Archaeology Building (2nd Floor)
F4/A, Agargaon Administrative Area
Shere-Bangla Nagar, Dhali2207
Fax088 02 9110638

Complaint Ne100/2014
Complainani Mr. Md. Rasel Dhali Opposite Party: Director
FatherYounus Dhali &
VillageChandaldhul, Designated Officer (RTI)
Postichhapur Divisional Family Planning Office
UpozilaSirajdikhan Dhaka Division, Azimpur
DistrictMunshigan;. Dhakal205.

Decision Paper
(Date-30-09-2014)

Complainant Mr. Md. Rasel Dhali filed application or08&014 to the Director & the Designated Officer
(RTI), Divisional Family Planningiceff Dhaka Division, Azimpur, Dhalk05 seeking for the following
information under section 8(1) of Right to Information Act, 2009

1. 15 candidates appointed as Family Planning Inspector Union basis under Munshiganj District on
15-12-2013, out of them vinether there is any candidate appointed from residents of orphanage &
physically disabled or not? Under this quota, if appointed then how much? Their roll & if physically
disabled, then what type of disability?

2. Rights to gain information under Right tdnformation Act, Memo No-DFP/Mun/14/120,
Dated24-03-2014 and information regarding appointment out of total 3870 posts how many
appointed as Family Planning Inspector as appointed 1h& 4™ class staffs under the Directorate
of Family Planning vide eference No. a) DoFP/AdmitVAppointment-211/2013/725
Dated-20-03-2014, b) 8(New Recruit)1/2013/180(5) Datee23-03-2014?

3. Out of total 3870 appointments, how many were appointed in quota of resident of orphanage &
physically disabled as Family Plangitnspector?

4. Out of total 3870 appointments, how many were appointed in quota of resident of orphanage
individually & how many were in quota of physically disabled as Family Planning Inspector?

5. Out of total 3870 appointments, how many candidates were appointed in the posts of Family
Planning Assistant, Family Welfare Assistant (Female) & Maid (Female). Out of them whether
appointed in quota of residents of orphanage & physically disabled?

6. How much mark | obtained bearing roll N@400047 in examination held on last 216-2013 for
appointment in the post of Family Planning Inspector under District Family Planning Office,
Munshigan].



7. Marks obtained in written & Vivavoce examination by 15 candiates appointed in the post of
Family Planning Assistant on last [12-2013 under District Family Planning Office, Munshiganj
bearing Roll N62400016, 2400017, 2400018, 2400030, 2400032, 2400045, 2400070, 2400094,
2400095, 2400096, 24000112, 24000124,G182, 2400139, 2400214 are how much?

8. Out of total 3870 appointments, whether 10% quota for residents of orphanage & physically
disabled is filled or not? If not filled, as to why was not filled humbly pray to inform to your honor.

02. Not getting therequested information within fixed time, the complainant filed appeal to Director
General & Appellate Authority (RTI), Directorate of Family Planning, 6, Kawran bazar;1Phaken
20-08-2014 by registered post. After filing the appeal, being found noedy, he filed complaint to the
Information Commission on 119-2014.

03. Agenda was discussed in the meeting of Commission d&t€8-2014. Pursuant to the decision of
meeting summonses were issued to concerned parties fixing the date of hearing regtrdicomplaint on
dated-30-09-2014.

04. On the date of hearing complainant Mr. Md. Rasel Dhali & Gazi Md. Meer Mostafa Kamal, the Deputy
Director (Family Planning) for & on behalf of opposite party Designated Officer (RTI) of Munshiganj are
present. TheComplainant mentioned in his statement that he filed application to the Designated Officer (RTI)
under Right to Information Act, 2009 seeking for the information mentioned in afitleSince the
Designated Officer (RTI) delivered no information, he fdppeal to the Appellate authority (RTI). After filing
of appeal, the Designated Officer (RTI) issued notice of inability. Then he filed complaint to the Information
Commission.

05. The complainant is a physically disabled person, hence he can not appesaring of commission
repeatedly, in this special consideration hearing is taken only for Deputy Director (Family Planning) for & on
behalf of opposite party Designated Officer (RTI) of Munshiganj . The Deputy Director (Family Planning) for &
on behalfof Designated Officer (RTI) of Munshiganj mentioned in his statement that, with direction of
Director & Designated Officer (RTI) he appeared in the hearing of commission. He was the member secretary
of appointment examination held. All procedure of appdaient examination completed from office of the
Directorate. The Directorate prepared question paper for examination they only responsible to take
examination & forward result of written examination to the Directorate. On the basis of the direction
of Drectorate taken Vivd/oce examination & send the result of \iWace examination to the Directorate.
Appointment letters issued from Divisional Office. The Director General of Family Planning Directorate & the
Director (Administration) can assist to seiméormation, he said.

06. The commission reached in conclusion to pass order to Director & Designated Officer (RTI), Divisional
Family Planning Office, Dhaka Division, Azimpur, Dh2R& to collect information from Director
(Administration) of Family &hning Directorate and take necessary action to serve information to the
complainant as prayed for.



Discussion

After hearing and reviewing the submitted evidences of both the glamant and Designated Officer
(RTI) it was found that the information sought for by the complainant is available to Director (Administration)
of Directorate of Family Planning & the commission reached in conclusion to pass order to Director &
DesignatedOfficer (RTI), Divisional Family Planning Office, Dhaka Division, Azimpur, Dhaka to collect
information from that office and serve that to the complainant as prayed for.

Decision
After discussion in details the complaint is disposed of with followisiguntions:

1. The Director & Designated Officer (RTI), Divisional Family Planning Office, Dhaka Division, Azimpur,
Dhaka is directed to serve information to the complainant collecting from Director (Administration),
Directorate of Family Planning and is$$n this regard.

2. The Director & Designated Officer (RTI), Divisional Family Planning Office, Dhaka Division, Azimpur,
Dhakal205 is directed to serve the information sought for by the complainant subject to pay the
cost of information on or before@10-2014.

3. Designated Officer(RTI) is directed to deposit money collected as cost of information delivered
under sectioRd of Right to Information Act, 2009 and under seci®mf Right to Information
(regarding obtain information) Rules, 2009 to vgmment treasury in financial code
No-1-3301-:0001-1807.

4. Both parties are instructed to inform the Information Commission after implementation of direction.

Let the copy be served to the parties concerned.

Signed Signed Signed
(Prof. Dr. Khurshida Begum Sayeed (Nepal Chandra Sarker) (Mohammed Farooq)
Information Commissioner Information Commissioner Chief Information Commissioner



Information Commission
Archaeology Building (2nd Floor)
F-4/A, Agargaon Administrative Area

Shere-Bangla Nagar, Dhak&207

Complaint No: 101/2014

Complainant: Mr. M. Foyjul Islam Opposite Party: Mr. Khan Mosharrof Hossain
House69, Tejkunipara General Manager Public Relatiol
Tejgaon, Dhakd 215. &

Designated Officer (RTI)

Biman Bangladesh Airlines Ltd.
Head Office, Balaka, Kurmitola,
Dhakal1229.

Decision Paper
(Date: 30:09-2014)

The complainant Mr. M. Foyzul Islam lodged petition or0¥32014 to Mr. Khan Mosharrof
Hossain, General Manager, PigiRelation and Designated Officer (RTI), Biman Bangladesh Airlines
Limited, Head Office, Balaka, Kurmitola, Dhalk229, seeking for the following information
according to sectief8(1) of Right to Information Act, 2009:

According to letter ref; DCPR/Infor mation-2009/03/2014/1510, dated: &6June, 2014 of Biman
Bangladesh Airlines Limited, Mr. M. Fozul Islam, P-31400, Ex Flight Engineer.
a) Average Tk. 3,66,085.00 of basic salary obtained in 12 months of before taking
retirement on 22.05.2011.

b) Grand total duration of service-31 years, 06 months, 23 days.

c) Account of obtained gratuity at the rate of 03 years in a year 46,295.55 X 32 X 03=Tk.

44,44,372.80.

AMentionabl e, according t €02/2809 mndnMod signedtbetween o r (
Biman and FENA according to average basic salary earned on 3Rugust, 2008 by fixing basic

Tk. 46,295.55 for Mr. M. Foyzul Islam, R31400 the final account of Mr. M. Foyzul Islam, Flight
Engineer has been settledo

According to Right to Information Act, 2009 as a former officer and citizen of Bangladesh |

sought information by the way of last paragraph quoted the above mentioned letter

By dint of power of administrative order number-02/2009 and given specifically in which
sentence or sentences of specdity any paragraph or paragraphs of MoU signed Biman and
FENA according to average basic salary earned on 3ugust, 2008 by fixing basic salary Tk.
46,295.55 of Mr. M. Foyzul Islam, P31400 the final account of Mr. M. Foyzul Islam, Flight
Engineer has leen settled.



02. Having not found desired information within fixed time the complainant appealed to A. M.
Mosaddik Ahmed, Managing Director and CEO and Appellate Authority (RTI), Biman Bangladesh
Airlines Ltd, Head Office, Balak, Kurmitola, Dhald®229 on24.08.2014. Despite of filing appeal
having not found any remedy he submitted complaint to the Information Commission on 11.09.2014.

03. The matter was discussed in the meeting on 15.09.2014. According to decision of the
meeting summonses were issuethi concerned parties fixing the date of hearing on 30.09.2014.

04. On fixed date of hearing the complainant Mr. M. Foyzul Islam and the opposite party on
behalf of General Manager, Public Relation and Designated Officer (RTI), Biman Bangladesh Airlines
Ltd, Head Office, Balaka, Kurmitola, Dhak®29, Learned Advocate Mr. Ataur Rahman appeared.
The complainant mentioned in his statement that according to Right to Information Act, 2009 he
prayed to Designated Officer (RTI) seeking for the information roeed in paragraph no.01. Having
not found any remedy he submitted appeal to the Appellate Authority (RTI). Not getting any remedy
even submission of appeal he submitted complaint to the Information Commission. Subsequently he
found few information, buthat is not correct. It was needed to calculate the gratuity according to
account of average salary of last salary during service. But according to average basic salary earned o
31 August, 2008 the gratuity has been calculated.

05. On behalf of Desigited Officer (RTI), the Learned Advocate Mr. Ataur Rahman
mentioned in his statement that the complainant has been supplied his desired information. The amoun
money of gratuity has been fixed according to Administrative Order of Biman Bangladesh Airlines.
According to Administrative Order No. 02/2009 and MoU signed between Biman and FENA,
according to average basic salary earned 8rABgust, 2008 by fixing basic salary Tk. 46,295.00 for
Mr. M. Foyzul Islam, P31400 the final account has been settledMarFoyzul Islam, P31400. This
information is their last information, in addition, they have not any information.

06. In pursuance of prayer of the applicant because of the information supplied by Designated
Officer (RTI) is last information to themrmd according to account of which average salary their total
gratuity shall be fixed that is because of excluding under Information Commission, the Information
Commission have nothing to do, to this effect the commission passed opinion.

Discussion

After hearing the statement of both complainant and opposite party and after reviewing the
submitted evidences it appeared that the desired information of the complainant has been supplied by
the Designated Officer and that information is last informatmrthem, furthermore there is no
information. In the matter of desired demand of the complainant because of financial and lawful
complexity is excluded under Information Commission and because of their supplied information is



last information, in this matt the Information Commission have nothing to do to this effect it is

seemed.
Decision

After detailed discussion the complaint is disposed of with the following written direction:
Since, Bangladesh Biman has supplied complainant his desired informratidreeDesignated

Officer (RTI) gave information that is last payable information, so, the complaint is dismissed.

Let the copy be sent to the concerpedties.

Signed Signed Signed
(Prof. Dr. Khurshida Begum Sayeed) (Nepal Chandra Sarker) (Mohammed Farooq)
Information Commissioner Information Commissione Chief Information Commissioner



Information Commission
Archaeology Building (2nd Floor)
F-4/A, Agargaon Administrative Area
Shere-Bangla Nagar, Dhak&a207
Fax088 02 9110638

Complaint No: 102/2014

Complainant: Mr. Khorshed Ahmed Opposite Party: Mr. Khan Mosharrof Hossain
S/O. Late Dr. Moyez Uddin Ahme: General Manager Public Relatio
House6, Road7 &
Baridhara Diplomatic Zone Designated Officer (RTI)
Dhakal212. Biman Bangladesh Airlines Ltd.
Head Office, Balaka, Kurmitola,
Dhakal1229.

Decision Paper
(Date: 30:09-2014)

The complainant Mr. Korshed Ahmed lodged petition of082014 to Mr. Khan Mosharrof
Hossain, General Manager, Public Relation and Designated Officer (RTI), Biman Bangladesh Airlines
Limited, Head Office, Balaka, Kurmitola, Dhalk229, seeking for the fldwing information
according to sectie8(1) of Right to Information Act, 2009.

According to letter ref; DCPR/Information -2009/03/2014/1510, dated: &6June, 2014 of Biman
Bangladesh Airlines Limited, Mr. Khorshed Ahmed, R31435, Ex Flight Engineer.
a) Average Tk. 3,58,855.53 of basic salary obtained in 12 months of before taking
retirement on 22.03.2010.
b) Grand total duration of service-29 years, 02 days.
c) Account of obtained gratuity at the rate of 03 years in a year 46,294.00 X 29 X 03=Tk.
40,27578.00.

