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Anil Kashyap,

395, Industrial Area,

C/o Sh. Sarabjit singh Kahlon,

“Kahlon Villa”,

V. P. O.- Bhattian Bet,

Ludhiana

   
 






…Complainant


V/s

Public Information Officer, 

O/o The President,

Punjab Cricket Association,

S. A. S. Nagar, Mohali








…Respondent
                                                Complaint  Case No.  1969 of 2007
Present :
Sh. Sarabjit Singh Kahlon, on behalf of the complainant.
i) Sh. Ravinder Kumar, Tehsildar, Mohali ;

ii) Sh. Mohinder Sood, Supdt. O/o Housing Board ;
iii) Sh. Rakesh Kumar, Sr. Asstt. O/o Sports Deptt. ;
iv) Sh. A. K. Behl, Manager alongwith Sh. Daman Dhir, Advocate O/o Punjab Cricket Association, Mohali  on behalf of the  respondent.
ORDER
During the hearing of this complaint case, held on August 21, 2014, a written reply 

was made by Sh. G. S Sandhu, Chief Executive Officer (CEO), Punjab Cricket Association (PCA), Mohali, on behalf of the respondent institute/organization.

In the para 6 of that reply, Sh. Sandhu has admitted that  PCA has only received Rs 

11.07 crores upto 31.03.1997, as a non-recurring/Aid from government/government agencies for construction of the cricket stadium at Mohali. He has also mentioned that PCA is not getting any regular grant/aid or financial assistance either for recurring expenses or even for infrastructure facilities from the government or its agencies.

The para number 7 of  that reply made by Sh. Sandhu reads as  “That so far as the 

financial aid received from Punjab Housing Development Board/PUDA is concerned, it is submitted that same was not without counter obligation. In terms of the obligations to be fulfilled by PCA, PUDA (successor to Punjab Housing Board) is to be provided with a full spectator’s box (special air conditioned viewers box) free of charges. The cost of same comes to Rs 10 lacs in terms of monetary calculation per match during all major cricketing events. In addition, for every match being held, 5 pavilion complimentary passes and 50 complimentary passes of VIP block are
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provided to Punjab Housing Development Board/PUDA for use of its employees. The cost of same comes to Rs 1 lac per match. Still further, the PCA has undertaken to provide practice facilities to the cricket team of Punjab Housing Development Board/PUDA at its ground.

The para 8 of that reply reads as “That it is worth mentioning that the PCA has also 

conferred corporate membership to the PUDA and 10 senior officers of Housing Board/PUDA are entitled to use the club facilities without any payment of charges. Furthermore, as per its counter obligation, Chief Administrator, PUDA, is an ex-officio executive member of the Executive Committee of PCA. The Executive Committee is consisting of 26 members and Chief Administrator, PUDA is one amongst them. However, the Executive Committee’s decisions are taken by majority vote and Chief Administrator, PUDA does not have any veto right or special privileged vote. No other office bearer or Executive Committee member is appointed and nominated by the state government or its bodies. The Association has approximately 2200 members and serving government officers are members of the Association in their private and individual capacity.

Based on the claims made by Sh. Sandhu in his reply, certain queries were put by 

this bench on the last date of hearing, held on 21.08.2014.

The CEO of PCA, Mohali and Principal Secretary, Department of Housing and 

Urban Development, Punjab, were directed to file a certified copy of the agreement/arrangement reached out between Punjab Cricket Association, Mohali and Punjab Housing Development Board/PUDA regarding the financial aid given to Punjab Cricket Association, Mohali by Punjab Housing Development Board/PUDA in lieu of which the PCA has been  providing the full spectator box (Special Air Conditioned Viewers box) free of charge  to Punjab Housing Development Board/PUDA in every cricket match, being played in PCA ground between different teams of cricket playing countries. 

