CENTRAL INFORMATION COMMISSION

Club Building (Near Post Office)

Old JNU Campus, New Delhi - 110067

Tel: +91-11-26161796
Decision No. CIC/SG/A/2011/000379/12412
Appeal No. CIC/SG/A/2011/000379
Relevant Facts emerging from the Appeal:

Appellant



:
Mr. Kumar Somnath Rajaram Aagavane
401, B-Wing, Vaibhav Building, 
Khambadevi Road, Dharavi,

Mumbai-400017
Respondent  
   


:
Mr. P. K. Tiwari







PIO & RPFC-II

Employees Provident Fund Organization

Ministry of Labour & Employment, 
Bhavishya Nidhi Bhawañ, 341 Bandra (East), 
Mumbai - 400 051

RTI application filed on

:
08/10/2010

PIO replied



:
29/10/2010

First appeal filed on


:
18/11/2010

First Appellate Authority order
:
03/01/2011

Second Appeal received on

:
28/01/2011

	Sl.
	Information Sought by RTI
	PIO Replied

	1.
	Whether the code No. and the name of the establishments to which the code no. were issued by any of the P.F. Office coming under your jurisdiction have been displayed on your website?
	The Addi. Central PF Commissioner’s Office [MH & CG] doesn’t have separate website.

	2.
	All the required information of column 4 of the letter fall under “Right to Information Act”. It is compulsory to display this information on website.
	Not applicable


Grounds of the First Appeal:


Appellant is not satisfied.

Order of the FAA:

“This is to inform that the Central future Department has no website. There is no any strong reason to get the information that’s why the appeal was disposed. ”

Ground of the Second Appeal:

The appellant was not satisfied and states that this information should be made available Suo moto as per Section 4 of the RTI Act.
Relevant Facts emerging during Hearing:

The following were present

Appellant : Mr. Kumar Somnath Rajaram Aagavane on video conference from NIC-Mumbai Studio; 
Respondent : Mr. P. K. Tiwari, PIO & RPFC-II on video conference from NIC-Mumbai Studio; 


The Appellant has sought information under query-1 which should be putup suo moto under Section-4 of the RTI Act. It appears that EPFO has not complied with the requirements of Section-4 of the RTI Act. The Commission is directing the PIO to ensure that all information on various mattes as required by Section-4 of the RTI Act is displayed on the website of EPFO.  The law had expected all establishments to meet with the requirements of Section-4 before 12/10/2005. Most public authorities have not complied with this and should therefore take any RTI application on this subject as a reminder of their failure and immediately start making information available and comply with the law. 
Decision:

The Appeal is allowed.

The PIO is directed to display the information on the website before 20 June 2011 and inform the Commission and the Appellant about this before 30 June 2011.

This decision is announced in open chamber.

Notice of this decision be given free of cost to the parties.

Any information in compliance with this Order will be provided free of cost as per Section 7(6) of RTI Act.  
Shailesh Gandhi

                                                                                       Information Commissioner

18 May 2011

(In any correspondence on this decision, mention the complete decision number.) (MC)
