PUNJAB STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION
Red Cross Building, Near Rose Garden,
Sector 16, Chandigarh.
Ph: 0172-2864114, Email: - psicsic30@punjabmail.gov.in
Visit us: - www.infocommpunjab.com

Sh Lajpat Rai, S/o Sh Harbans Lal,

R/o Roamana Street, Tehsil Jaito,

Distt Faridkot. ... Appellant
Versus

Public Information Officer,

Ol/o EO, MC,

Jaito, Distt Faridkot.

First Appellate Authority,
O/o Regional Deputy Director,
Local Govt, Ferozepur. ...Respondent

Appeal Case No. 2191 of 2021

PRESENT: None for the Appellant
Sh. Naib Singh, PIO for the Respondent
ORDER:

The appellant, through an RTI application dated 07.03.2020, has sought the following
information from the office of EO-MC Jaito :-
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Appeal Case No. 2191 of 2021

The appellant was not provided with the information, after which the appellant filed a
first appeal before the First Appellate Authority on 16.03.2021, which did not decide on the
appeal.

The case first came up for hearing on 29.11.2021 through video conferencing at DAC
Faridkot. Due to a network problem in the VC, the hearing could not occur. The case was
adjourned.

The case last came up for hearing on 11.04.2022 through video conferencing at DAC
Faridkot. As per the appellant, the PIO has not supplied the information.

The respondent PIO had brought the information.
The PIO was directed to hand over the information to the appellant.

The appellant was directed to point out the discrepancies in the information to the PO,
and the PIO was directed to remove the same and send a compliance report to the
Commission.

Hearing dated 10.08.2022 :

The case has come up for hearing today through video conferencing at DAC Faridkort.
The appellant is absent nor is represented.

The respondent present pleaded that the sought for information was handed over to the
appellant on the previous date of hearing in the court itself. The appellant further pleaded that
no deficiency has been reported by the appellant.

Having gone through the RTI application and hearing the respondent, the Commission
observes that since no deficiency has been reported by the appellant, the appellant might be
satisfied with the information received from the PIO. As such, no further cause of action by the
Commission is required and hence, the case is disposed of and closed.

Sd/-
Chandigarh (Khushwant Singh)
Dated: 10.08.2022 State Information Commission
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Sh Tejinder Singh,

Civil Court,

Tehsil Complex, Backside Sanjh Kender,

Phillaur. ... Appellant
Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Civil Surgeon,

Amritsar.

First Appellate Authority,

O/o Civil Surgeon,

Amritsar. ...Respondent
Appeal Case No. 1119 of 2021

PRESENT: Sh.Tejinder Singh as the Appellant
Smt.Kamaldeep Kaur, Food Safety Officer for the Respondent

ORDER:

The appellant, through RTI application dated 06.10.2020, has sought information
regarding details of inspections conducted by Health Officers relating to food business operators
from June 2020 to 06.10.2020 — improvement notice issued to food operators/manufacturers — a
copy of movement register before moving for taking samples of food operators — details of
vehicles used during sample collection and other information as enumerated in the RTI
application concerning the office of Civil Surgeon Amritsar.  The appellant was not provided
with the information, after which the appellant filed the first appeal before the First Appellate
Authority on 12.12.2020, which took no decision on the appeal.

The case first came up for hearing on 29.07.2021 through video conferencing at DAC
Ludhiana. As per the appellant, he had inspected the record regarding point-5 relating to Food
Safety Officer-2, but no information regarding point-5 relating to the other Food Safety officers
(1,3,4 &5) as well as on other points had been provided.

The respondent was absent.

The PIO was directed to facilitate the rest of the information, as available on the record,
for the RTI application and send a compliance report of the same to the Commission.

On the date of hearing on 10.11.2021 which was fixed through video conferencing at
DAC Ludhiana/Amritsar, the appellant claimed that the PIO has not supplied the information.

The respondent was absent nor has complied with the order of the Commission. There
has been an enormous delay of more than one year in providing the information. The
Commission having taken a serious view of this issued a show-cause notice under section
20 of the RTI Act 2005 for not supplying the information within the statutorily prescribed
period and directed reply on an affidavit.

The PIO was again directed to provide complete information to the appellant within ten
days of receiving the order.

On the hearing date on 21.03.2022, the appellant claimed that the PIO had not supplied
the information.

The PIO was absent on the 3rd consecutive hearing nor has complied with the order of
the Commission to provide the information and not appearing before the Commission.
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Appeal Case No. 1119 of 2021

Since the PIO-Civil Surgeon, Amritsar was flouting the spirit of the RTI Act
continuously and not appearing before the Commission, to secure an erring PIO"s presence
before the commission, a bailable Warrant of the PIO-Civil Surgeon, Amritsar was issued
through Senior Superintendent of Police, Amritsar under section 18(3) of the RTI Act for his
presence before the Commission on 25.04.2022.

On the date of next hearing 25.04.2022 Smt.Kamaldeep Kaur, Food Safety Officer, was
present on behalf of the PIO and informed that the information has already been provided to the
appellant vide letter dated 21.04.2022. The PIO has also sent a copy of the reply to the
Commission, which has been taken on record.

The appellant claims that there are five food Supply Officers, but he inspected the record
regarding point-5 relating to Food Safety Officer-2, but no information regarding point-5 relating
to the other Food Safety officers (1,3,4 &5) and on other points has been provided.

The respondent present informed that the information relating to points 1 to 4 relates to
the District Health Officer. The reply to these points has already been sent to the appellant vide
letter dated 16.07.2021. The information relating to point-5 relates to Food Safety Officers, and
there are five Food Safety Officers in the District. Food Safety Officer Amritsar 2 has already
sent a reply vide letter dated 23.04.2022 and Food Safety Officer Amritsar (1, 3,4 & 5) has
already sent a reply vide letter dated 21.04.2022. The Commission has also received a copy of
the reply from the PIOs, which has been taken on record.

Having gone through the RTI application and reply of the PIO, the Commission found
that the RTI has been sufficiently replied to.

Regarding the decision on show-cause notice, due to the extra burden on the medical
staff during Covid time, taking a lenient view on the penalty, the show cause was dropped.

However, since the appellant has had to suffer undue inconvenience to get the
information, it was a fit case for awarding compensation to the appellant u/s 19(8)(b) of the RTI
Act.

Hence the PIO- Civil Surgeon, Amritsar was directed to pay an amount of Rs.5000/- via
demand draft through Govt. Treasury as compensation to the appellant for not getting
information in time and directed to submit proof of having compensated the appellant.

Hearing dated 10.08.2022:

The case has come up for hearing today through video conferencing at DAC
Amritsar/Ludhiana.

