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ARUNACHAL PRADESII INFORMATION COIVTMISSION
ITANAGAR

BEFORE THE FULL BENCH COURT OF STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONERS

No.APIC-978/2023 Dated Itanagar the 256 luly,2024

A IUnder Section 19(3) RTI Act.2005

AppeIIant: shri Tania June and Shri Tamrin Bapll E-Sector, Naharlagun, Po/Ps

Naharlagun, Arunachal Pradesh, PIN-791 I 1 0, (M) 8 1 3 1 84823/ 8 1 3 1 848230'

Vs

Respondent: The plo-cum-DFO, Govt. of A.P., O/o Divisional Forest officer, Bomdila, west

Karnang, District Arunachal Pradesh, PIN-790001'

ORD ER

l). This is an appeal under section l9(3) ofRTI Act,2005 filed by Tania June, & Shri Tamrin

Bapu, E-Sector, Naharlagun, Po/Ps Naharlagun, Arunachal Pradesh, for non-fumishing of information

by the pIO-cum-DFO, Govt. of A.P., O/o Divisionat f-orest Of,Rcer, B"omdita Wes;t faneng, District

Arunachal Pradesh as sought by the Appellant under section 6(1) of RTI Act, 2005 vide Form-A

Dated 2710612023 regarding expenditure and implementation of Anchal Reserve Forests (ARF)

schemes of entire West Kameng Area.

2). The Commission on 1" hearing held on 2d May, 2024(Thursday) at l400hrs. In perusal of

the recoids available as submitted by thJAppellant and in observance ofsection 6(1) (b) and Section-

itsl or the RTI Act 2005 had directed dhe Appellant to seek specific information, i.e' detail of

iniormation for one specific work of one financial year in one application, so that the public authority

can furnish informaiion within prescribed time period, without disproportionately diveding the
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3). In this context, it is relevant to mention observation of the Central Information Commission

in the case of ,,Ashok Kumar vs Department of Higher Education on 3 January, 2020

1IC/DHEDII/,4/201 8/1 45972/02526 File m. : cIC/ DHEDU /A/ 201 I / I 45972 " -

,From a perusal of rhe relevant case records, it is noted that the information

sought by the appellant leiates to all the IITs and Sec 6(3) transfer by the CPIO' MHRD

to all the IITs'was not practicably possible. Moreover, it is Wrtinent to mention here

that the soa*t for *tfomat*on X volaninoas 'olrd'dirediot fot disclo*re woald

dispropo*ioiateiy diu"rt the resources of the public authorities. It is relevsnt to mention

beiow- the Apex 6ourt observations relating to impmctical demands of the appellans in-

the case oiC\SO vs Aditya Bandopadhyay & Ors on 9 Ayqust' 20ll' Civil Appeal

No.6454 oJ ZOI t JlrXi"g File no': CIC/DHEDU/A/2018/145972 -

"j Indiscriminate and impractical demands or directions under

RTI Act for disclosure of all and sundry information (unrelated to tlansparency 
^

ind aciountability in {he functioning of public authorities and eradication of
corruption) -ouli be counter-productive as it will adversely afect the "fr"i:r?
oj tni oaingtration ancl result in the executtve getting bogged clown with the

iton-productive work of collecting and furnishing informdion. The Act should not
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[Jnder Section l8(3) of the Act the Central Information Commission or State

Information Commission, as the case may be, while inquiring into any matter in this
Section has the same powers as are vested in a civil court while trying a suit in respect
of certain matters specified in Section l8(3)(a) to (fl. Under Section I8(4) which is a
non-obstante clause, the Central Information Commission or the State Information
ComruLs.tian, as .the case.rnay be, may examine arE record.to which the Act applies and
which is under the control of the public 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 acca\r to the iuformation which -has been requested far by ary person bN
which has been denied to him. The only order which can be passed by the Central
Information Commission or the State Information Commission, as the case may be,

under Section 18 is an order of penalty provided under Seetion 20.

I:Iawever, "Wre sach'ordcr is pmsed'the Contmissioner fimst be sztiifted that the
conduct of the Information Oficer wos not bona /ide.

31. l{e uphold the sai.d contention and do not find any effor in the impu$ned iudgment
of the Hish court whereby it has been held that the Commissioner while entertaining a
coxtplafut ander Section 18 of the said Act .has rut iarisdiction ro .pa":.'s an order
providing for access to the information.

32. In the facts of the case, the appellant afier having applied for infotmation under

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

been refu.ged the informatio.n ?he said situation ir covered by Seaian 7 of the.Act .The

remedy .for such a person who has been refixed the information is provided under
Section 19 ofthe Act. A reading ofSection 19(1) ofthe Aa mokes it clear. Section 19(1)

of the Act is set out below:

"J 9.. Ap4tea). - (J ) .Any person wha, daes not receive a decisian within th.e time
speci/ied in sub-section (l) or clause (a) of sub-section (3) of section 7, or is aggrieved
by a decision of the Central Public Information Officer or the State Public Information
Ofiicer, as the case may be, may within thirty days from lhe expiry of such period or

from the receipt of such a decision prefer an appeal to such fficer who is senior in rank
'to'ttrc Cerrtrnl Ptblic 'Irforfiatiot, Wxcer or'the Stae .Pttblic lttformation fficer m the

case may be, in each public authority:

Provided that such officer may admit the oppeal afier the acptry of the period of
thirty days if he or she is satisfied that the appellant was prevented by sfficient cause

fram fikng the appeal .in time. "

33. A second appeal is also provided under sub-section (j) of Section 19. Section l9(3)
is also set out below:

"(3) A second qppeal qgainst the decision under sub-section (l) shall lie within
ninety days from the date on which the decision should have been made or was actually
received, with the Central Information Commission or the State Information
Commission:

Provided .that the Central Information Commission or .the State Informalion
Commission, as the case mcy be, nsy admit the appeal a/ier the expiry of the period of
ninety days d it is satisfied that the appellant was prevented by sufficient cause from
/ilrng the appeal in time."

35. The procedure for heoring the appeals have been framed in acercise oJ power under
clauses (e) and (fl of sub-section (2) of Section 27 ofthe Act. Tlrey are called the Central
Information Commission (Appeal Procedure) Rules, 2005. The procedure of deciding
the appeak is laid down in Rule 5 of the said Rules.
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Thereforg the case is hereby closed and disposed of.

Order copies be i$ued to all the parties.

Memo No.API C-gISl2O2i I
Copy to: I

1. The FAA-cum-PCCF

t8?

sd/-
(RinchenDorjee)

Sta*e Chief Inforrnatirm Cornmissioner
Arunachal Pradesh Information Commission

Itanaear
Dated, Itanagarthe 2 (, July,2024

Registrar /Dy. Regiskar
Arunachal Pradesh Information Commission

- Jtana^car.
UepTffl|tlErStril,

Ar.oachar Pr3o.gh lnromadon Cdnmhslon
lranaga,

Govt. of A.P. O/o PCCF Ziro Point, Itmragar, Papum pare Dislrict,
Pradesh, PIN-791 1l I for information and necessary action please.

Computer Programmer, APIC, Itanagar, to upload in APIC Website&. send mail to all the
parties.

3. Case file.


