STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

                 SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh
Sh.Shri Vinod Manro

37-GF, Pink MIG Flats, Rishi Nagar,

Ludhiana.








  --------Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Improvement Trust

Ferozepur Gandhi Market,

Ludhiana









    -------Respondent

CC- 3187/10

ORDER

Present: -
None for the complainant



Shri Harpal Singh, Clerk on behalf of the respondent


In compliance of the order dated 01.12.2010, a representative of the PIO appeared and produced before the Commission a copy of letter No. 5919 dated 29.11.2010 whereby the information asked for by the complainant has been sent to him.  The same has been duly acknowledged by the complainant under his signatures.  
2
In view of the above, no further action is required.  The case is disposed of and is closed as such.










        Sd/-
Chandigarh





                (Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)             Dated: 27.12.2010
                                      
State Information  Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

                 SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh
Sh.Abdul Wahid s/o Sh.Noor Mohammad 

H.No. 10/313, Mohalla Bhumsi, Mana Road,

Malerkotla, Distt: Sangrur








  --------Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Muncipal Council,

Malerkotla, Distt: Sangrur









    -------Respondent

CC-3184 /10

ORDER

Present:    None for the parties

On the last date of hearing, the case was adjourned for today with the direction to the PIO to produce the relevant  record pertaining to the Colony and also the approval  of the competent authority for charging fee regarding approval of Plans in an unauthorized Colony.  However, none has appeared on behalf of the PIO nor any communication has been received in this behalf.  The complainant has also not appeared. 
2
The PIO is directed to be present in  person alongwith the record in question failing which ex-parte decision may be taken against him under section 20(I) of the RTI Act.
3
Adjourned to 31.01.2011 at 2.00 PM for compliance










     Sd/-
Chandigarh





                          (Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)             Dated: 27.12.2010
                                      
       State Information  Commissioner.

           STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

                 SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh
Shri Ripu Sudan, 

Ward No.4, House No.18,

Garshankar, Distt: Hoshiarpur








  --------Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Nagar Council,

Sahid Bhagat Singh Nagar,

(SBS Nagar)





    -------Respondent

CC- 3202/10

ORDER

Present: -
None for the complainant

 Shri Jagrup Singh, Accountant on behalf of the respondent


 The representative of the PIO appeared  and produced before the Commission a letter dated 08.12.2010 written by the complainant stating that he has received the information to his satisfaction. A copy of the same has been taken on record.
2
In view of the above, no further action is required.  The case is disposed of and is closed as such.









                     Sd/-
Chandigarh





                (Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)             Dated: 27.12.2010
                                      
State Information  Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

                 SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh
Sh.Darshan SinghLaungia,

S/o Sh. Bachan Singh,
Kothi No. 169, Sector 70, 

SAS Nagar – Mohali.



 
                        --------Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Chief Administrator, 

GMADA, SAS Nagar, Mohali

FAA:  -do-




    -------Respondent

AC-895/10

ORDER

Present: -
Appellant in person.
Shri Balwinder Singh, Advocate along with Shri Sanjiv Rawra, APIO and Shri Amarjit Singh, superintendent, Shri Balwinder Singh, Sr. Asstt. and Shri Sukhdev Singh, Supdt (PUDA) on behalf of Respondent.


In the present case, hearing has been held on 27.12.2010 in which complainant sought in 25 points in two RTI applications and some queries have been answered by the Respondent-department and Respondent was directed to make up the deficiencies on the next date of hearing.
2.

Today during hearing, Shri Balwinder Singh, Advocate along with Shri Sanjiv Rawra, APIO and Shri Amarjit Singh, superintendent, Shri Balwinder Singh, Sr. Asstt. and Shri Sukhdev Singh, Supdt (PUDA) appeared on behalf of Respondent. Respondent submitted that information has been provided as per record on all the 25 points. However, the Complainant was not satisfied.

3.

Complainant explained the background of the case. He submitted that PUDA has allotted plot to the Complainant on 12.3.1987 measuring 400 sq.yds. @ Rs.155/- per sq.yards at a total cost of Rs.93000/-. After full and final payment of the plot, ‘No Due Certificate’ has been granted by the Department and the conveyance deed was executed on 27.5.1996.  Thereafter, Respondent-Department enhanced the price from Rs.85/- to Rs.155/- and then to Rs.520/- which has been challenged by the Department in the Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court. The Hon’ble High Court vide its order dated 28.09.1992 set aside the notices being arbitrary and granted State Government liberty to re-determine price of plots.
Cont…p/2
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4.

Thereafter, after 18 years, notice has been served to the Complainant for the recovery of amount of Rs.915762.00. Thereafter, Complainant filed appeal with the competent authority which is still pending.
5.

