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TANAGAR.

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

Case No. APIC- 36 (R) 12024(3612024)

(Summon to aPPear in Person)
Or.5 R.3 of CPC

Shri Teti Naga, Vice President (Pro) ALSU' c/o

LL. Consultancy RTI & Legal Matters, Niya Namchung

Lower Dobam Karsingsa' PO/PS Bandardewa, Papum Pare

District, (A.P)
Vs

The PIO, o/o the Divisional Forest Officer Likabali'

Lower Siang District, (A.P)
ORDER

: APPELLANT

ThisisanappealunderSectionlg(3)ofRTIAct,2005receivedfromAdv.TeliNagafor
non_furnishing or inro.rnutionly theplo, o/o the Divisional Forest offrcer Likabali' Lower Siang

District (A.P) as ,ougf,t t- iV him under section 6(l) (Form-A) of RTI Act' 2005 vide his

application dated 16.11.2023' st all affected
(a) Particulars of information: Disbursement of compensation amount agaln

beneficiaries for jungle clearance/ground cover and Extraction

of timber under submergence areas of SLHEP'

(b) Details of information required:

l. certihed 
"opy 

of d";il[Ilramount of phase wise sanctioned orders received from DFO

Banderdewa through SLHEPA{HPC from 2019 to till date;

2.CertifiedtruecopyofDPRguidelinesforjungleclearance/extractionoftimberforvarious
activities along with photographs during execution of works;

3. Segregate total nam;s of alf"ctea beneficiaries along with total Ha submergence area;

4. Certified true copy oi*tin.u,ion letter from DC, Llwer Siang for claim and objection and

details NOC ofvarious land affected persons;

5. Name of rhe land;;;;;"rrrns and furnish detail segregate of various works like'

sanctioning and stacking, jam cutting' making of dragging and stacking the jungles depot

during the clearance of works at submergence areas;

6. whether the work *", n"","a tender piocess? If yes, fumish advertisement copy of local

U::XTJ"l"];llJ;"0" of payment for au b.eneficiaries, tumish certiried rrue copv or

;#o;i;.""t / bill voucher / SMB books i challan etc;

Thedetailsarea(Ha)andtotalassessmentbill.u,,oun.ofeachlandaffectedbeneficiaries;
ii. a"f (Ha) of private / community land;

.The total (Ha) of reserved forest' if payment was made to the department of Forest CCF

;;;;;;, n -ih o"tuilt of challan or anv other mode of pavment;

.The payment details / a-nclii Bttt *iif' at-rty signed by each beneficiaries with revenue

stamp, as per bills t"*;;;-;repared uy tt'" *-paent authority along with their

counter slgn;

tNaa.

: RESPONDEN



(c) Period for information: 2019 to till date'

-rni.upp"ut*u..u.li.if,l"du,'d..gisteredinthisCommissiononl8.01.2024,andheardon

13.11'2024.Duringthecourseofhearingon13.ll.2024,whereintheappellantAdvocate,Shri
TeliNagaandtheAdvocateshriLizarBui,thecounselforthePlowerepresent,this
commission handed over to the Ld. counsel for the PIO the copy of the RTI application dated

16.11.2023 submitted by the appellant'

SincetheappealwasfoundnotadjudicatedbytheF.A.A,theC.C.F(CentralCircle)'
pasighat, this commission vide order dated 18.11.2024 remanded the appeal to the F'A'A' for

adjudicationasrequiredundersectionlg(l)oftheRTlAct,2005withinfourweeksfromthe
date of receipt of the order of this Commission dated l3'll'2024'

TheappellanthasnowfiledthisappealbeforethisCommissiononthegroundthatthe
PIO, o/o the DFO, Likabali did not furnish the documents despite the filing of appeal before the

F.A.A under section 19( 1) of the RTI Act 2005 '

Thisappealwas,accordingly,listedandheardon22.0l.2025whereintheappellant,
AdvocateShriTeliNagaandAdv-ocate,shriLizarBui,theLd.CounselforthePlo,o/otheDFo
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12. Details plot wise sketch maps, Geo tag reports and photograph ofeach beneficiaries;

13.Details assessment reports and total bill amount ofproject affected individual beneficiaries;

14. All related documents ifavailable pertaining in this project;

15. All documents must be certified true copies and annexure'

were present.