 They were also directed to file certified copy of the agreement/arrangement 

reached out between Punjab Cricket Association, Mohali and Punjab Housing Development Board/PUDA regarding the issues of five pavilion complementary passes and fifty complementary passes of VIP block to the Punjab Housing Development Board/PUDA for use of its employees.  
They were directed to produce a certified copy of the agreement/arrangement 

reached out between PCA, Mohali and Punjab Housing Development Board/PUDA in which PCA has conferred Corporate membership to the PUDA and given entitlement to ten senior officers of Punjab Housing Development Board/PUDA to use the club facilities without any payment of charges.
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 They were also directed to make a written reply in connection with the query that 

whether stadium came into existence before grant of more than Rs. 11 Crores was given to PCA by Punjab Housing Development Board/PUDA or Department of Sports, Punjab, and was the same grant used for construction of the building of the stadium.

 The C.E.O. of PCA was directed to clearly bring out the fact that whether the PCA 

has moved any written request for getting a piece of land on lease from the Punjab Housing Development Board/PUDA or Department of Sports, Punjab, for constructing the stadium over the same. If such request has ever been moved by PCA, then produce a certified copy of same into the Commission and If no such request has been moved by PCA to state government or its instrumentalities/agencies/department then CEO was directed to explain in writing that as to how the land for construction of cricket stadium was given to it and similarly the grants, running into Crores of rupees, were given to it by the authorities concerned.

 The Principal Secretary, Department of Housing and Urban Development, Punjab 

and Department of Sports, Punjab, was also directed to produce evidence to establish the fact that whether grant of more than Rs 11 Crores, given to PCA, was sanctioned by the state government of Punjab by a taking a prior decision in the state cabinet or it was sanctioned by the then head of the department of Department of Sports, Punjab and Housing and urban Development or PUDA in his individual capacity and later got sanction from the State Government for the same.

 The Principal Secretary, Department of Sports, Punjab, was also directed to make 

written reply in connection with the fact that how much financial grant/assistance/support has been given to PCA by it till today and as to how the same was sanctioned by the state government or authorities concerned.

The C.E.O, Mohali, was also directed to produce a written reply whether PCA has 

been given Income Tax/ Service Tax or any other tax exemption by public authority concerned and if yes, submit a copy of the order/notification of the same and the total amount/worth of concession, which has been availed by the PCA on account of such exemptions till today.

The Tehsildar, Mohali, was also directed to be present on the next date of hearing 

to put the light on the issue relating with the fact that what was lease rent in Sector 63/64 of Mohali and its surrounding sectors and phases during the year 1992 or when the system of collector’s rate of land was put in place by the State Government of Punjab and subsequently its implementation was started by the Revenue department.

The Principal Secretary or Secretary, (whosoever is heading the department), 

department of Sports, Government of Punjab, was also directed to make a written reply for clarifying the fact that as to how the land for construction of stadium was leased out to PCA, as to
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 how the process of leasing out of that piece of land was started, whether PCA moved any request to department of sports or any of its wings for getting that piece of land on lease and if yes, the produce a certified copy of the same into the Commission.

The Principal Secretary, Department of Housing and Urban Development, Punjab 

and Principal Secretary, Department of Sports, Government of Punjab, were also  directed to make written replies that as to how the grant was given to PCA and how the process of giving grant to PCA was started. Whether giving of grant to PCA by the departments concerned was approved by the State cabinet at that time or not. 

The Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Mohali, was also directed to make a
written-submission regarding the queries: Whether, any House Tax or Property Tax exemption has been given to Punjab Cricket Association, if yes, produce a copy of the order/notification of State Government in which such exemption has been given and if no, then  how much House Tax or Property Tax has been levied from Punjab Cricket Association from the year since it came into existence.    Whether any entertainment Tax or advertisement tax is being levied from the Punjab Cricket Association for its activities related with display of the advertisement of various business establishments and other organization during the cricket matches. Whether the Punjab Cricket Association has got its site-plan sanctioned from Municipal Corporation/Municipal Committee, Mohali and if yes, how much fee has been paid by it to get the site-plan sanctioned. 

During the examination of documents placed on record, it came into the notice of 

this Bench that in a petition moved to Hon’ble High Court of Punjab and Haryana, the counsel of petitioner, Punjab Cricket Association, Mohali, claimed on 4/9/2008 that contribution of organization/Corporation/institution by State Government of Punjab  to PCA comes into 12.23 %.

