   T t STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054




Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 
Bagga Singh


S/o Sh. Kasham Singh,

Valmik Road, Bharat Nagar,

Ferozepur City 152002







..…Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o  Gram Panchayat,

Mohammad Shah Wala,

Block-Makhu, Distt Ferozepur

First Appellate Authority  

O/o  Block Development &

Panchayat officer,

Ferozepur
         







.…Respondents

AC No.  1032 of  2010

     ORDER

Present :-
 Mr. Bagga Singh, in person .

None  for  the Respondent.

____

The RTI request is dated 03.06.2010 and the information sought is 

regarding BPL families and schemes carved out for them.

 Appeal with the Ist Appellate Authority is dated 08.07.2010 and with the 

Commission 09.08.2010. 

A perusal of the documents on record reveals that the information seeker 

has not addressed his RTI request as per Section 6(1) of the RTI Act. It reads as under :

“ A person, who desires to obtain any information under this Act,

shall make a request in writing or through electronic means in English or Hindi in 

the official language of the Area in which the application is being made, accompanying such fee as may be prescribed, to 

(a) To the Central Public Information Officer or State Public 

Information officer, as the case may be, of the concerned public       authority ;

(b) The Central Assistant Public Information Officer or State Assistant

  Public Information Officer, as the case may be specifying the     

  particulars of the information sought by him or her. “

 It  transpired during the hearing that the addressee “ Gram 

Panchayat Secretary” as mentioned in the RTI request for information of 03.06.2010, is neither PIO nor APIO. 





-2-

The PIO, in fact, is the Panchayat Secretary as per the order of the 

Financial Commissioner Rural Development, Govt. of Punjab, dated 10.10.2005, published in the manual under  RTI Act, 2005 of the department of Rural Development and Panchayat, Page 85. It is : 

“ Every Panchayat Secretary will be the  Public Information Officer for the 
Gram Panchayat falling in his jurisdiction, Bock Development and Panchayat Officer shall be appellate authority for the Panchayat. ”

         The Appellant was explained during the hearing that each 

Panchayat Secretary has been allocated a small number  of villages (05-08) which constitute a “Circle” and one central village of a circle  serves as the Headquarter of the Panchayat Secretary concerned. 

According to the manual as well as during the hearing it emerged that 

B.D.P.O. of a block is also the PIO at block level. A “Gram Panchayat Secretary “ is neither PIO nor APIO. Therefore, Appellant’s  request itself is infructuous as it has not been correctly addressed.  


Thus, it is clear that the original RTI request has not been 

delivered/received in the office of the public authority concerned/designated PIO/APIO. Therefore, the RTI application of the Appellant, dated 03.06.2010, is not maintainable and hence, dismissed. 



He has been explained in detail and at length how to go about filing of RTI request in a correct/proper manner.



However, if the Appellant so desires, he may file a fresh application under the RTI Act, 2005 provisions and address it to the B.D.P.O.-cum-PIO of the Block concerned.

Announced  in  the hearing. 



Copies of the order  be sent to the parties.   

Chandigarh,




                                (P. P. S. Gill)

Dated, January  24, 2011.
                          
      State Information Commissioner


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054




Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Bagga Singh


S/o Sh. Kasham Singh,

Valmik Road, Bharat Nagar,

Ferozepur City 152002







..…Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o  Gram Panchayat,

MitheWala, Block-Makhu, 

Distt Ferozepur

First Appellate Authority  
O/o  Block Development &

Panchayat officer,

Ferozepur
         







.…Respondents
AC No.  1033 of  2010

     ORDER

Present :-
 Mr. Bagga Singh, Appellant,  in person .

 Mr.  Satpal Singh, Panchayat Secretary, for the Respondent.

____

The RTI request is dated 03.06.2010 and the information sought is 
regarding BPL families and schemes carved out for them.
 Appeal with the Ist Appellate Authority is dated 08.07.2010 and with the 
Commission 09.08.2010. 
A perusal of the documents on record reveals that the information-seeker 
has not addressed his RTI request as per Section 6(1) of the RTI Act. It reads as under :

“ A person, who desires to obtain any information under this Act,

shall make a request in writing or through electronic means in English or Hindi in 

the official language of the Area in which the application is being made, accompanying such fee as may be prescribed, to 

(c) To the Central Public Information Officer or State Public 

Information officer, as the case may be, of the concerned public       authority ;

(d) The Central Assistant Public Information Officer or State Assistant

  Public Information Officer, as the case may be specifying the     

  particulars of the information sought by him or her. “

 It  transpired during the hearing that the addressee “ Gram 
Panchayat Secretary” as mentioned in the RTI request for information of 03.06.2010, is neither PIO nor APIO. 




