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    ORDER



This case was heard on 21.11.2008 and order reserved.

2.

The Complainant vide his 30.05.2008 application under RTI Act, 2005 has sought information on 02 points from PUDA/GLADA, Ludhiana. The 02 points are:

1. Under which law your office has closed the roads.

2. Can you close the public roads which  were connected to the near by localities, (when the maps were approved of the Bachittar enclave by PUDA at that time all the roads were shown in continuity  with the other localities).


3.

In a nutshell, the Complainant has demanded to know from the Respondent–PUDA/GLADA- under what law/policy/rules has the 
Respondent blocked certain roads leading from adjoining localities and passing through a particular locality, in this case Bachittar Enclave, which the Respondent itself had earlier approved. Also, these roads have been in use for nearly 10 years.

4.

The Complainant also wishes to know how geometry/geography of certain roads, parks, plots etc. has been changed with change of ownership of land of the said locality (enclave) from one party to another.  And whether this 
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change was within the knowledge and with the approval of higher authorities of PUDA/GLADA, Chief Town Planner and District Magistrate.

5.

The Complainant has also demanded “detailed proceedings” that led to the closure of these roads, shown in the lay-out plan of the enclave.

6.

The Complainant says he be given layout plan of Ansal Bachittar Enclave, wherein roads are marked.  Appended to the RTI application for the convenience and ready reference of the Respondent are certain documents.  These are signed by ADM and are in the nature of NOC. There is also a letter indicating change of license from ‘old’ to ‘new’ builder/colonizer, issued by PUDA.

7.

The Respondent has supplied the requisite information to the Complainant, who, however, is not fully satisfied.  There have been four hearings in this case, including the one on 21.11.2008.  A copy of information supplied is in the file.

8.

The only point on which the Complainant insists/persists for specific information from the Respondent is on point (1) and (2) supra and also specifically, the law under which Chief Administrator, PUDA, has ordered closure.

9.

The Respondent vide his letter (no. /10232, dated 20.11.2008) has answered the issues raised in 07 paragraphs.

10.

To the specific issues the Complainant has persistently insisted on, the Respondent says the answer is in para 06.  It reads as follows:

“In the light of the above, the roads proposed in the layout plan submitted by Sh. Jaswinder Singh Litt, were not ‘Public Roads” but the internal proposed roads of the proposed colony. If some persons have used the same, it was only as a matter of convenience and concession which does not create any vested right in any such users.  When M/S Ansal Housing and Construction Limited submitted the revised layout plan and changed the orientation of the internal roads, finding the same in order on scrutiny, the Competent Authority i.e. Chief Administrator, PUDA (now GLADA) approved the revised layout plan under the provisions of ‘The Punjab Apartment and Property Regulation Act, 1995”, which answers the first query in detail.”
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11.

The Complainant contests this para (06) and demands the Respondent pinpoint the specific mention in “The Punjab Apartment and Property Regulation Act, 1995” from which he has quoted.

12..

Also, the Complainant contests this particular information (no.10232, dated 20.11.2008) and claims to be in possession of certain PUDA documents which are  contrary  to the stand  the Respondent has taken in his 20.11.2008 reply.

13.

In the light of these facts, the Complainant may file written objections and submit documents in his possession to counter the reply given in Para 06 to the Commission not later than 15.12.2008 with a copy to the Respondent.

14.

The Respondent is directed to;

(i)
Go through the Complainant’s written submissions, as well as documents, and file a reply to the Commission regarding the points raised by him, not later than 26.12.2008, with a copy to the Complainant. And;

(ii)
To deliver to the Complainant a copy of the order by the Chief Administrator, PUDA approving the revised layout plan of M/s Ansal Housing and Construction Limited.



The case is adjourned to 09.01.2009 at 2.00 pm. 



Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.










   Sd/-
                  (P. P. S. Gill)

Chandigarh,



                        State Information Commissioner

Dated, November 27, 2008
