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Respected Sir, [ am a senior citizen aged 70 years and a cancer survivor. I
am compelled to approach your-Hon' ble Commission once agam in the larger
public 1nteres’@ ag@@r theﬁprotectlon of my const1tut1onally guaranteed property
rights undez;éArtlclefSOO-A of the Constitution of India$ “The ﬁssue& raised herein
not only/affect my lawful entitlemern to\ compensat1on but also involve grave
irregularities in public land acquisition, fraudulent documentatlon and a
consequential loss of revenue to the State of Maharashtra.

This complaint is filed under Section 18 of the Right to Information Act,
2005, against the vague, evasive,. and jfactually incorrect "inquiry report"
submitted by the Mumbai Metropohtan Reg1on Development Authority (MMRDA)
in 2023. The report was filed in purported compliance with the Hon'ble
Commission's Order dated 21.02.2019, which had directed MMRDA to explain the
disappearance of acquisition records, including Notice No. 64 under Section 299
of the MMC Act, 1888-the very notice used to dispossess my family of a portion
of land from CTS No. 5/5, Moh111 Village, Kurla Taluka

Prayer«for Urgent Interventlon . A:a;:';‘,- ” ; ¥

In light of:the above, I respectfully pray that the Hon' b,’le ‘CGommission may
be pleased to: ~oa y"; 5 g

1 Reject the 2023 inquiry report as non-compliant with the SCIC's 2019
Order, and direct a fresh, time-bound inquiry to be conducted by a neutral
and senior-most officer who has had no prior association with the subject
matter.

2. Direct the Designated Officer under the Maharashtra Public Records
Act, 2005 to: Confirm whether the acquisition records were ever recorded
as Class A permanent records.

Initiate action under the MPRA against any official responsible for loss.
suppression, or destruction of such records.

3. Direct MMRDA to produce the original acquisition register (setback

register) for Notice Nos. 45 to 70, since Notice No. 64-allegedly issued in
2005 is untraceable and absent from the current available register.
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4. Direct MMRDA to produce comparable acquisition records for other
villages including Marol, Mohili, Asalpha, etc., which were part of the same
road widening project (AGLR), to establish procedural uniformity or its
absence.

5. Initiate proceedings under Section 20 of the RTI Act, 2005, against
officials who have willfully obstructed information, filed evasive replies, or
claimed falsely-that no officer is responsible.

6. Grant me a personal hearing and permit production of additional
supporting documents and annexures at the time of such hearing.

TFRET St ST Tt ATaet TR 76.22.019.302¢, 32.0%.302% TTAT HTCRITAT Ui
e TG 5.0 HTERTER, 0’4, TSl GH:79 Uehdl oI 37T EREe hell I w1 g
TR 9T TR TTeh 0T 2efiet STRrehTY, SRl & MehTuTiath Taeuard HTeteaT e
ArRE A Fi W oo St AT B Wi TAT0T IEH FRUATE I IE:-

1. Personal Circumstances and Delay

I am a senior citizen aged 70 years and a cancer survivor. This matter has
remained unresolved for over a decade despite earlier directions from this
Hon'ble Commission. The land in question is jointly owned by my brothers
and me, as reflected in the property card. I therefore request urgent and
compassionate disposal of this long-pending case.

2. Non-Compliance with SCIC's Earlier Directions

Your Hon'ble Commission had specifically observed that:

The integrity of the land acquisition documents was doubtful, and

- A thorough enquiry was necessary to determine where and how the
original documents disappeared.

However, the Shete Enquiry Report has disregarded both these
observations. It provides no clarity on missing records and simply
concludes that no officer is guilty, without reference to the questions that
were originally mandated by this Commission.

3. Illegality of the 2014 Area Certificate

The area certificate of 2014, which justified acquisition of 303.20 sq.m., was
not based on any official survey or record. Despite this, it was used to
support the false claim that land was acquired in favour of private parties.
The enquiry report fails to examine this glaring illegality or to question the
officers who issued or relied upon this document.

