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Date of filing of applivation for information under RT1 Act

{A self memcd copy of RTI application should be attached along wiil
of RT1 fees 1.2, photocopy of the same. In case of BPL category  self-
af ceriificate issued by the competent authority should be atlachs -d).

ol 20232

1 proof of payment
aitested photocopy

alin

il MName of State Public Infarmation OfF cer / State Assistant Public Informaﬂon Officer o

whom the application svas made and address: BM L ovnd K Lowd KQ/#QYM
St Avsha, At Seakooad ) Bg - LB odbad -
e, - ATSM' 2)437777(}0—‘ %M (W @ PIN 77_315‘9

3 Gt of the information sought for: Qq}‘% 6225{) ‘
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) Have you received any resnonse / information?

i 50, atiach 2 self-attested copy of the same.  Aha_ &’L 8 1. RG A\“{j’,[,q r Db
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}\ b Date of filing 1™ appea:

/ {# self attesied copy of 1% appeal should be attachad),
| G[Cl2023
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Decision of the | f\mellat\, Authority. if any mciudmd number and daie of the order:

A sell-attested phatocopy of the order of the 1% hpmh,m nmhomy should be attached).
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1] (;.ounds for 2™ appeal and the relief sought (specify): MPM )Z'Q"z-‘u‘/d

M Amesrved L2 exSom Trovn- ). R 1R 0, rShe % DA dr—
PMq SINEY 27 }gazso 2R 3. L_/gl_&o M APl Wl
I»iw% Supplied o T+ Aeptcofon By fof ({/
H * appeal is filed aftcr 00 daya ﬁom the date on whtch the decision of the | Appellate
Authority wag received or aﬁtr 135 days from the date of filing of the [ appeal, explain

the rea:,onqmr the Lk,la }\Q_A%QMA [ p 67)‘0” M /Q\LM’W/}—‘

g Hp T e TRl ol oprzaal Widis
sﬂtﬂmg,f!@t t}Z: B-4x %éém-- < be%ng an Indian citizen do hereby solemaly affirm
e hu‘un

mat lhc Statements mq true owledge based on records and thg, test are my
subrmissions io tie Hou ble West Bengal lnfmmmmn k,ommtssxon g

i

Place . PM a : Sx Eture o1'the appeliant

Date . \ 9 l I}Zd 2 (( U\;amc of the appeliaint )

Lisi af documents (o be enclosed - -

\_/a)/fsreif' attested copy of RTI application;
b) Self attesied photosopy of proof of RTY fee payment or of BPL status;
Self attested copy of 1¥ appeal;
V)/Seli attested copy of all communications / replies received from the public authorities
I connection with the instant KT application;
Ly 2" appeal in the format as above.
b Any other documents in support of the 2™ appeal,

Swpip Podling ¢ ENTRAY TNPoRMATION Commigspol
NEw DELHDS
/_SA [
o File pho-cTe [De)A]2013 /001788
i incompicete o7 incocrect inform ation is provided, the 2% appeal is liable 1o be rejected.

Neparite 27 appeal Ads to be filed i e espect of each RTT apatication.
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To ' st
The Ld. District Magistrate & Collector ; Purulia .
J ( Public Information officer )

Po0o & “istrict — Purulia , (i4.3.) .

In the matter of an App 1ication

Act, 2005,
————

Sir;
" Most TeSpectfully I bey to state that T Shri Durjodhan

Majhi S/o Nabin Majhi, resident of Village -~ Kalipur y P.Oo &
P.5. Arsha, District purylia (4.8.) PINe 72220
I intend to obtain the Certified copy of R.S, Record of Rights

the Schedule described in below from Block Lamd g Land

Eef orms of fi cer, Arshg, at Sirkabad, P.0.5irkabad , p.s, Arsha

District purulia (4. o)

Schedule

District Purulia , p.s, A.‘csha;J.’L. No.3 , Mouza- Palpals ;

BeS. Khatian No. 778, Certi fied copy of allR.S, plot numbers

of BeSe Khatian No. 778.