The respondent present pleaded that in pursuance of the Commission’s order,
compensation amount of Rs.5000/- has been paid to the appellant vide Demand Draft
No0.588000 dated 28.07.2022.

The appellant acknowledged the receipt of compensation of Rs.5000/- from the
respondent.

Since the compensation has been paid to the appellant by the PIO, no further
interference of the Commission is required. The case is disposed of and closed.

Sd/-
Chandigarh (Khushwant Singh)
Dated:10.08.2022 State Information Commissioner



PUNJAB STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION
Red Cross Building, Near Rose Garden,
Sector 16, Chandigarh.
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Sh Lajpat Rai, S/o Sh Harbans Lal,

R/o Roamana Street, Tehsil Jaito,

Distt Faridkot. ... Appellant
Versus

Public Information Officer,

Ol/o EO, MC,

Jaito, Distt Faridkot.

First Appellate Authority,
O/o Regional Deputy Director,
Local Govt, Ferozepur. ...Respondent

Appeal Case No. 2172 of 2021
PRESENT: None for the Appellant
Sh. Naib Singh, Sanitary Inspector, for the Respondent

ORDER:

The appellant, through an RTI application dated 07.03.2020, has sought the following
information the office of EO-MC Jaito :-
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The appellant was not provided with the information, after which the appellant filed a
first appeal before the First Appellate Authority on 16.03.2021, which did not decide on the
appeal.

The case first came up for hearing Om 29.11.2021 through video conferencing at DAC
Faridkot. Due to a network problem in the VC, the hearing could not occur. The case was
adjourned.

The case last came up for hearing on 11.04.2022 through video conferencing g at DAC
Faridkot. As per the appellant, the PIO has not supplied the information.

The respondent present informed that they did not receive the 2™ page of the RTI
application.

The appellant had handed over the 2™ page of the RTI application to the PIO.

The PIO was directed to provide information to the appellant as per the RTI application
and send a compliance report to the Commission.

If the appellant finds any discrepancies in the information being provided, the appellant
was directed to point out the discrepancies to the PO, and the PIO was directed to remove the
same.

Hearing dated 10.08.2022:

The case has come up for hearing today through video conferencing at DAC Faridkot.
The appellant is absent nor is represented.

Sh. Naib Singh, Sanitary Inspector, O/o the MC, Jaito, present pleaded that pointwise
information, as per the RTI application, has been provided to the appellant vide letter dated
05.08.2022 by registered post with a copy to the Commission. The respondent further pleaded
that no deficiency has been reported by the appellant.

Having gone through the RTI application and record in the file, the Commission
observes that the RTI application has sufficiently been addressed by the PIO. The Commission
further observes that the appellant has not pointed out any deficiency in the information supplied
by the PIO. As such, no more interference in the matter by the Commission is required. Hence,
the case is disposed of and closed.

Sd/-
Chandigarh (Khushwant Singh)
Dated : 10.08.2022 State Information Commission




PUNJAB STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION
Red Cross Building, Near Rose Garden,
Sector 16, Chandigarh.
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Sh Lajpat Rai, S/o Sh Harbans Lal,

R/o Roamana Street, Tehsil Jaito,

Distt Faridkot. ... Appellant
Versus

Public Information Officer,

Ol/o EO, MC,

Jaito, Distt Faridkot.

First Appellate Authority,
O/o Regional Deputy Director,
Local Govt, Ferozepur. ...Respondent

Appeal Case No. 2173 of 2021

PRESENT: None for the Appellant
Sh. Naib Singh, Sanitary Inspector, for the Respondent
ORDER:
The appellant, through an RTI application dated 07.03.2020, has sought following
information from the office of EO-MC Jaito:-
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Appeal Case No. 2173 of 2021

The appellant was not provided with the information, after which the appellant filed a
first appeal before the First Appellate Authority on 16.03.2021, which did not decide on the
appeal.

The case first came up for hearing on 29.11.2021 through video conferencing at DAC
Faridkot. Due to a network problem in the VC, the hearing could not occur. The case was
adjourned.

The case last came up for hearing on 11.04.2022 through video conferencing at DAC
Faridkot. As per the appellant, the PIO has not supplied the information.

The respondent PIO had brought the sought information and handed it over to the
appellant.

The PIO was directed to hand over the information to the appellant.

The appellant was directed to point out the discrepancies in the information to the PO,
and the PIO was directed to remove the same and send a compliance report to the
Commission.

Hearing dated 10.08.2022 :

The case has come up for hearing today through video conferencing at DAC Faridkort.
The appellant is absent nor is represented.

The respondent present pleaded that the sought for information was handed over to the
appellant on the previous date of hearing in the court itself. The appellant further pleaded that
no deficiency has been reported by the appellant.

Having gone through the RTI application and hearing the respondent, the Commission
observes that since no deficiency has been reported by the appellant, the appellant might be
satisfied with the information received from the PIO. As such, no further cause of action by the
Commission is required and hence, the case is disposed of and closed.

Sd/-
Chandigarh (Khushwant Singh)
Dated: 10.08.2022 State Information Commission



PUNJAB STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION
Red Cross Building, Near Rose Garden,
Sector 16, Chandigarh.
Ph: 0172-2864114, Email: - psicsic30@punjabmail.gov.in
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Sh Lajpat Rai, S/o Sh Harbans Lal,

R/o Roamana Street, Tehsil Jaito,

Distt Faridkot. ... Appellant
Versus

Public Information Officer,

Ol/o EO, MC,

Jaito, Distt Faridkot.

First Appellate Authority,
O/o Regional Deputy Director,
Local Govt, Ferozepur. ...Respondent

Appeal Case No. 2170 of 2021

PRESENT: None for the Appellant
Sh. Naib Singh, Sanitary Inspector for the Respondent

ORDER:

The appellant through an RTI application dated 13.02.2020 has sought the following
information from the office of EO-MC Jaito. The appellant was not provided the information
after which the appellant filed a first appeal before the First Appellate Authority on 16.03.2021
which took no decision
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Appeal Case No. 2170 of 2021
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The case first came up for hearing on 29.11.2021 through video conferencing at DAC
Faridkot. Due to network problem in the VC, the hearing could not take place. The case was
adjourned.

The case last came up for hearing on 11.04.2022 through video conferencing at DAC
Faridkot. As per appellant, the PIO did not supply the information.

The respondent PIO had brought the information.
The PIO was directed to hand over the information to the appellant.

The appellant is directed to point out the discrepancies if any in the information to the
PO and the PIO was directed to remove the same and send a compliance report to the
Commission.

Hearing dated 10.08.2022 :

The case has come up for hearing today through video conferencing at DAC Faridkot.
The appellant is absent nor is represented.

The respondent present pleaded that the sought for information was handed over to the
appellant on the previous date of hearing in the court itself. The appellant further pleaded that
no deficiency has been reported by the appellant.

