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ARI.JNACHAL PRADESH INFO RIVIATION COMMI SSION

ITANAGAR.
An Appeal Case U/S l9(3) of RTI Act, 2005

Csse No. APIC -27 9 12025.

Shri Ratan Cheti4 Sitpani Moran, Namsai.APPELLANT

:The PIO, o/o the BDO-cum-EAC Lekang Circle,

Mahadevpur, Namsai District (A.P)

ORDER

This is an appeal under Section l9(3) of RTI Act, 2005 received from Shri

Ratan chetia for non-fumishing of below mentioned information by the PIo, o/o the

BDO-cum-EAC Lekang Circle,Mahadevpur, Namsai District (A.P) as sought for by

him under section 6(l) (Form-A) of RTI Act, 2005 vide his application dated

27.12.2024.
A)Particulrii of information: 

o & *

i. Supply and Procurement of cGI sheet against sanction order Nos. 5 (LKG), 6

(LKG), 7 (LKG) and 8 (LKG) dated 0l/08/2023.

ii. Procurement of cGI sheet against sanction order Nos. 201 (LKG), 202 (LKG), 203

(LKG), 204 (LKG) and 20s (LKG) dated07l02l2024.

iii. Procurement of cGI against sanction order Nos. ll (LKG), 12 (LKG), 13 (LKG)

and 14 (LKG) dated03ll0l2024.
iv. Procurement of CGI against sanction order Nos' 20 (LKG), 21 (LKG)' 22 !4-KG)'

23 (LKG) and 24 (LKG) dated2rlr0l2024.
v. Areca nut plantation against sanction order Nos' 15 (LKG)' 16 (LKG)' 17' (LKG)'

l8 (LKG) and 19 (LKG) dztedr6lto/2024.

B) Details of information required:
i. Names of beneficiaries with their full address as per the sanction orders from SL 2

(b) sub-clause (i) to (v) mentioned above'

ii. iero* 
"opy 

of full page of the issue register/record book with date of received,

Quantity issued, size oi cGI sheet and areca nut duly singed by beneficiaries fiom

SL 2 (b) subclause (i) to (v) and details of owner/proprietor of IWS Lohit

Enterprises and Xerox copy of amount paid via Govt' Cheque no' /Demand Draft

No., RTGSA.iEFT etc. to tws Lohit Enterprises from sL 2 (b) sub-clause (i)

mentioned above.

iii.Detailsofowner/prqprietorofSkylinelndustriesandXeroxeopyofamountpaid
via Govt. Cheque no. /Demand Draft No', RTGSNEFT etc' to Skyline Industries

from SL 2 (b) sub-clause (iii) mentioned above'

iv. Address of owner/proprietor of IWS BN Enterprises and Xerox copy of amount

paid via Govt. Cheque no' /Demand Draft No'' RTGSAIEFT etc' to IWS BN

Enterprises from SL 2 (b) subclause (v) mentioned above'
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RESPONDENT



-2-

v. Names of beneficiaries with their full ad&ess as per t}te sanction orders from Sl.2

(b) sub-clause (v) mentioned above.

vi. Xerox copy of full page of the issue register/record book with date of received,

quantity issued of areca nut seedling and duly signed by Beneficiaries from SL 2
(b) Sub-Clouse (v) and details/ address of owner/proprietor of lvl/S OGM Tea

Company and Xerox copy of amount paid via Govt. Cheque No. / Demand draft
No. RTGS/ NEFT etc. to N/US OGM Tea Company against SL 2 (b) Sub-Clouse (v)

mentioned above.

vii. NlT/Advertisement published against all the sanction order mentioned above from
SL 2 (b) Sub-Clouse (i) to (v)

Facts emergine from thg appeg!:
Records in the appeal reveal that the appellant had requested the PIO for

the aforementioned information but failed to obtain the same within the statutory
period of one month which prompted him to file appeal before the First Appellate
Authority (FAA), the Project Director, District Rural Development Agency (DRDA,
Gort. of A.P. Namsai, Dist. under section 19(l) of the RII Act vide his Memo of
Appeal dt. 03.02.2025. But having failed yet agah to obtain the information, he

preferred his second appeal before this commission under section l9(3) ofthe RTI Act
vide his Apped Memo dt.17.03.2Q25. r .

Records further reveal that the First Appellate Authority had conducted the

hearing on 286 February, 2025 wherein one Shri chali simit was present on behalf of
the appellan! Shri Ratan Chetia. The FAA, after hearing the PIO and on perusal of the

records, disposed of the appeal holding that the PIO had fumished the information
sought by the appellate through registered post on 21.01.2025 and with direction to the

appellant to contact the concerned post office. The appellant, apparently, did not

receive the requested information / documents.

Hence, this appeal before this Commission.

Hearine and decision:

*

This appeal was, accordingly, heard on 23.07.2025 wherein both the appellant,

Shri Ratan ihetia and the PIO, Dr. Tojum Ete, EAC-cum-BOD, Lekang appeared

ttuoughVC.

fiiis commission upon hearing the parties.had directed the PIo to provide the

requested documents whiih were ready, as submitted by him during the course of
hearing, within I (one) week from the date of receipt of the Commission's order.

