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BEFORE THE COURT OF SHRI RINCHEN DORJEE, STATE CHIEF INFORTIATION
COMMISSIONER

No.APIC-1035/2023 Dated, Itanagar the 23d JttlY,2O24
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) ARUNACHAL PRADESH INFORMATION COMMISSION

Under n 19(3 RTI Act.2005)

Appellant:

Vs

The PIo-cum-DDMo, Govt. of A.P., o/o the District Disaster Management,

Changlang, Changlang District, Arunachal Pradestr, PIN-792 120'

ORDER

l). This is an appeal under Section l9(3) ofRTI Act,2005 filed by shri Dongru Tani4 Near

Takar complex, Po/Ps Naharlagun, Papum Pare Distric! Arunachal Pradesh, for non-furnishing of

information by the PIO-cum-DDMO, Govt. of A.P., O/o the District Disaster Managemeng

Changlang, Changlang District, Arunachal Pradesh, as sought by the Appellant under section 6(1) of

RTI Ac! 2005 vide Form-A Dated 2910812023 regarding COVID-l9 Pandemic of Tirap Distict for

the period 2019-2023.

Shri Dongru Tani4 Near Takar Complen, Po/Ps Naharlagurl Papum Pare

District, Arunachal Pradesh, PIN-791 I 1 0, (M) 7005481022'

2). The re- scheduted l't hearing is held today on 2f JuV,2024.. The PIO-cum-DDMO'

Govt. oi A.P., O/o the District Disastei Management, Changlang, Changlang District, Arunachal

pradesh .pp.*.a before the Conmrission tlrou$ online vir*eo conferencing {Hybrid firode). Th€

information seeker, Shri Dogru Tania is absent. The PIO has submitted that the applicant has sought

information for the Tirap Diitrict, which is not under his purview. So, to colfirm the PIO has written

to the applicant for the clarification, but the applicant has not responded till date.

3). The Commission after perusing the records available and in observance of section 6(lxb )

and Section 7(9) of the RTI Act 2005 directs the Appellant to seek specific information' i.e. detail of

information for one specific work of one financial year in one applicatiorl so that the public authority

can firaish inforsatjon within prescribed time perjo4 without disproportionately diverting the

resources. The information sought for by the Appellant is vague and voluminous' Also, the

information sought is for COVID-I9 Pandemic of Tirap District for the period 2019-2023. The

Appellant is directed to confirm, whether he is seeking information for Changlang District or Tirap

District.

4). 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/DHEDU/A/2018/145972/02526 File no.: cIC/ DHEDU /A/ 2018 / 145972" '

Respondent:
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28.T1*questionwhichfallsforkcisfuin*iscaseislk'i$isdict##.'r{e'V'oftl*

Information Commksioneriff"trSZ;ir,r'I8 in.direains diclosure of information' In

tie impusned iudgment ;;;;;;;; 
'nl"n" 

tn"'i7in-court heid that t'he chief

Information commissionelr";';";;;'o his iurxdiction bv passing the impugned

'i:;;;;';;";-30th Mav' 2007 and t4th August' 2007'

The Division Bench also held that 
- 

under Section 18 of the Act the State

Information Commiss ioner'i'"*i 'ipo*"'"d 
p nys.,a tlirection to the State Information

'1flr;;:;;;; frr;in'ins h" inio'i"ii' *"snt for bv the comptairnnt'

29. If we look at Section 18 of the Act it appears that the powers under Section 18 have

beei categorized under "i'i"i-f'l i' 
(fl' of sectiof istii' u'a* clauses (a)^to (J) of

section 18(t) of the oo 'i?Z)'7'ii'iii''n" 
Comiis'o' or the State tnformation

commission, as the case ;;;;." **i;""iu" ond inq.uire into complaint of any person

who has been refitsed ';;;';";';:' 
informat.ion rio'nt"d unier this Act [section

18(l)(b)l orhas beengivei''*'^iii'' 'ixt"'ango'io*":!'#:::';::#,:::#: "'
i!::i',,'r:;::'l*il,ff oii,!iii':'::;"';:ff#Th; in"7i-"r'ti''n 18(t)(c) 

"e
are not concer*a.itn pr:'oii,i*iir*",i'i"i,i, tiltlgl * t8(t)(d) of the Act' Here we are

concernedwith tn" '"'ia'o:[ i'loulxio' "*' s*tion I8(l)@ of the Act'

lJnder Section l8(3) of the Act the Central 
' 
lnformation Commission or State

r*,mi,1onc.a--":::,i!,1ff55ii:i:;X;run,'ifi i{xfft"#'#:'
SLaion has the same Po*uro 