Information sought was discussed pointwise. Complainant stressed on providing information. He wants certified copies of the calculations made to re-determine the price of the plot in compliance of the judgment dated 28.9.1992 of the Hon’ble High Court. During replying this query, Shri Sanjiv Rawra submitted in the Court that no information at point No.1, can be provided as no calculations were made to re-determine the price of the plots in compliance with the judgment dated 28.9.1992 of the Hon’ble High Court.  This information cannot be provided as it does not exist in the Department because no price of the plots has been re-determined. Similarly, on point No.2 also that certified copies of the amendment in Rule 2(aa) & 2 (e) of the Sale of Sites, Rules,1965 as per Judgment dated 28.9.1992 of the Hon’ble High Court. Again, Mr. Sanjiv Rawra, APIO submitted that this information cannot be made available to the Complainant as it does not exists in the office as no amendment has ever been made in Rule 2(aa) and 2 (e) of the Sale of Sites, Rules,1965.

6.

Respondent also submitted that information regarding concurrence of the State Government, has not been taken till date. So, information cannot be provided, this is under process and he placed and he placed record on the table of the Commission to this end. He further submitted that he will certify in writing at the next date of hearing.  Respondent is directed to supply information as above before the next date of hearing to the Complainant with a copy to the Commission.
7.

The case is adjourned to 02.02.2011 at 2.00 PM.
8.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.









                  Sd/-
Chandigarh





                         (Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)             Dated: 27.12.2010
                                      
       State Information  Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

                 SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh
Sh.Joginder Singh Thind s/o Sh.Kartar Singh

R/o 18, Adarsh Nagar, Gali No. 2,

Kapurthala-144 601








  --------Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director Local Government, Punjab

Chandigarh









    -------Respondent

CC-3149 /10

ORDER

Present: -
Complainant in person

Shri Jagdish Kumar, PIO

The PIO appeared and sought some more time to provide the information to the complainant.  One more opportunity is granted to him to provide the information to the complainant before the next date of hearing failing which ex-parte decision may be taken against him under section 20(I) of the RTI Act.

Adjourned to 31.01.2011 at 2.00 PM.

                                                                                                              Sd/-
Chandigarh





                       (Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)             Dated: 27.12.2010
                                      
      State Information  Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

                 SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh
Sh.Uttam Singh Kohli

672, Guru Teg Bahadur Nagar,

Jalandhar City







  --------Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Improvement Trust, 

Jalandhar







    -------Respondent

CC- 3261/2010

ORDER
Present: Shri D.S.Kohli on behalf of the Complainant


   Shri Amarjit Singh, Clerk on behalf of the respondent


The representative of the PIO produced before the Commission a copy of letter dated 23.12.2010 whereby the information has been provided to the complainant.  He further stated that the information has been provided to him as per their record.  In case, the complainant still wants to inspect their record, he may visit their office on any working day when he could be shown be record.

2
As mutually agreed by both the parties,  the complainant may visit the office of the respondent  on 28.12.2010 at 11.00 AM and inspect the relevant record.  The PIO should ensure that the complainant is allowed to inspect the relevant record and is provided photo copies of the information he required as per his RTI application.

3
Adjourned to 31.01.2011 at 2.00 PM for compliance

                                                                                                  Sd/-
Chandigarh





                          (Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)             Dated: 27.12.2010
                                      
       State Information  Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

                 SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh
Sh.Balwant Singh Shergil s/o S.Nachhatar Singh

R/o BB-IX, 757/1, New Santokhpura,

Jalandhar City (Punjab)








  --------Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Chief Administrator, PUDA

SAS Nagar, Mohali









    -------Respondent

CC- 3148/10

ORDER

Present: -
 Complainant in person

Shri Sukhdev Singh, Superintendent, on behalf of Respondent.


In response to the order dated 01.12.2010, a representative of the PIO appeared and submitted that complete information has been provided to the complainant by Registered post on 17.12.2010.  He has also produced before the Commission a copy of the same which has been taken on record.  The complainant is not present and nothing contrary has been heard from him.

2
In view of the above, the case is disposed of and is closed as such

                                                                                                                 Sd/-
Chandigarh





                          (Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)             Dated: 27.12.2010
                                      
       State Information  Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

                 SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh
Sh. Kaushal Jain,

Ward No. 6, Jain Mohalla,

Banur, Distt: Mohali








  --------Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Nagar  Council, Banur

Distt: SAS Nagar, Punjab

FAA: Deputy Director Local Govt., 

Patiala, Punjab





    -------Respondent

AC-911/2010

ORDER

Present: Shri Puneet Bansal, Advocate for the Appellant


   Shri Inder Mohan Singh, APIO on behalf of the respondent


On the last date of hearing, the complainant was directed to visit the office of respondent for inspection of the record.  Today, during the hearing, the respondent present stated that the complainant did not visit their office for inspection of the record  on the appointed date and time as per the direction of  this Commission dated 06.12.2010.  He further stated that the information has been provided to the complainant vide their letter No.1530/10 dated 21.12.2010 by Registered Post.  The Advocate appearing for the complainant stated that in the information provided to the complainant, no dimension of the shops which have been given on rent,  has been indicated.  The respondent present submitted that the information has been provided to the complainant as per their record.
2
After hearing both the parties and perusing the record, the Commission is of the view that the information stands provided to the complainant as per his RTI application.  Thus, no further action is required.  The case is, therefore, disposed of and is closed as such.