(PRingu) IFS

Chief Conserttator of Forest

C entr al Circle, P as ighat-cum-

First APPellate AuthoritY' "

RecordsrevealthatincompliancewiththeorderofthisCommissiondatedl8-11-2024,the
F.A.A, c.c. F(central cir"r"l, 

'pasighat 
conducted the hearing on 18.12.2024 wherein both the

plo and the appellant sttri ieI NugI *"." present. This commission, however, observed from

the order dated 2g.12.202 p"rr"o iv the F.A.A that the hearing was not conducted on the merit

of the case as to whether ,t'" inro..u,lon sought for by the appellant are disclosable or hit by any

oftheexemptionprovisionsundertherelevantsectionoftheRTlAct,butthehearingwasonthe
questionofauthenticityofthesubmissionandreceiptoftheRTlapplicationfiledbytheapplicant
intheo/oofthePlo,DFo,Likabliasthereweresomediscrepanciesinregardtosignatureon
the acknowledgement .t'""t' ft" f'e'e had' thus' disposed of the First Appeal with the

following direction :

,, l. The pIO may take necessary steps to check the signature of the ffice staff of his and

verifY accordinglY'

2.HeisadvisedincaseifanystaffhasreceivedthontheSamenecessarylDshouldhave
been put on the iil a;pliiatioi and put up to DFo for further necessary action'

3.lncaseabsenceofthesignatureofanystaffintheffice'thePIO-cum-DFOLikabaliis
a liberty to intimate any legal procedure informinl the undersigned with a copy to the

Registrar, non'tt' 's'u7'cial Pradesh Stot" tn\o'iotton Commission' Itannagar within

l5days

The case stands disPosed off'
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During the course of hearing on22.01.2025 the Ld. counsel for the PIO produced a copy of
letter dated 20.01.2024 from the PIO-cum-DFO, t.ikabali, addressed to the F.A.A,C' C. F( Central

Circle), pasighat (A.P) (with a copy endorsed to this Commission) intimating that the signature

in the acknowledgement sheet submitted by the appellant does not tally with the signature of any

of the staff of his office. In this regard he had also enclosed in his letter the specimen signature

of the staff of the PIO's office.

The Commission perused the sigaature on the copy of the acknowledgement which, on

comparison with the signature of the staff, o/o of the DFO, does not, infact, match with any of

the siaff. When pointed out the said discrepancy to the appellant, he submitted that since his RTI

application was submitted to the o/o the PIO through a messenger and not by himself, he

believed bonafide that the receipt of his RII application was actually acknowledged by the staff

of the plO. He further submitted that the F.A.A, instead of passing a vague and camouflaged

order, thereby indirectly shielding the PIO, ought to have passed an appropriate order either

rejecting or allowing the disclosure of the information to him which is the core issue in the

appeal before him, more so, when the copy of his RII application dated 1611112023, handed over

to the PIO's Counsel during the hearing in the commission on 13.11'2024, was placed before him

on the date of hearing.

The learned counsel fbr the PIO, on the other hand, submitted that the information sought for

by the appellant could have been fumished to him, had the appellant sought the information in

accordance with the prescribed procedure. The Ld. counsel for the PIo, thus, submitted that the

plo, o/o of DFo, Likabali has no issue / problem in fumishing the sought for information to the

appellant provided the appellant deposits the cost of the documents to the PIO as per the

prescribed rate under the Rif A"r. This Commission also holds that the Appellant, being a lawyer

himself, ought to have been careful and mindful of the prescribed procedure for obtaining the

information from a public authority. This commission, therefore, cautions the appella'nt to be

careful in future so as not to constrain the Appellate Authorities issue any adverse order'

This Commission, however, considering the cherished right of the appellant under the RfI

Act to obtain information which is the fundamental issue involved in this appeal' is not inclined

to further delve into the asfect of the discrepancies in the authenticity of the submission and

receipt of the RTI application in the o/o of the PIO but is of the considered view that the intent

andthepurposeoftheRl.IActwouldbeservedifthePloisdirectedtofumishtheinformation,
whicheverisdisclosableunderthelawtotheappellant.Accordingly,'acopyoftheRTl
applicationdated16-11-2023filedbytheappellantisherebyagainhandedovertotheleamed
counsel for PIO who has duly acknowledged the receipt on behalf ofthe PIO'

ThePloshallcomplywiththeabovedirectionwithinaperiodofonemonthfromthedateof
receiptofthisorderandttreappeltantisalsodirectedtocollecttheinformationfromthePloby
O"p"ti,irg the cost of the documents as may be required by the PIO'

Given under my hand and seal of this Commission on this 22nd lanrtary'2025'

sd/-
(SANGYAL TSERING BAPPU)

State Information Commissionen
APIC, Itanagar'
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please.

5. Office coPY.

6. S/Copy.

JDa Ita

APIC. Itanaqar
iegisttar

e,un aoar Praoesfi$lo#]t'on

r/ DeputY Registrar

Commts"'

Copy to:
1.TheF.A.A,theC.C.F(CentralCircle),PasighatEastSiangDistrict,Govt.ofAP,for

information and for ensuring compliance by the PIO'

2. The PIO, o/o the Divisional Forest officer Likabali, Lower siang District' (A'P) for

information and comPliance'

3.ShriShriTeliNaga,.VicePresident(Pro)ALSU,c/oLL.ConsultancyRTI&LegalMatters,
NiyaNamchungLowerDobamKarsingsa,Po/PSBandardewa,PapumPareDistrict.(A'P)
PIN: 791123 Mobile No' 6909447020 for Information'

,_*ai;; computer prog ammer/computer operator for uploading on the website of APIC'