-2-

The PIO, in fact, is the Panchayat Secretary, as per the order of the Financial Commissioner Rural Development, Govt. of Punjab, dated 10.10.2005, published in the manual under  RTI Act, 2005 of the department of Rural Development and Panchayat, Page 85. It is : 

“ Every Panchayat Secretary will be the  Public Information Officer for the Gram Panchayat falling in his jurisdiction, Bock Development and Panchayat Officer shall be appellate authority for the Panchayat. ”

         The Respondent says that due to shortage of Panchayat Secretaries in the State, each Panchayat Secretary has been allocated a small number of villages (05-08) which constitute a “Circle” and one central village in a circle serves as the Headquarter of the Panchayat Secretary concerned. 
According to the manual as well as during the hearing it emerged that B.D.P.O. of a block is also the PIO at block level. A “Gram Panchayat Secretary “ is neither PIO nor APIO. Therefore, Appellant’s  RTI request itself is infructuous as it has not been correctly addressed.  

Thus, it is clear that the original RTI request has not been 
delivered/received in the office of the public authority concerned/designated PIO/APIO. Therefore, the RTI application of the Appellant, dated 03.06.2010, is not maintainable and hence, dismissed. 


He has been explained in detail and at length how to go about filing of RTI request in a correct/proper manner.



However, if the Appellant so desires, he may file a fresh application under the RTI Act, 2005 provisions and address it to the B.D.P.O.-cum-PIO of the Block concerned.

Announced  in  the hearing. 



Copies of the order  be sent to the parties.   

Chandigarh,




                                (P. P. S. Gill)

Dated, January  24, 2011.
                          
      State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054




Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Bagga Singh


S/o Sh. Kasham Singh,

Valmik Road, Bharat Nagar,

Ferozepur City 152002







..…Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o  Gram Panchayat,

Mour Kussuwale, Block-Makhu, 

Distt Ferozepur

First Appellate Authority  
O/o  Block Development &

Panchayat officer,

Ferozepur
         







.…Respondents
AC No.  1034 of  2010

     ORDER

Present :-
 Mr. Bagga Singh, Appellant,  in person .

 None  for  the Respondent.

____

The RTI request is dated 03.06.2010 and the information sought is 

regarding BPL families and schemes carved out for them.

 Appeal with the Ist Appellate Authority is dated 08.07.2010 and with the 

Commission 09.08.2010. 

A perusal of the documents on record reveals that the information seeker 

has not addressed his RTI request as per Section 6(1) of the RTI Act. It reads as under :

“ A person, who desires to obtain any information under this Act,

shall make a request in writing or through electronic means in English or Hindi in 

the official language of the Area in which the application is being made, accompanying such fee as may be prescribed, to 

(e) To the Central Public Information Officer or State Public 

Information officer, as the case may be, of the concerned public       authority ;

(f) The Central Assistant Public Information Officer or State Assistant

  Public Information Officer, as the case may be specifying the     

  particulars of the information sought by him or her. “

 It  transpired during the hearing that the addressee “ Gram 

Panchayat Secretary” as mentioned in the RTI request for information of 03.06.2010, is neither PIO nor APIO. 





-2-

The PIO, in fact, is the Panchayat Secretary as per the order of the 
Financial Commissioner Rural Development, Govt. of Punjab, dated 10.10.2005, published in the manual under  RTI Act, 2005 of the department of Rural Development and Panchayat, Page 85. It is : 

“ Every Panchayat Secretary will be the  Public Information Officer for the 
Gram Panchayat falling in his jurisdiction, Bock Development and Panchayat Officer shall be appellate authority for the Panchayat. ”

         The Appellant was explained during the hearing  that each 
Panchayat Secretary has been allocated a small number  of villages (05-08) which constitute a “Circle” and one central village of a circle  serves as the Headquarter of the Panchayat Secretary concerned. 

According to the manual as well as during the hearing it emerged that 
B.D.P.O. of a block is also the PIO at block level. A “Gram Panchayat Secretary “ is neither PIO nor APIO. Therefore, Appellant’s  request itself is infructuous as it has not been correctly addressed.  


Thus, it is clear that the original RTI request has not been 

delivered/received in the office of the public authority concerned/designated PIO/APIO. Therefore, the RTI application of the Appellant, dated 03.06.2010, is not maintainable and hence, dismissed. 



He has been explained in detail and at length how to go about filing of RTI request in a correct/proper manner.



However, if the Appellant so desires, he may file a fresh application under the RTI Act, 2005 provisions and address it to the B.D.P.O.-cum-PIO of the Block concerned.

Announced  in  the hearing. 



Copies of the order  be sent to the parties.   

Chandigarh,




                                (P. P. S. Gill)

Dated, January  24, 2011.
                          
      State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054




Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Bagga Singh


S/o Sh. Kasham Singh,

Valmik Road, Bharat Nagar,

Ferozepur City 152002







..…Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o  Gram Panchayat,

Jokh Harihar, Block-Ferozepur, 

Distt Ferozepur

First Appellate Authority  
O/o  Block Development &

Panchayat officer,

Ferozepur
         







.…Respondents
AC No.  1035 of  2010

     ORDER

Present :-
 Mr. Bagga Singh, Appellant in person .

