
o
v'la(,'

'3

RIGHT IO
IUFoRMA_rlQil.r'

BEFO

II'.\NAGA ARUNACTI PRADIsH
AnaDD ea lcase llls l9(3) of RTI Act. 2005

Vi c AS N .APIC.33ItE't r II,: rto 'BLI' COURT OF SHRI VI.IAY TARAM. HESTATEINFO RNI.\TIo\(oNI]\IIS T
/2

SIONER. UNDIIR SECTION l9(3 )oF RTI ACT. 2005.
Shri Nibo Pao & Orlr,_,r.s

.... Appellant

-VEItSUS-

PIO-Cum- Dir isionrrl I oresl Olllcer.
Namsai Forest I)ivision. \amsai District.
Gol.t. of Arunachal I)rtrtiesh

Respondent.

Order:30.10.202 5

JTIDGEME,N T

This is an aPPerrl tlled under sub-section (3) of Section l9 ofthe RTI 2005. Brief fact of
the case is that the,\ppcrlanrs Shri vijay Bodo. Nibo pao, Tawa yomdo, Japo Tali, Jiten Lora,
Arun Dodum. ,\rh. lrri Si'^ and others on 2i 10912024 filed an RTI application in Form- ,A,
before the PI()-cLnr-l)l o. \urnsai Forest Division, Namsai District, Govt. of Arunachal
Pradesh. wlre relrr sc!'l'ins \ arious information as quoted in Form .A' application. The
Appellants being nor rrc!'i\ ing the irrfbrmation from the plo, they filed the First Appeal before
the First Appellate .\uthorilr (FAA) on 22t1012024. The Appe ants again having not received
the required inlbrntrrliotr liont the FAA. filed the Second Appeal before the Arunachal Pradesh
Information conrnrissi()n ctn 2911112024 and the Registry of the Commission (AplC) having
receipt of'the Appcirl le gi:tercd it as AI']IC-No.33112024 (Appeal) and processed the same for its
hearing and dispt,srrl.

Accordinglr. nulter cAnre up for hearing before the Commission on 30.10.2025 wherein
the Appellant Shri \ i.ilr Bodo is present among the Appellants during the hearing before the

Commission.

The Pl()-currr-l)F0. Namsai Forest Division, Namsai District, Gort. ol Arunachal
Pradesh found abscnt ilrrr inu the hearing before the Commission.

Delails ol inlorrnirti(rn(s) sought from the PIO;

l. Projects uisc ( hart shorring the enumeration ol trees, species, and girth wise volume in
respect ol tlir crsion o1'lirrest lands,

2. Projects uisc .,lr1ernenls shorving number of trees volume and valuation of trees in
respect ol tlir.'rsron ol lirresl lands.

3. Proiects uisc Llctail cstirnates fbr departmental timber operation against extraction of
trees in respcct ol clivcrsion of forest lands,

4. Projects $ise ahstract of Royalty and Departmental timber operation,

5. Projects lise detail estinrates for creation of compensatory afforestation for diversion of
forest lands u illr maps.

6. Projects \isc ccrtilicates lrom the competent authority regarding suitability area

identified li)r c()nrpcnsatory afforestation,

7. Projects ir ise site inspcction reports,

8. Year uise anroLrnt rcceipts under AP State CAMPA from the office of PCCF, depa(ment

of Environnrcnl. Ijorest and Clirnate Change, Itanagar, Gol't of AP,

9. Year \Yisc ;rirr rnenl nrarlc \ith cheque counterfoils, money receipts and bank statements

ofDDO [)l ( ) \lnrsli I\rrest division. and

10. All types ol Resclr crl Forests Notifications in Namsai forest division with minute of
meeting and irgrcerlrcnt copies, ifany.
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Periotl for l hich information is required: _2014 to 2024.

Heard (hc rcprcsentative of the Appellants, Shri Vijay Bodo;

l. Backgrorrn rl.

The Appellirnr. Sirlr Viial llodo. representing all the other Appellants stated that they have
filed RTI applicatrorr in r.rroup in all the districts of Arunachal Pradesh in all the forest divisions
for all the schclnt's lltlt hurc bcen sanctioned and executed by concemed forest divisions w.e.f
2014 to 2024.

While hearirrg .rr,i r',..orclins the statements of the Appellant Shri Vijay Bodo, it is very clear
that they have lirtnrctl rt svrdicate to flle RTI application in all the departments in all the districts
ofArunachal I)tarlcsir iirr ull thc schemes lrom 2014 to 2024 which is in fact not bona fide on the
face ofthe applicatit,n anrl lrr the statement ofthe Appellant itsell.

