STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.C.O. No. 84-85, SECTOR: 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri A. K. Garg,

# 2233, Sector: 48-C, Chandigarh.




Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Director, Industries & Commerce,

17 Bays Building, Sector:17, Chandigarh.



 Respondent

CC No. 1663/2008

Present:
Shri  A. K. Garg, Complainant, in person.

Shri Jaspal Singh, PIO, Mrs. Parminder Kaur, Senior Assistant,  office of Director of Industries;  Shri R. K. Goyal, APIO, PSIEC and Shri Varinder Kumar, Senior Assistant, office of Principal Secretary Industries, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The Complainant had filed a complaint with the PIO of the office of Director, Industries and Commerce, Punjab, Chandigarh on 16.6.2008 alongwith an Indian Postal Order of Rs. 10/-(Ten only) as application fee for seeking certain information. Having received no response for more than a month, he filed a complainant with the Commission on 24.7.2008.

2.

The Complainant vide his application  dated 16.6.2008 has demanded information on 8 points. All the points have been discussed and argued one by one . After the arguments, the representative on behalf of the Principal Secretary Industries states that the Vigilance Department is conducting 

Contd……p/2

CC No. 1663/2008



-2-

an inquiry and an interim report has been submitted by them, on which comments of PSIEC have been sought, which are awaited. He further states that 

necessary action would be taken on the Inquiry Report after getting comments from the PSIEC under the Conduct Rules. He also  states that Inquiry Report and the action taken report will be supplied to the Complainant on the completion of the inquiry. He informs the Commission that some information running into four sheets including two sheets of covering letter  has been sent to the Complainant by ordinary post vide letter No. 1072 dated 8.8.2008. He also informs that some information relates to the office of Managing Director, PSIEC regarding  which the PIO of the office of PSIEC has been asked vide letter No. 984, dated 24.7.2008 to supply the information to the Complainant.  The Complainant states that he has not received letter dated 8.8.2008 sent by the PIO of the office of Principal Secretary Industries. Accordingly, one copy of the same is handed over to the Complainant today in the court in my presence. 

3.

It is directed that the  PIO of the office of Principal Secretary Industries will submit an affidavit before the next date of hearing to the effect that an inquiry is being conducted by the Vigilance Department and the comments from the PSIEC have been sought on the interim report submitted by the Vigilance Department. It is observed  that the  Principal Secretary Industries should take up the matter with the Vigilance Department for expeditious 
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completion of Inquiry so that the matter could be finalized at the Government level at the earliest.  

4.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 23.9.2008.

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties and Principal Secretary, Industries & Commerce, Punjab, Udyog Bhawan, Sector: 17-A, Chandigarh.


Sd/-


Place: Chandigarh

                                        Surinder Singh

Dated: 11. 09. 2008

            
      State Information Commissioner


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.C.O. No. 84-85, SECTOR: 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Dr. Bimal Anjum,

H.No. 232, Gali No. 3, Sector: 21-C,

Gandhi Nagar, Mandi Gobindgarh.




Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Chairman,  Desh Bhagat Institute of 

Management & Computer Sciences,

Mandi Gobindgarh.







 Respondent

MR No. 68/2008

Present:
Dr. Bimal Anjum, Complainant, in person.


Dr. Puneet  Bhatnagar, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The Respondent states that Desh Bhagat Institute of Management & Computer Sciences,  Mandi Gobindgarh  is entirely  a private institute and is not getting any grant from the Punjab Government,  whereas the Complainant states that the institute is getting grant from the AICTE New Delhi and from the University Grant Commission.

3.

Since AICTE New Delhi and University Grant Commission  are Public Authorities of Government India, the Complainant  is directed to seek information about this institute from the Central Information Commission, New Delhi or from Director Technical Education, Punjab, Chandigarh as the approval
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 to run the institute has been given by this Department. 
4.

