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ARTJNACIIAL PRADESH INFORMATION COMMISSION
ITANAGAR-

An Appeal Case U/S 19(3) of RTI Act, 2005

Case No. APIC-27 9 12025.
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APPELLANT

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

Mahadevpur, Namsai District (A.P)

ORDER/S UMMON

ThisisanappealunderSectionlg(3)ofRTIAct'2005receivedfromShri
Ratan chetia for non-fumishing of 7(seven)point information on 5(five) different

lrol""tslrct "mes 
under the Bfr-cum-EAC, Lekang Circle by the PIO' o/o the BDO-

ior.,-f,AC Lekang Circle, Mahadevpur, Namsai District as sought for by him under

,""tion Otfl 6oni-ay ofRTI .aftL 2005 videtis application dated.21.l%2024. .

This appeal was heard or 23.07'2025 wherein both the appellant S!! Ratan

ChetiaandttrePIO,Dr.TojumEte,EAC-cum-BOD,LekangappearedthroughVC'

ThisCommissionuponhearingthepartiesandnoticingthefactthatthePlo
failed to provide th" r"quested documents *ithio ttt" time limit specified in sub-section

1 of seciion 7 of the Rn e"t (which is 30 days from the date of receipt of RII

application),didnotacceptthesubmission-ofthePlOforpaymentofthecostof
a*u*"nt" ty the appellani and as such held that the PIO.has to provide the documents

free of cost in tr.ms of sub-section 6 0f section 7 0f the RTI Act. The PIO was, thus'

directedtoprovidetherequesteddocumentswhichwereready,assubmittedbyhim
Au.ing ,t " 

tourre of nea.ing, within I (one) week from the date of receipt of this

Commission's order'

Aletterdatedl"tAugus!2025hasnowb.eelreceivedfromtheappellan!Shri
Ratan Chetia intimating ihat-he has'received the infoniration from the PIO on

3o.o1.2o25butthedocumentsfumishedbythePloarefoundincompleteasunder:

entl
irDetails ikdetai

No.efddress/power
IncomePANe,

ertificale(usually
Allidavit/Declaratio

ed.m onon tCSclarleneb fieet ssuedsh toIotze CGfS
S l.ASens snE tehsM/ perLoto rpten madefo paym

eIfi ITNtltf eI oSdA ano Ff orlne Ic ausubsoN 2 ( ))(b
istrationRegdan attgmeynameSowner
alen,RTGS certilicand egistratioLicensTrade

acsears ftomJa olvenqt)vutnsrettax
n elc.CA,noveruf byt certifrcalebank,

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

(i)

: Shri Ratan Chetia, Sitpani Moran, Namsai'

nol



(ii) a DetaiIs of payment made to
Enterpnse and M/s oGM i
(b) S b- la ( ) &u c USe I d
detai ls of firms I ike of
Attornqt, Registration No., Trade License, PAN and GST
Registralion cerlilicate (except BN Enterprise), Income
tax retums (us ually 2-3 years), solvenqt certijicate froma banlr, Turnover certifica:te certified by CA,

ralio deda n etc not
(iii) Sl. No. 3 sub-

clause (iii)
NIT or advertisement not provided.

In the premises as above, the PIO is directed to furnish those documents that
have been requested originally trr the RTI application dr.27.12.2024 excluding those

which were not part of the request and those specifically exempted under section 8 (l)
of the RTIAct.

. The PIO shall comply with thC dbove 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 week from the date of receipt of the documents from the PIO.

Given under my hand and seal of this Commission on this 86 Augu st 2025 .

sd/-
(s. TSERTNG BAPPTD

State Information Commissioner,
APIC, Itanagar.
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The appellant has, therefore, pleaded for hearing the appeal again.

This Commission holds that it is the requirement of law that the requested
information are firmished to the appellant in complete and satisfactory fonn 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 fumish the requested information/documents
as sor.,ght for by the appellant.

*aaa
However, while adverting to the complaint of the appellant and the details of

information in the table above vis-d-vis his RII 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 of judicial pronouncements by the hon'ble High Courts and the Apex
Cour! can not be disclosed as being protected /exempted under clause O of section
8(l) of the RII Act. Such information are PAN Card, lncome Tax Retums etc.

This Commission, in the premises above, holds that except for (a)the details of
payment made to the Firms mentioned in the RTI application (b)the names and
addresses of beneficiaries (c) the quantity ofCGI sheets procured and issued and other
disclosable documents, the PIO is not bound to fumish the documents now mentioned
in his complaint letter as these were not part of his request / queries in his RTI
application e.g the Power of Attomey, Solvency Certificates, the turn over certificate
llom CA, theAffidavit etc.

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

Skyline Industries,
Tea ASCompany pcr

ofrespectively
narneowner's and
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Memo No. APIC-27912025
(-nr( e A 2025

Copy to:
l. The Project Director, District Rural Development Agency, Govt. of A.P, Namsai,

the First Appellate Authority (FAA) for information and ensuring compliance by
the PIO.

2. The Director (RD), Govt. ofArunachal Pradesh, Itanagar for information.
3. The PIO, o/o the BDO-cum-EAC Lekang Circle, Mahadevpur, Namsai District

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

79 105 Mobile No. 70639654i6 for information.
e Computer Programmer/Computer Operator for uploading on the Website of

APIC, please.

Office copy.

S/Copy.
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