AMentionabl e, according t €02/2809 mndnMod signedtbetween o r (
Biman and FENA according to average basic salary earned on 3Rugust, 2008 by fixing basic

Tk. 46,294 for Mr. Khorshed Ahmed, R31435 the final account of Mr. Khorshed Ahmed, Flight
Engineer has been settledo

According to Right to Information Act, 2009 as a former officer and citizen of Bangladesh |

sought information by the way of last paragraph quoted the above mentioned letter

By dint of power of administrative order number-02/2009 and given specifically in which
sentence or sentences of specifically any paragraph or paragraphs of MoU signed Biman and
FENA according to average basic salary earned on 1August, 2008 by fixing basic salary Tk.
46,294 of Mr. Khorshed Ahmed, P31435 the final account of Mr. Khorshed Ahmed, Flight
Engineer has been settled.



02. Having not found desired information within fixed tithe complainant appealed to A. M.
Mosaddik Ahmed, Managing Director and CEO and Appellate Authority (RTI), Biman Bangladesh
Airlines Ltd, Head Office, Balak, Kurmitola, Dhak&29 on 24.08.2014. Despite of filing appeal
having not found any remedy he sutisd complaint to the Information Commission on 11.09.2014.

03. The matter was discussed in the meeting on 15.09.2014. According to decision of the
meeting summonses were issued to the concerned parties fixing the date of hearing on 30.09.2014.

04. Onthe fixed date of hearing the complainant Mr. Khorshed Ahmed and the opposite party
on behalf of General Manager, Public Relation and Designated Officer (RTI), Biman Bangladesh
Airlines Ltd, Head Office, Balaka, Kurmitola, Dhak229, Learned Advocate MAtaur Rahman
appeared. The complainant mentioned in his statement that according to Right to Information Act,
2009 he prayed to Designated Officer (RTI) seeking for the information mentioned in paragraph no.01.
Having not found any remedy even submissibmppeal he submitedt complaint to the Information
Commission. Subsequently he found few information, but that is not correct. It was needed to calculate
the gratuity according to account of average salary of last salary during service. But according to
average basic salary earned ori' 2igust, 2008 the gratuity has been calculated.

05. On behalf of Designated Officer (RTI), the Learned Advocate Mr. Ataur Rahman
mentioned in his statement that the complainastiegn supplied his desired information. The amount
money of gratuity has been fixed according to Administrative Order of Biman Bangladesh Airlines.
According to Administrative Order No. 02/2009 and MoU signed between Biman and FENA,
according to averageabic salary earned on*3August, 2008 by fixing basic salary Tk. 46,294 for Mr.
Khorshed Ahmed, 81435 the final account has been settled for Mr. Khorshed Ahmed, Flight
Engineer. This information is their last information, in addition, they have ngiayaple information.

06. In pursuance of prayer of the applicant because of the information supplied by Designated
Officer (RTI) is last information to them and according to account of which average salary their total
gratuity shall be fixed that iselsause of excluding under Information Commission, the Information
Commission have nothing to do, to this effect the commission passed opinion.

Discussion

After hearing the statement of both complainant and opposite party and after reviewing the
submittel evidences it appeared that the desired information of the complainant has been supplied by
the Designated Officer and that information is last information to them, furthermore there is no
information. In the matter of desired demand of the complainazduse of financial and lawful
complexity is excluded under Information Commission and because of their supplied information is
last information, in this matter the Information Commission have nothing to do to this effect it is
seemed.



Decision

After detaled discussion the complaint is disposed of by giving the following directions:

Since, Bangladesh Biman has supplied complainant his desired information and the Designated

Officer (RTI) information that is last payable information, so, the complautisimissed.

Let the copy be sent to the concerned parties.

Signed Signed Signed
(Prof. Dr. Khurshida Begum Sayeei  (Nepal Chandra Sarker) (Mohammed Farooq)
Information Commissioner Information Commissioner Chief Information Commissioner



Information Commission
Archaeology Building (2nd Floor)
F-4/A, Agargaon Administrative Area
Shere-Bangla Nagar, Dhak&a207
Fax088 02 9110638

Complaint No: 103/2014

Complainant: Mr. Khorshed Ahmed Opposite Party: Mr. Khan Mosharrof Hossai
S/O. Late Dr. Moyez Uddin Ahmed General Manager Publi
House6, Road7 Relation
Baridhara Diplomatic Zone &

Dhakal212. Designated Officer (RTI)

Biman Bangladesh Airlines Ltc
Head Office, Balaka, Kurmitole
Dhakal229.

Decision Paper
(Date: 30:09-2014)

The complainant Mr. Khorshed Ahmed lodged petition on 03.07.2014 to Mr. Khan Mosharrof
Hossain, General Manager, Public Relation & Designated Officer (RTI), Biman Bangladesh Airlines
Ltd., Head Office, Balaka, Kurmitola, Dhalk229 seeking for the followginformation according to
section8(1) of Right to Information Act, 2009:

According to Right to Information Act, 2009 as a former officer of Biman, Khorshed Ahmed,
P-31435, Ex Flight Engineer and citizen of Bangladesh | want to get the following written
information.

a) In the fiscal year 201112 how much money have been deducted by Biman as income tax
for the fiscal year 201112 from my receivable income from Biman.

b) By the way of AThe I ncome Tax Policy 1 ssu
paragraph of Administrative Order No. 07/2012 date: 22 January 2012 of Biman by dint
of power of which section of which Income Tax Policy of specific which date Biman
deducted this money as income tax from my receivable income from Biman.

02. Having not fand desired information within fixed time the complainant appealed to A. M.
Mosaddik Ahmed, Managing Director and CEO & Appellate Authority (RTI), Biman Bangladesh
Airlines Ltd., Head Office, Balaka, Kurmitola, Dhak&29 on 24.08.2014. Despite of filingeal
having not found any remedy he submitted complaint to the Information Commission on 11.09.2014.

03. The matter was discussed in the meeting on 15.09.2014. According to decision of the meeting
summonses were to the concerned parties fixing the tlaeaang on 30.09.2014.

04. On the fixed date of hearing the complainant Mr. Khorshed Ahmed and the opposite party on
behalf of General Manager, Public Relation & Designated Officer (RTI), Biman Bangldesh Airlines
Ltd., Head Office, Balaka, Kurmitola,Hakal229, Learned Advocate Mr. Ataur Rahman appeared.
The complainant mentioned in his statement that according to Right to Information Act, 2009 he
prayed to Designated Officer (RTI) seeking for the information mentioned in paragraph no.1. Having



not found information he appealed to Appellate Authority (RTI). Despite of filing appeal having not
found any remedy he submitedt complaint to the Information Commission.

05. On behalf of Designated Officer (RTI), Learned Advocate Mr. Ataur Rahman mentidned in
statement that according to New Income Tax Policy of Government and order no.07/2012, dated: 22
January, 2012 of Biman the income tax has been deducted. Because of remaining writ petition no.
3813/2014 regarding the matter of desired information underi a | i n Hondobl e Hig
possible to supply the information to the complainant.

06. Because of not r e male €ourt ¢n the matternof pravidimg by
information and according to rule of which section of Income Tax Policy how much money have been
deducted as income tax, the complainant has right to know that information according to Right to
Information Act, 2009. Asa result, the desired information of the complainant can be provided
according to the Right to Information Act, 2009 the commission opined the Designated Officer (RTI)
assured to provide the desired information to the complainant.

Discussion

After hearing the statement of both complainant and opposite party and after reviewing the
submitted evidence it appeared that there is |
his desired information, so according to Right to Informatamn, 2009 there is no obstruction to
supply the complainant his desired informatiSmce the Designated Officer (RTI) assured to supply
the complainant his desired information the case seems to be disposable.

Decision

After detailed discussion the mplaint is disposed of with the following directions:

1. General Manager, Public Relation & Designated Officer (RTI), Biman Bangladesh Airlines
Ltd., Head Office, Balaka, Kurmitola, Dhaka is directed to supply the complainant his desired
information on obefore 20.10.2014 subject to pay the cost of information.

2. As per sectior® of Right to Information Act, 2009 and rufe of Right to Information
(regarding information receiving) Rules, 2009 the Designated Officer (RTI) is directed to
deposit moneyallected as cost of supplied information in the code-88@1-0001-1807.

3. Both parties are directed to inform the Information Commission after implementing the
directions.

Let the copy be sent to the concerned parties.

Signed Signed Signed
(Prof. Dr. Khurshida Begum Sayeer (Nepal Chandra Sarker) (Mohammed Farooq)
Information Commissioner Information Commissioner Chief Information Commissioner



Information Commission

Archaeology Building (2nd Floor)
F-4/A, Agargaon Administrative Area
Shere-Bangla Nagar, Dhak&a207
Fax088 02 9110638

Complaint No: 104/2014

Complainant: Mr. M. Foyzul Islam Opposite Party: Mr. Khan Mosharrbliossain
S/O. Late Dr. Md. Amirul Islam General Manager Public Relatic
House69, Tejkunipara &
Tejgaon, Dhakd 215. Designated Officer (RTI)

Biman Bangladesh Airlines Ltd.
Head Office, Balaka
Kurmitola, Dhakal1229.

Decision Paper
(Date: 30:09-2014)

The complainant Mr. M. Foyzul Islam lodged petition on 03.07.2014 to Mr. Khan Mosharof
Hossain, General Manager, Public Relation & Designated Officer (RTI), Biman Bangladesh Airlines
Ltd., Head Office, Balaka, Kurmitola, Dhalk229 seeking for the followginformation according to
Section8(1) of Right to Information Act, 2009.

According to Right to Information Act, 2009 as a former officer of Biman, M. Foyzul Islam,
P-31400, Ex Flight Engineer and citizen of Bangladesh | want to get the following written
information.

a) In the fiscal year 201112 how many money has been deducted by Biman as income tax
for the fiscal year 201112 from my receivable income from Biman.

b) By the way of @AThe |1 ncome Tax méntdnedadnyfirsti ss u:
paragraph of Administrative Order No. 07/2012 date: 22 January 2012 of Biman by dint
of power of which section of which Income Tax Policy of specific which date Biman
deducted this money as income tax from my receivable income from Bima

02. Having not found desired information within fixed time the complainant appealed to A. M.
Mosaddik Ahmed, Managing Director and CEO & Appellate Authority (RTI), Biman Bangladesh
Airlines Ltd., Head Office, Balaka, Kurmitola, Dhak&29 on 24.08.201 Despite of filing appeal
having not found any remedy he submitted complaint to the Information Commission on 11.09.2014.

03. The matter was discussed in the meeting on 15.09.2014. According to decision of the meeting
summonses were issued to the conedrparties fixing the date of hearing on 30.09.2014.

04. On the fixed date of hearing the complainant Mr. Khorshed Ahmed and the opposite party on
behalf of General Manager, Public Relation & Designated Officer (RTI), Biman Bangldesh Airlines
Ltd., HeadOffice, Balaka, Kurmitola, Dhak&229, Learned Advocate Mr. Ataur Rahman appeared.
The complainant mentioned in his statement that according to Right to Information Act, 2009 he



prayed to Designated Officer (RTI) seeking for the information mentionedragpaph no.1. Having
not found information he appealed to Appellate Authority (RTI). Despite of filing appeal having not
found any remedy he submitted complaint to the Information Commission.

05. On behalf of Designated Officer (RTI), Learned AdvocateAthur Rahman mentioned in his
statement that according to New Income Tax Policy of Government and order no.07/2012, dated: 22
January, 2012 of Biman the income tax has been deducted. Because of remaining writ petition no.
3813/2014 regardingthe matief desired i nformation under tri
possible to supply the information to the complainant.

06. Because of not remaining injunction by
information and according to rule of whiskction of Income Tax Policy how much money has been
deducted as income tax, the complainant has right to know that information. As a result, according to
Right to Information Act, 2009 the commission passed opinion to this effect that the desired
informaion is payable, the Designated Officer (RTI) assured to supply the complainant his desired
information.

Discussion

After hearing the statement of both complainant and opposite party and after reviewing the
submitted evidences it appeared that thereisn nj uncti on of Hondébl e Cou
his desired information, so according to Right to Information Act, 2009 there is no obstruction to
supply the complainant his desired information. Since the Designated Officer (RTI) assured to supply
the complainant his desired information the complaint seems to be disposable.

Decision

After detailed discussion the complaint is disposed of with the following directions:

1. General Manager, Public Relation & Designated Officer (RTI), Biman Bangladesh Airlines
Ltd., Head Office, Balaka, Kurmitola, Dhaka is directed to supply the complainant his desired
information on or before 20.10.2014 subject to pay the cost of information.

2. The Designated Officer (RTI) is directed to deposit money collected as cost of supplied
information in the code of-3301-0001-1807 as per sectie® of Right to Information Act,
2009 and rule8 of Right to  Information (regarding information redeg) Rules, 2009.

3. Both parties are directed to inform the information commission after implementing the
directions.

Let the copy be sent to the concerned patrties.

Signed / Signed/ Signed /
(Prof. Dr. Khurshida Begum Syeec (Nepal Chandra Sarker) (Mohammed Farooq)
Information Commissioner Information Commissione Chief Information Commissione



Information Commission

Archaeology Building (2nd Floor)
F-4/A, Agargaon Administrative Area
Shere-Bangla Nagar, Dhak&a207
Fax088 02 9110638

Complaint No: 105/2014

Complainant: Mr. Thakur Das Malo Opposite Party: Mr. Neyamat Ullah
S/O. Baiddyanath Malo Director (BCS Examination Section)
SubInspector of Police &
Kalabagan Police Station Designated Officer (RTI)
DMP, Dhaka. Bangladesh Public Service Commissir

Secretariat, Agargaon, Dhaka.