The Respondent is directed to return  the Bank Draft of Rs. 200/- to the Complainant which  he had deposited  with the PIO of the Institute alongwith his application for seeking information, as application fees.

5.

In this view of the matter, the case is dismissed.  

6.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-



Place: Chandigarh

                                        Surinder Singh

Dated: 11. 09. 2008

            
      State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.C.O. No. 84-85, SECTOR: 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Sukhdarshan Singh,

C/o J. R. Polytechnic College, Hoshiarpur.



Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Director, Technical Education and 

Industrial Training, Punjab, Sector:36, Chandigarh.


 Respondent

CC No. 1716/2008
Present:
Shri Sukhdarshan Singh, Complainant, in person.

Shri Sham Goyal, Deputy Director-cum-PIO and Smt. Kamaljit Kaur, Senior Assistant, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The Respondent-PIO hands over information running into seven sheets to the Complainant in the Court today in my presence. The Complainant states that he is satisfied with the information supplied to him. 

3.

The Respondent-PIO   states that necessary action is being taken by the Government to revert Shri Baljit Singh from the post of Head of the Department as some irregularities have been found in his promotion as Head of the Department. He pleads that since the requisite information has been supplied to the Complainant, the case may be closed. 

4.

Accordingly,  the case is disposed of.

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 









Sd/-

Place: Chandigarh

                                        Surinder Singh

Dated: 11. 09. 2008

            
      State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.C.O. No. 84-85, SECTOR: 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Sarabjit Singh Kahlon,

Kahlon Villa  Opposite Telephone Exchange,

VPO: Bhattian –Bet, District: Ludhiana-141008.



Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Registrar, Societies and Firms, Punjab,

17 Bays Building, 3rd Floor, Sector: 17, Chandigarh.


 Respondent

CC No.953/2008

Present:
Shri Sarabjit Singh Kahlon, Complainant, in person.

Shri Jaspal Singh, APIO-cum-Deputy Director, Shri Surinder Singh, Senior Assistant and Smt. Parminder Kaur,  Senior Assistant , on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER
1.

The APIO states that as per the directions given on the last date of hearing on 12.8.2008,  photo copies of the file No. P-19,  relating to the Punjab Cricket Association, running into 101 sheets,  has been supplied to him. He further states that noting portion of the file has not been supplied to the Complainant. It is directed that noting portion of the said file be also supplied to the Complainant. 

2.

 The APIO states that the Complainant may be directed to inspect the file No. P-19 relating to the Punjab Cricket Association and identify the
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 information required by him at any time  on any working day so that the same could be supplied to him on the spot. It is accordingly directed that the Complainant will visit the office of Registrar, Firms and Societies, Punjab and contact Shri Surinder Singh, Senior Assistant,  on any working day between 15.9.2008 and 19.9.2008 from 11.00 A.M. to 1.00 P.M. to inspect the file and identify the documents required by him so that the same could be provided to him.

3.

The case is fixed for confirmation of compliance on  7.10.2008.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-


Place: Chandigarh

                                        Surinder Singh

Dated: 11. 09. 2008

            
      State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.C.O. No. 84-85, SECTOR: 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Kuldip Singh,

# 3587, Gali No.1,

Guru Ram Dass Nagar,

Sultanwind Road, Amritsar.





Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Managing Director PSIEC,

Udyog Bhawan, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.



 Respondent

CC No. 801/2008

Present:
Shri Kuldip Singh, Complainant, in person and Shri J. R. Syal, Advocate,  on behalf of the Complainant.
Shri R.K.Goyal, APIO-cum-Estate Officer and  Shri Sarup Singh, Section Officer, on behalf of the Respondent.   