On the basis of abovementioned claim, the CEO, PCA, Mohali, was also directed to 

clarify the fact that how this figure (12.23 %) has been worked out and he must submit all the documents, on the basis of which, this figure has been worked out and he must clarify the fact that on whose order, this figure has been worked out.

The Chief Executive Officer, Punjab Cricket Association, Mohali, is also directed to

make a written reply in the shape of affidavit regarding the  queries : Whether, any House Tax or Property Tax exemption has been given to Punjab Cricket Association, if yes, produce a copy of the order/notification of State Government in which such exemption has been given and if no, how much House Tax or Property Tax has been levied from Punjab Cricket Association from the year since it came into existence ; Whether any entertainment Tax or advertisement tax is being levied fro the Punjab Cricket Association for its activities related with display of the advertisement of various business establishments and other organizations during the cricket matches ; whether
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 the Punjab Cricket Association has got its site-plan sanctioned from Municipal Corporation/ Municipal Committee, Mohali and if yes, how much fee has been paid by it to get the site-plan sanctioned.

Sh. Ravinder Kumar, Tehsildar, Mohali, who appeared in person in today’s hearing, 

submits a reply vide letter no. 410 dated 03.11.2014 signed by himself along with annexure. It is taken on record.

           

 He has submitted that there is no documentary record in his office for lease/rent rate for the year 1992 and the collector rates were not fixed for sector  63 – 64 in the year 1992 but rates were fixed vide notification in the year 2002 which are attached.

Sh. Mohinder Sood, Superintendent, who appeared on behalf of office of principal 

Secretary, Punjab Housing Board, in today’s hearing, seeks an adjournment in this case by stating that official record pertaining to the queries raised by this bench is being traced out and it will take little time.

                        Sh. Rakesh Kumar, Sr. Asstt. who appeared on behalf of the office of Sports department, in today’s hearing, also seeks an adjournment in this case by making the same submission that record pertaining to the queries raised by this bench is being traced out and it will take little time. He also submits that Sh. Chhote Lal, Joint Director, is PIO in this case.

Sh. A. K. Behl, Manager along with Sh. Daman Dhir, Advocate, who appeared on

behalf of the CEO of Punjab Cricket Association, Mohali, also seeks an adjournment in this case.

                        Sh. Sarabjit Singh Kahlon, who appeared on behalf of the complainant, Sh. Anil Kashyap, in today’s hearing, alleges that Management of PCA and authorities concerned of different departments of Punjab Government are hand in glove and deliberately not supplying the requisite information to the complainant with the motive to stop unveiling of a scam which has taken place in the leasing of land and sanction of grants running into crores of rupees by the Punjab Government for the construction of the stadium by PCA at Mohali.

                        He demands that apart from taking penal action against the PIO concerned, the complainant should be allowed to access all the information sought for by him in his RTI request so that the scam could be unveiled and those involved into it could be taken to task.

                        After examining the documents placed on record and hearing the partiers concerned, we are of the considered view that whatever allegations have been leveled by Sh. Kahlon against different departments of Punjab Government and Management of PCA  can’t be ignored as it will not be fair on the part of this Bench and it will also be against the principle of natural justice.

                        The needle of suspicion raised by Sh. Kahlon that a scam has taken place in leasing out of expensive piece of land and grants running into crores of rupees by different departments/
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 /agencies/instrumentalities of Punjab Government to PCA to construct stadium at Mohali, carries some sort of credence as the Management of PCA and officers/officials of different departments of Punjab Government, involved in the leasing out of land and sanctioning grants for construction of PCA   stadium, have been failing to come out with proper replies against the queries put by this Bench on the last date of hearing, held on 21.08.2014.
                        As the RTI Act has been enacted by Parliament with the prime motive of bringing transparency in the functioning of the departments/agencies/instrumentalities of the Punjab Government to curb corruption and to utilize tax payers’ money on positive and development works, we are of the considered view that if the Management of PCA and the authorities concerned of different departments of State Government do not come out  with a proper reply in connection with the queries raised by this Bench and  Sh. Kahlon, it will give rise to an assumption that  a section of senior functionaries of the state Government have allowed the Management of PCA to loot expensive piece of land and crores of rupees of Punjab Government just for getting a full spectator’s box (special air conditioned viewers box) free of charges, 5 pavilion complimentary passes and 50 complimentary passes of VIP block  for every match, for  corporate membership to the PUDA and entitlement  to use the club facilities to 10 senior officers of Housing Board/PUDA without any payment of charges.