Decision Paper
(Date: 20-10-2014)

The complainant M Thakur Das Malo lodged petition on 03.04.2014 to Diana Islam Shima,
Public Relation Officer & Designated Officer (RTI), Bangladesh Public Service Commission,
Secretariat, Shex=Bangla Nagar, Agargaon, Dhaka, seeking for the following information angord
to sectior8(1) of Right to Information Act, 2009:

1) How many post had in the 28 BCS?

2) According to that how many post had in aboriginal/tribal quota?

3) How many persons have been recommended in the cadre post as tribal and general?

4) How many aboriginal/tribal have been passed finally in written & viva examination?

5) What is my position in written and viva test as tribal candidate?

6) How many tribal have been recommended in the cadre post of merit and another
guota before mine?

7) How many cadre post had in freedom fighter, tribal, female etc quota?

[ The information are available to Honobl e

02. Having not found desired information within fixed time the complainant appealed to
Secretary and Appellate Authority (RTI), Bangladesh Public Service Commission, Secretariat,
Shere-Bangla Nagar, Agargaon, Dhaka by registered post on 03.07.2014.filkfigrappeal Mr.
Neamat Ullah, Director (Cadre) and Designated Officer (RTI), Bangladesh Public Service
Commission, Secretariat, SheBangla Nagar, Agargaon, Dhaka supplied the complainant his desired
information by memo no. BaSaKaKaSa/Admin/Public Refd Information Sendin@®1/2010
(Partl)-141 on 06.08.2014. Mentioning incomplete and puzzling the supplied information the
complainant submitted complainant to the Information Commission on 11.09.2014.

03. The matter was discussed in the meeting 0091%014. According to decision of the
meeting summonses were issued to the concerned parties fixing the date of hearing on 30.09.2014.



04. The complainant Mr. Thakur Das Malo prayed for time on 29.09.2014. The time prayer was
sanctioned by the commissicand fixing date of hearing again on 20.10.2014 summonses were
issuedto the complainant and Designated Officer (RTI).

05. On the fixed date of hearing the complainant Mr. Thakur Das Malo and the opposite party
Director (Cadre) and Designated Officer ([R3f Bangladesh Public Service Commission, Secretariat,
Mr. Neyamat Ullah appeared. The complainant mentioned in his statement that according to Right to
Information Act, 2009 he prayed to Designated Officer (RTI) seeking for 07 (seven) information
mentimed in paragraph no.01. Having not found information he appealed to Appellate Authority
(RTI). After filing appeal the Designated Officer (RTI) supplied information by memo no.
BaSaKaKaSa/Admin/Public Relation/ Information Seneddg2010 (Paril)-141 on06.08.2014. He
has no objection in the matter of supplied 05 (five) information among desired 07 (seven) information
but in ne5 & no-06 he mentioned it not providable information which is incomplete and confusing.
Having sought remedy in this matter hésutted complaint to the Information Commission.

06. The Designated Officer (RTI) of Bangladesh Public Service Commission, Mr. Md.
Neyamat Ullah mentioned in his statement that the desired information of the complainant has been
supplied. The complaim& has protested in the matter of two information, in that matter I think to this
effect that the information & explanation given by the commission is perfect, because in reply of such
question of BPSC FORM of 28"BCS and fWhet her pplicatibnaform, hd n t
menti oned ANoo. On 20.06.2010 the compl ainant
form along with certificate in Public Service Commission, but before it the viva examination was held
and on 03.06.2010 the final list phssed candidates in written and viva examination BBISS was
published. Subsequently on 20.07.2010 if the candidate who passed BCB written & viva
examination but nomecommended in the cadre post are directed to pray ircadme post, he
submitted prayer along with tribal certificate as candidate. Subsequently when the complainant is
recommended to join*IClass Post in the post of Upazila Election Officer he did not join.

07. In pursuance of reply of the opposite party, the complaingmimed that in reply of such
question of BPSC FORM AND AWhet her tribal? in Basic Ap
because he did not obtain certificate as tribal. Subsequently beforgoagahe submitted tribal
certificate. He prayed again to trdwtn as tribal on 20.06.2010, but he was not posted in cadre post as
tribal.

08. In reply of such question of the commission whether he has any document preserved that he
submitted Tribal Certificate in Bangladesh Public Service Commission before voa the
complainant failed to submit the proper evidence.



Discussion

After hearing the statement of both the complainant and thegivesid Officer (RTI), and

reviewing the submitted evidences it appeared that the complainant has been supplied his desirec
information. Before holdingip vivavoce although he has demanded that he submitted the Tribal
Certificate in BPSC, he failed to sulirsuch evidence. The final result of written and vixme of 2§’
BCS has been published on 03.06.2010, subsequently on 20.06.2010 he submitted Tribal Certificate
that is applicable in case of'tlassnorc adr e post . In repliysofr itvake"
Basic Prayer of BCS i.e. BPSC FORM he written fANoOO. By perusi
information issued by BPSC is correct and the complaint seems to be disposable.

Decision

After detailed discussion the complaint is disposeditif dismissal order.

Let the copy be sent to the concerned parties.

Signed / Signedf Signed /
(Prof. Dr. Khurshida Begum Syeed) (Nepal Chandra Sarker) (Mohammed Farooq)
Information Commissioner Information Commissionel Chief Information Commisioner



Information Commission
Archaeology Building (2nd Floor)
F-4/A, Agargaon Administrative Area
Shere-Bangla Nagar, Dhak&a207
Fax088 02 9110638

Complaint No: 106/2014

Complainant: Mr. Md. Shah Alam (LI.B) Opposite Party: Director
House4/10, Humayun Road &
MohammadpurDhaka. Directorate of Housing
Bangladesh Secretariat
Dhaka.

Decision Paper
(Date: 30:09-2014)

The complainant Mr. Md. Shah Alam (LI.B) filed complaint in Information Commission on
15.09.2014 against Director, Directtwaf Housing, Bangladesh Secretariat, Dhaka for not appointing
Designated Officer according to Right to Information Act, 2009. He has prayed lawful remedy in this
regard.

02. The matter was discussed in the meeting on 15.09.2014. According to detidien o
meeting summonses were issued to the concerned parties fixing the date of hearing on 30.09.2014.

03. On the fixed date of hearing the complainant Mr. Md. Shah Alam (LI.B) appeared and the
opposite party Director, Directorate of Housing, Bangladeshie®ariat, Dhaka remained absent. The
complainant mentioned in his statement that according to Right to Information Act because of not
appointing Designated Officer he is being harassed to get information so, he filed this complaint. He
has prayed lawfulemedy in this matter.

04. The commission expressed opinion to this effect that it would be expedient to direct the
Director, Directorate of Housing, Bangladesh Secretariat, to appoint Designated Officer (RTI) in all
units within 60 days.

Discussion

After hearing the statement of complainant and after reviewing the submitted evidence it
appeared that the Designated Officer (RTI) of Directorate of Housing was not appointed. According to
Right to Information Act the commission think that it would be exgr&do give direction to Director,
Directorate of Housing, Bangladesh Secretariat, Dhaka to appoint Designated Officer (RTI) in all units.



Decision
After detailed discussion the complaint is disposed of with the following direction:

1. The Director, Diectorate of Housing, Bangladesh Secretariat, Dhaka is directed to submit the
copy of appointment, appointing the Designated Officer (RTI) in all information providing
units within 26.10.2014 according to Right to Information Act, 2009.

Let the copy be seéno the concerned parties.

Signed / Signed/ Signed /
(Prof. Dr. Khurshida Begum Syeec (Nepal Chandra Sarker) (Mohammed Farooq)
Information Commissioner Information Commissionel Chief Information Commissionel



Information Commission
Archaeology Building (2nd Floor)
F-4/A, Agargaon Administrative Area
Shere-Bangla Nagar, Dhak&a207
Fax088 02 9110638

Complaint No: 107/2014

Complainant: Mr. A. S. M. Alamgir Opposite Party: Dr. Shamsur Rahman
A. K. M. Shahjahan Upazila Health &
Puraton Bazar Family Planning Officer
Upazila: Birampur &
District: Dinajpur. Designated Officer (RTI)

Ghoraghat, Dinajpur.

Decision Paper
(Date: 2910-2014)

The complainant Mr. A. S. M. Alamgir lodged petition on 06.05.2014 to Dr. Shamsur Rahman,
Upazila Health & Family Planning Officer and Designated Officer (RTI) seeking for the following
information according to Right to Information Act, 2609

01.How much money have been earned in which head for last two years for Ghoraghat
Upazila Health Complex and how much money have been spent in which head, the
photocopy signed by authority of entire vouchers along with full details of the account
of income & expendiure. Whether any officeremployee dwells in the residential
building? If, dwell, their name & designation & mobile number. How much money
have been collected from them on which basis.

02.The amount of month wise electric bill for last two years of HealthComplex and
Residential Building. The photocopy of paidup bill. The name, designation & mobile
phone number of on duty all along with the entire officers, physicians and employees
on duty in Ghoraghat Health Complex and Department of Family Planning.

03.The entire descriptions of conducting program, activities directed by the Government
in recently measlesrubella vaccinating program in Ghoraghat Upazila. Where which
function, program have been performed, its description. Amount of separate
allotment, regulation of allotment expenditure in each program fixed by the
Government in MeaslesRubella vaccinating program and entire photocopies of
vouchers signed by the authority of allotment expenditure.

02. Having not found desired information within the fixed time the complainant appealed to
Civil Surgeon & Appellate Authority (RTI), Office of the Civil Surgean, Dinajpur on 09.07.2014.
Despite of filing appeal having not found any remedy he submittegleorhto the Information
Commission on 14.09.2014.

03. The matter was discussed in the meeting on 02.10.2014. According to decision of the
meeting summonses were issued to the concerned parties fixing the date of hearing on 29.10.2014.



04. On the fxed date of hearing the complainant Mr. A. S. M. Alamgir remained absent. But the
opposite party Dr. Shamsur Rahman, Upazila Health and Family Planning Officer and Designated
Officer (RTI), Ghoraghat, Dinajpur appeared. The Designated Officer (RTI) medtion his
statement that the complainant has been provided his desired information.

05. The complainant by sending letter to Information Commission mentioned that he has got his
desired information. At present he has no complainant, so he has reqoesttie the complaint.
Discussion
After hearing the statement of opposite party and after reviewing the submitted evidence it

appeared that the Designated Officer (RTI) has supplied complainant his desired information and the
complainant has obtainetésired information so, the complaint seems to be disposable.

Decision

Since the complainant has obtained desired information so, the complaint is disposed of.
Let the copy be sent to the concerned parties.
Signed / Signed/ Signed /

(Prof. Dr. Khurshida Begum Syeed (Nepal Chandra Sarker) (Mohammed Farooq)
Information Commissioner Information Commissionel Chief Information Commissione



Information Commission
Archaeology Building (2nd Floor)
F-4/A, Agargaon Administrative Area
Shere-Bangla Nagar, Dhak&a207
Fax088 02 9110638

Complaint No: 108/2014
Complainant: Mr. Igbal Hossain Forkan Opposite Party: Rikta Datta

S/O. Late Alhaj M. A. Fattah Deputy Registrar

A/1, Paltan Bilash (Co-ordination & Work Evaluation)
72, Purana Paltan &

Dhaka1000. Designated Officer (RTI)

Department of C@perative
Samabay Bhaban
F-10/A-B Agargaon, Dhakd 207.

Decision Paper
(Date: 24-11-2014)

The complainant filed gaplaint again to the Information Commission on 15.09.2014 against
Deputy Registrar (Gordination & Work Evaluation) and Designated Officer (RTI) of Department of
Co-operative, Rikta Datta in the matter of his submitted complaint no. 40/2014. He menhahed
after hearing in the matter of complaint no. 40/2014 according to taken decision the Designated Officer
(RTI) supplied information on 28.08.2014, which is incomplete. He filed complaint again to the
Information Commission to get entire information.

02. The matter was discussed in the meeting on 02.10.2014. According to decision of the
meeting summonses were issued to the concerned parties fixing the date of hearing on 29.10.

03. The Designated Officer (RTI) prayed seeking for time. The time pnagdyeen sanctioned
by the commission and fixing date of hearing again on 24.11.2014 summonses were issued to the
concerned parties.

04. On the fixed date of hearing the complainant Mr. Igbal Hossain Forkan and the opposite
party Deputy Registrar (Cordination & Work Evaluation) and Designated Officer (RTI) of
Department of Caperative, Rikta Datta appeared. The complainant mentioned in his statement that
after last hearing in the matter of complaint no. 40/2014 according to taken decision the Dasignate
Officer (RTI) has supplied the information of 01 Audit Report among his desired 09 information. He
has filed complaint again to the Information Commission to get entire information.

05. The opposite party Deputy Registrar {@dination & Work Evaluabn) and Designated
Officer (RTI) of Department of Goperative, Rikta Datta mentioned in her statement that the entire
information of the complainant was available in the supplied audit report. The complainant because of
not being satisfied with the supgdi information today she came again with desired entire information
of the complaint. The Designated Officer (RTI) has assured to supply the entire information of the
complainant according to direction of the Information Commission.



