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An Appeal Case U/S t9(3) of RTI Act, 2005
CaseNo. APIC-69U2025.

: Shri Amar Thyem, Jullang Itanagar.APPELLANTS

RESPONDENT :The pIO, o/o the (DFO) Social Foresry Division Itanagar.

ORDER

This is an appeal under Section l9(3) of RrI Act, 2005 received from Shri
Amar Tayem for non-fumishing of below mentioned information by the plo, o/o the
@Fo) Social Foresky Division Itanagar as sought for by him under section 6(l)
(Form-A) of RTI Act, 2005 vide his application dated 07 .07 .2025:

A)Particular of information: Regarding name, desigration with proper documents of
recently appointed post.

B) Details of information uired:
l. Fumish the name of above appointees;
2. Fumish the proper documents of all the appointees;
3. Fumish the educational qualification of appointees;
4. Furnish the date of appointrnent letter and
5. Furnish the Recruitrnent Rules.

C) Period for which information required: 2025

Records further reveal that the FAAhad conducted the hearing on 19.08.2025

and disposed of the appeal directing the PIo to fumish the requested information
conectly in respect of the query at Sl.No.(b).

In compliance with the order of the FAA, the PIO vide his letter dtd. 01.09.2025

furnished the information pertaining to Sl. No. O) as under'

"At the time of the engagement of the casual labour on daily wages basis, the

undersigned asked for Aadhaar Card and Bank details only & no other documents are

requirei as this engagement is purely temporarily. Details documents are enclosed :

a) Engagement irder enclosed vide order no. SFl/44/Acct/2013/Pt-viii/318, dtd.

24.04.2025
b) Aadhar Cards enclosed. "
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Brief facts emersins from the aopeal:
Records emerging from the appeal disclose that the Appellant, Shri Amar

Tayem had requested the PIO for the aforementioned information / documents but
failed to obtain the same which prompted him to appeal before the Chief Conservator
of Fores! HQ, Gofi. of Arunachal Pradesh, Itanagar as the First Appellate Authority
(F.A.A) under Section l9 (l) of the RII Act vide hisAppeal Memo dated Nil.



Hearins and dectsloD:
The appeal is, accordingly, listed for hearing today on 26.11.2025 wherein

both the respondent PIO, Shri Hiba Taji, DFO, Social Forestry and the appellan! Shri
Amar Tayem are present in person.

Heard the parties.
The appellant, reiterating his demand for the complete and correct information

from the PIO, pleaded for an appropriate direction to the PIO to fumish correct
documents particularly the Aadhaar Card of one of the casual labourer which is
mentioned as District Jail, July. The PIO, on the other hand submitted that the wrong
address, if any, mentioned in the Aadhaar Card of the labourer can not be attributed to
the o/o the PIO. The PIO also produced the copies ofother documents such as the list
of34 (thirty four) casual labourers and the engagement order d1.24.04.2025 in respect

of those 34 labourers. As regards, Recruitrnent Rules, the PIO submitted that no R/Rs
for the post of casual labourers exists in his offrce.

This Commission, upon hearing the parties and on perusal of the

documents/information fumished by the PIO to the appellant notices and concludes

that the appellant has been provided with the requested information/documents,
complete and satisfactorily. In the result, this appeal does not wanant any further

adjudication by this Commission and is, therefore, disposed ofand closed.

Given under my and seal of this Commission on this 266 Nov., 2025.

sd/-
(S. TSERING BAPPTD

State Information Commissioner,
APIC, Itanagar.

M No. AP -69112025 Dated I the N 2025

Copy to:
l. The Chief Conservator of Forest HQ. Itanagar, the First Appellate Authority

(FAA), for information.

2. The PIO, o/o the (DFO) Social Forestry Division Itanagar for information.

3. Shri Amar Tayem, Jullang Itanagar PIN: 791113 Contact No. 9863445913 for

information.
4. The ComPuter Programmer/ComP

\ APIC, please.

5. Office CoPY

6. S/Copy.

uter Operator for uploading on the website of

lQ,'{
Registrar/ Deputy

APICrltana8ar.

Anrudal Pradesh lnlun;,-. ..- lbnagar
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But dissatisfied with the replies from the PIO as above, the appellant filed his

2od appeal before this Commission under section l9(3) of the Rn A;i vide Memo of
Appeal dt.04.09.2025 on the ground that the information turnished by the pIO are
incomplete.
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