I therefore Tequest yoyu to kindly
to supply me the Certified copy of

é;.S.\ELecoI‘d of nghts above mention ed
~d Schedyle according to provisi.
~ons of R,T,I, Act ; 2005 -

schedule certi fied copy of R.S, Record
does not fall ungder Section -8 of the B.T.I. Act;onos

and there is pg Testrictions of Supply the same U/S=6 of the

hL,T.I . Act, 2005,
2§§ g fton mogf.

ey

Date p- ]6/11/7/5‘2‘3 Signature of the Applicant .

§ Affixed 5. 10,00 (
% NP ‘ ' Slofouin
) ‘ EﬂCCOeS;@Q ‘— Oma O‘T?aq‘ 'n.o\e 'P)"@g@fk_&us\ aQYIYmLN{‘ {TGY

s et bed ' opus sty R, 2. Reeomd TpRIghE
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To
The Ld. Additional District Magistrate ;

& . .
District Land & Land Befoms officer; Purulia .

( Appellate Authority U/S- 19 (I) of the R.¥.I. Act; 2005)
P.0. & District Purulia (¥.3.). '

R.Tol- Appeal NOO Of 2093 .

In the matter of First Appeal U/S- 19(1)

of the R,T.I. Act, 2005%'@-@5“”4)“75‘@2’\
Sir, -

The Appellant prefers the instant appeal U/s._19~,('1) of
the R.T.I. Act; 2005.

1) Name of -Appellant :— Shri Darjedhan Majhi ,

2) Father Name ;- Nabin_ Majhi , L
3)  Addriéss - Village KallpiZ , P.O. & P.S. Arsha, Dist.-
Purwlia; pIN- 723201. |
4)  whether copy of R.T.I. Applications attagh,é.éi 3= Yes
y 5) Date of R.F.I. Applicatipn :~ Appellant/ B;,TA.I. App licant

has filed a R.T.I.<Application on 10/4/2023 before
the Ld. District Magistrate & Collector, Purulia and
the same  was sent from Ld. District Magistrate,

Purulia on 17/4/2023 to the B.L. & LR.0. ; Arsha,

District Purulia , with a direction supply informatien

ciire-ctly to applicant within the period.to bti-me as.

oo %ulated under R.T.I. Act; 2005.

Contedessa.s P/ 2.

Sl fogand
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6) Name and address of Respondent := .

Block Land & Land Reforms. officer ; Arsha ;

At Sirkabad j P.0..Sirkabad , P.S. Arsha ,
District Purulia (W.B.) PIN-

7) Grounds 3=
The Appellant does not Teceived.decision

within time (230 days ) from ®.L. g L&R.0, Arsha , District

Purulia .

8) .Prayer i- Certified copy of R.S. Record of E Rights .

Schedule

District Purulia , P.S. Arsha , J.L.No-3H
R.S. Khatian No.778., Certified copy of all R.S.
P lot /\mgembreﬁ_:—s of R.5. Khatian No.778 .

i

§

By R
' Signature of the Appellant . . '
ate/ :— (;/ é/w .'

Enclosed ;- (i)  Xerox cepy of R.T.I. Application dt.1e/4/23
ii) XeTox Copy of Reply from Ld District Magistrate ;
- purulia .

3
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e ¥ Bengal Form No 270

ORDER SHEET
(RULE 129 OF THE RECORDS MANUAL. 1917)

Durjodhan Majhi
-Vs.-
BL&LRO, Arsha
Appeal No. - 30 of 2023

Order Sheet, Dated from 12/06/23 to 22/06/23
District: Purulia

SI. Number
and date of
order

Order and signature of Officer

02
22/06/23

Djctated &
rrected
by me

Note of action
taken on order

The appeal is taken up today for hearing as per schedule.
Ld. Advocate Bibekananda Mahato appears for the appellant and

filed haziran.
None appears for the respondent.

Heard the appellant at length and perused all the material

documents placed before me.