Having gone through the RTI application and hearing the respondent, the Commission
observes that since no deficiency has been reported by the appellant, the appellant might be
satisfied with the information received from the PIO. As such, no further cause of action by the
Commission is required and hence, the case is disposed of and closed.

Sd/-
Chandigarh (Khushwant Singh)
Dated: 10.08.2022 State Information Commission



PUNJAB STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION =
Red Cross Building, Near Rose Garden,
Sector 16, Chandigarh.
Ph: 0172-2864114, Email: - psicsic30@punjabmail.gov.in
Visit us: - www.infocommpunjab.com

N
& o
s PSIC
=3

W

%
< F2rormane”

Sh Lajpat Rai, S/o Sh Harbans Lal,

R/o Roamana Street, Tehsil Jaito,

Distt Faridkot. ... Appellant
Versus

Public Information Officer,

Ol/o EO, MC,

Jaito, Distt Faridkot.

First Appellate Authority,
O/o Regional Deputy Director,
Local Govt, Ferozepur. ...Respondent

Appeal Case No. 2171 of 2021

PRESENT: None for the Appellant
Sh.Naib Singh, Sanitary Inspector, for the Respondent

ORDER:

The appellant through an RTI application dated 13.02.2020 has sought information on
10 points regarding proceedings done against Ramesh Kumar Suresh Kumar employees
remained in prison and on bail — proceeding done against Ramesh Kumar, Kamal Sharma Naib
Singh including copies of letters issued and answers — cash book from 01.01.2020 upto date
and other information as enumerated in the RTI application concerning the office of EO-MC
Jaito. The appellant was not provided the information after which the appellant filed a first
appeal before the First Appellate Authority on 16.03.2021 which took no decision on the appeal.



http://www.infocommpunjab.com/

>

P rote cpr= ;aoe-zub:l g G_A S et e e B Koremes R
Ao o1 1ENANT 9 KInstlde Darbar fongdhoot O Py Sypoe Fully Pindech S .
D A= C&osfdagdz»a MapCema=  Onoadgimin Toombh o1 G. Xl B LS lecad Gows -

Orosddnth _2emAtng Bhen LaMtars Juun SPzery Fr Insmy approves xRy aTer ey
THE VP Cose Bt Shoconding chibemit _Sven Sirow Gopgts Delaty —Hteo

e2dars of Aigpa efcacss cro nclecligg OGP YUY @orcc o Fo5 —~BLeanyrray —FHic
Foccoas . pwre DrBanitoo adttor e @ornat Hhsocoadunsy cloab =f gom <o - Qavn&’l-
Sead @md ARk Wiron Comd &"—‘M Aotosn Wpto Dake Comane. %aue@.%

Dotmente @3t 23=ic Pre tgn \SnaIee 2005 Lo Hors 3-.%%»&13931-: Yep Semd taLs .

E AR vy applicctions Bem 1926tobte Dda S= Remevomgy vy dicmce and aa okt
ESETES S5 N P Q—ﬁ Cotn Sovte. Lohane Ahcema SFas OejaiFact Son ). Precotnd— -

@ Dve Lty Vg donns, Be Vcocaotiog dore s Latte L. =
E L &% 3«;.—;3_:. = I S SO, Lecn @ Rimad Accoy
D\n—«l&uuu
et 2=\ 200~
© grecty oS fosy fla fir S of SmI Hortans Ka

LS G o Prcmotie =Com1> o123 Joos

The case first came up for hearing on 29.11.2021 through video conferencing at DAC
Faridkort. Due to network problem in the VC, the hearing could not take place. The case was
adjourned.

The case again came up for hearing on 11.04.2022 through video conferencing at DAC
Faridkot. As per appellant, the PIO had not supplied the information.

The respondent PIO had brought the information.
The PIO was directed to hand over the information to the appellant.

The appellant was directed to point out the discrepancies if any in the information to the
PO and the PIO was directed to remove the same and send a compliance report to the
Commission.

Hearing dated 10.08.2022 :

The case has come up for hearing today through video conferencing at DAC Faridkort.
The appellant is absent nor is represented.

The respondent present pleaded that the sought for information was handed over to the
appellant on the previous date of hearing in the court itself. The appellant further pleaded that
no deficiency has been reported by the appellant.

Having gone through the RTI application and hearing the respondent, the Commission
observes that since no deficiency has been reported by the appellant, the appellant might be
satisfied with the information received from the PIO. As such, no further cause of action by the
Commission is required and hence, the case is disposed of and closed.

Sd/-
Chandigarh (Khushwant Singh)
Dated: 10.08.2022 State Information Commission
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Sh. Lajpat Rai, S/o sh Harbans Lal,

H No-B-3/287, Romana Street,

Jaito, Distt Faridkot. ... Appellant
Versus

Public Information Officer,

Ol/o EO, MC,

Jaitu, Distt Faridkot.

First Appellate Authority,

O/o Deputy Director,

Urban Local Bodies,

Ferozepur Cantt. ...Respondent

Appeal Case No. 1189 of 2021

PRESENT: None for the Appellant

Sh. Naib Singh, Sanitary Inspector O/o MC Jaito and Sh. HaRISH Kumar, Jr.
Assistant, RTI Branch of DC, Faridkot for the Respondent

ORDER:

The appellant through the RTI application dated 27.06.2020 has sought the following
information from the office of EO-MC Jaitu:-
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The appellant was not provided with the information after which the appellant filed a first
appeal before the First Appellate Authority on 11.01.2021 which took no decision on the appeal.
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Appeal Case No. 1189 of 2021

The case first came up for hearing on 18.11.2021 through video conferencing at DAC
Faridkot. As per the appellant, the PIO had not provided the information.

The respondent was absent. The notice issued by the Commission was returned with
the remarks ‘refused due to strike’.

A fresh notice was sent to the PIO along with the order. The PIO was directed to look at
the RTI application and provide whatever information is available on the record to the appellant.

On the date of the hearing on 18.11.2021, due to a technical problem in the VC at DAC
Faridkot, the hearing could not take place.

The case last came up for hearing on 22.03.2022 through video conferencing at DAC
Faridkot. The appellant claimed that the PIO did not supply the information.

The respondent present pleaded that they have not received the RTI application/notice
of the Commission. The appellant was directed to hand over a copy of the RTI application to
the Respondent. The PIO is directed to provide information to the appellant.

Having gone through the record, the Commission observes that the notice issued by the
Commission on 03.06.2020 was received back on 15.06.2021 with the remarks of the postal
authority “Refused”. Now again the order of the Commission dated 18.11.2021 has been
returned with the remarks of the postal authority “Refused.