06. At the time of haring the Designated Officer (RTI) presented the reply of desired
information of the complainant to the Information Commission. The complainant mentioned that
which information has been brought to supply him, in it there is no certification of Desigrfated O
(RTI). If the Commission mention the matter to supply the complainant his desired information by duly
certifying according to rule of Right to Information (regarding receiving information) Rules, 2009 to
the Designated Officer (RTI), the Designa@fficer (RTI) has consented to it.

Discussion

After hearing the statement of both the complainant & the opposite party and after reviewing
the submitted evidences it appeared that the complainant has been supplied before the information o
audit report.Because of the complainant being dissatisfied in obtained information the Designated
Officer has come with desired information of the complainant. The Designated Officer (RTI) because
of assuring to supply the entire information of the complainant acgptdi Right to Information
(regarding receiving information) Act, the complaint seems to be disposable.

Decision

After detailed discussion the complaint is disposed of with the following directions:

1. The Deputy Registrar (Cordination & Work Evalation) and Designated Officer (RTI) of
Department of Caperative is directed to supply complainant the information along with
proper certification without delay subject to pay the cost of information.

2. The Designted Officer (RTI) is directed to deposit money collected as cost of supplied
information in the code of-3301:0001-1807 according to sectie® of Right to Information
Act, 2009 and rulé of Right to Information (regarding information receiving) Rule20

3. Both parties are directed to inform the Information Commission after implementing the
directions.

Let the copy be sent to the concerned parties.

Signed / Signedf Signed /
(Prof. Dr. Khurshida Begum Syee (Nepal Chandra &ker) (Mohammed Farooq)
Information Commissioner Information Commissioner  Chief Information Commissione



Information Commission
Archaeology Building (2nd Floor)
F-4/A, Agargaon Administrative Area
Shere-Bangla Nagar, Dhak&a207
Fax088 02 9110638

Complaint No: 109/2014

Complainant: Fuli Mondal Opposite Party: Upazila Nirbahi Officer
D/O. Amal Mondal &
Village + Post Office: Fingri Designated Officer (RTI)
Police Station + District Sadar Upazila, Satkhira.
Satkhira.

Decision Paper
(Date: 2910-2014)

The complainant Fuli Mondal lodged petition by registered post on 25.05.2014 to Upazila Nirbahi
Officer and Designated Officer (RTI) of Satkhira Sadar Upazila, Mr. Md. Asaduzzaman seeking for the
following information according to Righo Information Act, 2009

1 In case of getting van and education stipends for Anthropological Community, whether

remain rule to become member officially at any local NGO for the Aboriginal Bagdee, its
information.

02. Having not found desired inforn@t within fixed time the complainant appealed to Mr. Nazmul
Ahsan, Deputy Commissioner and Appellate Authority (RTI), Satkhira through registered post on
27.07.2014. Despite of filing appeal having not found any remedy she submitted complaint to the
Information Commission on 15.09.2014.

03. The matter was discussed in the meeting on 02.10.2014. According to decision of the meeting
summonses were issued to the concerned parties fixing the date of hearing on 29.10.2014.

04. On the fixed date of hearingetcomplainant Fuli Mondal remained absent. But the opposite party
ex Upazila Nirbahi Officer and Designated Officer (RTI) of Sadar Upazila of Satkhira District [at
present Upazila Nirbahi Officer of Terokhada Upazila of Khulna district] Mr. Md. Asaduzzama
appeared. The Designated Officer (RTI) mentioned in his statement that at the time of remaining on
duty as Upazila Nirbahi Officer of Satkhira Sadar Upazila he obtained the prayer for getting
information, accordingly the information was made in due tim#,the applicant because of not
contacting subsequently it was not possible to provide information.



Discussion

After hearing the statement of opposite party it appeared that complaint have no requirement for

information, so the complaint seems to be disposable.

Decision

Since, the compl aearngand she lzabe@raquirememt for iofanaagion, s
so, the complaint is disposed of with dismissal order.

Let the copy be sent to the concerned parties.

Signed / Signedf Signed /
(Prof. Dr. Khurshida Begum Syeed (Nepal Chandr&arker) (Mohammed Farooq)
Information Commissioner Information Commissionel  Chief Information Commissioner



Information Commission
Archaeology Building (2nd Floor)
F-4/A, Agargaon Administrative Area
Shere-Bangla Nagar, Dhak&a207
Fax088 02 9110638

Complaint No: 110/2014

Complainant: Jayanti Rani Opposite Party: Upazila Nirbahi Officer
D/O. Shantosh Gain &
Komarpur, Designated Officer (RTI)
P.O: Bhaluka Chandpur Sadar Upazila, Satkhira.

Police Station+District: Satkhira

Decision Paper
(Date: 2910-2014)

The complainant Jayanti Rani lodged petition by registered post on 25.05.2014 to Upazila Nirbahi
Officer and Designated Officer (RTI) of Satkhira Sadar Upazila, Mr. Md. Asaduzzaman seeking for the
following information according to Righo Information Act, 2009

1 How many students have been given education stipends at Dhulihor Union of Sadar Upazila
to study for Anthropological Community for the fiscal year 201314 from the office of the
Prime Minister, its  information.

02. Hawng not found desired information within fixed time the complainant appealed to Mr.
Nazmul Ahsan, Deputy Commissioner and Appellate Authority (RTI), Satkhira through registered post
on 27.07.2014. Despite of filing appeal having not found any remedy Iskdecbmplaint to the
Information Commission on 15.09.2015.

03. The matter was discussed in the meeting on 02.10.2014. According to decision of the meeting
summonses were issued to the concerned parties fixing the date of hearing day on 29.10.2014.

04. On the fixed date of hearing the complainant Jayanti Rani Mondal and the opposite party ex
Upazila Nirbahi Officer and Designated Officer (RTI) of Sadar Upazila of Satkhira District [at present
Upazila Nirbahi Officer of Terokhada Upazila of Khulna didjridr. Md. Asaduzzaman appeared.

The complainant mentioned in her statement that according to Right to Information Act, 2009 she
lodged petition to Designated Officer (RTI) seeking for the information mentioned in paragraph no.1.
Having not found informatin she appealed to Appellate Authority (RTI). Despite of filing appeal to
the Appellate Authority having not found any remedy she submitted complaint to the Information
Commission.



05. The Ex Upazila Nirbahi Officer and Designated Officer (RTI) of Salpmzila of Satkhira
District mentioned in his statement that at present having transferred he is working at Terokhada
Upazila of Khulna District. Because of being issued summon in his name he has appeared in hearing o
commission. At the time of remainigy duty as Upazila Nirbahi Officer of Sadar Upazila of Satkhira
he obtained prayer for getting information, accordingly, the information was made in due time. But
subsequently because of not contacting the applicant it was not possible to give inforAfegion.
receiving summon if contact again with complainant on 13.10.2014 at 10:00AM the complainant
appeared in his office and her desired information has been supplied.

06. In pursuance of statement of Designated Officer (RTI) the complainant mentiahadhén
she contacted in the office of Designated Officer a signature was taken on a list from her. But she was
not supplied any information.

07. Despite of taking signature from the complainant why she was not given information in a query
of the commision the ex Upazila Nirbahi Officer and Designated Officer (RTI) of Sadar Upazila of
Satkhira District informed that he empowered the employee of his office for providing information by
taking signature. He was informed to this effect that the informbatasrbeen provided properly and at
the time of giving information the photograph of the complainant was taken, yet the matter is not
comprehensible to inform to the commission to this effect that they did not receive information.

08. In pursuance of staient of Upazila Nirbahi Officer and Designated Officer (RTI) the
complainant informed that the money of education stipends is given by bearer cheque from the office
of Upazila Nirbahi Officer. Mr. Mokhles and Modal Mondal were given the cheque to withitiiaw
money. But withdrawing money they did not repay money. According to Right to Information Act
having not supplied information her, the signature was taken on the said list. A vicious circle worked
for embezzling the money of stipend.

09. According to Right to Information Act, 2009 (regarding information receiving) Rules, 2009
when the commission mentioned the matter of supplying information along with certification,
signature & seal of Designated Officer the present Ex Upazila Ni@fdber and Designated Officer
(RTI) assured to supply information duly through presently working Designated Officer (RTI).

Discussion

After hearing the statement of both the complainant and the opposite party and after reviewing
the submitted evidencas appeared that the complainant did not receive information. Rather her
signature has been taken on a | ist -dofRighttoed w
Information (regarding information receiving) Rules, 2009 by certifying each pagdoomation
endorsing the name, designation, signature and official seal of Designated Officer no information was
given, it has been proved by submitted papEms. present Ex Upazila Nirbahi Officer and Designated
Officer (RTI) assured to supply the cphainant her desired information through presently working
Upazila Nirbahi Officer and Designated Officer (RTI) in Sadar Upazila of Satkhira District. On the
other hand, the Information Commission passed opinion to this effect that it is needed toate/éstig



complaint combined with not properly distribution the money of education stipends and feel necessity
to direct to investigate the matter through presently working Upazila Nirbahi Officer.

Decision
After detailed discussion the complaint is dispbséwith the following directions:

1. Upazila Nirbahi Officer and Designated Officer (RTI) of Sadar Upazila of Satkhira District is
directed to supply the complainant her desired information along with duly certification,
signature and seal by next 01ekerom date of receipt of this order subject to pay the cost of
information.

2. By investigating into the matter of complajdragraph no.8 combined not properly
distributing the money of education stipends, Upazila Nirbahi Officer and DesignateerOffic
(RTI) of Sadar Upazila of Satkhira District is directed to send the report in favour of the
commission.

3. The Designated officer (RTI) is directed to deposit money collected as cost of supplied
information in the code of-3301:0001-1807 according teectionr9 of Right to Information
Act, 2009 and ruk8 of Right to Information (regarding information receiving) Rules, 2009.

4. Both parties are directed to inform the Information Commission after implementing the
directions.

Let the copy be sent to the concerned parties.

Signed 4 Signedf Signed 4
(Prof. Dr. Khurshida Begum Syeec (Nepal Chandra Sarker) (Mohammed Farooq)
Information Commissioner Information Commissionel Chief Information Commissione



Information Commission
Archaeology Building (2nd Floor)
F-4/A, Agargaon Administrative Area
Shere-Bangla Nagar, Dhak&a207
Fax088 02 9110638

Complaint No: 111/2014

Complainant: Mr. Bhola Mondal Opposite Party: Upazilla Nirbahi Officer
S/O. Nitai Mondal &
Komorpur Designated Officer (RTI)
P.O: Bhaluka Chandpur Sadar Upazila, Satkhira.

P.S+Dist: Satkhira

Decision Paper
(Date: 2910-2014)

The complainant Mr. Bhola Mondal filed petition by registeredtpm 25.05.2014 to the
Upazila Nirbahi Officer and Designated Officer (RTI) of Satkhira Sadar Upazila Mr. Md.
Asaduzzaman as per Secti®fl) of Righ tot Information Act, 2009 seeking for the following
information:

1 How many leg run puller van have ber distributed amongst whom at Dhulihor
Union of Sadar Upazila for development of Anthropologist Community for the fiscal
year 201314 from the office of the Prime Minister, its name list and copy of policy of
Van distribution.

02. Having not found the desired information within fixed time, the complainant appealed to
Mr. Nazmul Ahsan, Deputy Commissioner and Appellate Authority (RTI), Satkhira through registered
post on 27.07.2014. After that without getting any solution euvten lafiging the appeal he complained
in Information Commission on 15.09.2015.

03. The matter was discussed in the meeting of the commission on 02.10.2014. As per decision
of the meeting summonses were issued to the parties concerned fixing the dateirgf be
29.10.2014

04. On the fixed date of hearing the complainant Mr. Bhola Mondal and the opposite party ex
Upazila Nirbahi Officer and Designated Officer (RTI) of Sadar Upazila of Satkhira District [at present
Upazila Nirbahi Officer of Terokhada @pila of Khulna district] Mr. Md. Asaduzzaman are appeared.
The complainant in his statement explained that as per Right to Information Act, 2009 prayed to
Designated Officer (RTI) seeking for information mentioned in paragraph no.1. Having not found
information appealed to Appellate Authority (RTI). After making appeal to the Appellate Authority
having not found any remedy he submitted complaint in Information Commission.



05. Ex Upazila Executive Officer and Designated Officer (RTI) of Sadar Upazilatkiiga
District in his statement mentioned that at present he has been transferred to Terokhada Upazila o
Khulna District. Because of issuing summon in his name he appeared in hearing of commission. At the
time of remaining on duty as Upazila Nirbahi iO&r of Sadar Upazila of Satkhira he obtained prayer
of receiving information, according to that the information is prepared in due time. But subsequently
because of not contacting the petitioner providing information is not possible. After issuing summon
contact was made again with complainant on 13.10.2014 at 10:00AM the complainant appeared in his
office and his desired information is supplied.

06. In pursuance of statement of Designated Officer (RTI) the complainant mentioned that
when he contacted e office of Designated Officer took a signature on a list from him. But he was
not supplied any information.

