STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Shri Harvarinder Pal Pathak,

Ex-Municipal Councilor,

Shiv Shakti Body Builders, Sirhind-140406.

--------Complainant







Vs. 

The Principal Secretary to Government of Punjab,

Department of Local Government, Punjab Civil Secretariat,

Chandigarh.







____   Respondent

CC No. 1241    of 2007

Present:-
Shri  Harvarinder Pal Pathak, complainant in person.



Shri Darshan Singh Sandhu, PCS, Joint Secretary-cum-PIO 



alongwith Shri Jasvinder Singh, Inspector, M.C.Sirhind.

ORDER



Information was asked for by the complainant  about  the fate and action taken on his applications dated 17.12.2005 and 30.12.2005.  The same is stated to have been supplied to the complainant  who may go through the same and report whether he is satisfied with the same or not.

2.

Case stands adjourned to 21.1.2008 for confirmation.






 



( R. K. Gupta)







State Information Commissioner

January 11, 2008.

 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Gurdial Singh,

#2029, Sector 21-C, Chandigarh. _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Chief Administrator, GMADA,

PUDA Bhawan, Sector 62, Mohali.

________________ Respondent

CC No. 1081  of 2007

Present:-
Capt. Gurdial Singh complainant in person alongwith Shri Jagjit Singh 



Jaggi.



Sarvshiri S.K. Goyal, Divisional Engineer (Civil)-cum-APIO alongwith Gulshan 


Kumar, Superintendent and Gurbax Singh, Assistant Estates Officer,  Vinod 


Kumar, Section Officer,
PUDA, Patiala , Ganesh Kumar, Superintendent, PUDA, 


Jalandhar, P.C.Gupta, Accounts Officer, PUDA, Mohali,
Hem Raj Kansal, 


Superintendent, PUDA, Bathinda and Shashi Bhushan, Sr. Assistant, GMADA, Mohali.

ORDER



Shri Vinod Kumar, Section Officer has brought  the information about the  plots which were allotted through  a draw and  auction for Patiala zone and  has been handed over to the complainant.  As regards the information pertaining to the Jalandhar, Amritsar and Bathinda zones, Sarvshiri Ganesh Kumar and Hem Raj Kansal have given assurance  that  they will  prepare the statement and will send the same to the complainant  within 15 days from today. The remaining information about Mohali (GMADA) and Ludhiana (GLADA) will be supplied by the concerned authorities.  S.Gurbax Singh states that all commercial area were sold by auctions and the detail of which has already been provided.  With regard to residential plots,  Shri Goyal states that bifurcation will be difficult.  To overcome this problem, Shri Jagjit Singh Jaggi who is present alongwith Shri Gurdial Singh says that if he is told about  the total number of plots allotted by auction and draw  it will serve his purpose.  Shri Gurbax Singh has agreed that they can supply the total number of plots in a particular phase carved out and sold by auction.   From the total number of plots carved out it will clearly show that if auction number if deducted, remaining plots will be allotted through draw of lots or other measures. Since it will be difficult to identify the amount collected regarding plots allotted under various heads, it will be sufficient if total amount is intimated 

2.

The said information will be collected and supplied to the complainant within six weeks from today.  Case stands adjourned to 25.2.2008.






 



( R. K. Gupta)







State Information Commissioner

January 11, 2008.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Capt. G.S. Pandher,

#2029, Sector 21/C, Chandigarh.


--------Complainant







Vs. 

The Estates Officer,

GMADA, PUDA Bhawan, Sector 62,

Mohali.






____   Respondent

CC No. 1549 of 2007

Present:-
Shri Jagjit Singh Jaggi on behalf of the complainant.



Sarvshiri S.K. Goyal, Divisional Engineer (Civil)-cum-APIO 



alongwith Gulshan Kumar, Superintendent,  Amarjit Singh, Sr. Law 


Officer,  Iqbal Singh, Law Officer, GMADA, Deepak, 




Superintendent, Land Acquisition Cell and Bant Ram Kanugo, Land 

Acquisition Cell.

ORDER



The information regarding points at Sr.No.1.1 and 1.2 of the complainant is stated to have already been supplied to the complainant.  As regards  information at Sr. No.1.3  it is stated to be ready and the complainant can get a photocopy of the map at his own cost.  Information in regard to the other points pertains to the policy decision which are to be taken by Government and not by PUDA/GMADA authorities.  Under the Right to Information Act, a complainant can ask for  an information  available in the  record  or in the electronic media  and beyond the record/electronic media, no information can be asked to be supplied.  Information regarding  to point  2 to 13 is  more  or less an interpretation.  



 Case stands disposed of accordingly.






 



( R. K. Gupta)







State Information Commissioner

January 11, 2008.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Jagjit Singh Jaggi, 

#2029, Sector 21-C, Chandigarh. _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Chief Administrator, GMADA,

PUDA Building, Sector 62, SAS Nagar.

________________ Respondent

CC No. 1049   of 2007

Present:-
Shri Jagjit Singh Jaggi, complainant in person.



Shri  Rajiv Moudgil, Chief Engineer-cum- PIO alongwith Shri S.K. 


Goyal, Divisional Engineer (Civil)-cum-APIO,  Shri Gulshan Kumar, 


Superintendent for the respondent-department and Ms. Jaswinder 


Kaur, APIO on behalf of PUDA .

ORDER



Information on all points except point at Sr. No.8, 9 and 10  relating to interpretation has been supplied.  Such interpretation cannot be done by the PUDA/ GMADA authority at their level.   Ms. Jaswinder Kaur, APIO appearing on behalf of PUDA clarifies that they have regional centres at Patiala, Ludhiana, Jalandhar and Bhatinda and  have specific areas in which all lands of that area is acquired by these centers.    They do not follow the district boundary.  Thus, information, which is supplied relating to these four centers is considered as that whole of Punjab.  For Mohali, GMADA authorities have supplied separate information regarding Mohali.  

2.

Since information has been supplied, case stands disposed of accordingly.






 



( R. K. Gupta)







State Information Commissioner

January 11, 2008.