Since the notice of the Commission has been refused by the PIO, under the powers
vested under section 18(2) of the RTI Act, the case was marked to the Deputy
Commissioner, Faridkot to enquire into the matter that why disciplinary action 20(2) of
the RTI Act 2005 be not taken against the PIO. Section 20(2) reads as under-

“Where the Central Information Commission or the State Information Commission, as
the case may be, at the time of deciding any complaint or appeal is of the opinion that the
Central Public Information Officer or the State Public Information Officer, as the case may be,
has, without any reasonable cause and persistently, failed to receive an application for
information or has not furnished information within the time specified under sub-section (1) of
section 7 or malafidely denied the request for information or knowingly given incorrect,
incomplete or misleading information or destroyed information which was the subject of the
request or obstructed in any manner in furnishing the information, it shall recommend for
disciplinary action against the Central Public Information Officer or the State Public Information
Officer, as the case may be, under the service rules applicable to him.”

Hearing dated 10.08.2022:

The case has come up for hearing today through video conferencing at DAC Faridkot.
The appellant is absent nor is represented.

Sh. Naib Singh, Sanitary Inspector, O/o the MC, Jaito, present pleaded that pointwise
information, as per the RTI application, has been provided to the appellant vide letter dated
02.08.2022 by registered post with a copy to the Commission. The respondent further pleaded
that no deficiency in the information supplied has been received from the appellant.

Sh. Harish Kumar, Jr. Assistant, RTI Branch, DC Office, Faridkiot, present informed that
in pursuance of the Commission’s order dated 22.03.2022, enquiry was conducted and vide
letter dated 10.08.2022, Additional Deputy Commissioner(UD), Faridkot has been directed to
take appropriate action against the erring official of MC, Jaito. A copy of letter dated 10.08.2022
has also been emailed to the Commission.



Appeal Case No. 1189 of 2021

Having gone through the RTI application and record in the file, the Commission
observes that the RTI application has sufficiently been addressed by the PIO. The Commission
further observes that the DC, Faridkot has complied with the Commission’s earlier order and
vide letter dated 10.08.2022, received in the Commission through email, Additional Deputy
Commissioner(UD), Faridkot has been directed to take appropriate action against the erring
official of MC, Jaito. A copy of letter dated 10.08.2022 received by an email from DC, Faridkot
is taken on record. The Commission further observes the appellant has not pointed out any
deficiency in the information supplied by the PIO. As such, no more interference in the matter
by the Commission is required. Hence, the case is disposed of and closed.

Sd/-
Chandigarh (Khushwant Singh)
Dated: 10.08.2022 State Information Commission

Copy to: The Deputy Commissioner,
Faridkot.



PUNJAB STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION
Red Cross Building, Near Rose Garden,
Sector 16, Chandigarh.
Ph: 0172-2864114, Email: - psicsic30@punjabmail.gov.in
Visit us: - www.infocommpunjab.com

Sh. Lajpat Rai, S/o sh Harbans Lal,

H No-B-3/287, Romana Street,

Jaito, Distt Faridkot. ... Appellant
Versus

Public Information Officer,

Ol/o EO, MC,

Jaitu, Distt Faridkot.

First Appellate Authority,

O/o Deputy Director,

Urban Local Bodies,

Ferozepur Cantt. ...Respondent

Appeal Case No. 1190 of 2021

PRESENT: None for the Appellant
Sh. Naib Singh, Sanitary Inspector O/o MC Jaito and Sh. HaRISH Kumar, Jr.
Assistant, RTI Branch of DC, Faridkot for the Respondent

ORDER:

The appellant through RTI application dated 27.06.2020 has sought the following
information from the office of EO-MC Jaitu :-
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The appellant was not providea:with the information after which the appellant filed a
first appeal before the First Appellate Authority on 11.01.2021 which took no decision on the
appeal.
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Appeal Case No. 1190 of 2021

The case last came up for hearing on 18.11.2021 through video conferencing at DAC
Faridkot. As per the appellant, the PIO had not provided the information.

The respondent was absent. The notice issued by the Commission was returned with
the remarks ‘refused due to strike’.

A fresh notice was sent to the PIO along with the order. The PIO was directed to look at
the RTI application and provide whatever information is available on the record to the appellant.

On the date of the last hearing on 18.11.2021, due to a technical problem in the VC at
DAC Faridkot, the hearing could not take place.

The case last came up for hearing 22.03.2022 through video conferencing at DAC
Faridkot. The appellant claimed that the PIO did not supplied the information.

The respondent present pleaded that they have not received the RTI application/notice
of the Commission. The appellant was directed to hand over a copy of the RTI application to
the Respondent. The PIO was directed to provide information to the appellant.

Having gone through the record, the Commission observes that the notice issued by the
Commission on 03.06.2020 was returned on 15.06.2021 with the remarks of the postal authority
“‘Refused”. Now again the order of the Commission dated 18.11.2021 has been returned with
the remarks of the postal authority “Refused.

Since the notice of the Commission has been refused by the PIO, under the powers
vested under section 18(2) of the RTI Act, the case was marked to the Deputy
Commissioner, Faridkot to enquire into the matter that why disciplinary action 20(2) of
the RTI Act 2005 be not taken against the PIO. Section 20(2) reads as under:-

“Where the Central Information Commission or the State Information Commission, as
the case may be, at the time of deciding any complaint or appeal is of the opinion that the
Central Public Information Officer or the State Public Information Officer, as the case may be,
has, without any reasonable cause and persistently, failed to receive an application for
information or has not furnished information within the time specified under sub-section (1) of
section 7 or malafidely denied the request for information or knowingly given incorrect,
incomplete or misleading information or destroyed information which was the subject of the
request or obstructed in any manner in furnishing the information, it shall recommend for
disciplinary action against the Central Public Information Officer or the State Public Information
Officer, as the case may be, under the service rules applicable to him.”

Hearing dated 10.08.2022:

The case has come up for hearing today through video conferencing at DAC Faridkot.
The appellant is absent nor is represented.

Sh. Naib Singh, Sanitary Inspector, O/o the MC, Jaito, present pleaded that pointwise
information, as per the RTI application, has been provided to the appellant vide letter dated
02.08.2022 by registered post with a copy to the Commission. The respondent further pleaded
that no deficiency in the information supplied has been received from the appellant.

Sh. Harish Kumar, Jr. Assistant, RTI Branch, DC Office, Faridkiot, present informed that
in pursuance of the Commission’s order dated 22.03.2022, enquiry was conducted and vide
letter dated 10.08.2022, Additional Deputy Commissioner(UD), Faridkot has been directed to
take appropriate action against the erring official of MC, Jaito. A copy of letter dated 10.08.2022
has also been emailed to the Commission.