The Appellant submits that on 10.04.2023, he had applied u/s 6 of
the RTI Act before the District Magistrate & Collector, Purulia
which was subsequently transferred by the District Magistrate,
Purulia vide his office Memo No. 141/G/RTL, Dated 17/04/2023 to
the BL&LRO, Arsha, for obtaining certified copy of R.S. Records-
of-Right of R.S. Khatizn being No.- 778 of Mouza - Palpala, JL.
No.- 35 under P.S. — Arsha, District — Purulia.

He further submits that even after the prescribed time period to
supply the information as enumerated W the Act is over; no

information was provided to him.

Page 1 of 2
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Ditftated &
Corrected
by me

Being dissatisfied by such inaction from the part of respondent
BL&LRO, Arsha; the appellant preferred the instant appeal.

Having heard the appellant, I am of opinion that the BL&LRO

should not sit idle after getting a petition under RTI Act, which is
utter violation of the Act.

Hence, the BL&LRO, Arsha is directed to supply the nformation
sought for within two weeks from the date of communication of
this order as per provisions of RTI Act.
With this the appeal stands disposed of.

Let the order be commuﬁicated to all concerned.

Photostat certified copy of the order, if applied for, be supplied on

Appeﬂze%ﬁw

U/S 19(1) of RTT Act 2005 &
ADM & DL&LRO, Purulia

maintenance of relevant formalities.

% Page 2 of 2
)
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=
Government of West Bengal
Office of the Block Land & Land Reforms Officer, Arsha /
At Sirkabad, P.S.-Arsha, District-Purulia :
Memeo. No. ’)__\9 /BL&LRO/ARS/SKB/23 ‘Dated 21.07.2023
To - -

Shri Durjodhan Majhi

S/0- Nabin Majhi

Vill- Kalipur .
P.O.- Arsha _

P.S- Arsha

Dist- Purulia

Pin- 723201

West Bengal.

Sub: Supply of information under Right to Inforfmation Act, 2005.

Ref: - Compliance order dated 22.06.23 passed by the Ist Appellant
Authority u/s 19(1) of RTI Act, 2005 and communicated vide
memo no V (RTI)/Appeal—30/2267/Ce11/23, dated 14.07.2023.

This is to inform him that as per available scanned copy of R.S. Records of

rights with this Office has been searched and Khatian No. 778, of Mouza- Palpal, J.L
No- 35 has not been found out.

Therefore, the information sought for is presently not available with the public
authority. Hence the same can not,be provided as under the provision of the RTI Act, a

public authority is to provide information available with his Office and he is not
supposed to create or collate any information.

This for your information.

Block Land & Land Reforms Officer
Arsha,Purulia.
Blsck Land & Land
Reforms Officer, Arsha
at.-Sirkabad, Purulia
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To

The Hon®le State Chief Infoymation Commissioner ]
West Bengal Information Commission;

II Aj; Mirza Galib Street ,

Khadya Bhawan ,

Kolkata - 700087 .

Sri Durdehan Majhi 60060000 000000000 Appellant °
= Versus =
B.L, & LoRoOo 9 ArSha 0060600006 690000 SPIO/ ReSpondente

In the matter of an Application

U/S-5 of the Limitation Act;1963

for condonation of delay in filing

the instant 2nd appeal U/S - 19( 3)

of the RoeToIlo ACt; 2005 .

The appellant above named most respectfully state :-

1) That the appellant preferred the ihstamt 2nd appeal

for non supply of the information sought for from B.Lo &
L:R.0s; Arsha, District Purulia (W.B.) inspite of order passed
by the Ld. A.DMo & DoL. & LeR.0. ¢ Purulia to supply the
information sought for within two weeks from the data of
communi cation of the order being R.T.I. Appeal No 30 of

223 .

%ntedoaooe P/ 20
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2) That the appellant is poor farmer he could not

collect requir@d amount of money in time he could not

make himself prepared for filed the instant appeal within
the stipialated period »

3) That there was no wilful latches or negligence on
the part of the appellant to prefer the instant appeal
for non supply information songht for from the B.L. &

LB Qo ; Arsha, District Purulia.