07. After taking signature from the complainant why he did not provide information in a query
the ex Upazila Nirbahi Officer and Designatedi€r (RTI) of Sadar Upazila of Satkhira District
informed that he empowered an employee of his office for issuing information by taking signature. He
was informed to this effect that the information has been given properly and at the time of giving
information the photograph of the complainant is taken yet the matter is not comprehensible to inform
to the commission to this effect that they did not receive information.

08. As per Right to Information (regarding information receiving) Regulation, 2009 by
receiving information value if mention in commission the matter of certification, signature and seal
including information supplying of Designated Officer gave assurance of duly information supply
through ex Upazila Nirbahi Officer and Designated Offi€€FIj at presenDesignated Officer (RTI).

Discussion

Hearing the statement of both complainant and opposite party and reviewing the submitted
evidences it appeared that the complainant did not receive information. Although his signature was
taken on thdist regarding van supply as per Rdleof Right to Information (regarding information
receiving) Regulation, 2009 by certifying in each page no information was given affixing name,
designation, signature and seal of Designated Officer. Because of aseusumqgply his certificate,
signature and seal including information through presence ex Upazila Executive Officer and
Designated Officer (RTI), at present on duty in Sadar Upazila of Satkhira District Upazila Nirbahi
Officer and Designated Officer (RThé complaint is seems to be  disposable.

Decision
After detailed discussion the complaint is disposed of with the following instructions.

1. The present Nirkda Officer and Designated Officer (RTI) of Satkhira Sadar Upazila is directed
to supply the requested information to the within next one week on the condition of paying the
cost of information complainant his desired information by next one week fromfdateeipt
of this order.



2. The Designated Officer (RTI) has been directed to deposit the money in code no:
1-3301:0002-1807 in public treasury the cost of the provided information according to section
9 of the Right to Information Act, 2009, and ruleR&ght to Information Act (Regarding
information receiving) Rules, 20009.

3. Both the parties are directed to inform the Information Commission after implementing the
directions.

Let the copy be sent to the concerned parties.

Signed / Signed/ Signed /
(Prof. Dr. Khushida Begum Syeec (Nepal Chandra Sarker) (Mohammed Farooq)
Information Commissioner Information Commissionel Chief Information Commissione



Information Commission
Archaeology Building (2nd Floor)
F-4/A, Agargaon Administrative Area
Shere-Bangla Nagar, Dhak&a207
Fax088 02 9110638

Complaint No: 112/2014

Complainant: Nomita Rani Mondal Opposite Party: Upazila Nirbahi Officer
D/O. Binda Mondal &
Komorpur Designated Officer (RTI)
P.O: Bhaluka Chandpur Sadar Upazila, Satkhira.

P.S+Dist: Satkhira

Decision Paper
(Date: 2910-2014)

The complainant Nomita Rani Mondal prayed to Upazila Nirbahi Officer and Designated
Officer (RTI) of Satkhira Sadar Upazila Mr. Md. Asaduzzaman by registered post@m2014 as per
Section8(1) of Right to Information Act, 2009 through seeking for the following information.

1 How many leg run puller van have been distributed amangst whom at Dhulihor
Union of Sadar Upazila for development of Anthropological Community for the fiscal
year 201314 from the office of the Prime Minister, its name list and information
regarding policy.

02. Having not found the desired informationhint fixed time, the complainant appealed to
Mr. Nazmul Ahsan, Deputy Commissioner and Appellate Authority (RTI), Satkhira through registered
post on 27.07.2014. After that without getting any remedy, she filed complaint to the Information
Commission on 159.2015.

03. The matter was discussed in the meeting of the commission on 02.10.2014. As per decision
of the meeting summonses were issued to the parties concerned fixing the date of hearing on
29.10.2014.

04. On fixed date of hearing the complainanita Rani Mondal and the opposite party ex
Upazila Nirbahi Officer and Designated Officer (RTI) of Sadar Upazila of Satkhira District [at present
Upazila Executive Officer of Terokhada Upazila of Khulna district] Mr. Md. Asaduzzaman are
appeared. The comghant in her statement explained that as per the Right to Information Act, 2009
prayed to Designated Officer (RTI) demanding information mentioned in paragraph no.1. Having not
found information appealed to Appellate Authority (RTI). After making appeahé Appellate
Authority she did not found any remedy and she submitted complaint in Information Commission.



05. Ex Upazila Nirbahi Officer and Designated Officer (RTI) of Sadar Upazila of Satkhira
District in his statement mentioned that at presentdsebeen transferred to Terokhada Upazila of
Khulna District. Because of issuing summon in his name he appeared in hearing of the commission. At
the time of remaining on duty as Upazila Executive Officer of Sadar Upazila of Satkhira he obtained
prayer of eceiving information, according to that the information is prepared in due time. But
subsequently because of not contacting the petitioner it was not possible to give information. After
issuing summon he contacted again with complainant on 13.10.201408A00the complainant
appeared in his office and his desired information is supplied.

06. In pursuance of statement of the Designated Officer (RTI), the complainant mentioned that
when she was contacted in the office of the Designat officer a signadsreaken on a list from her.
But she was not supplied any information.

07. After taking signature from the complainant why she was not given information in a query,
sthe ex Upazila Nirbahi Officer and Designated Officer (RTI) of Sadar Upazila of Saikktrect
informed that he empowered an employee of his office for issuing information by taking signature. He
was informed to this effect that the information has been given properly and at the time of giving
information the photograph of the complainantaken yet the matter is not comprehensible to inform
to the commission to this effect that they did not receive information.

08. As per the Right Information (regarding information receiving) Regulation, 2009 by
receiving information value if mentiolm commission the matter of certificate, signature and seal
including information supplying of Designated Officer gave assurance of duly information supply
through ex Upazila Nirbahi Officer and Designated Officer (RTI) at present Designated Officer (RTI).

Discussion

Hearing the statement of both complainant and opposite party and after reviewing the submitted
evidences, it appeared that the complainant did not receive information. Although her signature is taken
on the list regarding van supply as perle-4 of Information Right (regarding information receiving)
Regulation, 2009 by certifying in each page no information was given affixing name, designation,
signature and seal of Designated Officer. Because of assuring to supply his certificate esagwhtur
seal including information through presence ex Upazila Nirbahi Officer and Designated Officer (RTI),
at present on duty in Sadar Upazila of Satkhira District Upazila Nirbahi Officer and Designated Officer
(RTI) the complaint is seems to be disposable

Decision
After detailed discussion the complaint is disposed of with the following instructions.
1. The Designated Officer has been directed to provide the requested information to the
complainant within next one week on the citiod of paying the cost of information.

2. He has been directed to deposit the realized money in code3321D001-1807 in public
treasury the cost of provided information according to section 9 of the Right to Information Act,
2009 and rule 8 of thRight to Information (regarding information receiving) Rules, 2009.



3. Both the parties are directed to inform the Information Commission after implementing the
directions.

Let the copy be sent to the concerned parties.
Signed / Signed/ Signed /

(Prof. Dr. Khurshidla Begum Syeed  (Nepal Chandra Sarker) (Mohammed Farooq)
Information Commissioner Information Commissione Chief Information Commissionel



Information Commission
Archaeology Building (2nd Floor)
F-4/A, Agargaon Administrative Area
Shere-Bangla Nagar, Dhak&a207
Fax088 02 9110638

Complaint No: 113/2014

Complainant: Anjana Rani Mondal Opposite Party: Upazila Nirbahi Officer
D/O. Kanai Mondal &
Village+ P.O: Fingri Designated Officer (RTI)
P.S+Dist: Satkhira Sadar Upazila, Satkhira.

Decision Paper
(Date: 2910-2014)

The complainant Anjata Rani Mondal prayed to Upazila Nirbahi Officer and Designated
Officer (RTI) of Sakhira Sadar Upazila Mr. Md. Asaduzzaman by registered post on 25.05.2014 as per
Section8(1) of Right to Information Act, 2009 through seeking for the following information.

1 How many stipends have been distributed amongst whom atirigri Union of Sadar
Upazila for development of Anthropologist Community for the fiscal year 20134
from the office of the Prime Minister.

02. Having not found the desired information within fixed time, the complainant appealed to
Mr. Nazmul Ahsan, DepytCommissioner and Appellate Authority (RTI), Satkhira through registered
post on 27.07.2014. After that without getting any remedy, she filed complaint to the Information
Commission on 15.09.2015.

03. The matter was discussed in the meeting of the cesionion 02.10.2014. As per decision
of the meeting summonses were issued to the parties concerned fixing the date of hearing on
29.10.2014.

04. On fixed date of hearing the complainant Anjana Rani Mondal is absent but the opposite
party ex Upazila NirbalOfficer and Designated Officer (RTI) of Sadar Upazila of Satkhira District [at
present Upazila Nirbahi Officer of Terokhada Upazila of Khulna district] Mr. Md. Asaduzzaman is
present. Ex Upazila Nirbahi Officer and Designated Officer (RTI) of Sadar Mddzatkhira District
in his statement mentioned that at present he has been transferred to Terokhada Upazila of Khulne
District. Because of issuing summon in his name he appeared in hearing of the commission. At the time
of remaining on duty as UpaziMirbahi Officer of Sadar Upazila of Satkhira he obtained prayer of
receiving information, according to that the information is prepared in due time. But subsequently
because of not contacting the petitioner it was not possible to give information. sdiegisummon,



when she contacted again with complainant, she informed with the declaration that she did not apply
for any information and she had no necessity for the information.

05. In pursuance of the submitted declaration, it is found that the coargldid not apply for
how many stipends have been distributed amongst whom at Fingri Union, rather somebody applied
using her name. She did not apply for information. She had no necessity for the information.

Discussion

Hearing the statement of tli@esignated Officer and reviewing the submitted declaration, it
appeared that the complainant did not apply for information on van supply rather somebody applied
using her name. But the present complaint is related with education stipend. Moreovenpiagnemt
is absent, so the complaint seems to be disposable

Decision

As the complainant remained absent on the date of hearing, so the complaint is hereby
dismissed.

Let the copy be sent to the concerned parties.

Signed / Signed/ Signed /
(Prof. Dr. Khurshida Begum Syeed (Nepal Chandra Sarker) (Mohammed Farooq)
Information Commissioner Information Commissionel Chief Information Commissione



Information Commission
Archaeology Building (2nd Floor)
F-4/A, Agargaon Administrative Area
Shere-Bangla Nagar, Dhak&a207
Fax088 02 9110638

Complaint No: 114/2014

Complainant: Shikha Rani Mondal Opposite Party: Upazila Nirbahi Officer
D/O. Kishori Mondal &
Komorpur, Designated Officer (RTI)
P.O: Bhaluka Chandpur Sadar Upazila, Satkhira.

P.S+Dist: Satkhira

Decision Paper
(Date: 2910-2014)

The complainant Shikha Rani Mondal prayed to Upazila Nirbahi Officer and Designated
Officer (RTI) of Satkhira Sadar Upazila Mr. Md. Asaduzzaman bigteged post on 25.05.2014 as per
Section8(1) of Right to Information Act, 2009 through seeking for the following information.

1 How many leg run puller van have been distributed amongst whom at Dhulihor
Union of Sadar Upazila for development of Anthromlogical Community for the fiscal
year 201314 from the office of the Prime Minister, its name list and information
regarding policy.

02. Having not found the desired information within fixed time, the complainant appealed to
Mr. Nazmul Ahsan, Deputy Commissioner and Appellate Authority (RTI), Satkhira through registered
post on 27.07.2014. After that without getting any remedy, she dbenplaint to the Information
Commission on 15.09.2015.

03. The matter was discussed in the meeting of the commission on 02.10.2014. As per decision
of the meeting summonses were issued to the parties concerned fixing the date of hearing on
29.10.2014.

04. On the fixed date of hearing, the complainant Shikha Rani Mondal and the opposite party ex
Upazila Nirbahi Officer and Designated Officer (RTI) of Sadar Upazila of Satkhira District [at present
Upazila Executive Officer of Terokhada Upazila of Khuldigtrict] Mr. Md. Asaduzzaman are
appeared. The complainant in her statement explained that as per the Right to Information Act, 2009
prayed to Designated Officer (RTI) demanding information mentioned in paragraph no.1. Having not
found information appealeto Appellate Authority (RTI). After making appeal to the Appellate
Authority she did not found any remedy and she submitted complaint in Information Commission.



05. Ex Upazila Nirbahi Officer and Designated Officer (RTI) of Sadar Upazila of Satkhira
District in his statement mentioned that at present he has been transferred to Terokhada Upazila o
Khulna District. Because of issuing summon in his name he appeared in hearing of the commission. At
the time of remaining on duty as Upazila Executive Offafebadar Upazila of Satkhira he obtained
prayer of receiving information, according to that the information is prepared in due time. But
subsequently because of not contacting the petitioner it was not possible to give information. After
issuing summon heontacted again with complainant on 13.10.2014 at 10:00AM the complainant
appeared in his office and his desired information is supplied.

06. In pursuance of the statement of the Designated Officer (RTI), the complainant mentioned
that when she was cauted in the office of the Designated Officer a signature was taken on a list from
her. But she was not supplied any information.

07. After taking signature from the complainant why she was not given information in a query,
the ex Upazila Nirbahi Officeand Designated Officer (RTI) of Sadar Upazila of Satkhira District
informed that he empowered an employee of his office for issuing information by taking signature. He
was informed to this effect that the information has been given properly and at ¢heftgiving
information the photograph of the complainant is taken yet the matter is not comprehensible to inform
to the commission to this effect that they did not receive information.