 Mr. Satinder Pal Singh, Supdt., for  the Respondent.

____



The RTI request is dated 03.06.2010, for information on 07 points.  The appeal to the Ist Appellate Authority is dated 08.07.2010 and 2nd Appeal with the Commission dated 09.08.2010. 
2.

The representative of the Respondent says that villages have 
been grouped into small clusters/circles each comprising  5-8 villages which are put under the charge of a Panchayat Secretary who is also the PIO.  After talking to the BDPO, Mr Gurmit Singh Dhillon,  the Respondent  says that one village in each Circle is  treated as the headquarter of the Panchayat Secretary where meetings are periodically  held. 
3.

The Appellant, on the other hand, says that he is not aware of any 

formation of such circles but avers that the Panchayat Secretary/PIO sits in the office of the B.D.P.O. every day during fixed hours in the morning and evening. Respondent denies the prevalence of this practice and says only weekly meetings are attended by PIOs-cum-Panchayat Secretaries. 
4.

The Respondent sent a letter to the Appellant on 28.06.2010, wherein, 18  number of villages, about which information has been sought, are mentioned. The Appellant has been asked to deposit Rs. 1000/- for procuring the information and pay additional Rs. 60/- as the cost of postage for the information. A copy of this letter is taken on record.  The Appellant denies the receipt of letter dated 28.06.2010 which was a registered letter. However, a copy of this letter is handed over to the Appellant also.

-2-

5. The Appellant  has demanded that information be provided to him “ free 
of cost” and invokes Section 7(5) of the RTI Act, 2005. He also says that he himself is a BPL card holder. The Respondent and the Appellant have mutually agreed to meet in the office of B.D.P.O., Ferozepur on 03.02.2011 at 10:00 AM. The information shall be provided village wise and point-wise, if the Appellant points out any deficiencies, these will also be made up by the Respondent.
6.  Should Mr. Bagga Singh submit a photo copy of his being a  BPL card 

holder to the Respondent, the information be provided to him “free of cost”. All pages/sheets shall be duly attested. If proof of being BPL card holder is not furnished, then the Appellant will deposit the requisite fee of Rs. 1000/- that is minus Rs. 60/- as postal charges. Should he deposit the requisite fee, the Respondent shall be duty bound to provide the information in respect of 18 villages. In case the information is not available, the Respondent will convey that in writing.. 


The case is adjourned to 16.03.2011(Wednesday), at 11:00 AM, in Chamber, SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh, for confirmation.
Announced  in  the hearing. 

Copies of the order  be sent to the parties.   

Chandigarh,




                                (P. P. S. Gill)

Dated, January  24, 2011.
                          
      State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054




Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Bagga Singh


S/o Sh. Kasham Singh,

Valmik Road, Bharat Nagar,

Ferozepur City 152002







..…Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o  Gram Panchayat,

V.-Buraj Makhan Singh Wale,

Block-Mamdot, 

Distt Ferozepur

First Appellate Authority  
O/o  Block Development &

Panchayat officer,

Ferozepur
         







.…Respondents
AC No.  1036 of  2010

     ORDER

Present :-
Mr. Bagga Singh, Appellant,  in person .

 None  for  the Respondent.

____

The RTI request is dated 03.06.2010 and the information sought is 

regarding BPL families and schemes carved out for them.

 Appeal with the Ist Appellate Authority is dated 08.07.2010 and with the 

Commission 09.08.2010. 

A perusal of the documents on record reveals that the information seeker 

has not addressed his RTI request as per Section 6(1) of the RTI Act. It reads as under :

“ A person, who desires to obtain any information under this Act,

shall make a request in writing or through electronic means in English or Hindi in 

the official language of the Area in which the application is being made, accompanying such fee as may be prescribed, to 

(g) To the Central Public Information Officer or State Public 

Information officer, as the case may be, of the concerned public       authority ;

(h) The Central Assistant Public Information Officer or State Assistant

  Public Information Officer, as the case may be specifying the     

  particulars of the information sought by him or her. “

 It  transpired during the hearing that the addressee “ Gram 

Panchayat Secretary” as mentioned in the RTI request for information of 03.06.2010, is neither PIO nor APIO. 





-2-

The PIO, in fact, is the Panchayat Secretary as per the order of the 

Financial Commissioner Rural Development, Govt. of Punjab, dated 10.10.2005, published in the manual under  RTI Act, 2005 of the department of Rural Development and Panchayat, Page 85. It is : 

“ Every Panchayat Secretary will be the  Public Information Officer for the 
Gram Panchayat falling in his jurisdiction, Bock Development and Panchayat Officer shall be appellate authority for the Panchayat. ”

         The Appellant was explained during the hearing  that each 

Panchayat Secretary has been allocated a small number  of villages (05-08) which constitute a “Circle” and one central village of a circle  serves as the Headquarter of the Panchayat Secretary concerned. 

