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Relevant Facts emerging from the Appeal:
Appellant                                            : 
Mr. P. C.  Jain 
                                                              
Org. Secretary R.W. A. Viswas Nagar (Regd.)

                                                              
6/19 Gali No. 4 Vishwas Nagar, Shahdara, 

                                                              
Delhi 
Respondent  
   


:  
Mr. S. K. Singh 
PIO & Dy. Commissioner (Policy), 







Department of Industries, GNCTD







(Policy Branch) Room No. 419, Udyog Sadan,

Paharganj Industrial Area, 

New Delhi-110092

RTI application filed on

:
28/02/2011
PIO replied



:           29/04/2011(after FAA order)
First appeal filed on


:           11/04/2011
First Appellate Authority order
:
18/05/2011
Complaint received on

:
03/06/2011
	Sl.
	      Information sought by the appellant
	Reply of the PIO (29/04/2011)

	1.
	The information is regarding decision taken by Lt. Governor meeting dated September 2008 with Chief secretary, the D.C. (East)-

Please let me know on what basis Vishwas nagar was taken as an industrial area whereas it is a residential colony in the MPD 1962, 20001, 2021, and DDA Zonal Plan 2010 Zone East.
	As per record of the policy, the area Vishwas Nagar has neither been notified as an industrial area, nor the area has been notified for re- development of industrial cluster. As regards the basis for taken as industrial area is not recorded on file. 


Ground of the First Appeal:  
Not having received any information from PIO within the time mandate of 30 days as per RTI Act and hence  the appeal is filed by the appellant. 
Order of the FAA: 
 The PIO on hearing states that the reply was made but was not dispatched and remained in the file. The PIO is ordered of not committing such delay form next time. The appellant states that the information is received by him and hence appeal is dismissed.
Ground of the Second Appeal:  
 The information supplied was too late and the answer provided to the query is not satisfactory and hence the appeal is filed.
Relevant Facts emerging during Hearing:

The following were present

Appellant: Mr. P. C.  Jain;  
Respondent: Mr. S. K. Singh, PIO & Dy. Commissioner (Policy);


The appellant is concerned about the fact that a residential locality Vishwas Nagar is sought to converted into Industrial Area. This is based on a note issued by Mr. R. Chandramohan, Principal Secretary to LG which has also been marked to Commissioner Industries. The note titled “status report in the matter regarding closure of Industrial Units at Vishwas Nagar” states that, “Hon’ble LG has discussed the matter with Chief Secretary and Divisional Commissioner in his chamber. DC(East) was also present and the following decisions were taken:

1- The area/colony will continue to be industrial area.

2- DC(East) will carry out a detailed survey of the industrial units functioning in the area. 

3- Action against industrial units/enterprises which are not permissible in the area will be taken in January 2009 on the basis of the above survey by DC(East).” 


This note has been received by the Commissioner Industries on 24/09/2008. The PIO has stated that the area Vishwas Nagar has neither been notified as an industrial area, nor the area has been notified for re- development of industrial cluster. Thus it appears from the information provided by the PIO that Vishwas Nagar is not an industrial area. He also confirms that the said note of the Principal Secretary to the LG is on the file of the department but states that there are no reasons given how the LG has stated that Vishwas Nagar will continue as industrial area. Since the records show that the Vishwas Nagar is a residential area no authority can declare that it is an industrial area unless reasons are provided for this. The Commission also notes that announcing such a decision is violative of Section 4(1)(d) of the RTI Act which mandates that reasons have to be provided for administrative or quasi judicial decision to affected persons. The appellant has now got information that there are no reasons to back the note of the Principal Secretary to LG on the records of the Department of Industries. 
Decision:

The Appeal is disposed.

The information available on the records has been provided. 

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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