STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Naresh Soni,

S/o Shri  Ram Adhar Soni,

B-1-1446/4A, Near Kali Mata Mandir,

Humbran Road, Ludhiana.






Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Chief Town Planner, 

Local Government Department, Punjab,

SCO No. 131-132, Juneja Building, 

Sector: 17, Chandigarh.






 Respondent

AC No. 619 /2008

Present:
Shri Naresh Soni,  Appellant, in person. 
Shri Gautam Kumar, Assistant Town Planner-cum-APIO, Shri Karam Chand, Superintendent Grade-II and Shri Chauhan Singh, Senior Assistant,  on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

As per the directions given on the last date of hearing i.e. 29.04.2009, the dealing Assistant is present who has brought the  original record in the court for inspection by the Appellant. 
2.

The Respondent states that no PIO has been appointed in place of Shri M. P. Arora, PCS, who has since been transferred. Principal Secretary Local Government may take immediate steps to appoint PIO for the smooth disposal of RTI applications.
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3.

The Respondent submits  a letter No. CTP(LG)-2009/527-528, dated 21.05.2009 from Chief Town Planner, Local Government, addressed to the Appellant with a copy to the Commission, which is taken on record and  reads as under:-
“ With reference to the subject cited above, it is informed that your application dated 11.09.2008 seeking information “pertaining to compounding and/or regularization of unauthorized construction made by M/s Garg Infrastructure Private Limited near Kali Mata Mandir, Humbran Road, Ludhiana” was dealt and a report was submitted to the Government for supplying the same. The same was supplied to you vide Government memo. No. 14/382/08-3LG1-217 dated 27.01.2009. Thereafter certain observations have been raised by you vide letter dated 19.02.2009, the reply of which is also being supplied to you through the Government. “
4.

The Respondent also places on record a Memo. No. 14/382/08-3 LG-1/1552-53, dated  21.5.2009, consisting of three sheets from Superintendent Local Government-1 Branch addressed to the Appellant with a copy to the Commission, which is taken on record. The Respondent pleads that since two cases CC-2504/2008 and AC-619/2008 are identical in nature, they may be clubbed but the Appellant requests that they may be dealt with separately. 
5.

The Appellant inspects the record in the court in my presence and identifies the documents required by him. It is directed that the documents 
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identified by the Appellant today after the inspection of record,  be supplied to him duly authenticated  within a period of 15 days. 
6.

The Appellant states that order dated 29.4.2009 has not been received by him so far. Accordingly, a copy of the order dated 29.4.2009 has been  supplied to the Appellant today.
7.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 30.06.2009.
8.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties and to the Principal Secretary, Local Government, Punjab, Mini Secretariat, Sector:9, Chandigarh. 


Sd/-



Place:  Chandigarh.
                                         Surinder Singh

Dated: 22. 05. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Naresh Soni,

S/o Shri  Ram Adhar Soni,

B-1-1446/4A, Near Kali Mata Mandir,

Humbran Road, Ludhiana.






Complainant






Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Chief Town Planner, 

Local Government Department, Punjab,

SCO No. 131-132, Juneja Building, 

Sector: 17, Chandigarh.






 Respondent

CC No. 2504 /2008

Present:
Shri Naresh Soni,  Complainant, in person. 
Shri Gautam Kumar, Assistant Town Planner-cum-APIO, Shri Karam Chand, Superintendent Grade-II and Shri Chauhan Singh, Senior Assistant,  on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER

1.

As per the directions given on the last date of hearing i.e. 29.04.2009, the dealing Assistant is present who has brought the  original record in the court for inspection by the Complainant. 

2.

The Respondent states that no PIO has been appointed in place of Shri M. P. Arora, PCS, who has since been transferred. Principal Secretary Local Government may take immediate steps to appoint PIO for the smooth disposal of RTI applications.
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3.