                        We are also of the view that if such things have happened then it should be taken seriously and not be taken less than a heinous crime committed by a section of senior functionaries and officials of Punjab Government for their own entertainment and entertainment of family members and their near and dear ones.

            The startling facts, which have come into notice of the Bench during the hearing of this case, make it a potential case, which strongly deserves a probe by an independent agency of high esteem and reputation  to unveil the scam, if any, which has taken place in whole issue of PCA stadium, Mohali. We are also of the view that though this Bench do not carry any power under the RTI Act to order a probe into this alleged scam as the Bench was confined only to decide the sole issue that whether the Punjab Cricket Association (PCA) managing a cricket stadium is a Public Authority or not as per provisions of the RTI Act, an observation must be made by the Bench that it is  fit case for probe by an independent agency.

            As Commissioner of MC, Mohali has failed to comply with the order of this Bench dated 21.08.2014,  he is directed to comply with the same before or on the next date of hearing.

            Last opportunity is being given to the parties concerned in this complaint case to file their  respective proper replies to the queries raised by this Bench on the last date of hearing, held on 21.08.2014.
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As Punjab Government is committed to provide corruption free rule and to curb all

sorts of scams, which have been taken placed across the State, a copy of this order be sent to Chief Secretary to Govt. of Punjab with the hope that he will jump into the scene and will direct the officials concerned to produce relevant official record into the Commission before or on the next date of hearing to decide the issue whether PCA is public authority or not.
The case is adjourned to  24th December, 2014 (Wednesday) at 12:30
 P. M. in Chamber, S. C. O. 32 – 34, Sector 17 – C, Chandigarh.
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.
     (Harinder Pal Singh Maan)  
   
        
       (Chander Parkash)

    State Information Commissioner    

         State Information Commissioner    
5th November, 2014
CC :
i)              The Chief Secretary,
Govt. of Punjab,
Pb. Civil Sectt.,
Chandigarh
 
ii)            The Principal Secretary
Govt. of Punjab,
Deptt. of Sports,
Pb. Mini Sectt., Sector 9,
 
iii) 
The Principal Secretary,
Department of Housing and Urban Development (PUDA), Punjab.
Chandigarh
 
iv)           The Deputy Commissioner,
Mohali
  
v)           The Tehsildar,
Mohali 
vi)             The Commissioner,
Municipal Corporation,
Mohali
                       Vii) 
 Sh. G. S. Sandhu,
                                     Chief Executive Officer,
Punjab Cricket Association,
Sector 63, Mohali
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Balwinder Singh,

S/o Sh. Bachan Singh,

H. No. 605, Street – 2 C/1,

Penje Wali Gali,

Amritsar Road,

Dashmesh Nagar,

MOGA - 142001


   
 




…Complainant







V/s

Public Information Officer, 

O/o General Manager,

Pb. State Co-operative Bank ltd.,

SCO 175-181, Sector 34 – A,

Chandigarh









…Respondent




Complaint  Case No.  2825 of 2009
Present :
None on behalf of the complainant.
None on behalf of the respondent.
 ORDER
On the last date of hearing, held on 26.08.2014, copy of the letter dated 20.08.2014, 

filed by the complainant, Sh. Balwinder Singh, was sent to the respondent-PIO and the respondent-PIO was  advised to file a rejoinder against that reply.
Neither the complainant nor the respondent is present in today’s hearing. No 
request has also been received for an adjournment from either party.  
Nevertheless, another opportunity is given to the parties to  represent this case in 

person or through their representative, on the next date of hearing.
The case is adjourned to  16th December, 2014 (Tuesday) at 12:30
 P. M. in Chamber, S. C. O. 32 – 34, Sector 17 – C, Chandigarh.
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.
     (Harinder Pal Singh Maan)  
   
        
       (Chander Parkash)

    State Information Commissioner    

         State Information Commissioner    

5th November, 2014
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Amrik Singh

S/o Sh. Mohan Singh,

26/100, J – Block,

B. R. S. Nagar,

Ludhiana



   
 