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The APIO submits  a copy of a letter No. 7213 dated 10.9.2008 from Shri Gurdip Singh, Estate Officer-IV addressed to the Public Information Officer, PSIEC, which is taken on record and one copy of the same is handed over to the Complainant in the court today in my presence. The Respondent states that there was a  stay on one Kanal of the plot No. 390-A. He further states that in plot No. 392 there was a Pucca Kothi in the middle of the plot due to which  the allottee could not  complete the construction of the plot 
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and that is why he has been given the benefit as per Government  Rules.  The Complainant states that the  stay was granted by the lower court for one Kanal 4 Marla. The Respondent states that stay was for one Kanal area at the back side of plot No. 390 A, Focal Point, Amritsar (Expansion) which remained operative from 30.3.1995 to 7.10.1999,  but there was no hindrance for making construction and to bring the unit into production.   The Respondent further states that General Manager, District Industries Centre, Amritsar has intimated to the Estate Officer-IV, PSIEC vide Memo. No. 55 dated 4.1.2007 that the Unit was established in 1998 and  the production was started on 11.7.1998.

3.

It is directed that Shri J. S. Randhawa, Deputy General Manager-cum-PIO will file an affidavit on the basis of written statement submitted by Shri Gurdip Singh, Estate Officer-IV vide letter No. 7213 dated 10.9.2008 before the next date of hearing with one copy to the Complainant.

4.

The case is fixed for confirmation of compliance on 23.9.2008.

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-



Place: Chandigarh

                                        Surinder Singh

Dated: 11. 09. 2008

            
      State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.C.O. No. 84-85, SECTOR: 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Surinder Kumar Sharma,

C/o  S. R. Sharma and Associates,

Opposite Old Sabji Mandi, Near Assian Battaries,

51-Hide Market, G.T.Road, Amritsar-143001.


Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Registrar of Firms and Societies, Punjab,

Room No. 12, 3rd Floor, 17 Bays Building,

Near GPO, Sector: 17, Chandigarh.




 Respondent

CC No. 1715/2008
Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.


Shri Jaspal Singh, APIO-cum-Deputy Director, Shri Surinder Singh, Senior Assistant and Smt. Parminder Kaur, Senior Assistant  , on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The APIO-cum-Deputy Director states that the Complainant has demanded information in the Performa from 1.1.2008 to 4.6.2008, the date of application. He pleads that since  the information, asked for, is voluminous and to prepare it in the Performa, the Department  will have to  divert its  sources, therefore, the Complainant may be directed to ask for some  specific information. He further states that till 29.8.2008 , 1716 firms have been registered with the Department. 

2.

The Complainant is accordingly directed to ask for specific information so that the same could be supplied to him by the Department.  

3.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 07.10.2008.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-



Place: Chandigarh

                                        Surinder Singh

Dated: 11. 09. 2008

            
      State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.C.O. No. 84-85, SECTOR: 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Amandeep Goyal, Advocate,

Civil Courts, Phul, District: Bathinda.




Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Chairman, Punjab Pollution Control Board, Patiala.

Respondent

CC No.239 /2008

Present:
Shri Rupinder Garg, Advocate,  on behalf of the Complainant.
Shri Babu Ram, Member Secretary, Punjab Pollution Control Board, Patiala-cum-PIO and Shri Pardeep Sharma, Law Officer,  on behalf of the Respondent. 

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The PIO-cum-Member Secretary, Punjab Pollution Control Board, Patiala states that the requisite  information on 28 points, as  available in the record of Punjab Pollution Control Board, Patiala,  as per the demand of the Complainant,  has been supplied to him. He further states that every possible effort has been made to satisfy the Complainant. 

3.

The PIO tenders unconditional apology for the delay in the supply of information and for his absence on   the last date of hearing on 5.8.2008.. He assures the Commission that in future all the RTI applications will be dealt with on priority and requisite information will be supplied to the Complainant/Appellant at the earliest possible. He also assures that the Web-Site of the Punjab Pollution Control Board will be updated in due course. 

4.

The explanation put forth by the PIO is accepted and the case is disposed of.

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.