The Respondent submits  a letter No. CTP(LG)-2009/527-528, dated 21.05.2009 from Chief Town Planner, Local Government, addressed to the Complainant  with a copy to the Commission, which is taken on record and  reads as under:-

“ With reference to the subject cited above, it is informed that your application dated 11.09.2008 seeking information “pertaining to compounding and/or regularization of unauthorized construction made by M/s Garg Infrastructure Private Limited near Kali Mata Mandir, Humbran Road, Ludhiana” was dealt and a report was submitted to the Government for supplying the same. The same was supplied to you vide Government memo. No. 14/382/08-3LG1-217 dated 27.01.2009. Thereafter certain observations have been raised by you vide letter dated 19.02.2009, the reply of which is also being supplied to you through the Government. “

4.

The Respondent also places on record a Memo. No. 14/382/08-3 LG-1/1552-53, dated  21.5.2009, consisting of three sheets from Superintendent Local Government-1 Branch addressed to the Complainant  with a copy to the Commission, which is taken on record. The Respondent pleads that since two cases CC-2504/2008 and AC-619/2008 are identical in nature, they may be clubbed but the Complainant requests that they may be dealt with separately. 

5.

The Complainant  inspects the record in the court in my presence and identifies the documents required by him. It is directed that the documents 
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identified by the Complainant  after the inspection of record,  be supplied to him duly authenticated  within a period of 15 days. 

6.

The Complainant  states that order dated 29.4.2009 has not been received by him so far. Accordingly, a copy of the order dated 29.4.2009 has been  supplied to the Appellant today.

7.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 30.06.2009.

8.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties and to the Principal Secretary, Local Government, Punjab, Mini Secretariat, Sector:9, Chandigarh. 


Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh.
                                         Surinder Singh

Dated: 22. 05. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Naresh Soni,

S/o Shri  Ram Adhar Soni,

B-1-1446/4A, Near Kali Mata Mandir,

Humbran Road, Ludhiana.






Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.




 Respondent

AC No. 558 /2008

Present:
Shri Naresh Soni,  Appellant, in person. 
Shri Harish Bhagat,  Nodal APIO –cum-Legal Assistant and Shri Ravinder Singh Walia, J.D.M., on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

As per the directions given on the last date hearing i.e. 29.4.2009, the Respondent brings the original record in the Court for inspection by the Appellant. 
2.

The Appellant inspects the record in the court in my present. After detailed deliberations it is directed that the Respondent will supply duly authenticated photo copies of all the files, inspected by the Appellant today, to the Appellant. Shri Ramesh Chhabra, ATP will duly authenticate this  information.
3.

The Appellant states that he has been harassed by the Respondent as mis-leading and incorrect information has been supplied to him time and
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 again. He pleads that necessary action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 may be taken against the PIO and he may be given compensation for the detriment and loss suffered by him during this long period. 

4.

Accordingly, Shri K. S. Kahlon, Legal Advisor-cum-PIO is directed to file an affidavit on the next date of hearing  to explain reasons as to why penalty be not imposed upon him for supplying mis-leading and incorrect information to the Appellant and as to why compensation be not awarded to the Appellant for the detriment and loss suffered by him.



5.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 30.06.2009.
6.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh.
                                         Surinder Singh

Dated: 22. 05. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Naresh Soni,

S/o Shri  Ram Adhar Soni,

B-1-1446/4A, Near Kali Mata Mandir,

Humbran Road, Ludhiana.






Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.




 Respondent
AC No. 614 /2008

Present:
Shri Naresh Soni,  Appellant, in person. 
Shri Harish Bhagat,  Nodal APIO –cum-Legal Assistant and Shri Ravinder Singh Walia, J.D.M., on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

As per the directions given on the last date hearing i.e. 29.4.2009, the Respondent brings the original record in the Court for inspection by the Appellant. 

2.

The Appellant inspects the record in the court in my present. After detailed deliberations it is directed that the Respondent will supply duly authenticated photo copies of all the files, inspected by the Appellant today, to the Appellant. Shri Ramesh Chhabra, ATP will duly authenticate this  information.

3.

The Appellant submits his written observations/comments on the information already supplied to him, which is taken on record and a copy of the 
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same is handed over to the Respondent. 
4.