…Complainant







V/s

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Laxmi Ladies Club,

Rakh Bagh,

Ludhiana









…Respondent




Complaint  Case No.  2616 of 2010
Present :
Sh. Amrik Singh, the complainant, .
Sh. Kanwalvir Singh Kang, Advocate, on behalf of the respondent.
 ORDER
On the last date of hearing, held on 28.08.2014, Sh. Kanwalvir Singh Kang, 

Advocate, appeared on behalf of the respondent and sought an adjournment in this case to comply with the orders dated 09.07.2014. Another opportunity was also given to the complainant, Sh. Amrik Singh to adduce evidence in support of his contention that the respondent institute is public authority within the meaning under Section 2 (h) of the RTI Act, 2005.
Neither the complainant nor the respondent is present in today’s hearing. No 
request has also been received for an adjournment from either party.  
Nevertheless, another opportunity is given to the parties to  represent this case in 

person or through their representative, on the next date of hearing.

The case is adjourned to  17th December, 2014 (Wednesday) at 12:30
 P. M. in Chamber, S. C. O. 32 – 34, Sector 17 – C, Chandigarh.
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.
     (Harinder Pal Singh Maan)  
   
        
       (Chander Parkash)

    State Information Commissioner    

         State Information Commissioner    

5th November, 2014
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
               SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Kulwant Singh

S/o Sh. Bhajan Singh,

Village – Sulhani,

Teh. & Distt. – Ferozepur



 



…Complainant
V/s

Public Information Officer, 

O/o The District Manager,

HOUSEFED,

Near Bus Stand,

Ferozepur


Public Information Officer, 

O/o Managing Director, 

HOUSEFED, 

SCO 150-152, Sector 34 –A, 

Chandigarh









…Respondent




Complaint  Case No.  1395 of 2012
Present :
None on behalf of the complainant in person.
Sh. Ashwini Prasher, Advocate, on behalf of the respondent.
 ORDER
On the last date of hearing, held on 27.08.2014, the complainant was called upon to 

adduce evidence in support of his contention that the respondent institute is public authority within the meaning under Section 2 (h) of the RTI Act, 2005. The PIO of office of M. D., HOUSEFED, Chandigarh, was impleaded as party in this case. He was also directed to file present status of C. W. P. No. 3917 of 2007 and 66611 of 2009 which are pending in the Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court.
The complainant, Sh. Kulwant Singh, is not present in today’s hearing.
Sh. Ashwini Prasher, Advocate, who appeared on behalf of the respondent in 

today’s hearing, submits a reply dated 14.10.2014 signed by Sh. Harinder Singh Sidhu, M. D., HOUSEFED, Chandigarh, stating that para 40 of the judgment of the Hon’ble Supreme Court of India in Thalappalam Service Coop Bank Limited’s case reads as under ; 

“ The burden to show that a body is owned, controlled or substantially financed or that a non-government organization is substantially financed directly or indirectly by the funds provided by the appropriate Government is on the applicant who seeks information or the appropriate Government and can be examined by the State Information Commission or the Central Information Commission as the case
Contd…2/-

Complaint  Case No.  1395 of 2012

-2-
may be, when the question comes up for consideration. A body or free to establish that it is not owned, controlled or substantially financed directly or indirectly by the appropriate Government.”
He pleads that according to para 40 of the judgment of the Hon’ble Supreme Court 
of India in Thalappalam Service Coop Bank Limited’s case, the complainant should have adduced evidence in support of his contention that the respondent institute is public authority within the meaning under Section 2 (h) of the RTI Act, 2005 so that the respondent-PIO could file a rejoinder but the complainant had not filed any reply/statement in that regard.  He also requests to file the case.

