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Case UiS 19(3) of RTI Act' 2fi)5
Case No. APIC- 68412023.

Shri Chottimoy Chakrna"Vi I l. Bodh isatta-tr, Deban,
P/o Miao, Dist.Changlang (A.P).

Vs
The PlO, o/o the Addrtional Deputy Commisstoner,
Miao. Distnct Changlang (A P),

PIN.792122
ORDER

APPI]I,I,ANI"

RESPONDENT.

This is an appeal under Section t9(3) ofRTI Act, 2005 filed by Shn Chottimoy

Chakma before this Commissron for denial of information by the PIO' o/o the

Additional Deputy Commissioner, Miao Sub-Divisiorl Drstrict Changlang A.P as

sou for the A llant under rm-A ofRTI Act,2005
Dale of filling oIRTI application

PIO's response

Date olfiling of First Appeal

First Appel late Authonty's response

Date of diarized receipt of Second Appeal by the Commissron

Date (s) of Heanng rn the Commtsston

Date of order/decisron (Remand) by State Informalion Crmmtssron

Date ofreceipt ol I "' appeal foi 2n time by the FAA on remand

Date of hearing fixed by the First Appetlate Authority on remand

oate of-ce,p-of in fipeal by Commissron us -qll ror jdtime

This Commission, vide order d1.05.08.2024, had remanded thrs case to the First

Appellate Authority, the D.C, Changlang for adludication under section 19(l) of the

nfi AcL 2005 with liberty to the 4pellant to prefer his Second appeal before this

Commission if he is dissatisfied or aggrieved by the decision of the First Appellate

Authority.

Facts of the case:
The brief facts emerging fiom the records are that the appellant" Shri Chouimoy

chakma, Village: Bodhisatla-Il Deban, Po & PS lvhao, District cltanglang Arunachal

Pradesh, vide his applicarion dt09.12.2022 filed before the PIo, o/o the Addl. Deputy

Commissioner, Miao Distrrct changlang had requested for the following informatton.

"Please prcvide me thelolbwing information:
1. When did said petiiion antl the rcminder rcceived in the ofice of the Addit ionol

Deputy Commiisioner Miao Suh-Division, Disr. Changlong, Arunachal l'radesh2

What werc its dairy numberl

09.t22022
02 02.2023

06 03 2023

26 07 2021

02 082024
05.08.2024

16 08 2024

10 09 2024

27 0-O2s
16 06.2025Date of order/decision by this Commission for the 2 trme

sectron I

29 03 2023
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2. Wen did said petition and rcmiruler placed in files beforc the Additional Deputy

Commissione\ Miao Sub-Ditision, l)ist. Clanglang, Anrnachal Pradesh for
carcful consideration of appropriate aclion rcganling pmyer rcquesled in the said
petition and the rcminder?

3. Supply clear photocopy oJ rccord of file mtting, comment and note giten in the
prucess of emmining the said petition and the rcminder for appxtpriate oction.

4. Werc the said pelition and rcminder rclerrcd or transferrcd to the oficers of any
olher depaflment, ofrcers of other bmnch, public a lhorities for apprupriate
action? If Yes, npply clear photocopy of the opinionlrcsponse/tcomment ,eceiwd
fnm any fficers of any other depafiment, oficers of other branch, for dppnpriate
aclion.

5. Supply clear photocopy of lond settlement onler:'rccord mainained in the old.files
of village Bodhisatto-ll, Deban;Kathsn, under Miao Sub-Ditision, Dist. Changlang
(then Tirap), Arunachal Pradesh (erstwhile North Fastem Fmntier Agency),

6. Supply clear photocopy of rcconls of rcfugee ldentity Cads of the (lholono people,
rcconled in the lears of 1971994, maintained in the old .files of wllage namely
Bodhisata-Il, DebaniKathan, uruler Miao Sab-Division, Dist. Ohanglong (then
Tirop), Antnachal Pmdesh (erstwhile North Fastem I. runtier A4ency).

441 rt {

7. Supply clear photocopy of Chim rccordsilnnd rccods o/ all the chabna families,
rccorled in the year of 1961-1996, maintained in the old f les of village namely
Bodhisatta-Il, DebaniKathan, under Miao Sub-Diision, Dist. Changlang (then
Tirap), Arunachol Pmfush (ersnohile North Ftstem lltntier AS*ry).

