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4P. ARUNACHAL PRADESH INFORMATION COMMISSION
ITANAGAR.

I rtr An Appeal Case U/S l9(3) of RTI Act, 2005
Case No. APIC-4412025.

(Summon to appear in person)
Or.5 R.3 of CPC

APPELLANT Shri Godak Tama, Niti Vihar, PO Itanagar

RESPONDENT The PIO, o/o the Chief Engineer, (CSQ),
PWD, Itanagar.

ORDER/SUMMONS

This is an appeal under Section 19(3) of RTI Act, 2005 received from Shri
Godak Tama for non-fumishing of below mentioned information by the PIO, o/o the

Chief Engineer (CSQ) PWD, Itanagar as sought for by him under section 6(l) (Form-

A) of RTI Act, 2005 vide his application dated 13.09.2024.

A) Particular of information: M/s SHA Enterprise.

B) Details of information required: All document including
( I ) work order and
(2) work experience certificate
(3) completion certificate of M/s SHA

Enterprise.

Facts emersins from the anoeal:
Records reveal that the appellant herein had filed RTI application before the

PIO seeking documents Pertaining to the firm, N,{/S SHA Enterprises, Doimukh but the

PlO-cum-Superintending Engineer (CSQ) o/o the CE (CSQ), PWD, Govt. of A.P,

Itanagar, vide his letter dt.22.10.20 25 refuse<i to provide the same on the ground that

the third party, lWs SHA Enterprise did not consent for sharing their documents

Aggneved by the decision of the PIO' the appellant approached the First Appellate

Authoriry (FAA), the cE (cSQ) vide Memo oi' Appeal dt.23.10.2024

Records further disclose that the FAA had made an attempt to hear and consider

the appeal by listing the appeal on 30 .rc.2024 for hearing. But no record has been

made available in the appeal of the actual hearlng and the decision, if anY, bY the FAA.

However, the appellant aPParentll' having failed to obtain the sought for

information /documents, filed his 2nd aPPeal before this Commission under sectlon

19(3) of the RTI Act,2005 vide Memo dt.t19.01.2025 which has been registered as

APtc-4412025.
The appeal is, accordingly, listed for hearing today on 25 '04 '2025 wherein the

aooellant Shri Godak f umu it [tlt"'t in p"t'on a'd E ' Shri Y'P'Singh(JE)' the APIO'

o7o the CE (CSQ) attended through VC'

{
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Heard the parties.
The APIO, reiterating the replies already furnished to the appellant by the plo,

submitted that the documents-sought for by th.'rpp;iil;;; ;;; ffi;;;td#to r,i_ u,the documents_ belong to a third party *i,o t,ua i"rured to share his documents to athird person. The appellant,_on thi other hand, contested by saying that there is rargerpublic interest invorved in disclosing the sougit for information uia *,"."ro.",".un u.furnished. The provisions of clause le) or ..."tion i1t I of the RTi a"i, l66J p."ria*
as under:

" 
.8(l) 

Notwithstanding anything contained in this Act, there shail be no obligation togive any citizen,-
(e) information ava,abre 

. to 
-a -person in his fiduciary rerationship, unless thecompetent authority is satisfied that rarger pubric interest warrants the discrosure ofsuch information. "

As the information(s) so L€ht for berong to the firm, M/s SHA Enterprise, thePIo had, apparently, resorted to the provisionslf section 1 1 of the RTI Act i,J ,ir""the said third party refused to share the documents, the information were denied to the
appellant.

As per section l l of the Act, if the requested information or record or part
thereof has been supplied by a third party and has been treated as confidentiar by that
third party, then the plo has to give notice to such third party 

"fth";"q;;.;-iivitingthe third party to inform of its willingness or otherwise as to the disciosure of the
requested information.

clause () of the section g(l) of the RTI Act,2005 provides as under:" 8(1) ...
(i) information which relates to personal information the disclosure of which has no
relationship to any public activity or interest, or which would caie unwa*anted
invasion of the privacy of the individual unless the cenrrul public Information
ofJicer or the state Public Information oflicer or rhe Appellare Authoiiq, as the
case may be, is satistied that the larger public intercst justifies the disctosuie of such
information.

Provided that the information
The implication of the provisions of law as above, shortly put, is that if the

disclosure of a personal information has no relationship to any public interest or
activity but such disclosure would cause unwarranted invasion of the privacy of an
individual, such a personal information can not be fumished. on the othir hand, if the
PIo or the appellate Authority is satisfied that a larger public interest justifies the
disclosure of such personal information, then such information can be furnished even
if the disclosure would cause unwarrarrted invasion of the privacy of the individual.

In the appeal at hand, this Cornmission notices that the appellant has not been
able to show that there exists public interest in disclosure of the requested information
nor has he been able to produce anv material indicating a real or suspected irregularity
on the part of the third party in execution of any important public project so as to
prompt him to seek the disclosure of the documents belonging to the third party.

This Commission, therefore, r:; inclined to hold, in the interim, that the
response of the PIO is in congruity with the provisions of section8 (l)(e) and (i) of the
RTI Act, and as such no order directing the PIO to furnish the requested information
could be issued unless the appellanl comes up in next hearing with a categorical and
favourable judicial ruling (Apex Coi-rrt or any High Court), if any, for disclosure of
such information in similar case(s) wi'-h same facts. The final hearing of this appeal is,

thus, adjoumed to 23'd Ma7 ,2025 .
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NOW THEREFORE, You are hereby summoned to appear in person or online

in the Hon,ble Court of Shri Sangyal Tsering Bappu, SIC in persotr on the 23'd May,

2025 (Friday) at 2 pm to answer the claims, and you are directed to produce on that

Aay att the documents upon which you intend to rely in support of your

claims/defense.

Take notice that, in default of your appearance, on the day above- mentioned,

the matter will be heard and determined in your absence'

Toavailonlinehearingpleaseatleastnotifiorgetintouchonedayprior^tothe
hearing, download *WEBEi MEETING APP" from Google Play store. For further

tectrniJa assistance sr,ri gimur,rt u Verma, IT Consultant (Mobile no. 8319014957)

maybe contacted.

sd/-
(S. TSERING BAPPU)

State Information Commissioner'
APIC, Itanagar.

Memo No . APIC- 441202s Dated Itan r the A ril 2025

APIC, Itanagar

Dcpl't, fl.gt t?..
Aruntchal PnCart ldormalio.l Coatillsn

tu n rlar

Copy to:-
1. The Chief Engineer (CSQ), PWD, Gor4' of A'P' Itanagar (A'P)' the First

Appellate Authority (FAA) for Inform-ation 
- -

z. ri. pro, o/o the C-hief Eniin".., (CSQ), PwD Itanagar (A'P) for Information'

i. ir,ir Godak tama, r.riti firra., eb ttanagar ps Niti vihar District Papum Pare

(4.P) Mobile No. 9402433426 lor information'

.4/{h;;b".0"*. t.og.u.'*'/computer Operator for uploading on the Website of
- APIC, pl"u.".
5. Office coPY.

6. S/CoPY. 5
lQa4 r.rt"\"(

Registrar/ D6ft utY Rdgistrar