The appellant, shri Ratan chetiq vide his letter d1.01.08.2025, intimated that he

has received the information from the PIO on 30.07.2025 but complained that the

documents fumished by the PIO are found incomplete as under :

Details of payment made to l\t/s Lohit Enterprises as per Sl'

No. 2 (b) sub-clause (i) of Form-A and details of the firm like

owner's name and addresslpower of altoney, Registration No'

Trade License, PAN and GST Regkfiation certWate, Income

lox rcfurns (usually 2-3 yean), solvenqt certiftcate from a

bank, turnover certilicate by CA, AtJidavit/Declatation elc'

nol

Size of CGI sheet issue to benefi ciaries nof mentioned.Sl. No. 3

sub-clause (ii)
(i)
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tii) Sl. No. 3 sub-
clause (iii), (iv)
& (v)

. Details of payment made to Skyline Industries, M/s BN
Enterprise and M/s OGM Tea Company as per Sl. No. 2
(b) Sub-clause (iii), (iv) & (v) respectively of form-A and
details of firms like owner's name and addresslpower of
Attorney, Registratim No., Trade License, PAN axd GST
Registrotion certificate (except BN Enterprise), Income
lax returns (usually 2-3 years), solvenqt certiJicate froma bank, Turnover certijicate certilied by CA,
Affi d ov i l/D e c I arut i o n etc. not provided.

(iii) Sl. No. 3 sub-
clause (iii)

NIT or advertisement not provided.

This Commission, after careful consideration of the appellant's complain! had
then passed the following direction vide order dt. 08.08.2025:

"This Commission holds that il is the requirement of law that the requested
information are furnished to the appellant in complete and satisfactory form unless
exempted under any of the exemption clauses under section 8 of the RTI Act. It is,
therefore, the bounden duty of the PIO to furnish the requested information/documents
as sought for by the appellant.

Howqer, while advertingto the complaint ofithe appellant and tSe details of
information in the table above vis-d-vis his RTI application dt.27.12.2024 in Form-A,
this Commission noticed that the information / documents which he claims were not
provided are not found in his application. Moreover, most of the documents he has now
added in his complaint are personal information of the firm/contractor which, as per
number ofjudicial pronouncements by the hon'ble High Courrs and the Apex Court,
can not be disclosed as being protected /exempted under clause (j) of section 8(l) of
the RTI Act. Such information are PAN Card, Income Tax Returns etc-

This Commission, in the premises above, holds that except for (a)the details of
poyment made to the Firrns mentioned in the RTI application (b)the names and
addresses of beneficiaries (c) the quantity of CGI sheets procured and issued and other
disclosable documents, the PIO is not bound to furnish the documents now mentioned
in his complaint lelter as these were not part of his request / queries in his RTI
application e.g the Power of Attorney, Solvency Certificates, the turn over certirtcae
from CA, the Affidavit etc.

In the premises as above, the PIO is directed to furnish those documents that
have been requested originally in the RTI applioation dt.27.12.2024 "excluding those
which were not part of the request and those specifically exempted under section 8 (l)
of the RTI Act.

The PIO shall comply with the above direction and report compliance thereof
within one month from the receipt of this order for further consideration of the appeal
and the appellant shall intimate this Commission of the receipt of the documents within
one weekfrom the date of receipt ofthe documents from the PIO."

aa*a
This Commission, however, did not receive any report of the compliance by the

PIO. But the appellant, vide his letter dt.15.09.2025, informed that the PIO did not
comply with the direction of this Commission and hence requested for hearing the
appeal again.

This appeal is, therefore, listed again today on 29.10.2025.
Today also both the parties are present through VC.
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The appellant reiterated his complaint dt.01.08.25 and forwarded a copy ol

written submission d1.29.10.2025 contending therein that the PIO, despite this
Commission's order dt.l I .08.2025, failed to provide the documents viz. size
(thickness) ofCGI Sheet and the payment details aad pleaded for penal action againsr
the PIO under section 20( I ) of the RTI Act.

The PIO, on the other hand, submitted that in compliance with the order of this
Commission his office has already fumished the left out information, however,
admitting that the thickness of the CGI Sheet has been missed out inadvertently in his
replies dt.07. l0 .2025 to the appellant.

This Commission perused the copy of PIO's replies dt.07. l0 .2025 as received
in whatsapp from the appellant during the course of hearing and it is noticed that the
PIO has adequately fumished the replies to all the left out information including the
payment details and the notice of NIT, except the size (thickness) of the CGI Sheet.
The replies of PIO on rest of the points viz, the PAN, Income tax Returns, solvency
certificate etc. are also found to be in consonance with this Commission's earlier
observation that those are not to be disclosed as being personal information which has
got no relation to public activity or public interest as held by the law courts. This
Commission, therefore, endorses the replies of the PIO. However, the PIO shall
fumish a revised reply with respect ro the size (thickness) of the CCI sheet within one
week froni the date of receipt ffthis order. ? r

This appeal is disposed ofand closed accordingly,

Given under my hand and seal of this Commission on this 296 Oct.,2025.

sd/-
(s. TSERTNG BAPPU)

State Information Commissioner,
APIC, ltqnagar-

Memo No. AP,C-27912025 I)ated ltana the 0 2025
Copy to:-
l. The Deputy Commissioner, District Namsai, the FFA for information.
2. The Deputy Director (RD), Gort. of A.P, Namsai, for information.
3. The Director (RD), Govt. ofArunachal Pradesh, Itanagar for information.
4. The PIO, o/o the BDO-cum-EAC Lekang Circle, Mahadevpur, Namsai District

(A.P) PIN: 792103 for information.
5. Shri Ratan Chetia, village Sitpani, Moran. PO/PS Mahadevpur, Namsai PIN:

792 105 Mobile No. 7063965456 for information.
.-k 1;ne Computer Programmer/Computer Operator for uploading on the Website of

APIC, please.

7.. Office copy.
8. S/Copy. :b*fr

Registrar/ Deputy Registrar

"APIC, 
Itanaga r.

**r*, irili',.,n*'."ff ril*,