8. lllhether.any type of rcconls maintoined in old files atuilable in lnur ofice in the
name of village Bodhisatta-Il, Deban/Kalhan, under Miao Sub-Dision, Dist.
Chonglang (then Timp), Arunachal Pradesh (erstwhile Nonh lhstem l. rontier
Agency)? If yes, sapply its clear photocopl,.

9. Supply clear photocopy of rccords of vrllage wise population with t'tllage (:ode by
circles in Chonglong Distnct, as mentioned in the letter (photocopy enclosed) No.
CDC-1i2001i20380-113, doted, 12,,01i2006, which wds sent to the Addl. Deputy
Commissione4 Miao Dist. Changlong, by the L/C District Statistical Ofice4 Dist.
C hang lang, A ntru cha I P rod es h.

10. Kindly pntvide rcquested abow inlormation with seal and sigrature of lhe Public
Information Oficer dtlly stemped on erery page under lhe Nght to Information
Act, 2005. "

In response to the appellant's application dt 09 12 2022, the plO, o/o
the ADC, Miao, vide letter dt. 02.02.2023 had furnished the following replies:

, "The information askedJbr is enclosed for.reference
Or

I'he following part information is being enclosed.
i) l-or Sl. No. I above.
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T'he letter no. Nil doted I 1t02i2022 srbmitted hy 47 petitioners of Bodhisattall
village, Deban, ander Miao, Distr. Changlang was received on 16102i2022 r,ide

foNo.2756 doted 16102'2022 and the reminder lener No. Nil dated 07/03.12022 ttat
receh.vd R, No. 2789 dated 09i0312022-

ii) For Sl. lio. 2 abow,
The letter No. Nil 11.t02/2022 uas phce to the Addl. Deputy Commissioner,

Miao on l6i0 t.,'2022 and the reminder letter No. Nil dated 7'h March 2022. Was placed
to the Addl. DeJruty Oommissioner, Miao on 09.03i2022.

iii) Fbr Sl. No. 3 above,
The letter No. Nil 11,'02,2022 and rhe reniruler lener No. Nil tloled 7h March

2022 were ploced in the dak file and no anyfile noting, comn enl and note atailahle.
( photocopy of the font page horing signoture o/ AIY Mno is anached hercwith).

iv) lbr Sl. No. 4 above,
Since the lelter was pamllelly addressed lo the Depaty (lommissioner, Dist.

Changlang, the petilion was kzpt pending a'waiting order/ditvction fntn lhe DePdty
Commissioner, Changlong who is lhe higher authority. The Soid petition and reninder
v)ere nol refeted or tmnsfened to the fficers of any olher deporln enl, oficers of
orter bmnch and public authorilies.

v)lbr Sl. No. 5 above,
The land settlemenl otderlrecord of Vill-Bodhisattall, DebaniKathon ander

Miao Sub-Division is nol auilable as per ofice records.

vi) For Sl. No.6 above,
Records of refugee ldentity Cotds of Chalona people in the year of 1979-1994

of tillage BodhisatnJl ond l)ebanlKathan is nol awilable as per ofice rccords since
the rcamk penoins lo a period of more lhan 25 )Ears.

vii) For Sl. No. 7 abore,
Chita records./lond reconls of all the Chalono families, recorded in the year of

1964-1996 of village Bodhisaru-ll, Deban'Kathan is not available as per ofice
recotds.

vii) For Sl. No. 8 above,
No any old rucords of village Bodhisatto, Debaru'Ka an is atwilable as per

ffice recotds.

it)l,^or Sl. No. 9 above,
The inJormation aslced for perains to recotds of aboul 17 )ears o8o, which arc

nol tmceable or awilable in the ofice recotds."

Not satisfied with the response from the office of the ADC, Miao, the appellant
filed I " appeal before the Deputy Commissioner, Changlang under section I9(l ) of the
RTI Act, 2005 vide his appeal memo dr.06 03.2023 .