4) That wunless the delay in filing the instant appeal
be condoned the appellant shall be highly prejudiced

and put to less and injury ;

i:t is therefore prayed that
your Honour would graciously be pleased
to admit the instant petition and further
be pleased to condone the delay inv filing
the instant appeal for the end of

justice »

Date 3~ | &|1|202Y @%\/%'Z%r |

Signature of the Appellant ,




~-lying in the office of the BoL. & L.R.0, :
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To

The Hon'ble State Chief Information Commissioner ;
West Bengal Information Commission;

IIA; Mirza Galib Street

Khadya Bhawan;

Kolkata - 700087 .

Sri Durdehan Majhi 60000 0000060000 Appellani‘. 9 ‘
-~ Versys o

BoLe & LoRoOo; ':-‘:ArSha seo0eo0 60000600 SPIO/ ReSpondent,

Sir;, _

2

I the appellant preferred the instant 2nd appeal
U/S5-19(3) of the R.T.I. Act; 2005 for non supply information
sought for from B,.L. & L.Ra0oy Arsha, District Purulia (W.B.) .

1) That the R.S, Record of Rights of Mouza Palpala , J.L,
No-3P, P.S. Arsha , District Purulia; R.S. Khatian No= 778 has

been lying in four positions s

(i) Scanned data copy of R.S., Record of Rights has begen
lying in the office of the Additional District Magistrate &

District Land & Land Reforms officer, Purulia .

(ii) KeBo of RoS. Record of Rights has been lying in the
office of the B.L, &LE 0. Arsha, District Purulia .

(iii) original manual/ Hand writing copy of R.5, Record of

Rights has been lying in the office of the BoL, & LR .0O. 3

9

Arsha ; District Purulia (W.B e) o

(iv) Scanned data copy of R.S. Record of Rights has been

s Arsha , Distri'ct -
Purulia .

Contedeooooo P/ 2,
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2) That the B,L, & LR 0o H AI'Shag District Purulia
has not tried to supply information sought for R.T.I,

Application dated 10/4/2023 .

3) That the Appellant has not received decision and
information sought for from B.,L. & LR.O, Arsha , Dist.
Purulia within 30 days .

4) That the BoL, & L.R.0. 3 Arsha s District Purulia has
ViolatEd the ReToIa Actg Z)O5 °

9) That unless proved that record was destroyed as per

the prescribed rules of destruction Tetention poligy it

i1s deemed that record continues to be held by public Autherity..

Claim of file missing or not traceable has no legality as

it is not recognised as exception by R.T.I. Acts 2005,

6) That the infomation which at some point of time or

the otfer was available in the Tecords of the government
should continue to be available with the concerned department
unless it has been destroyed in accordance with the rules

framed by that department for destruction of @ld record .

I therefore prayed that your
Honour graciously be pleased to
pass order to supply the informa-
tion sought for R,T.I. App lica-
tion dated 10/4/2023 .

o @W%a%*

, [%Mzap,
Date = Q’ Signature of the Appellant ,
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.‘:(Ro'c‘zH’N%.ZJ%_”EI-VVﬁnQI Agguét Kranti"Bhawan'’ Bhik%]l C

ama Place. New Dilti 110 066). 4"

File NO.CIC/DS/A/2013/001788-8/5\
(8h.Om Prakash Vs. Land & Building Dept, GNCTD)
. , W,*‘ 0 -a.?%‘f-?i{:‘;‘,':’,;,g.';zr,% g
Appellant © . ShriOm Prakash *
e o R

: i L-nwm}.kffhé\(ﬂiﬂﬁ%%#\im .
Respondent : sldnd & Building Dep‘%?«@
i GNCTD, Delhi g

o
e

Date of hearing : 21-08-2014

Date of stecision : 29-08-2014

Information Commissioner : Prof. M. Sridhar Acharyulu

(Madabhushi Sridhar)
Referred Sections * Sections 3, 19(3) of the RTI
Act

Result : Appeal allowed/
' Disposed of

Cbservation “Case of Missing File”

Summary:

Unless-proved th‘at*"'record->vwaSaa~'d’ététﬁo

ﬁéﬁ%a'sasspErsssmggm teseribedinules. of
destruction/ retention policy,

it i-sr.'de‘é'mfe'd’-'fth“affﬂrec;@ teheontinuesyt )-beiheld
by public authority. Cla’imof=-'fi~le~miss,i_ﬁgzo;;mn’ot%‘er:aoeab,le,:.;h@;s,-afn,@,gl,-gggg;tfyy_as
it is not. recognizedvas:exception.. by;rf&éRa?F-lwAete—%fﬂBy@fpr-_a@I».i.Qﬁmir;mi&@iﬁl.@%}ﬂ!.ef
cannotibecread intewaskexception: in addltionto”e?cebtlens%m"b@eg:*bé/
RTE Aety It amounts*tg breach et Public *R’éﬁ't’ards"Act, 1983 and punishable
with imprisonment Up to a term of five years or with fine or both. Public

¥ 1
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Authority has a duty to initiale action tor this kind of loss of public record,
in the form of ‘not traceable or ‘missing’. TheuPubhc»Authonty’*alsoahas a

The appellant is present. The Public Authority is represented by Mr. Prakash Chand

Meena, Head Clerk, Land and Building Depoartment, GNCTD, Delhi.

2. The appellant submitted that through his RT! application dated 4-7-2012, he is seeking
information regarding allotment of alternative plot with referenée to the respondent va‘L_Jthority
fle No.F-31(12)/2/2002/7075 in lieu of the land acquired by the Government. The PIO has
given reply by his letler dated 13-12-2012. " The appellant made first appeal before the FAA.
Claiming that no information was received from the respondent authority, the appellant has

filed 2™ appeal before the Commission.
Decision:

3. Heard the submissions made by both the parties. The respondent officer says that the
relevant file 1s missing and he could not trace it even though he personally inspected the
record room of the Lands & Building Department, after receiving the RTI application and also

says that there is no.possibility of retrieving the missing record.

.
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4 The Commission-is of the view-that, prima facie; PUbCALE Gfityfcannekdenyithesfight

ol the appellant teigetari+alternative: iplot, by: puttingsferward- an.exesersmisSiHghtetfile.

The defenserclimissiig: diletcannot be- accepted»even*und’ér theLRTluAct'- ltih@*fgLe?JS*reqlly@not

R E
23

SByRhe B Rttty

rimg@%demuaulh sifyto

Rt

SaEEA

reconstructihexfilgzonidey

AT

3 kbymzthedapp“el;lanw-

5. The Commission feels that lodging of FIR is mot the remedy in such cases as one

RS TR SR R gy o .2 p...,,ra o
e GRETEL P R e SR YRR st

cannot expect the Pohce to come to the ofﬂce and frace the flle:_. Accordlng to law, Pollce

B LT R
Ty e

) " l;:\%. ‘“ﬂ" "

does not have any responsnblhty to trace the mlssmg files, as they Wlll come EiG) 5T'c'fure By

RS flﬁu.x{(’"-xﬁ“ o i A

TH N N~
Y, S _.g..n'u

when there is theft of the flles It cannot be sand that pohce should come to offnce and search

for the files or things mlsplaced by negligence or dellberate actlon or hy mlstake etc lt |s the

duly of the PIO to make necessary efforts to trace the file and inform the same to the

appellant in the form of an affidavit.

Duty of the public authority

B. The public authority has a duty to designate “Public Records Officer” as per Public

Records Act 1993. This Acl is made to regulate the management, administration and
preservation of public records of the Central Government, Union Territory Administrations,
public sector undertakings, statutory bodies and corporations, commissions and commitiees

constituted by the Central Government or a Union Territory Administration and matters

connected therewith or incidental thereto.
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7. The definition of “Public Records” U/S 2(e) of Public Records Act, 1993 (PRA 1993) is

almost identical with the definition of Records under the RTI Act 2005. These Records can

be sought under the RTI Act, 2005 as “Information” through RTI Application.

