CENTRAL INFORMATION COMMISSION

Club Building, Old JNU Campus,

Opposite Ber Sarai, New Delhi 110 067.

Tel: +91 11 26161796

Decision No. CIC/SG/A/2009/001588/4454
Appeal No. CIC/SG/A/2009/001588
Relevant facts emerging from the Appeal:

Appellant



:
A.N. Prasad,






C/o Joint Operation for Social Help (JOSH)







A-311 Meera Bagh, Paschim Vihar







New Delhi-110087

Respondent 



:
Public Information Officer,
University of Delhi,
Delhi-110007
RTI application filed on

:
26/03/2009
PIO replied
:
30/04/2009 
First Appeal filed on 


:
11/05/2009
First Appellate Authority order
:
08/06/2009
Second Appeal filed on 

:
29/06/2009
Information sought 

	Sr. No.
	Information Sought 
	                 Reply by the PIO

	1.
	The exact date of dispatch of the letter sent by the University, bearing No. Info. / RTI/02/2005/33392-471 dated 5th November 2008.
	The exact date of dispatch of the letter No. Info. / RTI/02/2005/33392-471 is 12th November, 2008.

	2.
	The list of the institutions that have sent action taken reports.
	Following Institutions have sent response to the above mentioned communication:

(i) Miranda house

(ii) Shaheed Bhagat Singh College
(iii) Jesus & Mary College

(iv) Moti Lal Nehru College(Evening)

(v) Amar Jyoti Institute of Physiotherapy

(vi) Kirori Mal College 

(vii) SGTB Khalsa College

(viii) Shaheed Rajguru College of Applied Sciences for Women.

	3.
	With respect to point (1) above, certified copies of the action taken reports received.
	A copy of the communication received from the Colleges concerned was enclosed.

	4.
	What action can be taken against the institutions/ colleges who have not complied with the orders? By when would that action be taken?
	This is not a request for information as defined under Section 2 (f) of the Act. The Applicant is requesting for interpretation of the extant rules.


Grounds for First Appeal:

Partial and unsatisfactory reply by the PIO
Order of the First Appellate Authority: 
FAA stated that “After considering the appeal, it is informed that the University has again taken up the matter with the colleges and a seminar on the implementation on the Right to Information Act, 2005 has been organized by the University on 7th June 2009 for proper sensitization of all concerned”.
Grounds for Second Appeal:

PIO did not provide the complete information.
Relevant facts emerging during hearing:

The following were present.

Appellant: Mr. A.N. Prasad
Respondent: Mr. Jay Chanda, PIO
The FAA Mr. SK Jaipuria has not held hearing before giving his order and is warned that if such actions continue the Commission will be constrained to order disciplinary action against him. The Appellant’s major concern is that Section 4 is not being complied with by the colleges and the University itself. The PIO is directed to ensure that communication is sent to the colleges before 25 August 2009 outlining what steps the University will take against the colleges if Section 4 compliance is not met with. The PIO will send a letter of compliance regarding this to the Appellant and the Commission before 30 August 2009.
Decision:

The Appeal is allowed.
The PIO is directed to ensure that communication is sent to the colleges before 25 August 2009 outlining what steps the University will take against the colleges if Section 4 compliance is not met with. The PIO will send a letter of compliance regarding this to the Appellant and the Commission before 30 August 2009.

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
17.08.2009
(In any case correspondence on this decision, mention the complete decision number.)    (D.A.)