Appeal Case No. 1190 of 2021

Having gone through the RTI application and record in the file, the Commission
observes that the RTI application has sufficiently been addressed by the PIO. The Commission
further observes that the DC, Faridkot has complied with the Commission’s earlier order and
vide letter dated 10.08.2022, received in the Commission through email, Additional Deputy
Commissioner(UD), Faridkot has been directed to take appropriate action against the erring
official of MC, Jaito. A copy of letter dated 10.08.2022 received by an email from DC, Faridkot
is taken on record. The Commission further observes the appellant has not pointed out any
deficiency in the information supplied by the PIO. As such, no more interference in the matter
by the Commission is required. Hence, the case is disposed of and closed.

Sd/-
Chandigarh (Khushwant Singh)
Dated: 10.08.2022 State Information Commission

Copy to: The Deputy Commissioner,
Faridkot.



PUNJAB STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION
Red Cross Building, Near Rose Garden,
Sector 16, Chandigarh.
Ph: 0172-2864114, Email: - psicsic30@punjabmail.gov.in
Visit us: - www.infocommpunjab.com

Sh Baljinder Singh, S/o Sh Gian Singh,

Village Surghuri, Tehsil Jaito,

Distt Faridkot. ... Appellant
Versus

Public Information Officer,

Ol/o EO, MC,

Jaito, Distt Faridkot.

First Appellate Authority,

O/o Deputy Director,

Local Govt, Ferozepur. ...Respondent
Appeal Case No. 1200 of 2021

PRESENT: None for the Appellant
Sh. Naib Singh, Sanitary Inspector O/o MC Jaito and Sh. Harish Kumatr, Jr.

Assistant, RTI Branch of DC, Faridkot for the Respondent
ORDER:

The appellant through an RTI application dated 28.07.2020 has sought following
information the office of EO-MC Jaito :-
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The appellant was not provided with the information after which the appellant filed a first
appeal before the First Appellate Authority on 12.11.2020 which took no decision on the appeal.

The case first came up for hearing on 19.07.2021 through video conferencing at DAC
Faridkot. As per the appellant, the PIO had not provided the information.

The respondent was absent. The notice issued by the Commission was returned with
the remarks ‘refused due to strike’.
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Appeal Case No. 1200 of 2021

A fresh notice was sent to the PIO along with the order.

The case again came up for hearing on 22.03.2022 through video conferencing at DAC
Faridkot. The appellant claimed that the PIO did not supply the information.

The respondent present pleaded that they have not received the RTI application/notice
of the Commission. The appellant was directed to hand over a copy of the RTI application to
the Respondent. The PIO was directed to provide information to the appellant.

Having gone through the record, the Commission observed that the notice issued by the
Commission on 03.06.2020 was returned back on 16.06.2021 with the remarks of the postal
authority “Refused”. The notice was again sent to the PIO on 22.06.2021 which was also
returned back by the postal authority with the same remarks on 01.07.2021. Now again, the
order of the Commission dated 18.11.2021 has been returned with the remarks of postal
authority “Refused.

Since the notice of the Commission had been refused by the PIO, under the powers
vested under section 18(2) of the RTI Act, the case was marked to the Deputy
Commissioner, Faridkot to enquire into the matter that why disciplinary action 20(2) of
the RTI Act 2005 be not taken against the PIO. Section 20(2) reads as under:-

“‘Where the Central Information Commission or the State Information Commission, as
the case may be, at the time of deciding any complaint or appeal is of the opinion that the
Central Public Information Officer or the State Public Information Officer, as the case may be,
has, without any reasonable cause and persistently, failed to receive an application for
information or has not furnished information within the time specified under sub-section (1) of
section 7 or malafidely denied the request for information or knowingly given incorrect,
incomplete or misleading information or destroyed information which was the subject of the
request or obstructed in any manner in furnishing the information, it shall recommend for
disciplinary action against the Central Public Information Officer or the State Public Information
Officer, as the case may be, under the service rules applicable to him.”

Hearing dated 10.08.2022:

The case has come up for hearing today through video conferencing at DAC Faridkot.
The appellant is absent nor is represented.

Sh. Naib Singh, Sanitary Inspector, O/o the MC, Jaito, present pleaded that pointwise
information, as per the RTI application, has been provided to the appellant vide their letter dated
26.04.2021 again on 02.08.2022 by registered post with a copy to the Commission. The
respondent further pleaded that no deficiency in the information supplied has been received
from the appellant.

Sh. Harish Kumar, Jr. Assistant, RTI Branch, DC Office, Faridkiot, present informed that
in pursuance of the Commission’s order dated 22.03.2022, enquiry was conducted and vide
letter dated 10.08.2022, Additional Deputy Commissioner(UD), Faridkot has been directed to
take appropriate action against the erring official of MC, Jaito. A copy of letter dated 10.08.2022
has also been emailed to the Commission.



Appeal Case No. 1200 of 2021

Having gone through the RTI application and record in the file, the Commission
observes that the RTI application has sufficiently been addressed by the PIO. The Commission
further observes that the DC, Faridkot has complied with the Commission’s earlier order and
vide letter dated 10.08.2022, received in the Commission through email, Additional Deputy
Commissioner(UD), Faridkot has been directed to take appropriate action against the erring
official of MC, Jaito. A copy of letter dated 10.08.2022 received by an email from DC, Faridkot
is taken on record. The Commission further observes the appellant has not pointed out any
deficiency in the information supplied by the PIO. As such, no more interference in the matter
by the Commission is required. Hence, the case is disposed of and closed.

Sd/-
Chandigarh (Khushwant Singh)
Dated: 10.08.2022 State Information Commission

Copy to: The Deputy Commissioner,
Faridkot.



PUNJAB STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION
Red Cross Building, Near Rose Garden,
Sector 16, Chandigarh.
Ph: 0172-2864114, Email: - psicsic30@punjabmail.gov.in
Visit us: - www.infocommpunjab.com

Sh Baljinder Singh, S/o Sh Gian Singh,
Village Surghuri, Tehsil Jaito,

Distt Faridkot. ... Appellant

Versus
Public Information Officer,
Ol/o EO, MC,
Jaito, Distt Faridkot.

First Appellate Authority,
O/o Deputy Director,

Local Govt, Ferozepur. ...Respondent

Appeal Case No. 1201 of 2021

PRESENT: None for the Appellant

Sh. Naib Singh, Sanitary Inspector O/o MC Jaito and Sh. Harish Kumar, Jr.

Assistant, RTI Branch of DC, Faridkot for the Respondent
ORDER:

The appellant through RTI application dated 28.07.2020 has sought the following
information from the office of EO MC Jaito:-
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The appellant was not provided with the information after which the appellant filed a first
appeal before the First Appellate Authority on 12.11.2020 which took no decision on the appeal.