After examining the documents placed on record, it is found that the complainant 

had not filed any documents in support of his contention that the respondent institute is public authority within the meaning under Section 2 (h) of the RTI Act, 2005.  He has also not approached the Commission with any other claim.
In view of the above, it is assumed that the applicant is  not willing to pursue this 
case and hence the case is dismissed  for non-pursuance. 
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.
     (Harinder Pal Singh Maan)  
   
        
       (Chander Parkash)

    State Information Commissioner    

         State Information Commissioner    

5th November, 2014
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Paramjit Singh,

Quarter No. 29 – A,

(Regd. Post)
Inside Dr. B. L. Kapur Memorial Hospital,

Old Sabji Mandi Chowk,



G. T. Road,



Ludhiana

   
 




…Complainant
V/s

Public Information Officer, 

(Regd. Post)
O/o Medical Supdt.,



Dr. B. L. Kapur Memorial Hospital,

Old Sabji Mandi Chowk,



G. T. Road,



Ludhiana







…Respondent




Complaint  Case No.  2907 of 2012
Present :
Sh. Paramjit Singh, the complainant in person.
None on behalf of the respondent.
 ORDER
On the last date of hearing, held on 28.08.2014, Sh. Kanwalvir Singh Kang, 

Advocate, appeared on behalf of the respondent and sought an adjournment in this case to comply with the orders dated 09.07.2014  by placing on record a copy of its Bye-Laws/Regulations governing the working of the respondent Bank ; an affidavit, clearly bringing out whether government has any share capital in the respondent bank or has the govt. given any financial assistance directly or indirectly to the institution and if so, the quantum of assistance received ; whether there are any government nominee(s) as director/member on the governing body of the respondent-bank and if so their numbers with names and designations. The complainant, Sh. Paramjit Singh, was advised to file a rejoinder against the same.
The complainant, Sh. Paramjit Singh, appeared in person in today’s hearing.

Neither the respondent-PIO nor his representative is present in today’s hearing.
Last opportunity is given to the respondent-PIO to comply with the orders dated 
09.07.2014 by placing on record a copy of its Bye-Laws/Regulations governing the working of the respondent Bank. He is also directed to place on record an affidavit, clearly bringing out whether government has any share capital in the respondent department or has the govt. given any financial assistance directly or indirectly to the institution and if so, the quantum of assistance received ; whether there are any government nominee(s) as director/member on the governing body of the respondent department and if so their numbers with names and designations, before or on the next date of hearing.
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The case is adjourned to  16th December, 2014 (Tuesday) at 12:30
 P. M. in Chamber, S. C. O. 32 – 34, Sector 17 – C, Chandigarh.
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.
     (Harinder Pal Singh Maan)  
   
        
       (Chander Parkash)

    State Information Commissioner    

         State Information Commissioner    

5th November, 2014
                 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
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Prabodh Chander Bali,

16 – Shiv Nagar,

Batala Road,

Amritsar - 143001



 




…Complainant

V/s

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Lions Club International,

Main Bazaar,

Tanda Urmur – 144204

Distt. - Hoshiarpur

First Appellate Authority, 

O/o Lions Club International,

144, Free Press House,

Nariman Point, Mumbai – 400021






…Respondent





Appeal  Case No.  722 of 2010
Present :
None on behalf of the appellant.
Sh. Sukhbir Singh, Advocate, on behalf of the respondent.
 ORDER
On the last date of hearing, held on 28.08.2014, Sh. Nakul Sharma, Advocate, 

appeared on behalf of the respondent and filed an affidavit dated 22.08.2014. The appellant, Sh. Prabodh Chander Bali, was advised to file a rejoinder against the same and send an advance copy of his reply to the respondent-PIO.
The appellant, Sh. Prabodh Chander Bali through a letter dated 05.11.2014, which 
has been received in the Commission vide Diary No. 24816 dated 05.11.2014 has intimated the Commission that he is unable to attend today’s hearing and requested for an adjournment.
Sh. Sukhbir Singh, Advocate, appeared on behalf of the respondent in today’s 

hearing, states that affidavit has already been sent to the appellant, Sh. Prabodh Chander Bali and the appellant has not filed any rejoinder against the same till date.
Another opportunity is given to the appellant to file a rejoinder and send the same 

to the respondent-PIO directly in advance. 
The case is adjourned to  17th December, 2014 (Wednesday) at 12:30
 P. M. in Chamber, S. C. O. 32 – 34, Sector 17 – C, Chandigarh.
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.
     (Harinder Pal Singh Maan)  
   
        
       (Chander Parkash)

    State Information Commissioner    

         State Information Commissioner
5th November, 2014