According to the manual as well as during the hearing it emerged that 

B.D.P.O. of a block is also the PIO at block level. A “Gram Panchayat Secretary “ is neither PIO nor APIO. Therefore, Appellant’s  request itself is infructuous as it has not been correctly addressed.  


Thus, it is clear that the original RTI request has not been 

delivered/received in the office of the public authority concerned/designated PIO/APIO. Therefore, the RTI application of the Appellant, dated 03.06.2010, is not maintainable and hence, dismissed. 



He has been explained in detail and at length how to go about filing of RTI request in a correct/proper manner.



However, if the Appellant so desires, he may file a fresh application under the RTI Act, 2005 provisions and address it to the B.D.P.O.-cum-PIO of the Block concerned.

Announced  in  the hearing. 



Copies of the order  be sent to the parties.   

Chandigarh,




                                (P. P. S. Gill)

Dated, January  24, 2011.
                          
      State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054




Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Bagga Singh


S/o Sh. Kasham Singh,

Valmik Road, Bharat Nagar,

Ferozepur City 152002







..…Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o  Village Panchayat,

Basti Sadha Singh,

Block-Makhu, 

Distt Ferozepur

First Appellate Authority  
O/o  Block Development &

Panchayat officer,

Ferozepur
         







.…Respondents
AC No.  1037 of  2010

     ORDER

Present :-
 Mr. Bagga Singh, Appellant,  in person .

 None  for  the Respondent.

____

The RTI request is dated 03.06.2010 and the information sought is 

regarding BPL families and schemes carved out for them.

 Appeal with the Ist Appellate Authority is dated 08.07.2010 and with the 

Commission 09.08.2010. 

A perusal of the documents on record reveals that the information seeker 

has not addressed his RTI request as per Section 6(1) of the RTI Act. It reads as under :

“ A person, who desires to obtain any information under this Act,

shall make a request in writing or through electronic means in English or Hindi in 

the official language of the Area in which the application is being made, accompanying such fee as may be prescribed, to 

(i) To the Central Public Information Officer or State Public 

Information officer, as the case may be, of the concerned public       authority ;

(j) The Central Assistant Public Information Officer or State Assistant

  Public Information Officer, as the case may be specifying the     

  particulars of the information sought by him or her. “

 It  transpired during the hearing that the addressee “ Gram 

Panchayat Secretary” as mentioned in the RTI request for information of 03.06.2010, is neither PIO nor APIO. 





-2-

The PIO, in fact, is the Panchayat Secretary as per the order of the 

Financial Commissioner Rural Development, Govt. of Punjab, dated 10.10.2005, published in the manual under  RTI Act, 2005 of the department of Rural Development and Panchayat, Page 85. It is : 

“ Every Panchayat Secretary will be the  Public Information Officer for the 
Gram Panchayat falling in his jurisdiction, Bock Development and Panchayat Officer shall be appellate authority for the Panchayat. ”

         The Appellant was explained during the hearing  that each 

Panchayat Secretary has been allocated a small number  of villages (05-08) which constitute a “Circle” and one central village of a circle  serves as the Headquarter of the Panchayat Secretary concerned. 

According to the manual as well as during the hearing it emerged that 

B.D.P.O. of a block is also the PIO at block level. A “Gram Panchayat Secretary “ is neither PIO nor APIO. Therefore, Appellant’s  request itself is infructuous as it has not been correctly addressed.  


Thus, it is clear that the original RTI request has not been 

delivered/received in the office of the public authority concerned/designated PIO/APIO. Therefore, the RTI application of the Appellant, dated 03.06.2010, is not maintainable and hence, dismissed. 



He has been explained in detail and at length how to go about filing of RTI request in a correct/proper manner.



However, if the Appellant so desires, he may file a fresh application under the RTI Act, 2005 provisions and address it to the B.D.P.O.-cum-PIO of the Block concerned.

Announced  in  the hearing. 



Copies of the order  be sent to the parties.   

Chandigarh,




                                (P. P. S. Gill)

Dated, January  24, 2011.
                          
      State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054




Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Bagga Singh


S/o Sh. Kasham Singh,

Valmik Road, Bharat Nagar,

Ferozepur City 152002







..…Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o  Gram Panchayat,

V.- Jodhpur

Block-Mamdot, 

Distt Ferozepur

First Appellate Authority  
O/o  Block Development &

Panchayat officer,

Ferozepur
         







.…Respondents
AC No.  1038 of  2010

     ORDER

Present :-
 Mr. Bagga Singh, Appellant,  in person .

 None  for  the Respondent.

____

The RTI request is dated 03.06.2010 and the information sought is 

regarding BPL families and schemes carved out for them.

 Appeal with the Ist Appellate Authority is dated 08.07.2010 and with the 

Commission 09.08.2010. 