4. Established Factual Position

The City Survey Officer has now confirmed in writing that:

120 sq.m. of land was already acquired and compensated in 1981 from
Mrs. Rani Kataria, the original owner; and

- The actual acquisition area certified under official supervision is 143.78
sg.m.

Numerous RTI applications have revealed that MMRDA officers, in
collusion with certain BMC and land records officials, manipulated
documents to allow a private lessee to claim FSI/TDR benefits on
government-owned land, while depriving the true owners of

compensation.




Jyetsnn

Admitted facts include:

-Acquisition file and foundational registers are claimed missing.

Notice under Section 299 of the MMC Act carries no CTS number or
MMRDA stamp.

-Notice was issued only to the lessee, not the landowners. .
-Attached sketch refers to CTS 6, 7 and 486, having no connection with
CTS 5/5.

-Area figures are inconsistent-192 sq.m. (Notice), 336 sq.m. (Possession),
303.20 sq.m. (Certificate), and 143.78 sq.m. (CTSO verification).

In November 2025, MMRDA has itself supplied the same boundary
demarcation of 143.78 sgm. to the CTSO, while simultaneously claiming
ignorance of area calculations for a decade.

5. Proceedings before Other Authorities

The Urban Development Department (UDD) sent a detailed questionnaire
to MMRDA, which-rémaifi ;fuﬁe;fismwglgédﬁfdfes,pft@,.multiple reminders over

e

U e PR - . .
one year. The Lokdayukta-ha§inow taken cognizance of these issues and

has fixed hearing on 10 November 2025. .

6. Role of Former Metropolitan Commissioner Shri S. V. R. Srinivas
As Additional Municipal Commissioner (BMC) in 2014, Shri Srinivas
examined a sketch bearing CTS 6, 7 and 486 and raised no objection
despite clear discrepancies. As Metropolitan Commissioner; MMRDA, he
received detailed representations- from me personally with evidence of
record manipulation, yet nd’ag foni was taken. The Enquiry Officer entirely
ignered this aspect, even though-it was central to the question of how and
why the original document$ disappeared. It is of note that during the
tenure of the Metropolitan ‘Commissioner, the Enquiry Report remains
suppressed in. Defiance of the Commission Order and copy was released
only after the issue of a TATKAL Notice by this Commission to MMRDA.

7. Failures of the Shete Enqg Iy:

Question ofﬁ'E;ers about théf‘c-‘iﬁ@h;,efdi‘,ctéry area figures across documents.
The Enquiry Officer has failed-tor: z—r~ d

Compare acquisition records”of adjoining plots within the same AGLR
project. Examine document preservation procedures and record-keeping
under MMRDA

Probe the evasive RTI replies provided by MMRDA officials.

Identify - the responsibility of officers such as SS. Lokare, now’
Superintending Engineér; . “who . has repeatedly suppressed his
involvement. . v Ty .

8. Contradictions Proving Deliberate Manipulation

In November 2024, Shri Kamble of MMRDA communicated the correct area
of 143.78 sq.m. to the CTSO. This proves that MMRDA knew the true
figures but nevertheless inflated the area to include 120 sqm. already
acquired by PWD in 1981, thereby enabling private lessees (PCS/AAP) to
wrongfully claim benefits.9. Reliefs and Directions Sought

I respectfully pray that the Hon'ble Commission may:

1. Reject the Shete Enquiry Report as inadequate and misleading.

2. Direct the Metropolitan Commissioner, MMRDA, to file a sworn affidavit
explicitly stating:

Whether the alleged Notice under Section 299 (dated 19 June 2005) is
genuine: -Whether the Possession Letter (dated 30 September 2008) is

genuine:

oo,
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Whether the areas stated therein correspond with actual MMRDA records;
and Whether CTS 6, 7, 486 can legally be treated as equivalent to CTS 5/5.
3. Order a fresh, independent enquiry by a retired High Court Judge,
covering the roles of MMRDA, BMC, and City Survey Officers, with a fixed
60-day reporting deadline.