08. As per the Right Information (regarding information receivingpu®ation, 2009 by
receiving information value if mention in commission the matter of certificate, signature and seal
including information supplying of Designated Officer gave assurance of duly information supply
through the present Designated Officer (RT

Discussion

Hearing the statement of both complainant and opposite party and after reviewing the submitted
evidences, it appeared that the complainant did not receive information. Although her signature is taken
on the list regarding van supply ag prule-4 of Information Right (regarding information receiving)
Regulation, 2009 by certifying in each page no information was given affixing name, designation,
signature and seal of Designated Officer. Because of assuring to supply his certificatereseymt
seal including information through present Upazila Nirbahi Officer and Designated Officer (RTI), of
Sadar Upazila of Satkhira District Upazila Nirbahi Officer and Designated Officer (RTI) the complaint
seems to be disposable.

Decision

After detailed discussion the complaint is disposed of with the following instructions.

1. The Designated Officer has been directed to provide the requested information to the
complainant within next one week on the condition of paying the cost of informat



2. He has been directed to deposit the realized money in code3321D0011807 in public
treasury the cost of provided information according to section 9 of the Right to Information Act,
2009 and rule 8 of the Right to Information (regardingrnfation receiving) Rules, 2009.

3. Both the parties are directed to inform the Information Commission after implementing the
directions.

Let the copy be sent to the concerned parties.

Signed / Signedf Signed /
(Prof. Dr. Khurshida Begum Syeec (Nepal Chandra Sarker) (Mohammed Farooq)
Information Commis®ener Information Commissione Chief Information Commissione



Information Commission
Archaeology Building (2nd Floor)
F-4/A, Agargaon Administrative Area
Shere-Bangla Nagar, Dhak&a207
Fax088 02 9110638

Complaint No: 115/2014

Complainant: Anjali Mondal Opposite Party: Upazila Nirbahi Officer
D/O. Hridoy Mondal &
Komorpur, Designated Officer (RTI)
P.O: Bhaluka Chandpur Sadar Upazila, Satkhira.

P.S+Dist: Satkhira

Decision Paper
(Date: 2910-2014)

The complainant Anjali Mondal on 25.05.2014 as per Se@&(ah of Information Right Act,
2009 prayed to Upazila Executive Officer and Authorized Officer (RTI) of Satkhira Sadar Upazila Mr.
Md. Asaduzzaman through regispost seeking for the following information.

1 Information whether aboriginal Bagdee (Paroi) can officially become member of any
local NGO Association in case of obtaining leg run van and education stipends allotted
for Anthropologist Community.

02. Having not found desired information within fixed time, the complainant appealed to Mr.
Nazmul Ahsan, Deputy Commissioner and Appellate Authority (RTI), Satkhira through registered post
on 27.07.2014. After filing appeal without getting any solutidme somplained in Information
Commission on 15.09.2015.

03. The matter was discussed in the meeting on 02.10.2014. As per decision of the meeting
summonses were issued to the concerned parties fixing the date of hearing on 29.10.2014.

04. On the fixed da of hearing the complainant Anjali Mondal and the opposite party ex
Upazila Nirbahi Officer and Designated officer (RTI) of Sadar Upazila of Satkhira District [at present
Upazila Nirbahi Officer of Terokhada Upazila of Khulna district] Mr. Md. Asaduzzeane appeared.

The complainant in her statement explained that as per Right to Information Act, 2009 she prayed to
Designated Officer (RTI) seeking for information mentioned in paragraph no.1. Having not found
information appealed to Appellate AuthoritgTl). After making appeal to the Appellate Authority
having not found any remedy she submitted complaint in Information Commission.

05. Ex Upazila Nirbahi Officer and Designated Officer (RTI) of Sadar Upazila of Satkhira
District in his statement mentied that at present he has been transferred to Terokhada Upazila of



Khulna District. Because of issuing summon in his name he appeared in hearing of the commission. At
the time of remaining on duty as Upazila Nirbahi Officer of Sadar Upazila of Satkhohtaieed

prayer of receiving information, according to that the information is prepared in due time. But
subsequently because of not contacting the petitioner it was not possible to give information. After
issuing summon,when contacted again with compiaioa 13.10.2014 at 10:00AM the complainant
appeared in his office and her desired information is supplied.

06. In pursuance of statement of Designated Officer (RTI) the complainant mentioned that
when she contacted in the office of Designated Officeignature was taken on a list from her. But
she was not supplied any information.

07. After taking signature from the complainant why she was not given information in a query,
the ex Upazila Nirbahi Officer and Designated Officer (RTI) of Sadar Upatitsatkhira District
informed that he empowered an employee of his office for issuing information by taking signature. He
was informed to this effect that the information has been given properly and at the time of giving
information the photograph of th@mplainant was taken yet the matter is not comprehensible to
inform to the commission to this effect that they did not receive information.

08. In pursuance of statement of Upazila Nirbahi Officer and Designated Officer (RTI), the
complainant informedhat education stipends are given by bearer cheque from the office of the Upazila
Nirbahi Officer. For withdrawing this money, cheques were given to Mr. Mokhles and Madan Mondal.
But withdrawing the money they did not pay that. As per Right to Informatiinndt supplying
information, her signature was taken on the said list. A group work for embezzling the money of
stipends.

09. As per Right to Information (regarding information receiving) Regulation, 2009 if the
commission mention the matter ofarhation supply including certificate, signature and seal of
Designated Officer (RTI), assured for duly supplying information through present Upazila Nirbahi
Officer and Designated Officer (RTI).

Discussion

Hearing the statements of both complainant apgosite party and after reviewing the
submitted evidences, it appeared that the complainant did not receive information. Rather her signature
has been taken on a list combined with 12 persons. As pedRuilRight to Information (regarding
information eceiving) Regulation, 2009 by certifying in each page of information no information was
given affixing name, designation, signature and seal of Designated Officer. It has been provided on
submitted papers. Assured to supply desired information to the amrapl through present Upazila
Nirbahi Officer and Designated Officer (RTI) of Sadar Upazila of Satkhira District. On the other hand,
information commission because of not properly distributed education stipends money opined to this
effect the combined copfainant is needed investigation and feel necessity to direct to investigate the
matter through present Upazila Nirbahi Officer.



Decision

After detailed discussion the complaint is disposed of with the following instructions.

1. The Designated Officer has been directed to provide the requested information to the
complainant within next one week on the condition of paying the cost of information.

2. Because of not properly distributed the education stipends money by investigathm
matter of combined complaupiaragraph no.8 Upazila Nirbahi Officer and Designated Officer
(RTI) of Satkhira Sadar Upazila is directed to send report in commission.

3. He has been directed to deposit the realized money in code33®21D0011807in public
treasury the cost of provided information according to section 9 of the Right to Information Act,
2009 and rule 8 of the Right to Information (regarding information receiving) Rules, 2009.

4. Both the parties are directed to inform the Infotiora Commission after implementing the
directions.

Let the copy be sent to the concerned parties.
Signed / Signedf Signed /

(Prof. Dr. Khurshida Begum Syeed (Nepal Chandra Sarker) (Mohammed Farooq)
Information Commissioner Information Commissioner Chief Information Commissioner



Information Commission
Archaeology Building (2nd Floor)
F-4/A, Agargaon Administrative Area
Shere-Bangla Nagar, Dhak&a207
Fax088 02 9110638

Complaint No: 116/2014

Complainant: Ambika Golder Opposite Party: Upazila Nirbahi Officer
W/O Sankar Golder &
Komorpur, Designated Officer (RTI)
P.O: Valuka Chandpur Sadar Upazila, Satkhira
Police Station+ District
Satkhira

Decision Paper
( Date: 2910-2014)

The complainant Ambika Golder smiiited the complaint to the Upazila Nirbahi Officer, Sadar
Upazila, Satkhira & Designated Officer (RTI) Mr. Md. Asaduzzaman o038014 according to
section 8(1) of Right to Information Act, 2009 via registered post seeking for the following
information

1 How many students of anthropological community of Dhulihar Union have been given
education stipend from the Prime 4 nistero

2. After that without getting any information even submission of the appeal, the complainant
submitted the complaint on Z¥77-2014 to Deputy Commissioner and Appellate Authority (RTI) Mr.
Nazmul Ahsan, Satkhira via registered post. Without getting anydeeeen submission of appeal,
she filed the complaint to the Information Commission 0i032014.

3. The matter was di scus s eld20ildAstpdr the deosiomofties i o
meeting, summonses were issued to both parties fixindetteeof hearing on 290-2014.

4. On the date of hearing due to the illness of Ambika Golder, her husband Sankar Golder on her
behalf and opposite party Sadar Upazila Satkh
(RTI) [at present underiKul na Di strict Trkhada Upazil abés N
were present. The complainant accused that, as per Right of Information Act. 2009 she applied for
information mentioned in section 1. But getting no information or solution submittezalapp
Appellate Authority. After that without getting any remedy even after lodging the appeal, the
complainant submitted the complaint to the Information Commission.

5. I n the statement for mer Sadar Up aated | a
Officer (RTI) mentioned that, at present he has been transferred to Terokhada Upazila, under Khulna
District. As, he has been summoned so he has appeared in the hearing of the commission. In his
working as Sadar Upazi |l aeerdddDesigndted @fficer hegptapplicdtian N i



for receiving information. According to this within proper time information was prepared. After that,
providing information was not possible for the cause of applicant does not contact.

06. Against the statement of Designated Officer (RTI) complainant mentioned that, when
contracted with office of the Designated Officer her signature was taken. But no information was
provided.

7. After taking signature from the complainant why she wagiven information in a query, the
ex Upazila Nirbahi Officer and Designated Officer (RTI) of Sadar Upazila of Satkhira District
informed that he empowered an employee of his office for issuing information by taking signature. He
was informed to this eftg that the information has been given properly and at the time of giving
information the photograph of the complainant is taken yet the matter is not comprehensible to inform
to the commission to this effect that they did not receive information

8. In pursuance of statement of Upazila Nirbahi Officer and Designated Officer (RTI), the complainant
informed that education stipends are given by bearer cheque from the office of the Upazila Nirbahi Officer. For
withdrawing this money, cheques were given to Mokhles and Madan Mondal. But withdrawing the money
they did not pay that. As per Right to Information Act not supplying information, her signature was taken on the
said list. A group work for embezzling the money of stipends.

9. As per information rigis (receiving information) regulation act 2009 seal and signature with
certificate whenever present to Upazila Nirbahi Officer (RTI) office he has given surety of providing
the information correctly.

Discussion

Hearing the statements of both and rewethe submitted evidences it was found that the
complainant did not receive information. Signature has been taken on a list of 12 persons. ag per rule
of Right to Information (receiving information) Rules 2009 its seal and signature prior issuing
certificate of every page of information, no information was provided. Ex Satkhira Upazila Nirbahi
Officer and Designated Officer (RTI) ensured to supply the correct information through the present
Upazila Nirbahi Officer. On the other hand, Information Consiois opined that an enquiry should
take place as the money was not distributed properly and the present Upazila Nirbahi Officer should
conduct the enquiry.

Decision
After detail discussion the complaint is disposed of with following directions

1. The Designated Officer (RTI) is directed to provide the requested information within one week
on the condition of paying the cost of information.

2. The Upazila Nirbahi Officer of Satkhira Sadar Upazila and the Designated Officer (RTI) is
directed to engjre into the complaint of not proper distribution of education stipend money in
para 8 and inform the commission.



3. The Designated Officer (RTI) has been directed to deposit the money in code no
1-3301:0002-1807 in public treasury the cost of the proddeformation according to section
9 of the Right to Information Act, 2009 and rule 8 of Right to Information (Information finding
related) Rules, 2009.

4. Both the parties are directed to inform the Information Commission after implementing the
directions

Let the copy be sent to the concerned parties.

Signed / Signed / Signed /
(Prof.: Dr. Khurshida Begum (Nepal Chandra Sarker) (Mohammed Farooq)
Sayeed) Information Commissioner Chief Information Commissione

Information Commissioner



Information Commission
Archaeology Building (2nd Floor)
F-4/A, Agargaon Administrative Area
Shere-Bangla Nagar, Dhak&a207
Fax088 02 9110638

Complaint No: 117/2014

Complainant: Shantana Golder Opposite Party: Upazila Nirbahi Officer
D/O. Dulal Golder &
Komorpur, Designated Officer (RTI)
P.O: Bhaluka Chandpur Sadar Upazila, Satkhira

P.S+Dist: Satkhira

Decision Paper
(Date: 2910-2014)

The complainant Shantana Golder prayed to Upazila Nirbahi Officer and Designated Officer
(RTI) of Satkhira Sadar Upazila Mr. Md. Asaduzzaman by registered post on 25.05.2014 as per
Section8(1) of Right to Information Act, 2009 through seeking for the following information.

1 How many leg run puller van have been distributed amongst whom at DHihor
Union of Sadar Upazila for development of Anthropological Community for the fiscal
year 201314 from the office of the Prime Minister, its name list and information
regarding policy.

02. Having not found the desired information within fixed time, the complainant appealed to
Mr. Nazmul Ahsan, Deputy Commissioner and Appellate Authority (RTI), Satkhira through registered
post on 27.07.2014. After that without getting any remedy, she ¢benplaint to the Information
Commission on 15.09.2015.

