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ARUNACHAL PRADESH INFORMATION COMMISSION
ITAI\AGAR

BEFORE THE FI'LL BENCH COI]RT OF STATE INFOR]T'IATION COMMISSIONERS

No.APIC-984/2023 Dated Itanagar Ue 't 6 7.L7 ' ZOZIt

Aooeal Under Section 19(3) RTI AcL 2fi)5

Shri Simon Yangfo and Shri Bangram Tungi, Kapa Village' Nirj^uli' Po/Ps

Ni.jUi, e.*""hal Fradesh, PIN- 7921109, (M) 8798076992 I 9436683386'
Appellant:

Respondent:

OR DER

l).ThisisanappealunderSectionlg(3)ofRTIAct,2005filedbyShriSimonYangfoand
Shri Bangram Tungi, Kapa village, Nirjuli, Po/Ps Nirjuli, Arunachal Pradesh, for non-furnishing of

information by the PIo-cum-DFO, Bomdila Forest Division, west Kameng District, Arunachal

pradesh as sought by the Appellant under section 6(1) of RTI Ac! 2005 vide Form-A Dated

0 | I 08 12023 regarding CAMPA.

2). The 1", hearing is held today on 2nd May, 2024(Thursday) at l460hrs. The Commission

afte, pelusing the recordi available as submitted by the Appellant and inobservance of section 6(1)

iii"iJ G.,i"n 7(9) of th; Rfi e.t zoos directed the Appellant to seekspecific information' i'e'

detail of information for o* rp".in" *ork of one financial year in one application, so that the public

u"tfro.ity can furnish irfo.,,'uiio" *ithin prescribed time period' without disproportionately diverting

Vs

The PIO-cum-DFO, Bomdila Forest

Pradesh, PIN-790001.

Division, West Kameng District Arunachal

3I In this contex! it js relevant to mention observdim of the Central Jnformation Commission

in the case of ,,Ashok Kumar vs Department Of Higher Educatlol^9n 3 January, 2020

1IC/DHEDU/A/2018/145972/02526 File no.: cIC/ DHEDU /A/ 2018 / 145972" -

*From a perwal of the relevant case records, it is noted that the information

sought by *" opi"ttont reiates to all the IITs and sec 6(3) transfer by the cPIo, MHRD

to all the llfi'ias not practicably possible Mareover, it * pealaeat to 'mention here

that the sought for iiformation'i voluminous and direction for disclosure would

disproportioiateiy divert the resources-of the public autholitt:s It is relevant to mention

below the Api iourt observations relaiingi inpractical^demands ofthe appellants in.

the case of iliT vs Aditya aandopadtEav A'Oys 91.-e.!^ugust' 
2011' Civil Appeal

No.6451 of 2Ol tfArisittg Fite rc': CIC/DHEDI]/A/2018/1459V2 -

"37. ..........Indiscriminate and impractical demands or directions under

RTI Act for disclosure of all and sundry information,(unrelated lo transparency-;)';;;;""*bilrty 
rn ie functioning-of public authorities and eradication of

coiption) woutd be coui"r-produitiue its it will adversely affect fhe "frtei:ry

"f 
ri[ iir""tration and resuh in the executive getting bogged down-wit\ the

h"-ir"i.tir iork of collecting and fumishing information' The Act should not
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[Jnder Section 18(3) of the Act the Central Informatian Commission or State

Information Commission, os ih" c^" may be, while inquiring into any matter in this

Siction has the same powers a:i are vested in a civil court while trying a suit in respect

of certain matters spicified in Section tS(j)(a) to fl. Under Section l8(4) which is a

iton-obstante clausi, the Central Information Commission or the State Information

comm*sia4 as the ca.te .moy be., mq, emmine any lecard lo which the act applies aad

which is under the control i7 tt" putti" authority and such records cannot be withheld

from it on any ground.