. The public records act and rules ban government de

S 5 (1) Every records creating agency shall nominate one of its officers as reco,{&i officer 1o
discharge the funclions under this Act. '

Sec 6(1) The records officer shall be responsible for -

proper arrangement, maintenance and preservation of public records under his charge;
periodical review of all public records and weeding out public records of euphomeral value;
appraisal of public records which are more than twenty-five years old in consultation with the

National Archives of India or, as the case may be, the Archives of the Union territory with a view
lo relaining public records of permanent value; :

deslruction of public records in such manner and subject to such conditions as may be
prescribed under sub-section (1) of section 8:

compitation of a schedule of retention for public records in consultation with the National Archives
ol India or, as the case may be, the Archives of the Union Territory;

periodical review for downgrading ol classified public records in such manner as may be
prescri‘bed;

adoplion of such slandards, procedures and techni
ime by the National Archives of India for impro
maintenance of security of public records;

compilation of annual indices oi public records:

ques as may be recommended from time to
vement of record management system and

* campdabon of organizational history and annual supplement thereto;
d5s1sling the National Archives of India or, as the case ma
icr public records management;

submission of annual report to the Director General or, as the
in such manner as may be prescribed;

iransierring of records of any defunct body to the National Archives of India or the Archives of the
Union Territory, as the case may be, for preservation.

y be, the Archives of the: Union territory

case may be head of the Archives

Sec 7{1) The records officer shall, in the event of an
or alleration of any public records under his char
or resloration of such public records.

y unauthorized removal, destruction, defacement
ge, forthwith 1ake appropriate action for the recovery

S 9. Whoever contravenes any of the provisions of section 4 or section 8 shall be punishable with

imprisonment for a term which may extend to five years or with fine whick may extend to ten
thousand rupees or with both.

partmenis from destroying documents that are
more than 25 years old, unless they have been “appraised".
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& The National Archives of India. under the Culture Ministry, and similar bodies at the

Slale level are required 1o keep tabs on “public records”, and help government

departmenis separate worthless files from those that must be saved.

9. The documenls considered to be of “permanent nature” — but no longer _required by

",
the depariment which created them — are then shifted to the archives for safekeeping.

There, lhey can be seen by research scholars.

10. Loss of records that are required to be kept and maintained permanently, if
: PR R e
T e sipeeh el ~y“ﬂeﬁa@?x§§%£%¥ﬁw TR S
considered as evidence in a case, its missing should invite criminal .cgmplamt‘ ainst:
e Lo . ~<,}:1..~.--.\.-;Jum'-ﬁ.'cwwdt’v,’lﬂ'ﬂ"&‘xﬁ-‘.?'-‘[!‘,{ﬁ{}\- & 553?":5"""'5%"-"“'-,'» vt ‘:“i‘-'.:;;vf;

officials under sections 201: of IPC ":(B:unishable with~imprisonment.ys/‘hth”qi;} _g_iregtly

- R ..:= Q&iihuﬁﬁy‘mnvi.ﬁ.“) P : . .
proportional 1o seriousness of offence charged from 7 years to 10 years and for life)

M . N
R ] u‘;;,;‘.%m;m-& "‘5“"-"&‘.‘9};,- .

v

1. lthese files are part of public record an.d,fo,r_rpbs evidence in any case, its desfruction
. S N N ERP ey POTI .

R Yt

would be a serious crime of destruction of evidence. Otherwise also it brings in the liability
. A e LoLoe N, i '_.,;».‘\,‘-:

under Public Records Act 1993 which can extend to impr_isopmgnt__up,_to, five years g_nd up

to fine of Rs 10,000. Reading Right to Information Act, 2005 with Pgl?liq Records_ Act,

1993 and Indian Penal Code,‘will lead 1o serious consequenoes for those who lose the
o N P R LE SRRTAAY L} R

i Ty

ST TR

records, besides the disciplinary action from the top administ.ra'tvi.on..

