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TNFORMATION

ARUNACHAL PRADESH INFORMATION COMMISSION . (APICq
Shri Bamang Pacho, General SecY.

(All Arunachal Pradesh Contractor Welfare

Association Kurung Kumey District Unit),

Forest Park Near main Power House

House No. IMC 491-Ward No'10 Itanagar.

Vs
The PIO, o/o the Divisional Forest Offrcer (DFO)

Koloriang, Kurung Kumey District, Arunachal Pradesh

ORDER

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

Vide Case No. APIC- 96912023.

..APPELLANT

RESPONDENT.

ThisisanappealunderSectionlg(3)ofRTIAct'2005receivedlromShri
BamangPachofornon-fumishingofinformationbythePlo,o/otheDivisionalForest
OmcerlOfO) Koloriang, Kur,,ng Kumey District' Arunachal Pradesh as sought for

by him under section 6( 1) (Form-A) of RTI Act' 2005 vide his application

dt.12.06.2023.
Records reveal that Shri Bamang Pacho had requested for l2(twelve) point

information regarding (a) constuctio' i7Sff I units Labour Barrack at Patuk and

(b) creation ,i ,lrtitrriol flonlation at Pingtey under Sangram Forest Range dwing

ii. V"* 202i-23 under CA & NPV under CAMPA Fund from the PIO' o/o the

DivisionalForestofficer(DFo)Koloriang,KurungKumeyDistrict.
Having failed to obtain the sought for information from the PIO' the

applicant/appellant had approached the o/o1he CCF' Western Circle' Banderdewa' the

First Appellatt Authority (FAA) under section 19(l) of the RTI Act' 2005 vide his

Memo of Appeal dt.31 .0'1 '2023'

The records ut'o t**t that the First Appellate Authority (FAA)' the CCF

W/Circle, Banderdewa n"a 
""ff"J 

for the hearing of the Appeal on 30'08''2023 in his

offrce at Banderdewa but the PIO, DFO Kurung Kumey Forest Division 9i1:::y"d
thehearing.TheFAA,f'o*t"tt'heardtheappellantandvidehisorderdt'30'08'2023'
disposed of the appeal aitttii"g tf'" PIO to iurnish the sought for information to the

appellant holding rhat the i.i.ril"i", is not covered under section 8( I Xd) of the RTI

Act. But having failed Vtt tg'i" 
"U'ain 

the sought for information despite the order

of the FAA' m" appeilant?it"Jthis 2^d Appeal before the Commission under section

isiti"r,h. nrre viae his application dt 04'10 2023 , 1^.tA onA.ro 0l 2024 wt
The appeal i' rtt"'i'fi' t*o times on 4th oct' 2024 and30'01 '2024 wherern

boththePloandtheAppellantatlendedandpresentedtheirrespectivesubmissions.



Memo No. APIC-g6gl2O2lt I t I ) Dated ltanagar' the (' , Nov" 2024

copy to:- |

1 . The CCF, Westem Circle, Banderdewa' the First Appellate Authority (FAA)

for information.
2. The PIO' o/o the Divisional Forest Oflicer (DFO) Koloriang Kurung Kumey

District, A.P PIN: 791118 for information'

3. Shri Bamang Pacho, (GS, A'P Contractor Welfare Association Kurung

Kumey District Unit;, Forest Park main Power House, House NO.IMC 491-

o. l0 Itanagar mobile no. 940227 5313 PIN: 7911l1 for information'

e Computer Programmer/Computer Operator for uPloading on the Website

ofAPIC, Please'

5. Office coPY.

Registrar/ DePutY -Registrar
',1 P lO, trBeA4tc ru,r,s:,otr

AJunadlal [\"Oe:ri r'rr ''J' "'

-2-

During the course of hearing on 4s Oct, 2024, the PIO had informed that the

schemes on which the information has been sought by the Appellant were executed

before his posting to the Koloriang, Kurung Kumey District but he also submitted that

whatever information as sought for is available in the office will be furnished to the

appellant and accordingly, he had handed over to the appellant some of the documents

viz, the copy of common sanction order dt. 21.03.2023, copy of Estimate and the copy

of Geotagged Report (DPR). The appellant, however, submitted that the documents

which are not available should be mentioned specifically and an Affidavit to that

effect should be furnished by the PIO.

The Commission, after hearing both the parties and considering the

submissions, had directed the PIO to submit an aflidavit as demanded by the

Appellant on the next date ofhearing.
On the next date ofhearing on 30m Octobeq 2024 wherein both the parties were

present, the PIO handed over to the Appellant the Affrdavit swom in by him before the

Executive Magistrate, Koloriang declaring / affirming therein that most of the

information (numbering l0) as sought for by the appellant are not available/ could not

be traced out in his office.
In view of above, no further intervention of this Commission is required on this

appeal and therefore, the appeal is disposed of and c.losed'

GivenundermyhandandsealofthisCommissiononthislstNov.,2024.

sd/-
(SANGYAL TSERING BAPPU)

State Information Commissioner'
APIC, Itanagar.


