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CENTRAL INFORMATION COMMISSION
2nd Floor, August Kranti Bhawan,
Bhikaji Cama Place, New Delhi-110066

Decision No. CIC/PGCIL/A/2017/116234, dated 02.05.2018

Shiv Kumar vs. CPIO, Power Grid Corporation of India Limited, New
Delhi

Relevant dates emerging from the Appeai:

RTL: 15.11.2016 FA: 27.12.2016 SA: 07.03.2017

| CPIO: 28.12.2016/ : | "

. 13.02.2017 FAAO: 13.01.2017 Hearing: 01.05.2018
ORDER

The appellant filed an application under the Right to Information Act,
2005 (RTI Act) before the Central Public Information Officer (CPIO), Power
Grid Corporation of India Limited (PGCIL), New Delhi, seeking information
ar 17 points pertaining *“*‘rle distributior: of compensation awarded by the
respondent to him and his brother, Shri Sujan Singh for installation of
Baghpat-Dehradun transmission line, including, inter-alia (i) the reasons for
payment of compensation to Shri Sugam Singh for removal of trees growing
on the appellant’s land and for not rectifying the error committed, and (ii)

the dimensions of the area, taking location no. 22/4 or 22/3 as a base, for

removal of trees.

2. The appellant filed a second appeal before the Commission on the
grounds that incomplete information has been furnished to him by the
CPIO. The appellant requested the Commission to direct the CPIO to provide
complete and correct information to him, free of cost, and to impose penalty

upon the CPIO.
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Hearing:

3. The appellant Shri Shiv Kumar and the respondent, Shri B.P.
Saraswat, Chief Manager and Shri Rajender Prasad, Sr. P.S., Power Grid

Corporation of India Limited, New Delhi, were present in person.

4. The appellant submitted that the respondent, inter-alia, has not
provided the exact location/measurement as well as the photograph of the
area from where trees were removed, taking location no. 22/4 or 22/3 as a
base, as per the Google maps. Moreover, the CPIO had not provided the copy
of the notice issued in respect of location no. 22/3 and 22/4 for removal of
trees on the said land under point no.2 of the RTI application. The appellant
further submitted that no reasons have been given to him as to why
compensation has been paid to his brother, Shri Sugam Singh, for trees

removed from the former’s land.

5. The respondent.submitted that point-wise information as per the
availabie records has been provided to the appeilant vide letters dated
28.12.2016 and 13.02:2017. The respondent further submitted that there is
a land dispute between the appellant and his brother Shri Sugam Singh and
the Corporation has no role to play in that dispute. Moreover, the appellant
is seeking redressal of his grievance/complaint pertaining to compensation
awarded to his brother for trees removed from the appellant’s land. However,
the RTI Act is not the proper law for redressal of grievances and there are

other appropriate fora for resolving such matters.

6. The respondent agreed to provide the copy of the notice under point

no. 2 of the RTI application to the appellant at the time of hearing itself.

Decision:

¥ The Commission, after hearing the submissions of both the parties
and perusing the records, observes that the information sought by the
appellant is clarificatory in nature, which is not covered under the scope of
RTI Act. Nonetheless, an appropriate, point-wise, reply has been furnished

to the appellant. The Commission also accepts the stand of the respondent
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that the RTL Act is not the proper law for redressal of grievances and that
there are other appropriate fora for resolving such matters. The
Commission, however, directs the respondent to provide a copy of the notice
as sought, vide point no. 2 of the RTI application, to the appellant within a

period of four weeks from the date of receipt of a copy of this order.
8.  With the above observations, the appeal is disposed of.

9. Copy of the decision be provided free of cost to the parties.

Aqa--r(/
(Sudhir Bhargava)
Information Commissioner

Authe; ’_c:a'zgg;yle copy
R %?//
(S7S_ Rohilla) '
Designated Officer

Addresses of the parties:

1. The Central Public Information Officer (CPIO),
Power Grid Corporation: of India Lirmited,
Northern Region- 1, B-9, '

Qutub Institutional Area, Katwaria Sarai,
New Delhi — 110016.

2. Shri Shiv Kumar,

~ S/o Shri Naseeb Singh,
A-2/252, Sector-8,
Rohini, Delhi- 110085.
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