03. The matter was discussed in the meeting of the commission on 02.10.2014. As per decision
of the meeting summonses were issued to the parties concerned fixing the date of hearing on
29.10.2014.

04. On the fixed date of hearing, the complainant Shantana Golder is absent but the opposite
party ex Upazila Nirbahi Officer and Designated Officer (RTI) of Sadar Upazila of Satkhira District [at
present Upazila Executive Officer of Terokhada UpazilKlailna district] Mr. Md. Asaduzzaman is
present. Ex Upazila Nirbahi Officer and Designated Officer (RTI) of Sadar Upazila of Satkhira District
in his statement mentioned that at present he has been transferred to Terokhada Upazila of Khulne
District. Becasge of issuing summon in his name he appeared in hearing of the commission. At the time
of remaining on duty as Upazila Executive Officer of Sadar Upazila of Satkhira he obtained prayer of
receiving information, according to that the information is preparedue time. But subsequently



because of not contacting the petitioner it was not possible to give information. After issuing summon
he contacted again with complainant on 13.10.2014 at 10:00AM the complainant appeared in his office
and his desired inforation is supplied.

05. As per the Right to Information (regarding information receiving) Regulation, 2009 by
receiving information value if mention in commission the matter of certificate, signature and seal
including information supplying of Designat&dfficer gave assurance of duly information supply
through the present Designated Officer (RTI).

Discussion

Hearing the statement of opposite party and after reviewing the submitted evidences, it
appeared that the complainant did not receive informafithough her signature is taken on the list
regarding van supply as per Rdlef Information Right (regarding information receiving) Regulation,
2009 by certifying in each page no information was given affixing name, designation, signature and
seal of Designated Officer. Because of assuring to supply his certificate, signature and seal including
information through present Upazila Nirbahi Officer and Designated Officer (RTI), of Sadar Upazila of
Satkhira District Upazila Nirbahi Officer and Designatedic@f (RTI) the complaint seems to be
disposable.

Decision
After detailed discussion the complaint is disposed of with the following instructions.
1. The Designated Officer has been directed to provide the requested information to the
complainant within ext one week on the condition of paying the cost of information.

2. He has been directed to deposit the realized money in code3321D001-1807 in public
treasury the cost of provided informatiaccording to section 9 of the Right to Information Act,
2009 and rule 8 of the Right to Information (regarding information receiving) Rules, 2009.

3. Both the parties are directed to inform the Information Commission after implementing the
directions.

Let the copy be sent to the concerned parties.
Signed / Signed/ Signed /

(Prof. Dr. Khurshida Begum Syeed (Nepal Chandra Sarker) (Mohammed Farooq)
Information Commissioner Information Commissione Chief Information Commissionel



Information Commission
Archaeology Building (2nd Floor)
F-4/A, Agargaon Administrative Area
Shere-Bangla Nagar, Dhak&a207
Fax088 02 9110638

Complaint No: 118/2014

Complainant: Mr. Ashim Kumar Das Opposite Party: Mr. Khondoker Kamrul Alam

S/O Kodom Lal Das Assistant Settlement Officer
Village: Atrai, P.O: Joala &

Police Station: Tala, Designated Officer (RTI)

District: Satkhira Settlement Office, Tala, Satkhira

Decision Paper
(Date: 30:10-2014)

The complainant Mr. Ashim Kumar Dasilsnitted the application to the Assistant Settlement
Officer and Designated Officer (RTI), Settlement Office, Tala, Satkhira ed6@®14 according to
section 8(1) of Right to Information Act, 2009 seeking for following information

1 Information as per current section 30 to file a case how much money has been fixed by
government.

1 Information as per current section 30 how many | working days is needed to dispose of a

case legally.

Information as per current section 30, lands are rearded based on documentations.

Information of how many Sub Assistant Settlement Officesr have been appointed at

sadar union of Tala Upazill in disposing of current section 30.

1
il

02. Within specific period of time not getting any information the comafsifiled an appeal to
Mr. Monoruzzaman, Zonal Settlement Officer and Appellate Authority (RTI), Khulna Zone, Bayra,
Khulna by a registered post. After appeal application not getting any solution, he submitted complaint
to Information Commission on 1@-2014.

03. The matter was di scuss el@2014nAs pendecision ohting s s |
meeting, summonses were issued to the parties concerned fixing the date of hearii§-86130

04. On the date of hearinth)e complainantvas absengending a letter to the commission but the
opposite party Mr. Khondoker Kamrul Alam Assistant Settlement Officer and the Designated Officer
(RTI) Settlement Office, Tala, Satkhira and learned Advocate Mr. Shamsur Rahman was present on his
behalf. The Desigat ed Of fi cer (RTI1) mentioned that, t
been provided.



05. The complainant informed the Information Commission by sending letter that he has been
provided with his prayed information. At present he has no comaial he has requested to settle the
case.

Discussion

Hearing the statement of the opposite party and reviewing the document it was found that the
complainant has received the information he sought for. So, the case seems to be disposable.

Decision

As, the complainant has got his requested information has found, and requested to settle the
complaint, so, the complaint is disposed of.

Let the copy be sent to the concerned parties.

Signedf Signed £
(Nepal Chandra Sarker) (Mohammed Farooq)
Information Commissioner Chief Information Commissionel



Information Commission
Archaeology Building (2nd Floor)
F-4/A, Agargaon Administrative Area
Shere-Bangla Nagar, Dhak&a207
Fax088 02 9110638

Complaint No: 119/2014

Complainant: Mr. Abul Kashem Al Asad Opposite Party: Mr. Md. Nurul Alam
(Foysal) Assistant Wakfa
S/O Late Abdus Sobhan Administrator
393, Jollarpara (Main Road) And
Post & Police StationSadar Designated Officer (RTI)
Sylhet Wakfa Babhan, 4

District: Sylhet New Eskaton Road
Dhaka1000

Decision Paper
(Date: 30:10-2014)

The complainant Mr. Abul Kashem Asad (Foysal) informed the commission in his complaint
on 1509-2014 that a#r giving the direction from the commission in the complaint 5632014,
Assistant Wakfa Administrator and the Designated Officer (RTI) Mr. Md. Nurul Alam did not provide
the requested information. He prayed justice in the commission

02. The matter was di scus-302014.Asperche decision efi 0 n
the meeting summonses were issued to the parties fixing the date of hearinfj0s203@.

03. On the date of hearing Mr. Abul Kashem Asad (Foysal) is presenopfusite party
Assistant Wakfa Administrator and the Designated Officer (RTI) Mr. Md. Nurul Alam and Advocate
Md. Harunror-Rashid on his behalf are present. The complainant mentioned that, at the time of hearing
in complaint Ne 56/2014 the Designated @fér (RTI) informed that 1st part of E,C N®509 have
not been preserved in his office. The commission ordered to inform the complainant that the office
did not have the information. The Designated Officer (RTI) informed that, as they have not the
requeged information in E, C nd5509, so, he is unable to provide the information.

04. The Assistant Administrator and the Designated Officer (RTI) in his statement mentioned
that, the complainant have been provided the information that he sought for vite moe 369 on
12-08-2014. Subsequently, during the hearing he informed that 1st part of EC 15509 is not reserved in
his office.

Discussion

Hearing the statements of both tlatpes and reviewing the submitted evidences it was noticed
that the complainant is not satisfied with the information he has provided with. The Designated Officer
informed the complainant that he did not have the information E;C3809 in his office. Bt the
complainant wanted to know whether the 1st part of E5809 was available in his office. The
Designated Officer (RTI) gave surety to provide the same so, the case seems to be disposable.



Decision
The complainant is disposed of with the followirigedtions:

1) The Designated Officer is directed to provideitifermationthat 1st part of E, C N@5509 is
not available in his office within next one week.

2) The Designated Officer (RTI) has been directed to deposit the realized money in code:
1-3301-0002-1807 in public treasury the cost of the provided information according to the
section-9 of the Right to Information Act, 2009 and rdef the Right to Information
(Information finding related) Rules, 2009.

3) Both the parties are directed to inform the commission after implementing the directions.

Let the copy be sent to the concerned parties.

Signed / Signed £
(Nepal Chandra Sarker) (Mohammed Farooq)
Information Commissioner Chief Information Commissioner



Information Commission
Archaeology Building (2nd Floor)
F-4/A, Agargaon Administrative Area
Shere-Bangla Nagar, Dhak&a207
Fax088 02 9110638

Complaint No: 120/2014

Complainant: Mr. Abul Kashem Al Asad Opposite Party: Mr. Md. Nurul Alam
(Foysal) Assistant Wakfa
S/O Late Abdus Sobhan Administrator
393, Jollarpara (Main Road) And
Post & Police StationSadar Designated Officer (RTI)
Sylhet, District: Sylhet Wakfa Babhan, 4, New

Eskaton Road,Dhak&000

Decision Paper
(Date: 30:10-2014)

The complainant Mr. Abul Kashem Al Asad (Foysal) submitted the application to Assistant Wakfa
Administrator and the Designated Offiq&TI) Mr. Md. Nurul Alam on 1809-2014 seeking for the
following information according to section 8(1) of the Right to Information Act, 2009

i Office of the Bangladesh Wakfa Administrator, Dhaka Office E. C Ne 15509 (Hazi
Abdur Rahman Wakfa Estate) Sylhet Fromits E.CFile (fPart) Order sheet
110, paragraph Ne341, year2011 from January to 0805-2013 up to paragraph No 439
written within 25 pages (preserved) written within 88 paragraph all of iformation
description printed (written) and photocopy in both method copies are needed.

02. Bangl adesh Wakfa Administratorés Assi s
(RTI) Mr. Md. Kamruzzaman issued notice on-@%2013 vide memo NoO: Pro/$ Su/E.C No
15509 (8 Part) by expressing his inability to provide information. After that the complainant filed an
appeal to Secretary of Ministry of Religion Affairs and Appellate Authority (RTI) Mr. Kazi Habibul
Awal on 2011-2013. The Appellate Authity (RTI) vindicated the decision of the Designated Office
after hearing. After that, on 1@-2014 he submitted complaint to the Information Commission on
15-09-2014.

03. The matter was di scus-$02014.Asperdhe dectn efshe o n 6 <
meeting, summonses were issued to both the parties fixing the date of hearin0e203d.

04. On the date of hearing the complainant Mr. Abul Kashem Asad (Foysal) is present. Opposite
party Wakfa Admini str at ohéBesighated OfficeraRTt) MrAMunul n i s
Alam and on Mr Md. Harw®Or Rashid, learned Advocte on his behalf are present. The complainant in
his statement mentioned that, he applied to the Designated Officer (RTI) seeking for infomation
mentioned in paragraphak per the Right to Information Act. 2009. The Designated did not supply the
information of copy of note sheet citing the rule 332 of the Record Manual Act, 1943. He then filed an
appeal to the Appellate Authority. After filling the appeal, the AppelRaéhority vindicated the
decision of the Designated Officer. He then filed the complaint to the Information Commission.
Moreover, he mentioned that, Wakfa Administrator functions as civil court, under the Code of Civil



Procedure, 1908. He claimed that tizée sheet of civil court is used as order sheet, so, he can get the
information.

05. Bangladesh Wakfa Administratoros Assi st e
in his statement mentioned that, as per the provision of the Right tmatfon Act, 2009 note sheet
is not information. So, he could not provide the information.

06. The commission express its view that, note sheet and order sheet is not the same. Wakfe
Administrator functions as per the Code of Civil Procedure 1908, daues and orders or record
manual should be provided. He can apply for certified copy of concerned court. The Designated Officer
(RTI) agreed to provide the information if the complainant apply for the certified copy of the concerned
court.

Discussion

After hearing of statement of both the parties and reviewing the submitted evidences it appears
that the Designated Officer (RTI) did not provide the information considering the information as note
sheet. But, note sheet and order sheet is not the santiee activities of the Wakfa Estate is run under
the Code of Civil Procedure, so, the complainant can apply for the certified copy of civil rules and
orders or record manual in concerned court. As the Designated Officer agreed to provide the
information if the complainant applied for the certified copy so, the case seems to be disposable. It is
notable that according to the section 3 (a) of the Right to Information Act, 2009 the provisions of
providing information shall not be affected by the provisiofihis act.

Decision
The complaint is disposed of with the following directiens:

1. According to the section 3 (a) of the Right to Information Act, 2009 the provisions of providing
information shall not be affected by the provisions of this act. As, the activities of the Wakfa
Estate is run under the Code of Civil Procedure, so, acgptdithe civil rules and orders,
copy of order sheet of the Wakfa Administrator is providable. So, the complaint is disposed of
with the order to supply the certified copy to the complainant.

2. Both the parties are directed to inform the Information Cassion after implementing the
directions.

Let the copy be sent to the concerned parties.

Signed / Signed /
(Nepal Chandra Sarker) (Mohammed Farooq)
Information Commissioner Chief Information Commissioner



Information Commission
Archaeology Building (2nd Floor)
F-4/A, Agargaon Administrative Area
Shere-Bangla Nagar, Dhak&a207
Fax088 02 9110638

Complaint No: 121/2014

Complainant: Kari Md. Elias Al Opposite Party: Mr. Golam Mahbub
S/O71 Kari Hasmot Al SubRegistrar
Village + P.O: Mbsera &
Post Code N300 Designated Officer (RTI)
Hossainpur, Kishoregon; Upazila Nandail

District- Mymensingh
Decision Paper
(Date: 2411-2014)

The complainant Kari Md. Elias Ali subject to complaint No 82/2013, 13/2014 and 54/2014
submitted complaint to the Information Commission again against Dis¢thechensingh Upazila
Nandail SubRegistrar and the Designated Officer (RTI) Mr. Golam Mahbwui 1609-2014. In his
complaint he has mentioned that after hearing of complaint No 82/2013, 13/2014 and 54/2014 after
hearing, the Designated Officer (RTI) provided information which is not his requested information.
Not getting his prayed information agaubmitted complaints in Information Commission.