,7 iJ"-"'ilifilOl * ti. i"*r Seiion t8{4) which Ls a

of certain matters 'sqec$t

inn-obsnnre "to^"' 
*J'a'"'li't"i'iiin Coiimission or the State Information

commission, as the case ;; i", may examine ,rry i""rri * which the Act applies and

which is under the """:;;fi;;;[il''iin"ii 
*il*i 'i*'a' cannot be withhetd

from it on anY ground'

30. It has been contended before us W tle ryspon!1nt 
that under Section 18 ofthe Act

the central Informationt;;;';t;'";"!: !'i'lnformation 
commission has no power

to orovide access to 
'h"";;i;:;;;;;' 

which has o"* '"i"ttt"a for bv anv person but

which has been denied lJ';';;."';;r;; ontv-*a"r.*":t":iil" i""p^'ia ry the centrat

Information Commission of''i*-i*'" t'fo'^ot'ion do'itission' as 'fhe case may be'

under section t8 is an ';;;;';i;;:a 
piovided under section 20'

However,beforesuchorderispassedtheCommissionerustbesatisfiedthatthe
,orau"i oitnln W'*otion fficerwas not bonafide'

3l . We uphold the said contention ana f -io;fi1! 
arv error in the impugned iudgnent

oftheHighcourtwherJiy"iii^t""iheldthatthi6omm*'ionerwhileentertaininga
iomplaint 'na" 

s'"'!'ll'la"?i'i" "i Act has no iurisdiction to WS an order

iriiiii"sf* r,ccess to the information'

j2. In rhe facts of the case, the appellant afer having applied for information under

section 6 and then "'i;';;;';Z;;;;;.""-'1 
yy^rJ ,ii""i"'- 

ir' must'be deemed'that he has

been refised tn" n1o"trtion| The said situati" ii """'"a 
by Sectio" 

?{ !!" 
Act' The

remedv for such ' o;ffi"*;;" ii"-i""n !:4:;;h" infoimation is provided under

Section te of the Act'';:;;;;;;fr";i" rcfut &ii| ii i'i' tt cteir'section 1e(t)

of the Act is set out below:

,,te. Appeat. - (t) Anv pe.rson who' does li;::ii;;,y;;::i,:i';",:#:iffi
'r;::xl;t"!::;:;:'u#;;::;,T1li:ffi r;;;';;;:;-i;:puhticlnfima'li'n
6p"",.asthecase^,r'Q,',w-*iin1i.,:y-#iilliflfr :j7^:!;X\L:7;:!"X;

*nb:;r;r;$:;:!;,itr:;;:';#:;':"i{;;;i"iiriii"r"^a'ii'noniceras'lhe';;;;;;;;, in each pubtic authoritv: Contd"p"fl



In that view of the matter this court does nol find any ef. or in the impugned

judgment of the Diviion Bench. In the penultinate the Division Bench has
'diiAed tie Information Commissioner, Manipur to dispose of the complaints of the

respondent no.2 in accordance with law as expeditiously as possible'

44. This court, therefore, directs the appellants to file appeals under section 19 of the

Act in respect of two requests by them for obtaining information vide applications dated

9.2.2007 and |S.S.ZOOZ within-a periid offour weeps from today. If such an appeal is

liled following the statatory procedure b,t the apellan&, tle su'ne- should be
'.oni*r"a 

", **ix by the drpew "dt-w withod ar$*ttttg o, tlw period of
limitation.

8). In view of above and pre-pages, the commission for the benefit of the information seeker

decides to remand the case to trl, rea-roi appropriate adjudication by- giving equal opportunities- of

being seard in the interest 
"r 

prir.ipa or"aairal ;,sti"" ,ri p**iog order oo m^erit in speaking order'

if,"Iit.rry is on the appticaritto fite a fiesh application uttd". *""iiot 19(3) of the RTI Act' 2005' if
he is not satisfied with the decision of the FAA'

N.B: - PIO and Appellant can avail online mode of hearing by downloading 'webex App"

from Google Play store. May contact Shri Himanshu Verma, IT Consultant-cum-Computer

PTogrammer at Mob- E319014957 for finther teclmical assistance at one day prior offre hearing'
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Therefore, the case is hereby closed and disposed of'

Order copies be issued to all the parties'
sd/-

Memo No.APIC-f0352023

(Rinchen Dorjee)
State Chief Information Commissioner

Arunachal Pradesh Information Commission
Itanagar

Dated, rtanagar the / (Jfia0Zl

Th ty Commissioner, Govt. of A.P, Changlane; Changlang District, Arunachal Pradesh,

Its,1
Copy to:

I
-792120, for information and necessary action please'

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

parties.
3. Case file.

Registrar/ DY. Registrar

Arunachal Pradesh Information Commission

oef&fffitrar
Arunachal Pradlghlnfomation Commission
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