Sd/-

Place: Chandigarh

                                        Surinder Singh

Dated: 11. 09. 2008

            
      State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.C.O. No. 84-85, SECTOR: 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Yashpal  Singh Pathania,

A-3, Staff Colony, Government Polytechnic College

For Girls, Majitha Road, Amritsar.





Complainant

                              Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Department of Technical Education &

Industrial Training, Sector-36, Chandigarh.



 Respondent

CC No.1056 /2008
Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant. 
Shri Sham Lal Goyal , Deputy Director-cum-PIO and Smt. Kamaljit Kaur, Senior Assistant,  on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The PIO-cum- Deputy Director states that the requisite information,  running into ten sheets excluding one sheet of covering letter, has been supplied to the Complainant vide Memo. No. 423 dated 17.8.2008 and Memo. No. 501 dated 1.9.2008. He pleads that since the information has been provided to the Complainant, the case may be closed. 

2.

The Complainant is not present.  His absence shows that he might have received the information and is satisfied. Therefore, the case is disposed of.

3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 



Sd/-


Place: Chandigarh

                                        Surinder Singh

Dated: 11. 09. 2008

            
      State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.C.O. No. 84-85, SECTOR: 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Darshan Singh,

# 310-B, Ranjit Avenue, 

Amritsar.








Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Secretary Animal Husbandry,

Dairy Development & Fisheries,

Mini Secretariat Punjab, Sector:9, Chandigarh.



 Respondent

CC No.1177 /2008

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.

Smt Kamlesh Kumari, Superintendent-cum-APIO, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The Respondent states that the Complainant has supplied a copy of his complainant alongwith application fee. She further states that the Complainant has sent Rs. 70/-(Seventy only) on 10.9.2008  as charges for the information to be supplied to him. She assures the Commission that the requisite information will be supplied to him within a week’s time.

2.

The case is fixed for confirmation of compliance on 25.9.2008.

3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-



Place: Chandigarh

                                        Surinder Singh

Dated: 11. 09. 2008

            
      State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.C.O. No. 84-85, SECTOR: 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Navdeep Kumar Asija,

# 6/118, Baba Namdev Nagar,

Near T.V. Tower, FAZILKA,

District: Ferozepur.






Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Executive Engineer,

Construction Division No. 1,

Punjab PWD(B&R), Ferozepur.





 Respondent

CC No.1655/2008

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.

Shri  Sukhdev Singh, Executive Engineer-cum-PIO,  on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The Complainant vide his letter dated 6.9.2008 has intimated the Commission that due to some unavoidable circumstances he will not be able to attend the proceedings of the Commission,  in the instant case,  on 11.9.2008 and has requested that the hearing may be postponed to some other date. 

2.

The PIO states that the information, available on record , has since been supplied to the Complainant and the remaining information, which is to be procured  from the Ministry of Railways, will be supplied later on.   

3.

The Complainant has submitted certain observations vide his letter 
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dated 6.9.2008,  relating to his demand for the information in the instant case, a copy of which is handed over to the PIO to send his response to the Complainant under intimation to the Commission. 

4.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 23.10.2008.

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-



Place: Chandigarh

                                        Surinder Singh

Dated: 11. 09. 2008

            
      State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.C.O. No. 84-85, SECTOR: 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Prithipal Singh,

EL-650, Industrial Area,

Phase-9, Mohali.







Appellant

Shri Swaran Singh,

Plot No. 640, Industrial Area,

Phase-9, Mohali.







Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Managing Director, PSIEC,

Udyog Bhawan, Sector: 17, Chandigarh.




 Respondent

AC No.332/2008 & CC No. 1051/2008

Present:
Shri Prithipal Singh, Appellant, in person , Shri Swaran Singh, Complainant in person and Shri R.S. Bal, Advocate, on behalf of the Appellant/Complainant.