The case first came up for hearing on 19.07.2021 through video conferencing at DAC
Faridkot. As per the appellant, the PIO had not provided the information.
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Appeal Case No. 1201 of 2021

The respondent was absent. The notice issued by the Commission was returned with
the remarks ‘refused due to strike’.

A fresh notice was sent to the PIO along with the order. The PIO was directed to look at
the RTI application and provide whatever information is available on the record to the appellant.

On the date of hearing on 22.03.2022, the appellant claimed that the PIO has not
supplied the information.

The respondent present pleaded that they did not receive the RTI application/notice of
the Commission. The appellant was directed to hand over a copy of the RTI application to the
Respondent. The PIO was directed to provide information to the appellant.

Having gone through the record, the Commission observed that the notice issued by the
Commission on 03.06.2020 was returned on 16.06.2021 with the remarks of the postal authority
“‘Refused”. The notice was again sent to the PIO on 22.06.2021 which was also returned back
by the postal authority with the same remarks on 01.07.2021. Now again the order of the
Commission dated 18.11.2021 has been returned with the remarks of postal authority “Refused.

Since the notice of the Commission had been refused by the PIO, under the powers
vested under section 18(2) of the RTI Act, the case was marked to the Deputy
Commissioner, Faridkot to enquire into the matter that why disciplinary action 20(2) of
the RTI Act 2005 be not taken against the PIO. Section 20(2) reads as under:-

“‘Where the Central Information Commission or the State Information Commission, as
the case may be, at the time of deciding any complaint or appeal is of the opinion that the
Central Public Information Officer or the State Public Information Officer, as the case may be,
has, without any reasonable cause and persistently, failed to receive an application for
information or has not furnished information within the time specified under sub-section (1) of
section 7 or malafidely denied the request for information or knowingly given incorrect,
incomplete or misleading information or destroyed information which was the subject of the
request or obstructed in any manner in furnishing the information, it shall recommend for
disciplinary action against the Central Public Information Officer or the State Public Information
Officer, as the case may be, under the service rules applicable to him.”

Hearing dated 10.08.2022:

The case has come up for hearing today through video conferencing at DAC Faridkot.
The appellant is absent nor is represented.

Sh. Naib Singh, Sanitary Inspector, O/o the MC, Jaito, present pleaded that pointwise
information, as per the RTI application, has been provided to the appellant vide their letter dated
26.04.2021 again on 02.08.2022 by registered post with a copy to the Commission. The
respondent further pleaded that no deficiency in the information supplied has been received
from the appellant.

Sh. Harish Kumar, Jr. Assistant, RTI Branch, DC Office, Faridkiot, present informed that
in pursuance of the Commission’s order dated 22.03.2022, enquiry was conducted and vide
letter dated 10.08.2022, Additional Deputy Commissioner(UD), Faridkot has been directed to
take appropriate action against the erring official of MC, Jaito. A copy of letter dated 10.08.2022
has also been emailed to the Commission.



Appeal Case No. 1201 of 2021

Having gone through the RTI application and record in the file, the Commission
observes that the RTI application has sufficiently been addressed by the PIO. The Commission
further observes that the DC, Faridkot has complied with the Commission’s earlier order and
vide letter dated 10.08.2022, received in the Commission through email, Additional Deputy
Commissioner(UD), Faridkot has been directed to take appropriate action against the erring
official of MC, Jaito. A copy of letter dated 10.08.2022 received by an email from DC, Faridkot
is taken on record. The Commission further observes the appellant has not pointed out any
deficiency in the information supplied by the PIO. As such, no more interference in the matter
by the Commission is required. Hence, the case is disposed of and closed.

Sd/-
Chandigarh (Khushwant Singh)
Dated: 10.08.2022 State Information Commission

Copy to: The Deputy Commissioner,
Faridkot.



PUNJAB STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION
Red Cross Building, Near Rose Garden,
Sector 16, Chandigarh.
Ph: 0172-2864114, Email: - psicsic30@punjabmail.gov.in
Visit us: - www.infocommpunjab.com

Sh. Lajpat Rai, S/o sh Harbans Lal,
H No-B-3/287, Romana Street,

Jaito, Distt Faridkot. .. Appellant

Versus
Public Information Officer,
O/EO, MC,
Jaito, Distt Faridkot.

First Appellate Authority,
O/o Deputy Director,

Local Govt, Ferozepur. ...Respondent

Appeal Case No. 775 of 2021

PRESENT: None for the Appellant

Sh. Naib Singh, Sanitary Inspector O/o MC Jaito and Sh. HaRISH Kumar, Jr.
Assistant, RTI Branch of DC, Faridkot for the Respondent

ORDER:

The appellant through RTI application dated 25.11.2020 has sought the following
information the office of EO-MC Jaito, Distt.Faridkot :-
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DC Sahib letters No.181 dt.28-01-2020, 230 dt.0
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The appellant was not provided with the information after which the appellant filed a first
appeal before the First Appellate Authority on 21.12.2020 which took no decision on the appeal.

The case first came up for hearing on 14.07.2021 through video conferencing at DAC
Faridkot. As per the appellant, the PIO had not provided the information.
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Appeal Case No. 775 of 2021

The respondent was absent. The notice issued by the Commission had been returned
with the remarks ‘refused due to strike’.

A fresh notice was sent to the PIO along with the order. The PIO was directed to look at
the RTI application and provide whatever information is available on the record to the appellant.

On the date of the hearing on 18.11.2021, due to a technical problem in the VC at DAC
Faridkot, the hearing could not take place.

The case again came up for hearing on 22.03.2022 through video conferencing at DAC
Faridkot. The appellant claimed that the PIO did not supply the information.

The respondent present pleaded that they did not receive the RTI application/notice of
the Commission. The appellant had been directed to hand over a copy of the RTI application to
the Respondent. The PIO was directed to provide information to the appellant.

Having gone through the record, the Commission observes that the notice issued by the
Commission on 02.06.2020 was returned on 15.06.2021 with the remarks of the postal authority
“‘Refused”. Now again, the order of the Commission dated 18.11.2021 has been returned with
the remarks of postal authority “Refused.

Since the notice of the Commission had been refused by the PIO, under the powers
vested under section 18(2) of the RTI Act, the case was marked to the Deputy
Commissioner, Faridkot to enquire into the matter that why disciplinary action 20(2) of
the RTI Act 2005 be not taken against the PIO. Section 20(2) reads as under:-

“‘Where the Central Information Commission or the State Information Commission, as
the case may be, at the time of deciding any complaint or appeal is of the opinion that the
Central Public Information Officer or the State Public Information Officer, as the case may be,
has, without any reasonable cause and persistently, failed to receive an application for
information or has not furnished information within the time specified under sub-section (1) of
section 7 or malafidely denied the request for information or knowingly given incorrect,
incomplete or misleading information or destroyed information which was the subject of the
request or obstructed in any manner in furnishing the information, it shall recommend for
disciplinary action against the Central Public Information Officer or the State Public Information
Officer, as the case may be, under the service rules applicable to him.”