The record available further disclosed that the PIO' o/o the Dy.Commissioner,

Changlang vide letter dt.29.03.2023 requested the ADC, Miao to provide the requisite

rnformation to the o/o the D.C to enable it to dispose the case.
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As requested, the o/o the ADC, Miao vide letter dt. 03.05.2023, forwarded to
the PIO, o/o the D.C, Changlang the copy of information which was already
furnished to the appellant vide aforesaid letter dt.02.o2 -2023. The said letter dt.
03.05.2023 of the ADC, Miao also contains the same replies mentioning reasons
separately for not providing the information as sought for by the appellant. The PIO
o/o the D.C, Changlang vide letter dt. 09.06.2023 then forwarded the copy of the
aforesaid letter to the appellant.

The reasons cited for non-drsclosure of the information, as found added in the
letter dt.03.05.2024, are reproduced hereunder:

" Retsons for nol orovidins ofdocumenlary informarton as soughl

l) For Sl. No. l.
The inlormation of receipt of the petilion and rcminder is provide<l

2) l;or Sl. No. 2

T'he petiion and the reminder letter vere placed directly in the dakfile of the

A&ll. Deputy Comntissioner, Miao and the infortnation is pntt'ided.

3)lbr Sl. No. 3
The petition and the rcminder leiters were placed dirsctly in the dakfile oflhe

Addl. Deputy Commissioner, Miao arul no any file notrng, (nmment and note giyen in
the prccess of emmining the said pelilion and reminder for appmpriate action is
aruilahle as because the letters u'ere pamllelly addressed lo the Deputy
(lommissioner, (lhanglang also who is the higher authority and.further directions,'
lrder was awaited frum him.

3) For Sl. No. I
The aforementioned petjlion and remiruler were not refened or tmnsferred lo

the oficers of any other department, fficers of other brunch, public outhorities for
apprcpriate acrion as because the letters were parallelly addrcssed to the Deryty
Conmissioner, Changlang also who is the higher aathority and fu nher directions.i
onlers were owailed.fum hin.

5) I.br Sl. No. 5
The information sought are not awilable and it per0ins to a period of more

than 50 years before.

6) For Sl. No. 6
The information sought are not available ond it pertains to a period of more

than 25 years before.

7) For Sl. No. 7
The informotion soughl are not available and it pertains to a period of more

thon 25 yars before.

8) i-or Sl. No. 8
The information sought are not available and it perains to a period of mo,e

rhan 10 years bejbre.
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9) For Sl. No.9
The information sought are not available and it pertains to a period of more

than 17 years before. "

The Appellant not satisfied with the response of the First Appellate Authority
(FAA), the D.C, Changlang, filed 2idappeal before the Commission vide his memo of
appeal dt.26.07.2023 under section 19(3) ofthe RTI Act on the ground that the plO
and FAA did not provide satisfactory and complete information as requested by him.

This Commission, upon consideration of the above facts and also of the fact
that the D.C, Changlang, who is the First Appellate Authority (FAA) as per the Gort.
of Arunachal Pradesh Memo. No.AR-11712015 dt.17.09.2015, did not consider the
appeal as required under section l9(1) of the RTI Act, remanded this appeal vide
order dt.05.08.24 to the D.C, Changlang for proper adjudication and passing an
appropriate speaking order thereon within one month from the date of receipt of order
dl05.08.2024 with liberty to the appellant ro prefer second appeal, if dissatisfied or
aggrieved by the decision of the First Appellate Authoriy.

This Commission,, on 27.05.2025, rcceived a complaint lettet dt.20.05.2025
Ilom the appellant, Shri Chottimoy Chakma under section 18 of the RTI Act, after

" 9(nine) months frdm the date of 2d ap'peal submitted by tlie appellant to the FAA on
16.08.2024 complaining that he did not receive any order fiom the FAA, the D.C,
Changlang even after passing of 7 months of the remand order dt-05.08.2024. At the
same time, the appellant has admitted that he could not attend the hearing on
10.09.2024 lxed by the FAA vide summon notice dt.03.09.2024, a copy whereof has
been attached with his complaint letter.

This Commission notices that while filing complaint under section 18 of the
RTI Ac! the appellant has also prayed for the information as sought for by him in
Sl.No.5 to 9 of his RTI applicarion.

