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Relevant facts emerging from the Appeal:
Appellant



: 
Mr. Rambir Singh,








H. No. 819,Rao Fateh Singh Marg, 
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Respondent  
   


:  
Mr. B. S. Jaglan
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Revenue Department, GNCTD







Old Terminal Tax Building,

Kapashera, New Delhi - 110037
RTI application filed on

: 
01/11/2010


PIO replied on



: 
12/11/2010


First Appeal filed on


: 
07/12/2010
First Appellate Authority order of
: 
28/01/2011
Second Appeal received on

: 
05/05/2011


	Sl.
	Information Sought
	Reply of PIO

	1.
	Whether any action has been initiated/ proposed to be taken against officers/ Public Authority for not initializing action as per Sections 4(1)(a), 4(1)(b), 4(2), 4(3)& 4(4) of the RTI, Act within 120 days from the enactment of the Act 
	If it is found that no action has been initiated within 120 days of enactment of the Act under Sections 4(1)(a), 4(1)(b), 4(2), 4(3)& 4(4) then action shall be taken

	2.
	Information regarding the status/ action taken under Section 4 of the RTI Act
	The Question is not clear



	3.
	Information regarding the proposed time to be taken in obeying the directions under Section 4
	The information Under Section 4 of the act is available with the PIO of this district and the same can be obtained


Grounds for the First Appeal:

Information provided by the PIO was not satisfactory and vague.
Order of the First Appellate Authority (FAA):

The appellant is required providing/ complying with the provision of section 4 of the RTI Act. Let the PIO/ ADM (South West) give factual reply in details on the issue i.e. Section 4 of the RTI Act about Dist. South West. The appeal was thereafter disposed off.
Ground of the Second Appeal:
PIO has not provided true and complete information as per direction of the FAA. Neither the PIO nor the FAA mentioned the address of the second appellate authority in their reply which, appellant claims, amounts to denial of information.
Relevant Facts emerging during Hearing:

The following were present:
Appellant: Mr. Rambir Singh; 
Respondent: Mr. B. S. Jaglan, PIO & ADM (SW); 

The Appellant has basically sought information regarding implementation of Section-4. The PIO has given slightly vague replies because there does not appear to be a systematic effort to ensure that Section 4 is complied with. The Commission after discussing with the appellant and the respondent is now giving directions to the PIO to ensure that the following information regarding the public authority is displayed on the website of the department:
1- Information every month on the number defaults in meeting the SLA (Service Level Agreements) and amount of penalty recovered form officers for default. 

2- Orders passed under Section 81 of Delhi Land Reform Act 1954.  
The order is being given by the Commission under its powers under Section 19(8)(a) of the RTI Act. This is a requirement of Section 4 of the RTI Act. It would ensured that both the above information is updated every month before the 10th of the following month. 

Decision:

The Appeal is allowed.

The PIO is directed to ensure that information as directed above is displayed on the website and updated as per the directions. This order will be complied with before 20 July 2011 for the month of June 2011 and shall be updated in subsequent months.
The PIO is also directed to send a compliance report along with the url address (web address) where the information has been uploaded to the Appellant and the Commission before 25 July 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
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(In any correspondence on this decision, mention the complete decision number. (VV) 
