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BEFORE ]'HE COURT OF SHRI KHOPEY THALEY, STATE INFORMAl'ION COMMISSION]]R

Shri Kumar Tayam......... Appellant

Versus
PIO-cum-Dy. Director, Panchayati Raj ,
Itanagar Respondent

An appeal case U/S l9(3) of
Vide Case No. API
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09t02t2026
0910212026

28t0212025

t0t04t202s

19105t2025

As per the case record, PIO did not furnish the sought information

Being dissatisfied, the appellant filed First Appeal dated 1010412025. No any hearing has

been conducted by the First Appellate Authority in his jurisdiction. Feeling aggrieved and
dissatisfied, appellant approached the Commission with instant Second Appeal.

The following were present.

Appellant : Shri Kumar Tayam present in person.

Respondent : PIO-cum-Dy. Director, PR, present in person

JUDGEMENT ORDER

This is an appeal filed under sub-section (3) of Section 19 of the RTI Act, 2005. Brief
fact of the case is that the appellants Shri Kumar Tayam on 2810212025 filed an RTI application

under Form-'A' before the PlO-cum-Deputy Director, Panchayati Raj, ltanagar,, Papum

Pare District, Govt. of Arunachal Pradesh whereby, seeking various information, as quoted in

Date of hearing :

Date of decision/Judgment :

INFORMATION COMMISSIONER: Shri Khopey Thaley
Relevant facts emerging from Appeal:

Information sought :

The appellant file a RTI Application dated 28/0212025 seeking Details regarding details
of Director, Jt. Director, Dy. Direction and Assistant Director, Panchayati Raj.



Form-A application. The Appellant, being not satisfied with the information received from the

piO, nf"a'itr" First Appeal befo.e the Firsl Appellate Authority on l0/04/2025, Appellant. again

f,^rirg ", received tire required information fiom the FAA, filed the Second Appeal before the

e-na-"hal pradesh Information Commission on 1910512025 and the Registry of the Commission

(APIC), having receipt of the appeal, registered it as APIC No. 465/A/2025 and processed the

same for its hearing and disposal.

Accordingly. matrer came up for hearing before the Commission for I (one) time i.e on

0910212026. In this hearing of the appeal on 9'n day of February, 2026, both the parties PIO-

cum-Dy. Director, Panchayati Raj present in person and the appellant shri Kumar Tayam present

in person.
PIO has stated that whatever inlormation sought from his department has already been

provided. He showed all the receipt copies of appellant today and appellant also did not contest

to it. Rest of the documents are available with the Personnel Department. The appellant is at

liberty to file RTI Application before concem department.

It is seen that all the information has been provided to the appellant by the PIO. So the
appeal case No. 4651A12025 is deemed fit to close.

Accordingly, the appeal case is disposed ofand closed.

Judgment/Order pronounced in the open Court of this Commission today on this 9th day
of February, 2026. Each copy of Judgment/Order be furnished to the parties.

Given under my hand and seal of this Commission/Court on this 9th day of February,
2026.

Memo.No.APlC -4651 Al2O25
Copy to:

sd/-
(Khopey Thaley)

State Information Commissioner
APIC, Itanagar.

Dated Itanagar, the .!1..... February. 2026.

1. The PlO-cum-Deputy Director, Panchayati Raj, Govt. of Arunachal Pradesh, Itanagar
for information.

2. Shri Kumar Tayam, Chairman Communal Harmony (ANSU), Jami-Jate, 6 KM,
, Arunachal Pradesh for information. Contact No.6909606151

The Computer Programmer/Operator, for uploading on the website of APIC and mail
4. Office Copy.
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