Hearing dated 10.08.2022:

The case has come up for hearing today through video conferencing at DAC Faridkot.
The appellant is absent nor is represented.

Sh. Naib Singh, Sanitary Inspector, O/o the MC, Jaito, present pleaded that pointwise
information, as per the RTI application, has been provided to the appellant vide their letter dated
19.03.2021 by registered post. The respondent further pleaded that no deficiency in the
information supplied has been received from the appellant.

Sh. Harish Kumar, Jr. Assistant, RTI Branch, DC Office, Faridkiot, present informed that
in pursuance of the Commission’s order dated 22.03.2022, enquiry was conducted and vide
letter dated 10.08.2022, Additional Deputy Commissioner(UD), Faridkot has been directed to
take appropriate action against the erring official of MC, Jaito. A copy of letter dated 10.08.2022
has also been emailed to the Commission.



Appeal Case No. 775 of 2021

Having gone through the RTI application and record in the file, the Commission
observes that the RTI application has sufficiently been addressed by the PIO. The Commission
further observes that the DC, Faridkot has complied with the Commission’s earlier order and
vide letter dated 10.08.2022, received in the Commission through email, Additional Deputy
Commissioner(UD), Faridkot has been directed to take appropriate action against the erring
official of MC, Jaito. A copy of letter dated 10.08.2022 received by an email from DC, Faridkot
is taken on record. The Commission further observes the appellant has not pointed out any
deficiency in the information supplied by the PIO. As such, no more interference in the matter
by the Commission is required. Hence, the case is disposed of and closed.

Sd/-
Chandigarh (Khushwant Singh)
Dated: 10.08.2022 State Information Commission

Copy to: The Deputy Commissioner,
Faridkot.
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PUNJAB STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION
Red Cross Building, Near Rose Garden,
Sector 16, Chandigarh.

Visit us: - www.infocommpunjab.com

Sh Naval Jain, S/o Sh Nand Lal Jain,
Romana Street, Jaito, Distt Faridkot. ... Appellant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o EO, MC,

Jaito, Distt Faridkot.

First Appellate Authority,
O/o Deputy Director,
Local Govt, Ferozepur. ...Respondent

PRESENT:

ORDER:

Appeal Case No. 779 of 2021

None for the Appellant
Sh. Naib Singh, Sanitary Inspector O/o MC Jaito and Sh. HaRISH Kumar, Jr.

Assistant, RTI Branch of DC, Faridkot for the Respondent

The appellant through RTI application dated 21.03.2020 has sought the following
information as enumerated in the RTI application concerning the office of EO-MC Jaito,

Distt.Faridkot:-

- 25 Demmwv&tmc.laituon&p 2018 and send report to MC Jaitu on Oct.’

2.

2018 give photo copy of report and acti
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The appellant was not provided with the information after which the appellant filed a first
appeal before the First Appellate Authority on 29.09.2020 which took no decision on the appeal.

The case first came up for hearing on 14.07.2021 through video conferencing at DAC

Faridkot. The appellant claimed that the PIO has not provided the information.

The respondent was absent. The notice issued by the Commission had been returned

with the remarks ‘refused due to strike’.
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Appeal Case No. 779 of 2021

A fresh notice was sent to the PIO along with the order. The PIO was directed to look at
the RTI application and provide whatever information is available on the record to the appellant.

On the date of the hearing on 18.11.2021, due to a technical problem in the VC at DAC
Faridkot, the hearing could not take place.

The case again came up for hearing on 22.03.2022 through video conferencing at DAC
Faridkot. The appellant claimed that the PIO did not supply the information.

The respondent present pleaded that they have not received the RTI application/notice
of the Commission. The appellant was directed to hand over a copy of the RTI application to
the Respondent. The PIO was directed to provide information to the appellant.

Having gone through the record, the Commission observed that the notice issued by the
Commission on 02.06.2020 was received back on 16.06.2021 with the remarks of the postal
authority “Refused”. The notice was again sent to the PIO on 22.06.2021 which was also
returned back by the postal authority with the same remarks on 01.07.2021. Now again the
order of the Commission dated 18.11.2021 has been returned with the remarks of postal
authority “Refused.

Since the notice of the Commission had been refused by the PIO, under the powers
vested under section 18(2) of the RTI Act, the case was marked to the Deputy
Commissioner, Faridkot to enquire into the matter that why disciplinary action 20(2) of
the RTI Act 2005 be not taken against the PIO. Section 20(2) reads as under-

“Where the Central Information Commission or the State Information Commission, as
the case may be, at the time of deciding any complaint or appeal is of the opinion that the
Central Public Information Officer or the State Public Information Officer, as the case may be,
has, without any reasonable cause and persistently, failed to receive an application for
information or has not furnished information within the time specified under sub-section (1) of
section 7 or malafidely denied the request for information or knowingly given incorrect,
incomplete or misleading information or destroyed information which was the subject of the
request or obstructed in any manner in furnishing the information, it shall recommend for
disciplinary action against the Central Public Information Officer or the State Public Information
Officer, as the case may be, under the service rules applicable to him.”

Hearing dated 10.08.2022:
The case has come up for hearing today through video conferencing at DAC Faridkot.

Sh. Naib Singh, Sanitary Inspector, O/0 the MC, Jaito, has brought the information
containing about 100 pages of information to be handed over to the appellant in the court but
the appellant is absent nor is represented.

The respondent is directed to send the information (92 pages) to the appellant by
registered post and send a copy of the postal receipt to the Commission in confirmation of
having sent the information to the appellant.

Sh. Harish Kumar, Jr. Assistant, RTI Branch, DC Office, Faridkiot, present informed that
in pursuance of the Commission’s order dated 22.03.2022, enquiry was conducted and vide
letter dated 10.08.2022, Additional Deputy Commissioner(UD), Faridkot has been directed to
take appropriate action against the erring official of MC, Jaito. A copy of letter dated 10.08.2022
has also been emailed to the Commission.
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Having gone through the RTI application and record in the file, the Commission
observes that the RTI application has sufficiently been addressed by the PIO. The Commission
further observes that the DC, Faridkot has complied with the Commission’s earlier order and
vide letter dated 10.08.2022, received in the Commission through email, Additional Deputy
Commissioner(UD), Faridkot has been directed to take appropriate action against the erring
official of MC, Jaito. A copy of letter dated 10.08.2022 received by an email from DC, Faridkot
is taken on record.

As such, no more interference in the matter by the Commission is required. Hence, the
case is disposed of and closed.