In adverting to the complaint of appellant under section 18, this Commission
notices that the D.C, Changlang, the FAA, in compliance with the order of this
Commission d1.05.08.2024 had made an attempt to conduct the hearing on 10.09.2024
by issuing sunmon notice d1.03.09.2024 bfi he could not hold the hearing due to non-
appearance of the appellant as admitted by the appellant himself. However, it is not
known if any order has been passed by the FAA as indicated in the summon order
dt.03.09.2024. In any case, since the appellant himself did not appear in the hearing,
the FAA can not be faulted for non-compliance of the order of this Commission and
hence, this Commission holds that no case has been made out against the FAA or the
PIO under section 18 ofthe RTI Act.

As to the appellant's prayer for direction to the PIO to fumish the remaining
information"against Sl.No.5 to 9, it is pertinent to"note that in numbe? of judicial
prononncements, including by the Apex Court in CIC Vs. State of Manipur and ors
in Civil Appeal No.1087-1088 of 2011 (Arbing out of S.LP (C) No.32768-
32769/2010), it has been held the procedure prescribed under section 18 and 19 ofRTI
Act are substantially different. Under section 18, this Commission has no power to
provide access to the requested information which has been denied to the appellant.
The only power which can be passed by the Commission under section l8 is an order
of penalty under section 20 ofthe Act.
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It has been held by the Hon'ble Apex court in the aforesaid case that sections

18 and 19 of the RTI Act serve two difrerent purposes and lay down two different
procedures and provide two different remedies. Therefore, the appellant,s complaint
under section 18 with the prayer for fumishing the information ioes not merit for
favourable consideration. Further, this case as ai appeal under section 19(3)has also
become time barred as the 

^appellant 
did not prerei ttre appear within tr,.' .tututory

period of 90 (ninety) days from the date on *hi.h decision by the FAA under sub_
section( I ) of section l9 should have been made as laid down *d"r rub-r..iion 1:; or
section l9 which is reproduced below:

"(3) A second appear against the decision under sub-section (r) shalr rie within
ninety days from the date on which the decision should hove bein matle or was
actually received, with the Centrar Information Commission or the state Informarion
Commission.

Provided further that the Centrar Information commission or the state
Information Commission. as the case.ma1, be, may admit the appeal afier the expiry oJ
the period of ninery davs tf it is satisJied.that the'appella* *i, pr*"1u"a ty ffi"u*cause from filing the appeal in time.,,

As per the records, this commission's remand order dt.05.0g.24 was deliveredto the FAA on 16.08.2024 and by 16.09.24 the decision by the FAA under sub-
"section(l) should have made. Therefore i the 2od appeal befort tiis commission sliouldhave been filed on or before 16.12.2024 i.e r+'ithin the period or ro days nom

17.09.2024. But since the 2'd appear, in terms of liberty granted to the appellant, was
filed on 27.05.2025 i.e 5(five).months after the expiry-ol90 days, the zli uffi .*
not be admitted in the commission but riable to be iismisseaL'ueing tr..'LL.a.
Consequently, this Commission^lrgrebf rejects the appellant,s 

"orrptui,t'*?or-appeadt.25.05 -2025 filed in rerms of liberry granred to irim in the Commission's remand
order dt.05.08.2024

This case is, accordingly, disposed oL
Given under my hand and seal of this Commission on this 16.06.2025.

Memo No. APIC- 684t2023t
APIC, Itana r.

Copy to:-
Dated I na r the l- Jun 202s

Shfi C ttimoy Chakma Vill. Bodhisatta-ll Debam P/o Miao, Dist. Changlang,A.P :7 92 122 Email : chakmachofl imov@gmail.com for informalion."

1. The Deputy Commissioner, _!ort. {.1, Changlang <um_ the First Appellate
- Authority (FAA), Changlang District for informafion.2' The PIo o/o the Additionar Deputy commissioner, Miao, District changlang,(A.P) PIN: 792122 for information.
3

4

Shri Himanshu Verm4 IT Consultanl to i
online hearing and arrangement accordingly.
Office copy.

c Computer Programmer/Com puter Operator for uploading on the Website ofPIC, please.

ntimate the Appellant and pIOs for

t)

lltePgar.

sd/-
(s. TSERTNG BAPPU)

State Information Commissioner