Shri R. K. Goyal, APIO-cum-Estate Officer, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The requisite information relating to Para (e) i.e. Proceedings of the meeting held on 8.10.1997 to consider and fix the Reserve Price for allotment of plots in Phase-VIII-B, Focal Point, Mohali alongwith Calculation Sheet, has been supplied to the Complainant/Appellant. The APIO further states that this reserve 
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price of Rs. 700/-(Seven hundred) per Sq. Yard  would also be made  applicable to Industrial Focal Point Phase-VII, IX, Phase-IX(Expansion) Mohali. He pleads that since the requisite information stands supplied, the case may be closed. The Ld. Counsel on behalf of Complainant/Appellant  also pleads that since the information has been supplied by the Respondent, the case may be closed. 

3.

Accordingly, both the cases  i. e. AC No.332/2008 & CC No. 1051/2008 are disposed of.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-


Place: Chandigarh

                                        Surinder Singh

Dated: 11. 09. 2008

            
      State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.C.O. No. 84-85, SECTOR: 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Gursharan Singh,

H.No.3002, Sector: 47-D,

Chandigarh.








Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Managing Director, PSIEC,

Udyog Bhawan, Sector: 17, Chandigarh.




 Respondent

CC No.1155 /2008

Present:
Shri Gursharan Singh, Complainant-in-person and Shri D.P.Singh Baidwan, on behalf of the Complainant. in person.
Shri R.K.Goyal, APIO-cum-Senior Law Officer, Shri Sandesh Kumar, Senior Assistant and Shri Bhupinder Singh, Clerk, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The Requisite information as per the demand of the Complainant has been supplied. The Learned Counsel on behalf of the Complainant states that the Department be directed to supply the copy of the order for appointing the Inquiry Officer immediately. He further states that copy of the Inquiry report, duly authenticated,  be supplied to the Complainant, after the inquiry is completed. 

3.

Shri R.K. Goyal, APIO-cum-Senior Law Officer states that necessary steps  will be taken to appoint Inquiry Officer immediately and after the 
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Completion of the Inquiry, the inquiry Report will be supplied to the Complainant. He pleads that since the requisite information, available on record, has been supplied to the Complainant  and the Inquiry Report, duly authenticated, will be supplied to the Complainant within a period of three months,  the case may be closed. 

4.

The Complainant pleads  that since the  requisite information has been received by him and the APIO has assured to supply a copy of the Inquiry Report within a period of three months, the case may be closed. 

5.

Since the requisite information, available on record, has since been supplied to the Complainant and the APIO has assured to supply a copy of the Inquiry Report to the Complainant,   within a period of three months, the case is disposed of.

6.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-


Place: Chandigarh

                                        Surinder Singh

Dated: 11. 09. 2008

            
      State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.C.O. No. 84-85, SECTOR: 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Balwant Singh Sohal, SDO(Retd),

# 2004, Sector: 44C, Chandigarh.





Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Managing Director, PSIEC,

Udyog Bhawan, Sector: 17, Chandigarh.




 Respondent

CC No.1659 /2008

Present:
Shri Balwant Singh Sohal,Complainant, in person.
Shri R.K.Goyal, APIO-cum-Senior Law Officer, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Shri Balwant Singh Sohal, Complainant,  filed complaint with the PIO of the office of  PSIEC on 23.6.2008 to supply attested copies of his  Service Book from 6.3.1974 to 14.9.1982.

2.

After getting no response from the PIO,  the Complainant filed a complaint with the Punjab State Information Commission on 25.7.2008. The APIO-cum-Senior Law Officer states that the Complainant has been informed vide office Memo No.PSIEC-RTI/5625, dated 30.7.2008 that his service book  is not traceable.

3.

The APIO  states that the duplicate Service Book can be prepared if the Complainant supplies the documents available with him. The Complainant 
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hands over the record running into eight sheets to the APIO in the Court today relating to his appointment letter and other documents. It is directed that duplicate Service Book be prepared and supplied to the Complainant within one month.