A perusal of the documents on record reveals that the information seeker 

has not addressed his RTI request as per Section 6(1) of the RTI Act. It reads as under :

“ A person, who desires to obtain any information under this Act,

shall make a request in writing or through electronic means in English or Hindi in 

the official language of the Area in which the application is being made, accompanying such fee as may be prescribed, to 

(k) To the Central Public Information Officer or State Public 

Information officer, as the case may be, of the concerned public       authority ;

(l) The Central Assistant Public Information Officer or State Assistant

  Public Information Officer, as the case may be specifying the     

  particulars of the information sought by him or her. “

 It  transpired during the hearing that the addressee “ Gram 

Panchayat Secretary” as mentioned in the RTI request for information of 03.06.2010, is neither PIO nor APIO. 





-2-

The PIO, in fact, is the Panchayat Secretary as per the order of the 

Financial Commissioner Rural Development, Govt. of Punjab, dated 10.10.2005, published in the manual under  RTI Act, 2005 of the department of Rural Development and Panchayat, Page 85. It is : 

“ Every Panchayat Secretary will be the  Public Information Officer for the 
Gram Panchayat falling in his jurisdiction, Bock Development and Panchayat Officer shall be appellate authority for the Panchayat. ”

         The Appellant was explained during the hearing  that each 

Panchayat Secretary has been allocated a small number  of villages (05-08) which constitute a “Circle” and one central village of a circle  serves as the Headquarter of the Panchayat Secretary concerned. 

According to the manual as well as during the hearing it emerged that 

B.D.P.O. of a block is also the PIO at block level. A “Gram Panchayat Secretary “ is neither PIO nor APIO. Therefore, Appellant’s  request itself is infructuous as it has not been correctly addressed.  


Thus, it is clear that the original RTI request has not been 

delivered/received in the office of the public authority concerned/designated PIO/APIO. Therefore, the RTI application of the Appellant, dated 03.06.2010, is not maintainable and hence, dismissed. 



He has been explained in detail and at length how to go about filing of RTI request in a correct/proper manner.



However, if the Appellant so desires, he may file a fresh application under the RTI Act, 2005 provisions and address it to the B.D.P.O.-cum-PIO of the Block concerned.

Announced  in  the hearing. 



Copies of the order  be sent to the parties.   

Chandigarh,




                                (P. P. S. Gill)

Dated, January  24, 2011.
                          
      State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054




Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Bagga Singh


S/o Sh. Kasham Singh,

Valmik Road, Bharat Nagar,

Ferozepur City 152002







..…Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o  Gram Panchayat,

V.- Fattuwala

Block-Ferozepur 

Distt Ferozepur

First Appellate Authority  
O/o  Block Development &

Panchayat officer,

Ferozepur
         







.…Respondents
AC No.  1039 of  2010

     ORDER

Present :-
 Mr. Bagga Singh, Appellant in person .

 Mr. Satinder Pal Singh, Supdt., for  the Respondent.

____



The RTI request is dated 03.06.2010, for information on 07 points.  The appeal to the Ist Appellate Authority is dated 08.07.2010 and 2nd Appeal with the Commission dated 09.08.2010. 

2.

The representative of the Respondent says that villages have 

been grouped into small clusters/circles each comprising  5-8 villages which are put under the charge of a Panchayat Secretary who is also the PIO.  After talking to the BDPO, Mr Gurmit Singh Dhillon,  the Respondent  says that one village in each Circle is  treated as the headquarter of the Panchayat Secretary where meetings are periodically  held. 

3.

The Appellant, on the other hand, says that he is not aware of any 

formation of such circles but avers that the Panchayat Secretary/PIO sits in the office of the B.D.P.O. every day during fixed hours in the morning and evening. Respondent denies the prevalence of this practice and says only weekly meetings are attended by PIOs-cum-Panchayat Secretaries. 

4.

The Respondent sent a letter to the Appellant on 28.06.2010, wherein, 18  number of villages, about which information has been sought, are mentioned. The Appellant has been asked to deposit Rs. 1000/- for procuring the information and pay additional Rs. 60/- as the cost of postage for the information. A copy of this letter is taken on record.  The Appellant denies the receipt of letter dated 28.06.2010 which was a 





-2-

registered letter. However, a copy of this letter is handed over to the Appellant also.

5.
The Appellant  has demanded that information be provided to him “ free 

of cost” and invokes Section 7(5) of the RTI Act, 2005. He also says that he himself is a BPL card holder. The Respondent and the Appellant have mutually agreed to meet in the office of B.D.P.O., Ferozepur on 03.02.2011 at 10:00 AM. The information shall be provided village wise and point-wise, if the Appellant points out any deficiencies, these will also be made up by the Respondent.

6.         Should Mr. Bagga Singh submit a photo copy of his being a  BPL card 

holder to the Respondent, the information be provided to him “free of cost”. All pages/sheets shall be duly attested. If proof of being BPL card holder is not furnished, then the Appellant will deposit the requisite fee of Rs. 1000/- that is minus Rs. 60/- as postal charges. Should he deposit the requisite fee, the Respondent shall be duty bound to provide the information in respect of 18 villages. In case the information is not available, the Respondent will convey that in writing.. 