                          Sd/-
Chandigarh





                       (Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)             Dated: 27.12.2010
                                      
       State Information  Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

                 SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh
Sh.Arun Kumar s/o Sh. Anil Kumar

Shop No. 27, Near Khera Dharamshala

Kurali, Distt: SAS Nagar (Mohali)








  --------Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o E.O., Nagar Council,

Kurali, Distt: SAS Nagar








    -------Respondent

CC- 3256/2010

ORDER

Present: Complainant in person.


    Shri Rajesh Kumar, Clerk on behalf of the respondent


In compliance of the order dated 06.12.2010, the respondent  has filed an affidavit to effect that the record pertaining to the information asked for by the complainant has been destroyed.  The same has been taken on record.  A copy of the same has also been provided to the complainant.  The grievance of the complainant is that in the affidavit provided to him, no name of the competent authority under whose the record has been destroyed has been mentioned.  The respondent present submitted that a photo copy of the Register containing the name of the supervising authority will be provided to the complainant within two days.  The PIO is directed to provide the same to the complainant within two days from today under intimation to the Commission.

2.      The case is disposed of and is closed with the above direction
                                                                                                    Sd/-
Chandigarh





                        (Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)             Dated: 27.12.2010
                                      
      State Information  Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

                 SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh
Sh.Joginder Tyger

H.No. 4-A, Sector 5, 

Chandigarh







  --------Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Chief Administrator, PUDA,

SAS Nagar, Mohali







    -------Respondent

CC-3234 /2010

ORDER
Present: Complainant in person

Shri Baljit Singh, Administrative Officer (LAO)  and Shri Sukhdev Singh, Supdt. (GMADA) on behalf of the respondent


On the last date of hearing, respondent was directed to bring a copy of Rules & Regulations on the next date of hearing.  However, he failed to do so.  Today, during the hearing, the representative from the LAC appeared and stated that the land pertaining to the above Khasra Number has not been acquired by the PUDA.  He further submitted that the other query relates to the office of DTP.

2
The complainant submitted a letter dated 18.12.2010 pointing out the deficiencies in the reply filed by the respondent.   He further submitted that he does not want a photo  copy of the map.  In Para 1 of his letter, he stated that the reply is not consistent.  In Para 2, he stated that para no. 2 of the  respondent’s letter dated 06.12.2010 is in conflict  with  para no.1  in which it has been stated that no project is being implemented in this area whereas in para 2 of their letter, it is stated that according to Master Plan this  area falls under Residential and Mixed Planning Zone. He is also not satisfied with the reply given in para 3 of their letter dated 06.12.2010. 

3
From the submissions made by the complainant  and a perusal  of the record, it transpires that the complainant’s grievance  is that GMADA has shown the adjoining land  of the people (without  their consent) as green belt to bring the project (of private builders) within the norms and get the same approved by GMADA whereas the Company or Project implementing  agency has not kept aside  any land out of  its own land for the green belt (he is the affected person as his land has been reserved under the green belt by GMADA).  To that effect,  the complainant sought information regarding the Rules and Regulations  under which the GMADA has the authority to reserve  or earmark it for the projects to be approved by GMADA 
Cont…p/2
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3
The concerned PIO is directed to be present in person to clarify the position on the next date of hearing.
4
Adjourned to 02.02.2011 for compliance









                 Sd/-
Chandigarh





                      (Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)             Dated: 27.12.2010
                                      
       State Information  Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

                 SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh
Sh.Amar Nath

H.No.33159, Street No.01, Partap Nagar,

Bathinda-151005








  --------Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Municipal Council, 

Bathinda

FAA: Municipal Council, Bathinda









    -------Respondent

AC-902/2010

ORDER
Present: None for the appellant


    Shri Munshi Ram, Sr. Draftsman on behalf of the respondent


In compliance of the order dated 06.12.2010, a representative of the PIO appeared and produced before the Commission an Affidavit to the effect that the record pertaining to the period in question does not exist in their office.  

2
The Appellant is not present.  The PIO is directed to send a copy of the aforesaid Affidavit to the complainant at his address by Registered post, under intimation to the Commission. 
3
No further action is required. The case stands disposed of and is closed as such.  









                     Sd/-
Chandigarh





                (Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)             Dated: 27.12.2010
                                      
State Information  Commissioner.