4.

The case is fixed for confirmation of compliance on 23-10-2008.

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-


Place: Chandigarh

                                         Surinder Singh

Dated: 11. 09. 2008

            
      State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.C.O. No. 84-85, SECTOR: 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Kewal KrishanTandon,

# 54-B, Moti Nagar, Ludhiana.





Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Managing Director, PSIEC,

Udyog Bhawan, Sector: 17, Chandigarh.




 Respondent

CC No.1737 /2008

Present:
Shri G.S.Sikka,Advocate on behalf of the Complainant.
Shri R.K.Goyal, APIO-cum-Senior Law Officer and Shri Gurdeep Singh, Estate Officer-4, PSIEC, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Shri K.K.Tandon, Complainant  filed a complaint with the PIO of the office of  PSIEC on 24.6.2008 and asked information on 10 (Ten) points contained in two Sections  ‘A’ and ‘B’.  On  receiving no response from the PIO, the Complainant filed a complaint with the Commission on 25.7.2008. 

2.

Heard both the parties.

3.

The APIO-cum-Senior Law Officer states that some information is available at the Government level. He pleads that the PIO of the office of Principal Secretary Industries and Commerce, Government of Punjab, be directed to supply the requisite  information available with the Government. He assures  that the information available  with the  Managing Director, PSIEC will be supplied to the Complainant  at the earliest.  
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4.

Principal Secretary,  Industries  & Commerce, Punjab, may direct  his PIO to supply the requisite information to the Complainant  relating to his office. It is directed that the PIO of the office of Principal Secretary Industries and Commerce , Punjab, Chandigarh will attend the proceedings of the Commission, in the instant case,  on the next date of hearing alongwith requisite files relating to the allotment of 9(nine) Industrial  plots to the authorized persons in the Industrial Focal point Mohali as has been mentioned in a  News Item published in the Dainik Bhaskar dated 12.6.2008 

5.

The PIO of the office of Managing Director, PSIEC, will  supply the lay-out plan of the Industrial Focal Point  wherefrom  these nine plots of 2500 Sq. Yards each  have been carved out. 

6.

The Complainant is also directed to submit the original copy of the Newspaper ‘ Dainik Bhaskar’ dated 12.6.2008 on the next date of hearing.

7.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 23-10-2008.
8.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties and Principal Secretary, Industries and Commerce, Udyog Bhawan, Sector:17, Chandigarh.


Sd/-


Place: Chandigarh

                                        Surinder Singh

Dated: 11. 09. 2008

            
      State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.C.O. No. 84-85, SECTOR: 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Tarvinder Singh,

#160-B, Model Town Extension,

Ludhiana.








Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Managing Director, PSIEC,

Udyog Bhawan, Sector: 17, Chandigarh.




 Respondent

CC No.1194 /2008

Present:
Shri Tarvinder Singh Complainant, in person and Shri G.S.Sikka,Advocate for the Complainant.
Shri  R.K.Goyal, APIO-cum-Senior Law Officer, Shri Sandesh Kumar, Senior Assistant and Shri Bhupinder Singh, Clerk, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The case was last heard on 21.8.2008 when it was fixed for confirmation of order.

2.

The APIO-cum-Senior Law Officer states that clarification relating to Item No.5 has since been sent to the Complainant through ordinary post vide Memo No.7048, dated 2nd Sept. 2008 with a copy to the Commission. The Learned Counsel for the Complainant states that the letter dated 2nd Sept. 2008 has not been received by him. One copy of the letter dated Sept. 2, 2008 is handed over to the Complainant today.
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3.

The Ld Counsel on behalf of the Complainant states that since the information stands supplied to the Complainant and he is satisfied with the information supplied, the case may be closed.

4.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of.
5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-



Place: Chandigarh

                                         Surinder Singh

Dated: 11. 09. 2008

            
      State Information Commissioner