The case is adjourned to 16.03.2011(Wednesday), at 11:00 AM, in Chamber, SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh, for confirmation.

Announced  in  the hearing. 

Copies of the order  be sent to the parties.   

Chandigarh,




                                (P. P. S. Gill)

Dated, January  24, 2011.
                          
      State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054




Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Bagga Singh


S/o Sh. Kasham Singh,

Valmik Road, Bharat Nagar,

Ferozepur City 152002







..…Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o  Gram Panchayat,

V.- Chakk Mahante,

Block- Gurharsahai

Distt Ferozepur

First Appellate Authority  
O/o  Block Development &

Panchayat officer,

Ferozepur
         







.…Respondents
AC No.  1040 of  2010

ORDER

Present :-
 Mr. Bagga Singh, Appellant,  in person .

 None  for  the Respondent.

____

The RTI request is dated 03.06.2010 and the information sought is 

regarding BPL families and schemes carved out for them.

 Appeal with the Ist Appellate Authority is dated 08.07.2010 and with the 

Commission 09.08.2010. 

A perusal of the documents on record reveals that the information seeker 

has not addressed his RTI request as per Section 6(1) of the RTI Act. It reads as under :

“ A person, who desires to obtain any information under this Act,

shall make a request in writing or through electronic means in English or Hindi in 

the official language of the Area in which the application is being made, accompanying such fee as may be prescribed, to 

(m) To the Central Public Information Officer or State Public 

Information officer, as the case may be, of the concerned public       authority ;

(n) The Central Assistant Public Information Officer or State Assistant

  Public Information Officer, as the case may be specifying the     

  particulars of the information sought by him or her. “

 It  transpired during the hearing that the addressee “ Gram 

Panchayat Secretary” as mentioned in the RTI request for information of 03.06.2010, is neither PIO nor APIO. 





-2-

The PIO, in fact, is the Panchayat Secretary as per the order of the 

Financial Commissioner Rural Development, Govt. of Punjab, dated 10.10.2005, published in the manual under  RTI Act, 2005 of the department of Rural Development and Panchayat, Page 85. It is : 

“ Every Panchayat Secretary will be the  Public Information Officer for the 
Gram Panchayat falling in his jurisdiction, Bock Development and Panchayat Officer shall be appellate authority for the Panchayat. ”

         The Appellant was explained during the hearing  that each 

Panchayat Secretary has been allocated a small number  of villages (05-08) which constitute a “Circle” and one central village of a circle  serves as the Headquarter of the Panchayat Secretary concerned. 

According to the manual as well as during the hearing it emerged that 

B.D.P.O. of a block is also the PIO at block level. A “Gram Panchayat Secretary “ is neither PIO nor APIO. Therefore, Appellant’s  request itself is infructuous as it has not been correctly addressed.  


Thus, it is clear that the original RTI request has not been 

delivered/received in the office of the public authority concerned/designated PIO/APIO. Therefore, the RTI application of the Appellant, dated 03.06.2010, is not maintainable and hence, dismissed. 



He has been explained in detail and at length how to go about filing of RTI request in a correct/proper manner.



However, if the Appellant so desires, he may file a fresh application under the RTI Act, 2005 provisions and address it to the B.D.P.O.-cum-PIO of the Block concerned.

Announced  in  the hearing. 



Copies of the order  be sent to the parties.   

Chandigarh,




                                (P. P. S. Gill)

Dated, January  24, 2011.
                          
      State Information Commissioner

.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054




Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Bagga Singh


S/o Sh. Kasham Singh,

Valmik Road, Bharat Nagar,

Ferozepur City 152002







..…Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o  Gram Panchayat,

Femmiwala,Block- Makhu

Distt Ferozepur

First Appellate Authority  
O/o  Block Development &

Panchayat officer,

Ferozepur
         







.…Respondents
AC No.  1041 of  2010

ORDER

Present :-
Mr. Bagga Singh, Appellant,  in person .

 None  for  the Respondent.

____

The RTI request is dated 03.06.2010 and the information sought is 

regarding BPL families and schemes carved out for them.

 Appeal with the Ist Appellate Authority is dated 08.07.2010 and with the 

Commission 09.08.2010. 

A perusal of the documents on record reveals that the information seeker 

has not addressed his RTI request as per Section 6(1) of the RTI Act. It reads as under :

“ A person, who desires to obtain any information under this Act,

shall make a request in writing or through electronic means in English or Hindi in 

the official language of the Area in which the application is being made, accompanying such fee as may be prescribed, to 

(o) To the Central Public Information Officer or State Public 

Information officer, as the case may be, of the concerned public       authority ;

(p) The Central Assistant Public Information Officer or State Assistant

  Public Information Officer, as the case may be specifying the     

  particulars of the information sought by him or her. “

 It  transpired during the hearing that the addressee “ Gram 

Panchayat Secretary” as mentioned in the RTI request for information of 03.06.2010, is neither PIO nor APIO. 





