STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB.

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
R.S. Sandhu,

Ivory Towers Flats Owners Association,

Ivory Towers Complex,

Sector 70, Mohali.      
                               
           


         …..Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Greater Mohali Area Development Authority,

SAS Nagar ( Mohali).










                 
     ……. Respondent

CC No. 652 of 2008





               ORDER

Present:
Mr. R.S. Sandhu,  Complainant in person.



None for the Respondent.






----

1.

The Complainant had asked for information  on  03  points and says  he has  received information on  the following  02 points :
(a) Copy of the agreement between PUDA, now  GMADA, and Industrial Cables Ltd. (ICL) which built Ivory Towers in Sector 70, Mohali.

(b) Copy of the Building Plan approved by PUDA now GMADA, built as  Ivory Towers by ICL in Sector 70, Mohali.


          In respect of the  3rd point  ©, he says that he has not  received the line layout plan  in respect of  :
(i) Electricity;
(ii) Water supply; and 

(iii) Sewerage system in common  areas.
2.

It is, therefore, directed that deficient  information ( pertaining to 3rd  point)  as per Para 1- [ c ] ante be provided to the Complainant by 31.5.2008. Should such information not be held on record, then the Respondent –PIO will submit an Affidavit  by 31.05.2008 justifying its non-availability.  A copy of this Affidavit will be sent to the Complainant.
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3.

To come up for compliance of orders on  04.06.2008 (Wednesday) at 11.00 a.m. in room No. 07, III Floor, SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.


Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.
Chandigarh,




                 (P.P.S. Gill )   

Dated,  May 21, 2008.


               State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB.

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Raghav Sharma,

Laxmi Niwas, Street No. 06,

Krishan Nagar,

Hoshiarpur-146001.  
           
       


  …….Appellant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Punjab Urban Development Authority,

Jalandhar.





        
            ……. Respondent

AC No. 161 of 2008

ORDER



This case was heard on 19.05.2008 and order was reserved.


The Appellant had filed an application under the RTI Act on 13.09.2006  and demanded information from PUDA, Jalandhar, on the following 03 points :

(i) Copy of complaint lodged with PUDA by 3rd party and or Shri Harbans Singh r/o  village Jian;

(ii) J.E.’s report;

(iii) Copy  of Jamabandi/site plan.

2.

The Appellant filed an appeal with the 1st  Appellate Authority on 29.08.2007 and has  preferred 2nd appeal before the  Commission on 05.04.2008.

3.

From the perusal of the file in the instant case and proceedings in the court on 19.05.2008, it appears that the Appellant has received the information on two points (ii) and (iii) mentioned above but says is yet to get complete  and correct information on point (i).

4.

The Appellant has pointed out contradictions  in the reply in respect of point (i). He quotes from an Affidavit, dated 17.11.2006, which, a Jr. Assistant 
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Ajaib Ram, has submitted before the Additional Civil Judge, Sr. Division, Hoshiarpur as follows :  

“That as per rules no case can be registered against an individual 

to the extent of holding area uptill 1000 sq. Meter.  The complaint 

submitted by Private individual is with above said J.E. (Iqbal Singh).       
The deponent can produce the same on the next date of hearing. 
As per rules all the owners  Harbans  Singh, Avtar Singh, Varun 
Sood  and Raghav Sharma, are liable  under the Act.”

5.
    On the other hand, J.E. Iqbal Singh, who was present in the court on 19.05.2008 has stated, orally and in writing, that no  written complaint  exists  on the basis of which FIR was lodged against some colonizers, including the Appellant; and that case was registered on the basis of a “routine survey” carried out  suo motu  by him.  His report based on ‘ routine survey’ is dated 15.07.2005 and is on record in the file on page 17.

6. 
    This fact is corroborated by Administrative Officer, in a letter to the Appellant on 20.03.2008 on behalf of Appellate  Authority-cum-Additional Chief Administrator, wherein, only 02 points  are mentioned, namely :

1) That Jr. Asstt. Ajaib Ram had  got FIR registered on behalf of Additional Chief Administrator (letter no.6966 of 03.08.2005) and on the basis of a report, dated 15.07.2005 submitted against some colonizers, including the Appellant, by J.E. Iqbal Singh;  and

2) J.E. Iqbal Singh has given in writing to the  office an undertaking that FIR case against colonizers was not got lodged on  the basis of any formal complaint  but as a result of  “routine survey”.

 7.

The Appellant insists that Respondent is ‘hiding’ correct  facts and for this he is depending on the 17.11.2006 Affidavit of Jr. Assistant Ajaib Ram wherein, it is mentioned that complaint submitted by private  individual is with J.E. Iqbal Singh, and that the deponent can produce the same on the next date of hearing. Therefore,  he demands a copy of complaint lodged with PUDA by 3rd party  or  someone else.  
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8.

 The papers on record in the instant case also show that even  Estate Officer-cum-PIO, PUDA, Jalandhar, wrote several letters to the Additional Chief Administrator asking for copy of complaint lodged by Harbans Singh  which Appellant  demands  in  his 13.09.2006 RTI application.

9.

In this backdrop, it is  imperative  to ascertain whether a “formal complaint”  by 3rd party or Harbans Singh  exists on the basis  of which  FIR was registered or  whether  FIR  was registered based on “routine survey”  by J.E. Iqbal Singh. It also is to be established if the  Affidavit of Ajaib Ram mentioning existence of a formal complaint with J.E. Iqbal Singh is true or false.

10.

In these circumstances, I direct the P.I.O., O/O Estate Officer, PUDA, Jalandhar, to submit an Affidavit, not later than 02.06.2008, on  the following points :

(I) Whether a 3rd party complaint exists;

(II) Whether Iqbal Singh lodged FIR on the basis of a complaint by 3rd party or on the strength of a routine survey of the area;  and

(III) Whether Affidavit of Jr. Assistant Ajaib Ram is factually correct.

          The case is  adjourned to  23.06.2008 for further proceedings.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.

 



   
      
      (P. P. S. Gill)

Chandigarh,



                      State Information Commissioner.

Dated, May  21, 2008.

