
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, 
O/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 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



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 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 
No.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. 
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, 
O/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 0m 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 2nd page of the RTI 
application.  
 
 The appellant had handed over the 2nd 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. 
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, 
O/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 

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, 
O/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 on the appeal.   
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Appeal Case No. 2170 of 2021 

 
 
 

 
 

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 
 

Sh Lajpat Rai, S/o Sh Harbans Lal, 
R/o Roamana Street, Tehsil Jaito, 
Distt Faridkot.          … Appellant 

Versus 

Public Information Officer, 
O/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.   
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 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 

 

 

 



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/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:- 
 

 
 
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, 
O/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 :-  

 
  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. 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, 
O/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 Kumar, 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 :- 

 
 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, 
O/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:- 

 
 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 :-  

 

 
 
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.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



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 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 

        Appeal Case No. 779 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 21.03.2020 has sought the following 

information as enumerated in the RTI application concerning the office of EO-MC Jaito, 
Distt.Faridkot:- 

 

 
 
 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/o 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.  
 
  
 
 



 
 

Appeal Case No. 779 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.   

 
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/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 :-    

 
 
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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Appeal Case No. 777 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 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.  
 
  
 
 
 
 



Appeal Case No. 777 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.  

 


