BEFORE THE ORISSA INFORMATION COMMISSION
BHUBANESW AR
Present: ShriJagadananda,SIC
Date: 17th March, 2009
Complaint Case No. 43912008

1.

Madan Mohan Behera,
Qrs.No-5R(F),
Unit-IX,
Bhubaneswar.

Complainant

Public Information Officer,
Collectorate, Jagatsinghpur,
Jagatsinghpur District.

Opposite Party

Complainant Madan Mohan Behera is absent inspite of the fact that his
presence was considered essential as observed by the State Commission
during its hearing held on 21/01/09.
cum-PIO, Jagatsinghpur

Anita Patra, Deputy Collector-

Collector, Jagatasinghpur

Perused the case record.

district is absent.

This case arises out of complaint petition

dated 24/03/08 and heard earlier on 21/01/09 when the PIO was

2.

It reveals from the record that the form A application dated 14/0108
seeking information
Government

Pleader

on four items related to accountability
was

received

by

the

PIO,

of the

Jagatsinghpur

Collectorate

from the Law Department on 25/01/08.

The PIO had

submitted that as the information relates to double lane of Cuttack
Paradeep road arising out of C.S 156 of 2006 the assistance of the Land
Acquisition Officer (Civil) Jagatsinghpur

was sought under Section

5(4) of the RTI Act, 2005 vide letter no-61 dated 31/01/08.

3.

The letter was returned from the transferee PIO with the endorsement
that the information may be available with Deputy Collector (Judicial).
Accordingly assistance was sought from the Deputy Collector, Judicial
vide letter no.63 dated 04/02/08. He was also reminded on 18/02/083.
An interim reply was sent to the Complainant explaining

the detailed

position vide letter no-120 dated 23/02/08.

4.

The information was procured from the judicial Section and furnished
to the Complainant vide letter no-160 dated 15/03/08.

It has been

observed by the State Commission that the PIO had acted diligently all
throughout but the information was furnished belatedly. The reason for
the delay was stated to be the nature of information sought

mostly

queries which had to be procured. The PIO had also clarified that she·
was availing leave between 08/03/08 and 14/03/08. Hence could only
furnish the available information on 15/03/08. This plea of the PIO is
not acceptable to the State Commission and as such she is cautioned not
to repeat this in future. The State Commission is of the opinion that the
information post led by the PIO has to considered as an important
pubic interface point and should not be the made void at any point of
time. The head of the Public Authority is directed to ensure alternative
arrangement in case the designated PIO is unavailable.

5.

As it appears all the information has been supplied.
was absent

during the last hearing.

The Complainant

He was accorded

another

opportunity to be present today. He is absent despite notice served on
him. Presumably he has no other issue to agitate in this case.

6.

With the above observation, the case is disposed

of and closed. With

no orders on penalty inform the Complainant.

Given under the hand and seal of the State Commission, this 17th day
of March, 2009.

~~1

SIC