02. The subject was di scu<4dG2081d. As per decsiomoftlees i o
meeting summonses were issued to both parties fixing the date of hearind @2@M.

03. Both the parties are present in the hearing. The complainant mentioned that, he has prayec
for inspection report. But not giving inspection report he has been given memorandum letter. On behalf
of the Designated Officer (RTI) his advocate mentioned, tha wanted to give information on
16-07-2014 but the complainant did not receive. After that, it was sent by post. Today he brings 42
pages of information, besides this there is more information in his office. The complainant
mentioned that, Kazi Shamddin Nikah Registrar Nandail, becams Kazi by submitting false
certificate. For this reason he submitted an application to the Deputy Commissioner to cancel his
licence. The Deputy Commissioner ordered the Upazila Nirbahi Officer for enquiry. After
submision of the enquiry report by the Upazila Nirbahi Officer, the complainant gave dispute in it.
The Deputy Commissioner ordered the District Registrar to enquire about the matter. The District
Registrar ordered the Upazila SRlegistrar Nandail. The comptasia nt wants t o see
report. Learned Advocate mentioned that except 42 pages of information he has no more
information. To be sure whether the inspection was done the commission think to see the
receive/dispatch register. In this circunmtes, the commission issued summonses to both parties
fixing the date of hearing on 241-2014.

04. On the date of hearing the complainant Kari Md. Elias Ali is present. Opposite party
SubRegistrar of Nandail Upazila, Distridvilymensingh, and the Desigted Officer Golam Mahbub
is present along with his learned Advocate Anisur Rahman. In his statement the complainant told
that the information was provided by the Designated Officer (RTI) was not his prayed information. For
this reason ge lodged compiaiagain to the Information commission.



05. Opposite party the Designated Officer (RTI) in his statement mentioned that, 08 month back
he has joined in this office. He requested the complainant to submit written application for
information but he did nato that. As per the instruction of the commission in hearing of complaint No
54/2014 42 page information was provided by registered post. On behalf of the Designated Officer,
Golam Mahbub, his learned Advocate Anisur Rahman in his statement said fhetjrasgtruction of
the commission on 300-2014 he has brought four registers of 2011 and 2012. He has no letter of
Ministry of Law in his office.

06. After perusal the registers by commission it is found that a letter serBB®on date
13-10-2010 vide memo Ne 2711from District Registrar Office within 7 days to submit inspection
report and letter in serial Nb42 of dated 01.1-2010 given notice to Maw: Kari Md. Elias to give
witness regarding inspection of cancelling Nikah Registrar 68 MandailUnion. But whether the
enquiry was conducted or noff was not clear.

Discussion
Hearing the statements of both the complainant and opposite party and reviewing the submitted
evidencest was noticed that the Designated Officer (RTI) has provided the information that he has in
his office. Moreover, there is no other information in his office. After perusal the registers it was
noticed that notice for enquiry was served but there wasouws whether the enquiry was done. So,
the complainant may be directed to apply to the Designated Officer (RTI) for his required information.
Decision

After detailed discussion the complaint is disposed of with the following direction:

1. The complaiant is disposed of with the direction to the complainant to apply to the Designated
Officer (RTI) of the office of the Deputy Commissioner for his required information.

Let the copy be sent to the concerned parties.

Signed Signed Signed
(Prof. Dr. Khurshida Begum Sayeed) (Nepal Chandra Sarker) (Mohammed Farooq)
Information Commissioner Information Commissioner  Chief Information Commissioner



Information Commission
Archaeology Building (2nd Floor)
F-4/A, Agargaon Administrative Area
Shere-Bangla Nagar, Dhak&a207
Fax088 02 9110638

Complaint No: 122/2014
Complainant: Mawlana Kari Md. Elias Opposite Party: Mr. Md. Abdul Wadud

S/O. Kari Hasmot Al Deputy Director
Vill+ P.O: Machera &
Post Code No. 2300 Designated Officer (RTI)
Hossainpur, Kishoregan; Ismalic Foundation
Kishoregan;.

Decision Paper
(Date: 30:10-2014)

The complainantMawlana Kari Md. Elias filed complaint again to the Information
Commission on 16.09.2014 against Deputy Director and Designated Officer (RTI) of Islamic
Foundation, Kishoreganj Md. Abdul Wadud in the matter of complaint no. 94/2013 submitted by him
throughthe decision was given to provide information by the commission because of not providing
information.

02. The matter was discussed in the meeting of commission on 02.10.2014. As per decision of
the meeting summonses were issued to the concerned fizimigshe date of hearing on 30.10.2014.

03. On fixed date of hearing the complainant Moulana Kari Md. Elias is present. The opposite
party Deputy Director and Designated Officer (RTI) of Islamic Foundation, Kishoreganj Mr. Md.
Abdul Wadudis present. The complainant mentioned in his statement that in the matter of complaint
no. 94/2013 although the decision is taken to provide informafleputy Director and Designated
Officer (RTI) of Islamic Foundation, Kishoreganj Mr. Md. Abdul Waduddsese of not providing
information complaint was lodged again to the Information Commission against him. He mentioned
more that when he was a teacher of mass education function based on mosque his appointment ws
revoked without any cause. Why his appoietihwas revoked he was not given information.

04. The opposite party Deputy Director and Designated Officer (RTI) of Islamic Foundation,
Kishoreganj mentioned in his statement that when the complainant was sacked from his post at that
time he was not oduty in Kishoreganj. If the complainant supply appointment letter and joining letter
as his teacher, to the Designated Officer (RTI) the complainant will be supplied his desired information
to this effect the decision is given by the commission. But beaafithe complainant not supplying his
appointment and joining letter it was not possible to provide his proper information. He more
mentioned that the copy of order of revocation of appointment was not preserved in his office. In
pursuance of verbal ordabiding this rule of no work no pay the complainant was employed as a



teacher. There was no joining letter. But the complainant during the period of remaining teacher
because of not remaining name in honorarium list he regularly obtained salary. If afsem in the
school giving show cause notice the opportunity of hearing is given. Whether the complainant was
given this type of notice in this regard no document is available in the file.

05. The name of the complainant in the list of honorariumeotahcher is available. So, he was
on duty as a teacher. Reviewing the record letter shall have to provide proper information to the
complainant, if does not remain information shall have to inform that in written to this effect as the
commission mentionedhe Designated Oficer (RTI) agreed on that.

Discussion

After hearing the statement of both complainant and opposite party and after reviewing the
submitted evidences it appeared that the complainant because of not supplying appointment letter anc
joining letter as teacher to the Designated Officer, the Designated Officer could not supply information
the complainant. Because of remaining the name of complainant in the list of honorarium of the
teacher it seemed that he was on duty as teacher. Regi¢e record letter if does not remain
providing proper information and information to the complainant for informing that in written because
of the Designated Officer (RTI) giving assurance the complainant seems to be disposable.

Decision
After detail@l discussion the complaint is disposed of with the following directions:

1. Whether the complaint was on duty under any project, whether subsequently obtained
re-appointment, whether sacked by reviewing its record letter shall have to supply to the
complanant by next 15 days from date of receipt of order. If does not remain information the
Deputy Director and Designated Officer (RTI) of Islamic Foundation, Kishoreganj is directed to
inform that in written.

2. The Designated Officer (RTI) is directed to deposit money collected as cost of supplied
information in the code of-3301-:0001:1807as per Sectie® of Right to Information Act, 2009
and Rule8 of Right to Information (regarding information receiving) Ru309.

3. Both parties are directed to inform the Information Commission after implementing the
directions.

Let the copy be sent to the concerned patrties.
Signed/ Signed /

(Nepal Chandra Sarker) (Mohammed Farooq)
Information Commissioner Chief Information Commissioner



Information Commission
Archaeology Building (2nd Floor)
F-4/A, Agargaon Administrative Area
Shere-Bangla Nagar, Dhak&a207
Fax088 02 9110638

Complaint No: 123/2014

Complainant:Mr. Md. Nazrul Islam Azhar  Opposite Party: Dr. Md. Saiful Islam

Editor & Publisher Chief Scientific Officer
Weekly Banglabhumi &

Razbari Road, Joydebpur Designated Officer (RTI)
Gazipur. Bangladesh Agriculture

Research Institute
Joydebpur, Gazipur.

Decision Paper
(Date: 2411-2014)

As per Right to Information Act, 2009 because of not employing Designated Officer in
Bangladesh Agriculture Research Institdt@ydebpur, Gazipur the complainant Mr. Md. Nazrul Islam
Azhar filed complaint to the Information commissibnthe complaint he mentioned that because of
not remaining Designated Officer (RTI) seeking information to other officers was not obtaittad. In
matter he prayed to commission to take necessary action.

02. The matter was discussed in the meeting of commission on 02.10.2014. As per decision of
the meeting summonses were issued to the concerned patrties fixing the date of hearing on 30.10.201+

03. The Designated Officer (RTI) applied for time. The time prayer was allowed by the
commission and fixing hearing date again on 24.11.2014 and the summonses were issued to the
complainant and Designated Officer (RTI).

04. On fixed date of hearingdtcomplainant Mr. Md. Nazrul Islam Azhar and opposite party
Chief Scientific Officer and Designated Officer (RTI) of Bangladesh Agriculture Research Institute
Dr. Md. Saiful Islam appeared. The complainant in his statement mentioned that because of not
remaining Designated Officer seeking for information to other officers was not obtained, so, he filed
complainant in the commission.

05. The opposite party Chief Scientific Officer and Designated Officer (RTI) of Bangladesh
Agriculture Research Institute ms statement mentioned that he was appointed Designated Officer
(RTI) on 20.02.2014. The name, designation of Designated Officer (RTI) have been mentioned on their
website. Today he has come with appointment letter of Designated Officer (RTI).



Discusson

After hearing the statement of both complainant and opposite party and after reviewing the
submitted evidences it appeared that the Designated Officer (RTI) of Bangladesh Agriculture Research
Institute has been appointed. Because of appointing thgriésd Officer (RTI) the compliant is
seems to be disposable.

Decision

After detailed discussion the complaint is disposed of with the following manner.

Since, the Designated Officer (RTI) has been appointed, so, the complaint is disposed of with
dismissal order.

Let the copy be sent to the concerned parties.

Signed 4 Signed/ Signed /
(Prof. Dr. Khurshida Begum Syec  (Nepal Chandra Sarker) (Mohammed Farooq)
Information Commissioner Information Commissioner Chief Information Commissionet



Information Commission
Archaeology Building (2nd Floor)
F-4/A, Agargaon Administrative Area
Shere-Bangla Nagar, Dhak&a207
Fax088 02 9110638

Complaint No: 124/2014

Complainant:Mr. Md. Nazrul Islam Azhar Opposite Party:Mr. Md. Shahjahan Kabir

Editor & Publisher Director (Admin)

Weekly Banglabhuim &

Razbari Road, Designated Officer (RTI)

Joydebpur, Gazipur Bangladesh Agriculture
Research Institute
Gazipur.

Decision Paper
(Date: 30:10-2014)

The complainaniMr. Md. Nazrul Islam Azhar filed petition on 17.06.2014 to Director and
Designated Officer (RTI) of Bangladesh Rice Research Institute, Gazipur seeking for the following
information as per Sectie®(1) of Right to Information Act, 2009.

1 Photocopy or conputer compose of the report of investigation committee in the
matter of stealing of copper cable at night onMarch, 2014 from the room of second
floor of 6Depart ment of Building & Cons
Institute, Head Office, Gazipu.

02. In pursuance of petition for information the Director (Administration and General Service)
and Designated Officer (RTI) of Bangladesh Paddy Research Institute, Gazipur Mr. Md. Shahjahan
issued notice of inability to supply information through neeno. M-1(3)/2682, dated: 07.07.2014.
Subsequently having not found desired information he appealed to Director General and Appellate
Authority (RTI) of Bangladesh Rice Research Institute, Gazipur Mr. Jibon Krishna Biswas on
05.08.2014. After filing appeahaving not found any remedy he submitted complaint to the
Information Commission on 23.09.2014.

03. The matter was discussed in the meeting of commission on 02.10.2014. As per decision of
the meeting summonses were issued to the concerned partiesHecuhate of hearing on 30.10.2014.

04. On the fixed date of hearing the complainant Mr. Md. Nazrul Islam Azhar appeared. The
opposite party Director (Admin) and Designated Officer (RTI) of Bangladesh Rice Research Institute,
Gazipur Mr. Md. Shahjahan Ika appeared. The complainant in his statement mentioned that as per
Right to Information Act, 2009 he filed petition to the Designated Officer (RTI) seeking for the
information mentioned in paragraph no. 01. The Designated Officer (RTI) issued notiaeibfyi to
supply the information, he appealed to the Appellate Authority (RTI). After filing appeal having not
found any remedy he submitted complaint to the Information Commission.