The Appellant brings to the notice of the Commission that in the information supplied to him by JDM, it is written that “ c;aN cb’o s/ e[M fjZ;/ s/ ;ohnk pfBnk j’fJnk j? go ni/ sZe b?BNo BjhA fgnk . “  The Appellant makes a submission of a letter from ATP, Zone-D addressed to APIO, Zone-D ,  in Para-3 of which it has been written as under:-

“ fJj mhe j? fe w?;L ror fJzBcopk.Noeuo tkfbnK B/ ohtkfJiv gbkB iwQK eotkfJnk j? ;oeko tb’A fijVh 9 Observation brkJhnK rJhnK jB T[j ni/ sZe mhe BjhA ehshnK rJhnK id’ sZe w?; ror fJzBcok;Noeuo tb’A fJj 9 observation  mhe BjhA ehshnK iKdhnK sd sZe Bro fBrw, b[fXnkDk tb’A fJj ohtkfJiv gbkB gqtkB BjhA ehsk  ik ;edk.
5.

The Appellant states that he has been harassed by the Respondent as mis-leading and incorrect information has been supplied to him time and

 again. He pleads that necessary action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 may be taken against the PIO and he may be given compensation for the detriment and loss suffered by him during this long period. 

6.

Accordingly, Shri K. S. Kahlon, Legal Advisor-cum-PIO is directed to file an affidavit on the next date of hearing  to explain reasons as to why penalty be not imposed upon him for supplying mis-leading and incorrect
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 information to the Appellant and as to why compensation be not awarded to the
 Appellant for the detriment and loss suffered by him.



7.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 30.06.2009.

8.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh.
                                         Surinder Singh

Dated: 22. 05. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Aman Soni,

S/o Shri Naresh Soni,

B-1-1446/4A, Near Kali Mata Mandir,

Humbran Road, Ludhiana.






Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.




 Respondent

AC No. 615 /2008

Present:
Shri Naresh Soni, on behalf of the  Appellant. 
Shri Harish Bhagat,  Nodal APIO –cum-Legal Assistant and Shri Ravinder Singh Walia, J.D.M., on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER

1.

As per the directions given on the last date hearing i.e. 29.4.2009, the Respondent brings the original record in the Court for inspection by the Appellant. 

2.

The Appellant inspects the record in the court in my present. After detailed deliberations it is directed that the Respondent will supply duly authenticated photo copies of all the files, inspected by the Appellant today, to the Appellant. Shri Ramesh Chhabra, ATP will duly authenticate this  information.

3.

The Appellant submits his written observations/comments on the information already supplied to him, which is taken on record and a copy of the 
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same is handed over to the Respondent. 

4.

The Appellant brings to the notice of the Commission that in the information supplied to him by JDM, it is written that “ c;aN cb’o s/ e[M fjZ;/ s/ ;ohnk pfBnk j’fJnk j? go ni/ sZe b?BNo BjhA fgnk . “  The Appellant makes a submission of a letter from ATP, Zone-D addressed to APIO, Zone-D ,  in Para-3 of which it has been written as under:-

“ fJj mhe j? fe w?;L ror fJzBcopk.Noeuo tkfbnK B/ ohtkfJiv gbkB iwQK eotkfJnk j? ;oeko tb’A fijVh 9 Observation brkJhnK rJhnK jB T[j ni/ sZe mhe BjhA ehshnK rJhnK id’ sZe w?; ror fJzBcok;Noeuo tb’A fJj 9 observation  mhe BjhA ehshnK iKdhnK sd sZe Bro fBrw, b[fXnkDk tb’A fJj ohtkfJiv gbkB gqtkB BjhA ehsk  ik ;edk.
5.

The Appellant states that he has been harassed by the Respondent as mis-leading and incorrect information has been supplied to him time and

 again. He pleads that necessary action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 may be taken against the PIO and he may be given compensation for the detriment and loss suffered by him during this long period. 

6.

Accordingly, Shri K. S. Kahlon, Legal Advisor-cum-PIO is directed to file an affidavit on the next date of hearing  to explain reasons as to why penalty be not imposed upon him for supplying mis-leading and incorrect
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 information to the Appellant and as to why compensation be not awarded to the

 Appellant for the detriment and loss suffered by him.



7.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 30.06.2009.