Sd/-
Chandigarh (Khushwant Singh)
Dated: 10.08.2022 State Information Commission

Copy to: The Deputy Commissioner,
Faridkot.
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Sh. Lajpat Rai, S/o sh Harbans Lal,

H No-B-3/287, Romana Street,

Jaito, Distt Faridkot. ... Appellant
Versus

Public Information Officer,

Ol/o EO, MC,

Jaito, Distt Faridkot.

First Appellate Authority,

O/o Deputy Director,

Local Govt, Ferozepur. ...Respondent
Appeal Case No. 777 of 2021

PRESENT: None for the Appellant

Sh. Naib Singh, Sanitary Inspector O/o MC Jaito and Sh. HaRISH Kumar, Jr.
Assistant, RTI Branch of DC, Faridkot for the Respondent
ORDER:

The appellant through RTI application dated 25.11.2020 has sought the following
information from the office of EO-MC Jaito, Distt.Faridkot :-

*
Note: The information related with MC Office and be ordered to delivering the information from E.O.

to me.

1. M.C. clerk Davinder Kumar gave mercy application 08/05/19 for reinstate in Election Code of Lok
Sabha and DDLG Ferozepur send order No.10408 dt.12/06/19 as against this for not writing the cash-
book.Fir No.29/18 he gone away by locking the room with record and esacping from Jaitu Police 42
days, EO wrote to state information commission letter No.66 dt. 27/04/18 and also vedio graphy for
distroying the lockroom and found misplacing of concerned record, and proceeding done against this
about above matter upto date give all record and vedio graphy given in pan drive.

2. Give record in pan drive collecting the property tax, MC shops rent from 01/11/20 to 38/11/20 and

also give list of defaulter renter persons register.

3. Manjit Singh retd.Pump-Operator filed writ petition P.H. Court, Chandigarh October,2020 give
fully fide of writ, advocate appointed, give payment to advocate, gave answer and upto date
retirement dues given to Manjit Singh all doct ts at

2
s

4. L.F.A. department send reports on dated 01/02/02, 15/06/07, 31/03/09, 13/05/11, m« m

04/06/14, 04/01/16, 24/08/16, 22/02/18, 02/04/19, after this any report come from all reports and
deficiencies or short cash and now upto date filling short cash and other deficencies,
amount’s, receipu letters, and punished the employees all documents photo eopieu

5. According to diary register from dt.01/03/2020 to 30/11/2020, the o ¢
mformanon oommi.ssion, Chandigarh and DDLG Ferozepur all letters

ir ion the responsibility fixed the on whom employees

orders of RTI dealing clerks from 01/01/16 to upto date Ruchi Bala
leaves obtained by her from dated 01/01/2020 to 30/11/2020 all

6. Give photo copies of G8 No.120/2006, 1 to 1/
6800 to 6830, 6920006950“7200“
dt.07/10/2020 related wnd:

The appellant was not provided with the information after which the appellant filed a first
appeal before the First Appellate Authority on 21.12.2020 which took no decision on the appeal.

The case first came up for hearing on 14.07.2021 through video conferencing at DAC
Faridkot. The appellant claimed that the PIO has not provided the information.

The respondent was absent. The notice issued by the Commission was returned with
the remarks ‘refused due to strike’.
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A fresh notice was sent to the PIO along with the order. The PIO was directed to look at
the RTI application and provide whatever information is available on the record to the appellant.

On the date of the hearing on 18.11.2021, due to a technical problem in the VC at DAC
Faridkot, the hearing could not take place. The case was adjourned.

On the date of hearing on 22.03.2022, the appellant claimed that the PIO had not
supplied the information.

The respondent present pleaded that they have not received the RTI application/notice
of the Commission. The appellant was directed to hand over a copy of the RTI application to
the Respondent. The PIO was directed to provide information to the appellant.

Having gone through the record, the Commission observed that the notice issued by the
Commission on 02.06.2020 was received back on 17.06.2021 with the remarks of the postal
authority “Refused”. The notice was again sent to the PIO on 22.06.2021 which was also
returned back by the postal authority with the same remarks on 01.07.2021. Now again, the
order of the Commission dated 18.11.2021 has been returned with the remarks of postal
authority “Refused.

Since the notice of the Commission was refused by the PIO, under the powers vested
under section 18(2) of the RTI Act, the case was marked to the Deputy Commissioner,
Faridkot to enquire into the matter that why disciplinary action 20(2) of the RTI Act 2005
be not taken against the PIO. Section 20(2) reads as under-

“Where the Central Information Commission or the State Information Commission, as
the case may be, at the time of deciding any complaint or appeal is of the opinion that the
Central Public Information Officer or the State Public Information Officer, as the case may be,
has, without any reasonable cause and persistently, failed to receive an application for
information or has not furnished information within the time specified under sub-section (1) of
section 7 or malafidely denied the request for information or knowingly given incorrect,
incomplete or misleading information or destroyed information which was the subject of the
request or obstructed in any manner in furnishing the information, it shall recommend for
disciplinary action against the Central Public Information Officer or the State Public Information
Officer, as the case may be, under the service rules applicable to him.”

Hearing dated 10.08.2022:

The case has come up for hearing today through video conferencing at DAC Faridkot.
The appellant is absent nor is represented.

Sh. Naib Singh, Sanitary Inspector, O/o the MC, Jaito, present pleaded that pointwise
information, as per the RTI application, has been provided to the appellant vide letter dated
02.08.2022 by registered post with a copy to the Commission. The respondent further pleaded
that no deficiency in the information supplied has been received from the appellant.

Sh. Harish Kumar, Jr. Assistant, RTI Branch, DC Office, Faridkiot, present informed that
in pursuance of the Commission’s order dated 22.03.2022, enquiry was conducted and vide
letter dated 10.08.2022, Additional Deputy Commissioner(UD), Faridkot has been directed to
take appropriate action against the erring official of MC, Jaito. A copy of letter dated 10.08.2022
has also been emailed to the Commission.
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Having gone through the RTI application and record in the file, the Commission
observes that the RTI application has sufficiently been addressed by the PIO. The Commission
further observes that the DC, Faridkot has complied with the Commission’s earlier order and
vide letter dated 10.08.2022, received in the Commission through email, Additional Deputy
Commissioner(UD), Faridkot has been directed to take appropriate action against the erring
official of MC, Jaito. A copy of letter dated 10.08.2022 received by an email from DC, Faridkot
is taken on record. The Commission further observes the appellant has not pointed out any
deficiency in the information supplied by the PIO. As such, no more interference in the matter
by the Commission is required. Hence, the case is disposed of and closed.

Sd/-
Chandigarh (Khushwant Singh)
Dated: 10.08.2022 State Information Commission

Copy to: The Deputy Commissioner,
Faridkot.