30. It has been contended before us by the respondent that under section 18 of the Act

the Central Information Commission or the State Information Commission has no power

lo provide accets to the in{ormaliaa which @ bey requested for bt 7Ot lersy but

*ii"h h^ been denied to him. The only order which can be passed by the Central

Information commission or the state ltformation commission, as the case mry be,

uider Section 18 is an order of penalty proided under Section 20'

I:Iowa*r, .before sac* or&r is pmsed ttre cotn*issiorcr rast be totisfted thot rle
conduct of the Infonnation Oficer was not bona fide'

3l . llre uphold the said contention and do not find any eftor in the impugried judgment

of the High court whereby it has been held that the Commissioner while entertaining a

iompl"iri under Sectiai 18 of the said .4ct .ha.s no iurLsdictian to p,.ss an arder

providing for access to the informatian.

32. In the facts of the case, the appellant afier funing applied for information under

Section 6 ind then not having reciiied any reply thereto, it must be deemed that he has

i"en refutud the irsrmatiai Ihe said situatian it covered lry Section 7 af the-Act Ihe

remedy for such i person who has been refused the information is provided under

SectiiniO ,7tt 
" 
l"i. A reading ofsection 19(1) ofthe Act makes it clear. Section l9(1)

of the Act is set out below:

,,lg- ,4weal - (J) ,4ny person w.h4 doas nut receiye a decisiaa within the time

specified rn ib-section'(l) or- clause (a) of sub*ection (j) of section_7,.or is_ a*grieved

i1, o'ie"Nfon of the Cential Public Information fficer or the State Public Information

6fli""r, as the iase may be, 
^oy 

,ithin thirty days from the a'piry-of .such.period 
or

iii tn, receipt of such'a decisiin prefer an appegl to such fficer who is senior in rank
'to tle Ca*ai piU.ic tttfomatlon bpr- ", i* State Pttblic ltformatioa {fficv 'a *e
case may be, in each public authority:

Provided that such officer muy admit the appeal afier the exptry of the period of
thirty days dhe or sne X iit*qea that the appellant was prevented by suficient cause

ftomfiling the aPPeal in time-"

3j. A second appeal k also provided under sub-section (3) of section 19. section 19(3)

is also set out below:

"(3)Asecod,appeol.againsttte.decisionan&rsvbsectigtt{r)sholl.liewitbin
ninety df,ys from the date o, ihi"h the decision should hwe been made or was actually

r"niu"d,' irtl, tt " central Information commission or the state Information

Commission:

Proviileil 'tttdt t'he central Information commission or the stilte Infitrmation

Commission, as the case may be, mcy admit the appeal after the expiry of the period of
;r*r, o* if it is satisfied" that the appellant was prevented by suftcient cause from

Jiling the aPPeal in time."

35. The procedure ior'hearing lhe appeals have been framed in aercise of power under

"i" ir 7"i "ra 6 L7 sut-u"iUn lZi iT Sectnn 27 of ihe Act. They are called the cenffal

Inforrurtion Coimission (Appeil 
-Piocedure)-R-ules' 

2005' The procedure of deciding

the appeals is laid down in Rule 5 of the said Rules
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Therefore, the case is hereby closed and disposed of.

Order copies be isgued to all the parties.

Memo NoAPIC
Copy to:

2
parties.

3. Case file.

-sk4t2o;rlf lct I
I The FAA-cum-CCF, Govt. of A.p. O/o CCF, Deparhnent of Environment and Forest,Banderdew4 papum pare, District, Arunachal pradesh, pIN_79./l 

I I forinformation and necessary action please.
Programnrer APIC, Itanagar, to up{oad APrc W€bsitg& send mail to all the,n

Registrar /Dy. Registrar
Arunachal Pradesh Information Commission

Itanacar
DePu-filtegistrar

lrunachat piaocsn inlolmation Conmis3ion

['nagar

sd/_
(RinchenDot'ee)

State Chief lnformation Commissioner
Arunachal Pradesh Information Commission

Itanasar
Dcts4 Itaprorr the Q4 tuly)O24