12, Hon'ble Delhi High Court in Union Of India Vs. Vishwas Bhamburkar

[2013(297)ELT500(DeL)] with regard to the plea of the Respondent authority of record

being not traceable, has observed as follows -

"5. The Right to Information Act is a progressive legislation aimed at providing, to
the citizens, access to the information which before the said Act came into force
could not be claimed as a matier of right. The intent behind enactment of the Act
S 10 disclose the information 1o the maximum extent possible subject of course to

Fos
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Certan - safeguards ang exemptions. Therefore, while interpreting the
provisions of the Act, the Court needs to take a view which would advance
the objectives behind enactment of the Act, instead of taking a restrictive

and hyper-technical approach which would obstruct the flow of information
to the citizens.

record of the government at some point of time, Cannot be traced déspité
best efforts made in this regard, the department concerned . must
necessarily fix the responsibility for the loss -of the record and take

Information Act.

7. Since the Commission hag the power to direct disclosure of information

provided, it is not exempled from such disclosure, it would also have the
jurisdiction to direct an inquiry into the matter wherever it is claimed by the
PIO/CPIO  that ihe information sought by the applicant is

s e 2t
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available to it forms g prima facie opinion that the said information was in fact
available with the government, it would be justified in directing an inquiry by a
responsible officer of the department/office concerned, to again look into the
matler rather deeply and verify whether such an information was actually
available in the records of the government at some point of time or not. After all, it
is quite possible that the required information may be located if g thorough search
is made in which event, it could be possible to supply it to the applicant. Fear of

13. Based on the above discussion, the Commiss_iqp thus holds: Unless proved that
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record was destroyed as per the Drescribed rules of destruction/ retention policy, it is deemed
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that record continues to be held by public gu_t'h_orit'y.. Claim of file migsi
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gnized as_excer f.‘{g"px RTI Act. By practice ‘missing file'-

TR i T Y

cannot be read inio asg exception in addition to exceptions presicribed‘ by RTI Act. It amounts
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, Inquiry to find. out publicAs‘e_r\_/anI_ responsible, disciplinary action and a

ction under Public
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Re_c_orq§ Ac, reconstruction of alternative file, relief to the person affected by the joss of file
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are the basic actiong the Public Authority is legmmately EXxpected to perform
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15. i is lhe duty of the Public Authonty to find out the alternatlve if the file could not be
:\;
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Governmcn{ dunng 1986 87 Shapur V:Hage Kapashera Revenue Dlsmct .Delhi.
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16.  The Commission therefore d:rects the PIO to file ap affidavit with the Commission,
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regardmg the lime and date of efforts made to trace the ﬁles fact of fixin responsj r'ljty for
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the Public Authonty to consider this rssue serlously
e

; ‘v \1
----- v B MR R s Rt VAR NGy R L

armg excuse of m:ssmg mes on many occasxons and also to

B AT ‘-:Mruﬁ,i.v’;w,g}‘f ) k‘.,'gg
main purpose of RTI Aot to facmtate the appellant tg get
S e I R e &Je;:,‘mﬂ.;\;qmw' AL, BAR ol
im‘ormation is not defeated by this kind_Qt_;eg<cuses.
Coepe TrERTE Y S

SR
SR RIS 5 2oz
TN e T LI g

8. The Commission Orders accordingly.
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Authenticated trye copy

(Babu Lal)
Deputy Regisirar

Address:of the parties:

1. The CPIO under RTI, Govt. Of NCT of Delhi,

Lands and Building Department (Alternative Branch),
Vikas Bhawan, |p Estate, NEW DELHI-110002

2. ShriOm Prakash

H.No.133, Sector-Otl,

Gurgaon, HARYANA

3. The Additiona| Secretary (Lands & Buildings) and First

Appellate Authority under RTI, Lands ang Building Department

S Blogh i Brayan,

’.‘i%

IP Eslate, New.Delhi=110602

(M. Sridhar Acharyulu)

- Information Commissioner
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State Chief Information Commissioner West Bengal < scic-wb@nic.in >
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To "bllropara"<bllropara@gmail.com>,"RAJAT NANDA"<dm-pur-wb@nic.in>

Please find the attachment, for further details visit our website
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