-2-

The PIO, in fact, is the Panchayat Secretary as per the order of the 

Financial Commissioner Rural Development, Govt. of Punjab, dated 10.10.2005, published in the manual under  RTI Act, 2005 of the department of Rural Development and Panchayat, Page 85. It is : 

“ Every Panchayat Secretary will be the  Public Information Officer for the 
Gram Panchayat falling in his jurisdiction, Bock Development and Panchayat Officer shall be appellate authority for the Panchayat. ”

         The Appellant was explained during the hearing  that each 

Panchayat Secretary has been allocated a small number  of villages (05-08) which constitute a “Circle” and one central village of a circle  serves as the Headquarter of the Panchayat Secretary concerned. 

According to the manual as well as during the hearing it emerged that 

B.D.P.O. of a block is also the PIO at block level. A “Gram Panchayat Secretary “ is neither PIO nor APIO. Therefore, Appellant’s  request itself is infructuous as it has not been correctly addressed.  


Thus, it is clear that the original RTI request has not been 

delivered/received in the office of the public authority concerned/designated PIO/APIO. Therefore, the RTI application of the Appellant, dated 03.06.2010, is not maintainable and hence, dismissed. 



He has been explained in detail and at length how to go about filing of RTI request in a correct/proper manner.



However, if the Appellant so desires, he may file a fresh application under the RTI Act, 2005 provisions and address it to the B.D.P.O.-cum-PIO of the Block concerned.

Announced  in  the hearing. 



Copies of the order  be sent to the parties.   

Chandigarh,




                                (P. P. S. Gill)

Dated, January  24, 2011.
                          
      State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054




Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Bagga Singh


S/o Sh. Kasham Singh,

Valmik Road, Bharat Nagar,

Ferozepur City 152002







..…Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o  Secretary,Gram Panchayat,

V.-Fatehgarh Sabhran, Block- Makhu

Distt Ferozepur

First Appellate Authority  
O/o  Block Development &

Panchayat officer,

Ferozepur
         







.…Respondents
AC No.  1042 of  2010

ORDER

Present :-
 Mr.Bagga Singh, Appellant,in person .

 Mr. Paramjit Singh, Panchayat Secretary, for  the Respondent.

____

The RTI request is dated 03.06.2010 and the information sought is 

regarding BPL families and schemes carved out for them.

 Appeal with the Ist Appellate Authority is dated 08.07.2010 and with the 

Commission 09.08.2010. 

A perusal of the documents on record reveals that the information-seeker 

has not addressed his RTI request as per Section 6(1) of the RTI Act. It reads as under :

“ A person, who desires to obtain any information under this Act,

shall make a request in writing or through electronic means in English or Hindi in 

the official language of the Area in which the application is being made, accompanying such fee as may be prescribed, to 

(q) To the Central Public Information Officer or State Public 

Information officer, as the case may be, of the concerned public       authority ;

(r) The Central Assistant Public Information Officer or State Assistant

  Public Information Officer, as the case may be specifying the     

  particulars of the information sought by him or her. “

 It  transpired during the hearing that the addressee “ Gram 

Panchayat Secretary” as mentioned in the RTI request for information of 03.06.2010, is neither PIO nor APIO. 





-2-

The PIO, in fact, is the Panchayat Secretary, as per the order of the 

Financial Commissioner Rural Development, Govt. of Punjab, dated 10.10.2005, published in the manual under  RTI Act, 2005 of the department of Rural Development and Panchayat, Page 85. It is : 

“ Every Panchayat Secretary will be the  Public Information Officer for the Gram Panchayat falling in his jurisdiction, Bock Development and Panchayat Officer shall be appellate authority for the Panchayat. ”
 The Respondent says that due to shortage of Panchayat Secretaries in 
the State, each Panchayat Secretary has been allocated a small number of villages (05-08) which constitute a “Circle” and one central village in a circle serves as the Headquarter of the Panchayat Secretary concerned. 

According to the manual as well as during the hearing it emerged that 

B.D.P.O. of a block is also the PIO at block level. A “Gram Panchayat Secretary “ is neither PIO nor APIO. Therefore, Appellant’s  RTI request itself is infructuous as it has not been correctly addressed.  

Thus, it is clear that the original RTI request has not been 
delivered/received in the office of the public authority concerned/designated PIO/APIO. Therefore, the RTI application of the Appellant, dated 03.06.2010, is not maintainable and hence, dismissed. 



He has been explained in detail and at length how to go about filing of RTI request in a correct/proper manner.



However, if the Appellant so desires, he may file a fresh application under the RTI Act, 2005 provisions and address it to the B.D.P.O.-cum-PIO of the Block concerned.

Announced  in  the hearing. 



Copies of the order  be sent to the parties.   

