CENTRAL INFORMATION COMMISSION

Club Building (Near Post Office)

Old JNU Campus, New Delhi - 110067

Tel: +91-11-26161796
Decision No. CIC/SG/C/2011/000890/17938
Complaint No. CIC/SG/C/2011/000890  
Relevant Facts emerging from the Complaint:

Complainant



:           Mr. Mayank Goswami

Pocket-6

C 36 Keñdriya Vihar II

Sector-82, Noida(UP)-20 1301
Respondent 


(1)       :           Director General 
Indian Council of Medical Research 

(ICMR), 
Ansari nagar, New Delhi 

(2)
:
Mr. Bharat Bhushan



PIO & AO

Indian Council of Medical Research 

(ICMR), 
Ansari nagar, New Delhi 

Complaint filed on 

            :           01/08/2011  
Hearing held on


:
01/02/2012
Facts arising from the Complaint:

The Complainant has filed the present Complaint under Section 18 of the RTI Act (hereinafter ‘the Act’), with the Commission, contending that the manuals mentioned by Section 4 of the RTI Act are not giving proper information in the concerned Public Authority’s official website:

• Manual 4- It does not mention or list the bylaws of the concerned Public Authority, and just states that it is accordance with the provisions contained in its Rules and Regulations, Bylaws and the extant administrative and financial norms prescribed by the Government of India for its employees. It should state it’s by laws, rules and regulations on its website for convenience of public and better transparency into its working.

• Manual 5- No byelaws and Rules published, and created a hindrance in transparency by just mentioning about the Byelaws of the so called concerned ‘Public Authority’ which, ironically, cannot be accessed by the Public.

• Manual 7- It is not appreciating that the concerned Public Authority does not provide any provision requiring the association of members of the public on its various committees etc. though the Concerned Authority actively avails of the services of eminent scientists working as well as retired on its Boards/Committees/Bodies viz Scientific Advisory Group/Scientific Advisory Committee, Scientific Advisory Board. Despite this fact, the concerned Public Authority has not shown any signs of disclosing the nature, name, members, participation, authority or any such details of the Boards, Committees or Bodies it mentions in Manual No. 7.

• Manual 8- which states that a statement of Boards, Councils, Committees and other bodies consisting of two or more persons constituted as its part or for the purpose of its advice shall be informed to the public. The concerned Public Authority has misinterpreted the meaning’ of ‘statement’ in Manual 8 and has not published complete details of the Boards, Committees or Bodies. It is not supposed to just mention the Bodies, Boards or Committees it has, but also give the detail about their proper name, members, their designation and terms and other such details.

• Manual 9- The concerned authority has stated that the information is available on a certain attached link’, which is not traceable.

• Manual 10- Same as above.

  Manual 11- The concerned authority has not updated its budget. The budget published in its official website still pertains to 2007-2008.

• Manual 16 & 17- The concerned Public Authority has not mentioned anything under Manual 16 & 17. It could have given a link regarding the information, but they have not even mentioned Manual 16 & 17 in the RTI section in their website.

Relevant Facts emerging during Hearing:

The following were present

Complainant: Absent; 
Respondent: Mr. Bharat Bhushan, AO & PIO; Dr. B. D. Gaur, Section Officer; Mr. S. S. Gupta, 

          Accounts officer; Mr. R. K. Tandan, SO; Mr. L. R. Dogra, AO; 

The Commission pointed out that the Complainant had noticed that the Sectoin-4 disclosure of ICMR were not complete and updated. The Respondents admitted this and stated that after receiving the notice of hearing with the complaint copy, a concerted effort has been made to ensure compliance with the Section-4. All the requirements have been fulfilled and put on the website. The Commission directs that the PIO must ensure that this information is updated every month and any specific information which citizens are seeking should specifically be displayed. 
The Respondents pointed out that the ICMR runs several independent Institutes under the Administrative control of the Head Office. The Commission directs the Director General, ICMR to issue directions to all ICMR Institutes to ensure compliance with Section-4 and a monthly updation program for the same. 
Decision:

The complaint is allowed. 

The Commission directs the Director General, ICMR to issue directions to all ICMR Institute to ensure Compliance of Section-4 before 25 February 2012. 
The PIO is directed to ensure that the website is updated every month for any changes. 
These directions are being given by the Commission under its powers under Section 19(8)(a)(iii) of the RTI Act. It is also in conformance with the requirements of Section 4(1)(b)(xvii). 

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
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