4. Require disclosure or a certified loss affidavit for all missing records.

5. Fix officer-wise accountability and impose penalty under Section 20 of
the RTI Act for deliberate obstruction and contempt of the Commission's
earlier orders.

6. Ensure time-bound implementation, considering my advanced age and
the prolonged denial of information.

Filed under: Section 18 (1) (e¢) and (1) of the RTI Act, 2005 (Furnishing of
false and misleading information and failure to maintain public records)
Enclosures: with right to refer to them as need be, at the time of hearing:
Annexure A: Letter dated 22.06.2022 from the Engineer in Chief MMRDA to
Subash Kataria and to UDD-with its most un-understandable and weird
attachments

Annexure B: Copy of Order of SCIC dated 19.04.2021 to state the actual
Road width as existed in 2005 and the affidavits dated 09.04.2021 and
06.01.2025 in response which state the proposed road width and not the
existing road width in complete defiance of the Order.

Annexure C: Affidavit dated 23.05.2019 claiming that original file is missing
- (a file that never existed, was never created) - the application for
Declaration of Perjury of which has been completely ignored.

Annexure D: Affidavit dated 27.11.2019 submitted to the SCIC claiming
falsely that this complainant is harassing MMRDA Officers by making
multiple RTI applications - in a bid to prevent receipt of further RTI
Applications and thereby suppress the exposure of true facts.
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The nature of the power under Section 18 is supervisory in character
whereas the procedure under Section 19 is an appellate procedure and a person
who is aggrieved by refusal in receiving the information which he has sought for
can only seck redress in the manner provided in the stature, namely, by
following the procedure under Section 19. This Court is, therefore, of the opinion
that Section read with Section 19 provides a complete statutory mechanism to a
person who is aggrieved by refusal to receive information. Such person has to
get the information by following the aforesaid statutory provisions."
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12. The question considered in Chief Information Commissioner (supra)
was, has the Central Information Commission or State Information
Commission, as the case may be, power to provide access to the
information which was requested for by a person, but was denied by the
public information officer. The Apex Court held that the only order which
can be passed by the Central Information Commission or the State
Information Commission, as the case may be, under Section 18 is an order
of penalty as provided under Section 20 of the Act. A note of caution is also
jotted. That, before passing such an order the Commissioner must be
satisfied that the conduct of the Information Officer was not bona fide.
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13. The Apex Court after considering purport of the aforesaid provisions
observed in Chief Information Commissioner (supra) as follows, "It is well
known when a procedure is laid down statutorily and there is no challenge
to the said statutory procedure the Court should not, in the name of
interpretation, lay down a procedure which is contrary to the express
statutory provision. It is a time honoured principle as early as from the
decision in Taylor v. Taylor [(1876) 1 Ch.D. 426] that where statute provides
for something to be done in a particular manner it can be done in that
manner alone and all other modes of performance are necessarily
forbidden. This principle has been followed by the Judicial Committee of
the Privy Council in Nazir Ahmad v. Emperor [AIR 1936 PC 253(1)) and also
by this Court in Deep Chand v. State of Rajasthan [AIR 1961 SC 1527] (para
9) and also in State of U.P. v. Singhara Singh [AIR 1964 SC 358] (para 8)

14.In B.N. Mohanadasan (éﬁpg;g), the yééw taken:by the Division Bench of
this Court is thét.a"perusal’6fiSecHorn 20 of the Act, wherein i is provided
for impositien-cf a penalty.on a.complaint or in an appeal, indicates that
irrespective of inveking the appeal provision under Section 19, a party can
approach and invoke jurisdiction of the State Commission through a
complaint by bringing to its notice that there was illegal denial of
informatien or withholding of information. It is equally open to the State
Commission tofimpose penaltyson=considering such a’‘complaint invoking
itséijﬁrisdictiqnf’i‘under SectibRiR “"th’ez.Act o~ 0
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Subject: Submission regarding the invalidity of the Departmental Enquiry
conducted by Shri P.S. Shete-Non-consideration of evidence and violation of