8.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh.
                                         Surinder Singh

Dated: 22. 05. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

    SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Amarjeet Singh
 (XEN Retd),

House No. 720, Sector 43-A,

Chandigarh.









      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Managing Director,

PSIEC, Udyog Bhawan,

Sector-17, Chandigarh.









 Respondent

CC No. 1931 /2009

Present:
Shri Amarjeet Singh, Complainant, in person.



Shri R.K.Goel, Sr.Law Officer-cum-APIO and Shri Om Pal 


Singh, Sr. Asstt. On behalf of Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Case was last heard on 21.4.2009 when the Respondent has stated that the case has been put up to the concerned authorities to decide the case as per the record available.

2.

The Respondent states that the file is still lying with the MD/PSIEC for taking decision which has been duly recommended by the office. The respondent pleads that the case may be closed, as when the case is decided the orders will be issued and the requisite information will be supplied.  The complainant is also directed to pursue his case with the MD/PSIEC to get it expedited.
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3.

Shri Amarjeet Singh brought to the notice of  the Commission that the  enhancement cost of the work has not been released to the contractor till 

today.  He also made a submission of his letter in two sheets in this regard. Since the respondent assured the Commission that his case will be decided within a period of 15 days, 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: 22.05.2009

                         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

    SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  S.N.Singla (Retd Assistant Commissioner),

c/o Singla Ice Factory, Dhanaula,

District Barnala.






      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Director, Local Government, Punjab,

Juneja Building, Sector-17, Chandigarh.



  Respondent.


CC No. 2758 /2008

Present:
Shri S.N.Singla,  the Complainant, in person.



Shri Ashwani Kumar, Senior Assistant, on behalf of 



Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Shri Ashwani Kumar, Senior Assistant, on behalf of the Respondent, states that the remaining information has been sent to the complainant vide memo No.1/16/08-5LGI/1523, dated 18.5.2009 with a copy to the Commission which has been received in the Commission office on 20.05.2009 against receipt No. 7333.  The respondent states that since the requisite information has been supplied, case may be closed.

2.

However, the complainant, Shri S.N.Singla, makes a submission of  observations  to the information supplied to him.  He is not satisfied with the information supplied to him. Shri Singla pleads that he is going abroad and case may be fixed for further hearing in the first week of August, 2009.  Accordingly, the case is fixed for further hearing on 04.08.2009. 
3.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 04-08-2009.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.



















Sd-

Place:  Chandigarh                              
                   Surinder Singh

Dated: 22.05.2009

                         State Information Commissioner


 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

    SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Tarlochan Singh s/o Shri Amar Singh

House No. 130, Farid Nagar, Basti Jodhewal,

Ludhiana.







      Appellant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Deputy Commissioner,
Ludhiana.







 Respondent
AC No. 06 /2009

Present:
Shri Tarlochan Singh, the Appellant in person.



Shri Jagpal Singh, Halqa Patwari, on behalf of Respondent.
ORDER

1

Shri Jagpal Singh, halqa Patwari states that the requisite information has been received by the appellant on 26.02.2009.  He has made a submission of copy of information supplied to him running into 13 sheets which has already been received by the appellant.  On the last date of hearing on 21.04.2009, the appellant has stated that he has not received any information nor he has been heard by the first appellat authority whereas the respondent has made a submission of the receipt vide which he has received information on 26.02.2009. Commission takes serious view of the submission made by him  that he has not received any information whereas he has received some information on 26.02.2009.  

2.

The information supplied to the Commission is handed over to Shri Tarlochan Singh today in the Court running into 12 sheets.

3.

The respondent pleads that since the information stands supplied, the case may be closed.
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4.

Since the information stands provided, the case is disposed of.

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 









   Sd/-

Place:  Chandigarh                              
                   Surinder Singh

Dated: 22.05.2009

                         State Information Commissioner



 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

    SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  H.S.Brar,

House No.1180, Sector 21,

Panchkula-134116.






      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o  Principal Secretary to Govt, Punjab,

Department of Power, Mini Sectt. Sector-9,

Chandigarh.

Public Information Officer,

Secretary to Govt. Punjab,

Department of Personnel, 6th floor,

Punjab Civil Sectt. Chandigarh.





