STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Gian Chand Goyal,

International Human Rights Association, 

Punjab, New Market Jaiton, Faridkot

                                                                                                                                          --------Appellant 



            Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o BDPO, Bhagta Bhai 

Bathinda

First Appellate Authority

O/o DDPO Mini Secretariat,

Bathinda 

                                                                                                                              -------Respondent

Appeal Case No. 1080 of 2016

Present :
(i) Sh. Gian Chand Goyal, the appellant



(ii) Smt. Parneet Kaur, BDPO Bhagta Bhaika , the respondents 

ORDER
Shri Gian Chand Goyal  vide an RTI application dated 07.09.2015 addressed to PIO, O/o BDPO, Bhagta Bhai, Bathinda  sought information.

2.

Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he had filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide application dated 20.09.2015 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal under Section 19(3) of the RTI Act, 2005, which was received in the Commission on 16.03.2016 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 17.05.2016.

3.

On 17.05.2016, appellant stated that he had received the information pertaining to point nos, 1 and 5. Smt. Parneet Kaur, BDPO appeared on that date and stated that the information pertaining to point nos. 2, 3, 4 relates to the different villages and therefore, they had transferred the RTI application to the concerned public authority i.e. respective Panchayat Secretaries as per Section 6(3) of the RTI Act 2005. To clarify the matter, both the parties were directed to bring all original record.
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4.
Today, Appellant states that he has not received the information pertaining to point nos. 2, 3, 4 so far. Smt. Parneet Kaur, BDPO, Bhagta Bhaike-cum-PIO is appearing on behalf of the respondent and has submitted in writing which is as under:-

"T[go'es ftP/ s/ jtkbk sfjs gZsoK d/ ;pzX ftZu p/Bsh j? fe ;qh frnkB uzd r'fJb, fJzNoB?PBb fjT{wB okJhN; n?;';hJ/PB, gzikp fBT{ wkofeN, i?s', cohde'N  tZb'A G/ih doyk;s fwsh 08$09$15 B{z vke ftGkr s'A fJ; dcso fty/ gqkgs j'Jh fwsh 08H09H2015 Bz{ fJ; dcso d/ ;[govzN ;qhwsh goftzdo e"o S[ZNh s/  ;h (Bkb BZEh j?) ns/ w"e/ s/ s?Bks ghHnkJhHUH^ew^pbke ftek; ns/ gzukfJs nc;o Grsk GkJhek ;qh ;[yftzdo f;zx, Gkos ;oeko tZb'A fwsh 07$09$15 s'A 11$09$15 sZe j?dokpkd fty/ brkJh rJh Nq/fBzr s/ ;B (Bkb BZEh j?) fwsh 12^13$09$15 B{z ;Bhtko^n?stko ns/ fwsh 14$09$15 B{z ;oekoh S[ZNh ;h. fJ; T[gozs fwsh 15$09$15 B{z fJ; dcso fty/ doyk;s o;hN ehsh rJh. fJ; dcso d/ gZso BzL 1811 fwsh 15$09$2015 (ekgh Bkb BZEh j?)  okjhA gqkoEh tzb'A wzrh rJh ;{uBk d/ bVh BzL 1 ns/ 5 (fJ; dcso Bkb ;zpzXs ;h) ;zpzXh 61 o[gJ/ ;{uBk G/iD bJh you/ dh wzr ehsh rJh ns/ ch; iwkQ eotkT[D T[gozs fJ; dcso d/ gZso BzL 1979 fwsh 09$10$15 okjhA ;{uBk gqkoEh B{z G/ih rJh. bVh BzL 2,3 ns/ 4 fJ; pbke dhnK rqkw gzukfJsk Bkb ;pzXs j?. fJ; bJh fJ; dcso d/ gZso BzL 1797^1809 fwsh 15$09$15(ekghnK Bkb BZEh jB) okjhA fJ; pbke d/ ghHnkJhHUH ew gzukfJs ;eZsoK B{z ;{uBk G/iD bJh gkpzd eod/ j'J/ doyk;s NoK;co ehsh rJh. ghHnkJhHUH ew gzukfJs ;eZsoK tZb'A fwsh 21$09$15 B{z gqkoEh gk;'A brGr 5000$^ o[gJ/ gqsh gzukfJs ;{uBk G/iD bJh you/ dh wzr ehsh rJh. gozs{ gqkoEh tZb'A pDdh ch; iwkQ BjhQ eotkJh rJh ns/ Bk jh ngD/ ;Bkysh ekov dh ekgh G/ih rJh. fJ; T[gozs gqkoEh tZb'A ;{uBk w[ewb Bk fwbD ;pzXh ghHnkJhHUH^ew^fibkQ ftek; ns/ gzukfJs nc;o pfmzvk ih gk; nghb ehsh rJh gozs{ pDdh ch; iwKQ BjhA eotkJh rJh. ghHnkJhHUH^ew^fibkQ ftek; ns/ gzukfJs nc;o pfmzvk ih tZbQ' fwsh 03$11$2015 B{z ;t/o/ 11L00 ti/ ;[DtkJh ;w/ fJ; dcso dh ;[gov?AN ;qhwsh goftzdo e"o tZb'A foekov g/P ehsk frnk. fJ; d"okB ghHnkJhHUH^ew^ fibkQ ftek; ns/ gzukfJs nc;o pfmzvk ih tZb'A foekov g/P ehsk frnk.fJ; d'okB ghHnkJhHU^ew^fibQk ftek; ns/ gzukfJs nc;o pfmzvk tZb'QA c?;bk ehsk frnk fe ghHnkJhHU^ew^pbke ftek; ns/ gzukfJs nc;o Grsk tZb'A ;{uBk d/D ftu e'Jh d/oh Bjh ehsh rJh. i/eo gqkoEh B{z ;{uBk b'VhAdh j? sK pDdh ch; iwQk eotkJh ikt/ ns/ ;Bkysh ekov dh ekgh fdZsh ikt/ ns/ nghb BkwzBi{o ehsh rJh (c?;b/ dh ekgh Bkb ;kfwb j?) @

5.      In the aforementioned circumstances, it is clear that the RTI application was transferred by BDPO to the respective PIOs i.e. Panchayat Secretaries within stipulated time as prescribed under the Act. 
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6.   It was observed that the demand of document charges had been raised by the respondent within time which was in conformity with the relevant provisions of the RTI Act, 2005. Accordingly, the appellant was directed to deposit the requisite charges with the respondent and collect the relevant information.
7.        In view of the above, no further action is left. The appeal case filed by the appellant is, therefore, disposed of and closed. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.  


Sd/-

Dated : 29.06.2016




         ( S.S. Channy)











Chief Information Commissioner
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