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Complainant Nabanita Patnaik is absent. Her absence is condoned as per
the provisions of Rule 9(2) of the Orissa Information Commission (Appeal
Procedure) Rules, 2006. Nibedita Biswal, PIO, Cuttack Collectorate is

present. Heard the opposite party and perused the case record.

The Complainant in her complaint petition dated 21/05/07 has averred that
the PIO had not furnished information to her within the time prescribed
under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, which made her to believe that the
PIO knowingly was suppressing or manipulating her required information
despite the fact that her information requirement was clear and it was the
bounden duty of the PIO to provide complete and relevant information
within the stipulated time line. She had also requested for compensation

(claim amount not mentioned).

It reveals from the record as well as from the submissions of the PIO that
Complainant’s form A application dated 18/04/07 sent by speedpost was
received by the PIO on 19/04/07. The PIO, in her showcause dated