 Respondent

CC No. 212 /2009
Present:


None is present on behalf of the complainant.



Shri Rajinder Singh, Sr. Law Officer on behalf of Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Shri Rajinder Singh, Senior Law Officer, on  behalf of Respondent states that the information running into 9 sheets has been sent through speed post vide memo No. 88233/35, dated 15.05.2009 with a copy to the Commission.  The information might have been received by the complainant and he is not present.  Moreover no communication has been received from him in the Commission which shows that he is satisfied with the information supplied to him.  The respondent pleads that case may be closed and the complainant be directed to contact the PIO in case he is not satisfied with the information or there is any discrepancy in the information supplied to him vide above mentioned letter.
2.

Since the information stands provided, the case is disposed of.

3.

Copies of the order be sent to all concerned.










   Sd/-

Place:  Chandigarh                              
                   Surinder Singh

Dated: 22.05.2009

                         State Information Commissioner


 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

    SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Rabinder Singh s/o Shri Gurbax Singh,

House No. 6, Jyoti Nagar Extension,

Jalandhar.







      Appellant.




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Municipal Corporation,

Jalandhar.








 Respondent
AC No. 36 /2009

Present:
None is present on behalf of the appellant.



Shri Narinder Singh, Corporation Engineer-cum-APIO on 


behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER

1.

The respondent places on record a copy of the letter No. JC/RIA/2005-09/1154, dated 18.05.2009 addressed to the complainant Shri Rabinder Singh. In the letter the respondent has made a reply in an annotated form. Shri Narinder Singh  states that the information has been supplied on 06.11.2008 vide letter No. CE/1785.  He further states that a copy of the response was handed over to son of Shri Rabinder Singh and he  has put his signatures on the office copy. He pleads that since the requisite information as per the demand and as per the response made by appellant, has been supplied, case may be closed. The Commission is satisfied with the arguments put forth by the respondent in the Court today.
2.

Since the information stands provided, the case is disposed of.

3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 









   Sd/-



Place:  Chandigarh                              
                   Surinder Singh

Dated: 22.05.2009

                         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

    SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

 Shri Rabinder Singh s/o Shri Gurbax Singh,

House No. 6, Jyoti Nagar Extension,

Jalandhar.







      Appellant.




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Municipal Corporation,

Jalandhar.








 Respondent

AC No. 37 /2009

Present:
None is present on behalf of the appellant.



Shri Narinder Singh, Corporation Engineer-cum-APIO on 


behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER

1.

The respondent places on record a copy of letter No. JC/RIA/2005-09/1156, dated 18.05.2009 addressed to the complainant Shri Rabinder Singh. In the letter the respondent has made a reply in an annotated form. Shri Narinder Singh  states that the information has been supplied on 06.11.2008 vide letter No. CE/1785.  He further states that a copy of the response was handed over to son of Shri Rabinder Singh and he  has put his signatures  on the office copy. He pleads that since the requisite information as per the demand and as per the response made by appellant, has been supplied, case may be closed. The Commission is satisfied with the arguments put forth by the respondent in the Court today..

2..

Since the information stands provided, the case is disposed of.

.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh                              
                   Surinder Singh

Dated: 22.05.2009

                         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

    SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Rabinder Singh s/o Shri Gurbax Singh,

House No. 6, Jyoti Nagar Extension,

Jalandhar.







      Appellant.




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o








 Respondent

AC No. 35 /2009

Present:
None is present on behalf of the appellant.



Shri Narinder Singh, Corporation Engineer-cum-APIO on 


behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Shri Narinder Singh, Corporation Engineer brings to the notice of the Commission in the instant case that Shri Tarlok Singh, MTP is to be heard and information is to be supplied by his section. As none is present, the case is fixed for further hearing with the directions that the information relating to the instant case be supplied as per the demand dated 29.02.2009 and response made on 26.03.2009.
2.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 30-06-2009.

3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties and Shri Tarlok Singh, MTP, Municipal Corporation, Jalandhar.


Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh                              
                   Surinder Singh

Dated: 22.05.2009

                         State Information Commissioner
 