2. Legal l,-ra rnt'l orli;

The Right t1) lnl,,r'nirli(rn Act.200-5. is designed to promote transparency and accountability
in the functiourrr: ol public authorities. Section 6(1) of the RTI Act expressly states, "A
person can Iilc ln .rpPlicrtion and not persons,'r indicating the person-centric nature ofsuch
applications. lhe ,\cl rras not intended for syndical or collective applications from groups of
people aiming lrr ;11-rl1ri1 ils pror isions fbr personal or ulterior motives.

3. C)bsen atio n,,;

Upon carelirl r'orsillcurli()n ofthe instant appeal, the following key observations are made:

i) Misrrsc ol I( I L\ct: The tiling of numerous RTI applications by the same group of
indiridrrals. coru'ing the same information across different forest divisions in the

entirc \rrrtr ol r\r'Lrn chal Pradesh, strongly suggests an intention to harass public

olficials. I hi. lre har ior undermines the spirit of the RTI Act, which aims to

encoLirrr!\ lentrine inquiries for the public interest.

ii) Protossiorul \lisconduct: 'l'he phenomenon of filing RTI applications in a syndicate

manner r.rises scrioLrs ethical questions. It is evident that such actions not only burden

public ur tlrtirilics bLrt also border on professional misconduct, suggesting that these

applicarl' r'e :ecking to gain improperly at the expense ofpublic officials.
iii) Haurssrr.r.' rr ol l)Lrhlic Ol}icers: The persistent and repetitive nature of the application

as rr :ll lr'. lppe.rls eonstitrrtes a fbrm of harassment against public officers. This Court

belil r.'. i r.rl llrt' Il l l Act should not be weaponized to intimidate those in public

service. irrrrl sLrch practices should not be condoned or encouraged.

4. Conclusion;

In light ol tlrc rl-,rr e otrservations. it is necessary to uphold the integrity ofthe RTI Act and

prevent its misr sr. I hr rrppeal tiled bl group persons collectively amount to filing applications

for the same st'1 ol irlirtrnulion acainst the same forest divisions across all districts of Arunachal

Pradesh.

This judgrnent rulLlrcssts the appeal filed under the Right to Information Act, 2005

(hereinafter relilrecl t,,.rs'llll Act") bi a group of individuals seeking access to information
from all foresl clrri.t'n' r'tlrrltling various schemes across all districts of Arunachal Pradesh

from the year i0l-'r l(tl.I lhe r\ppellants have collectively filed multiple RTI applications,

across the dc-;t.t lttrcr 1. (r1 1he State raising identical queries, which raises significant legal and

ethical concerns ilborLt thc inlcnt and methodology behind these applications.

Therefore. it is orJ,,'r'c.l lhut lhis instant appeal is hereby dismissed. Furthermore, the behavior

exhibited bl tlrt iipl,-llants is stronglv discouraged, and any further attempts to misuse the RTI

Act for harassrnt'nl t,r rcrs,rrral gain will be met with appropriate legal consequences.



Order;

In view ol' thr' irb()\ c lacls and circumstance the Commission dismiss this Appeal. And,

accordingly. this .\ppc.rl sturrds distnissed and closed once for all.

Judgmenr pror()rLrrce(l rr :lte open Court of this Commission today on this 30th day of
October' 2025. Copr t f ihis .lu.lgment be fumished to the parties.

Given undel rnl lrarrd trrcl seal of this Commission/Court on this 306 day of October' 2025.

sdi-
(Vijay Taram)

State Information Commissioner
APIC-ltanagar

Memo.No.A PIC-.1.1 I / \i20 4zt Dated I n th N ltt
Copy to:

l. PIo-('rrrr I)l O. Narlsai Forest Div. Namsai District, Gol't of Arunachal Pradesh for
inlirrnrirlir,r, anrl rlctessarv action please. Pin Code-792103.

l. Shri \ibr, l'l() & ( )ll'rers. Polo Colony, Naharlagun, P/Pare District Arunachal Pradesh
fg,r irr1, rrl uti,,n 1rlsrsr.. Contact No.6909933073/9383183$f

1y'tn, C,,nr1,1'q.1 l)rrrLrirnmer. APIC for uploading on the Website of APIC please..,!- otlie r t,,1'.
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