SCIC Order dated 21.02.2019.
Respected Sir,
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This submission is made in continuation of my pending Complaint No.
99/2025, concerning suppression and disappearance of records relating to land
acquisition at CTS No. 5/5. Village Mohili, Saki Naka, Kurla Taluka, and in
specific reference to the Departmental Enquiry conducted by Shri P.S. Shete
pursuant to the directions of this Hon'ble Commission dated 21 February 2019.

It is respectfully submitted that the said Shete Enquiry Report lacks
integrity and evidentiary value, having been carried out in direct violation of the
Commission's binding directive and the principles of natural justice. Despite
clear instructions to conduct a thorough enquiry into the disappearance of
original records and to report compliance, the Enquiry Officer failed to examine
the documentary evidence and correspondence formally transmitted through
the Presenting Officer, Shri Lokesh Chousaste, under his letters dated 06 June
2019, 19 January 2021, 18 February 2022, and others.

These communications-officially acknowledged by MMRDA
Administration under RTI in November 2022-contained crucial material
identifying how the original acquisition documents were substituted or
suppressed. The Inquiry Officer's refusal or failure to accept and evaluate these
documents constitutes non-application of mind, procedural irregularity, and
breach of natural justice. A departmental enquiry which ignores evidence
formally placed by the authorised Presenting Officer cannot be accepted as a
lawful or fair fact-finding exercise.

Accordingly, it is most respectfully requested that this Hon'ble
Commission:

1. Declare the Shete Enquiry Report null and void for failure to comply
with the Commission's order dated 21.02.2019; and

Y Direct a fresh, evidence-based enquiry under independent supervision,
ensuring due consideration of all correspondence and records already on file.

[ reserve my right to place additional documents and submissions as

required.
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The Supreme Court in CBSC vs. Aditya Bandopadhyay, (201 1) 8 sCC 497,
has held as under :-

62 When trying to ensure that the right to information does not conflict
with several other public interests (which includes efficient operations of
the Governments, preservation of confidentiality of sensitive information,
optimum use of limited fiscal resources, etc.), it is difficult to visualize and
enumerate all types of information which require to be exempted from
disclosure in public interest. The legislature has however made an attempt
to do so. The enumeration of exemptions is more exhaustive than the
enumeration of exemptions attempted in the earlier Act, that is, Section 8
of the Freedom to Informatjon” Act, *2002. The courts and Information
Commissions enforcing the provisions of the RTI Act have to adopt a
purposive censtruction, involving a reasonable and balanced approach
which harmonizes the two objects of the Act, while.interpreting Section 8
and the other provisions of the Act.

67. Indisctiminate and impragtieal demands or directions under the RTI
Act for disclosuire of all andssunt ;y‘;;i@fé);gmation (unrelated to transparency
and‘accountability in the fu ing'ef public authorities and-eradication

of corruption) would be copin ea:«g;gédi;ctive as it willadverselyi affect the

R 95 2% s

efficiency of the administration and result in the executive getting bogged

beace, tranquility and héﬁr@pfgy@rﬁdng its citizens. Nor should it be

converted into*a tool of oppression or intimidation of honest officials
striving to.do their duty. The nation does not want a scenario where 75%
of the staff of public authorities spends 75% of their time in collecting and
furnishing information to applicants instead of discharging their regular
duties. The threat of penalties under the RTI Act and the pressure of the
authoritiesunder the RTI Act should not lead to employees of a public
authorities., prioritizing -itify

normal and reglilar utlés}f
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