Chandigarh,




                                (P. P. S. Gill)

Dated, January  24, 2011.
                          
      State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054




Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Bagga Singh


S/o Sh. Kasham Singh,

Valmik Road, Bharat Nagar,

Ferozepur City 152002







..…Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o  Gram Panchayat,

V.-Kuthiwala, Block- GurHarsahai

Distt Ferozepur

First Appellate Authority  
O/o  Block Development &

Panchayat officer,

Ferozepur
         







.…Respondents
AC No.  1043 of  2010

ORDER

Present :-
Mr. Bagga Singh, Appellant,  in person .

 None  for  the Respondent.

____

The RTI request is dated 03.06.2010 and the information sought is 

regarding BPL families and schemes carved out for them.

 Appeal with the Ist Appellate Authority is dated 08.07.2010 and with the 

Commission 09.08.2010. 

A perusal of the documents on record reveals that the information seeker 

has not addressed his RTI request as per Section 6(1) of the RTI Act. It reads as under :

“ A person, who desires to obtain any information under this Act,

shall make a request in writing or through electronic means in English or Hindi in 

the official language of the Area in which the application is being made, accompanying such fee as may be prescribed, to 

(s) To the Central Public Information Officer or State Public 

Information officer, as the case may be, of the concerned public       authority ;

(t) The Central Assistant Public Information Officer or State Assistant

  Public Information Officer, as the case may be specifying the     

  particulars of the information sought by him or her. “

 It  transpired during the hearing that the addressee “ Gram 

Panchayat Secretary” as mentioned in the RTI request for information of 03.06.2010, is neither PIO nor APIO. 





-2-

The PIO, in fact, is the Panchayat Secretary as per the order of the 

Financial Commissioner Rural Development, Govt. of Punjab, dated 10.10.2005, published in the manual under  RTI Act, 2005 of the department of Rural Development and Panchayat, Page 85. It is : 

“ Every Panchayat Secretary will be the  Public Information Officer for the 
Gram Panchayat falling in his jurisdiction, Bock Development and Panchayat Officer shall be appellate authority for the Panchayat. ”

         The Appellant was explained during the hearing  that each 

Panchayat Secretary has been allocated a small number  of villages (05-08) which constitute a “Circle” and one central village of a circle  serves as the Headquarter of the Panchayat Secretary concerned. 

According to the manual as well as during the hearing it emerged that 

B.D.P.O. of a block is also the PIO at block level. A “Gram Panchayat Secretary “ is neither PIO nor APIO. Therefore, Appellant’s  request itself is infructuous as it has not been correctly addressed.  


Thus, it is clear that the original RTI request has not been 

delivered/received in the office of the public authority concerned/designated PIO/APIO. Therefore, the RTI application of the Appellant, dated 03.06.2010, is not maintainable and hence, dismissed. 



He has been explained in detail and at length how to go about filing of RTI request in a correct/proper manner.



However, if the Appellant so desires, he may file a fresh application under the RTI Act, 2005 provisions and address it to the B.D.P.O.-cum-PIO of the Block concerned.

Announced  in  the hearing. 



Copies of the order  be sent to the parties.   

Chandigarh,




                                (P. P. S. Gill)

Dated, January  24, 2011.
                          
      State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054




Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com                   

Devinder Sain,

      Retd. Principal,

H.No.7, Villa Apartment,

Balloki  Road,Haibo Kalan,

Distt. Ludhiana.                   




           …….Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o   Management  of SSG  Janta

Girls College, Raikot,

Distt. Ludhiana.       




  

  …….Respondent

CC No. 3203  of  2010
ORDER

Present :-
 Representative, Mr.Tarun Ghai, for the  Complainant.
 Mr. Jastej Singh Arora, Advocate, for  the Respondent.

____

The Respondent is represented by Mr.  Jastej Singh Arora, Advocate, 
who, however, does not have any authority letter.
2.

The Complainant  shows a copy of the letter dated 14.08.2010 which the PIO-cum-Joint Secretary of the College Executive Committee had sent to the Complainant in response to his RTI request of 19.07.2010. The representative of the Complainant also says that he has received a copy of the inquiry report conducted by the College.

3.

The representative of the Respondent submits in writing that information pertains to the 3rd party and is also exempt under Section 8(1)(j) of the RTI Act, 2005 as the enquiry  process is still not complete because, besides the one conducted by the Respondent,  Panjab University, Chandigarh, is also enquiring into the case.  A copy of this submission, dated 24.01.2011, is made available to the representative of the Complainant and also taken on record.  The submission of the Respondent that any additional information, if provided at this stage, could “stifle the prosecution/inquiry pending” against the said Lecturer is accepted.


Since the information stands supplied, the case is disposed of and closed.

Announced  in  the hearing. 

Copies of the order  be sent to the parties.   

Chandigarh,




                                (P. P. S. Gill)

Dated, January  24, 2011.
                
      
      State Information Commissioner.
