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BEFORE THE COURT OF SHRI KHOPEY THALEY'

Shri RiYa Tarammo

PIO-cum-DLRSO, Koloriang

Kurung KumeY District

2210412026

2210412026

RTI apPlication file on

PIO rePlied on

First aPPeal file on

nirrt e.ppa fut. Authority's order

2nd ApPeal dated

Information sought :

2810712025

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER

Appellant

Respondent

INFORMATION COMMSSIONER: Shri Khopev Thalev

il..i."*, r""t emerging from Appeal:

2910812025

0811012025

The appetlant file an, RTI Application !a1e! lt't'OltZOZ5 
seeking Details re

Sanction order copy ol Land |ilffi't* and Selected Beneficiaries/FAF lists ol
garding
Kurung

Being dissatisfied, the appellanl frfg{ firl-}npeal dated 2910812025' No hearing

was conducted uv *t ri"t ii'pliruit in tt'it tt,,t3;ttir"e 
aggrieved and dissatisfied'

;r|#iffi;. Jt'tair't co*'nii "ion 
with i nstant second Appea l'

KumeY District'

As Per the case record' PIO did not furnish the sough informatlon'

The following were Present'

Appellant : Shri RiYa Taram absent'

Respondent : PIO-oum-DLRSO' Koloriang absent

roi\ C

(

Versus

Date of decision/Judgment :



JUDGMENT/ORDER

This is an appeal filed under sub-section (3) of Section 19 of the RTI AcL-2005' Brief

fact of the case is that tt'' uppJiJ'r' sr'ri Riva Tarlm'-o1:Lm';m'*T'l}:"i:?::'i
lir"i"'n"*;o' before the Plo-cum- DLRSO' K"l?]lTg.,, 

quored in Form-A apprrcatron The

:;;ili'il.'h. *Tfll 
Titlf;."'il:Hl["#$.:']J'r'H'il t io. r' t'a the F i rst Appe ar

*fJ*[Wilil?ffii'l,xiiirir'",,lir'r'i:9'f13n1iri-i' 
uguin r'uuine not received the

reouired inrormation,,o' *J'eoo' Frled the' t1*9 -yffil'1";X|;,mm3' 
ti:fi!

ii?"*"r "" 

"ifu 
o,'i"" ::.1"1' 1 1'i il13'li. 1"ti,^i; ;' *i p,*. *'a the same ror it s

receiPt of the appeal' reglste

hearing and disPosal'

Accordingly' mafier came up for hearing before the Commission for first time i e on

22t04t2026 tn this hearing #lil "J';;i1l-+': tl"::*ill;iii.flliiff'#,fi'tl,.1'il:
ffi;;H;;i.6;rl:^.H;.r.lL':;.:$Til-,:"#,;.',&,ffi ;edbefore,theFirst
Commission. It is seen lron

Appellate Authority' 
'o,t 

il''d"*ta * tonoutt r"'i"i in his jurisdiction and dispose

the case.

Under Section 19(1) of the Act' the First flqtl-Y" 
Authority (FAA)' the intermediate

level, has to adjudicate ",,;;T';;"li*v' 
nilr uv'ir'""r"i"*"ton seekers against the

decision of the PIO'

As laid down at.para-38 of the Guidetine'^rb''':h: s}-i:il:*it[:'::l'f;['il1;
c"*., "?irilt"ion 

on the appeals under the Rrl Act '' ' 3;iL-liH;;'i'' not'onrv. iont uut it

necessarv that the Appettat't:"il;;; J;'id ;ee'to f:tT: l['"Tj:"'J'l."j il'Ll"io"*"

*:*llil*lu;i,:m::::'1"ff idd;f:ii"l"'r;;r"onaniuedai

rhe First Appeuate Authoriry ( F A A )' rotl owin g t[,f 
|fJ'[rT,Xl11J'fl:1,8"*:

.ordu.,'.i;i;; ;l"i;c fair and equal opportunit'-t-'.r,, 
within 30 davs from the date of

thereafter must pass reasoned and speaking ojtdtt on T;;: 
""rrii.r.a 

as procedural lapse on

::::;i';i;i';;#ear or erse the action of the FAA wourd

the part of the FAA'

Further. it is noticed that the Appellant in most 
'Tle ffi:: x:t llrdtT;fffi'"lffiIil

ilfl :T;il*:'ffi Tf ,rT*lt1+;;#,;l:i;i.:'1fu i$l**;*;:ly;
H;;: i;;;;e to'note^that fol :*l'[*"i ,#[t "i"'a* o**alv t1' 1',"1 

Apperlate

f,,*.:,ffi fn*+,*;*;l*l1i'iffi .TT'ff li':'ffi tt;'ff lff .|,'iIt',|"#l;
ffiili, tr,qAl' 'nu" 

be accompanied by the orders p

(FAA).



The appeal is accordingly remand back to the First'AnDellate Aurhority lor adjudication

and oassing an appropriare ord".I;;l"irg rhe o ffi cer ,"nio'r"i" t"rr. to the PIb and well versed

withthe knowledge of rhe #;i";i;;;i;; depanment, shall applv his

mindandgointotheaspecrslikewhatkindofinformationwassoughtbyappellantinhis
aoolication, whether rhe "'t'# "";i;tt 

p,o"iata o' *t"i."t tttt sami is exempted under the

,"levant provisions o[ section ffif il;;;;; whether the i"ilt'"tio' relates to mafter covered

bv Section l1 of the RTI AJ;:'";;;';il p;" u 
'ptur'ine 

o'J'r giving justification lor his

dlcision within 3 (rhree) weer<s i*rn tf't date of receipt of this order'

Therefore' perusing the case records' the"CoT'i'"ion deemed fit to remand back he

aooeal case APIC No' 751/A;0;;"';l"t epptttutt Authoritv for proper hearing"The case ts

disoosed or with riberty ," .;;il;; pr.r., ..*na^upp;;i'ii JGutiri.a or aggrieved bv the

d.cision of the First eppar"S"euto;rvi"t *f'ictt no fees need be paid'

The Commission found that the hearing 
' 
case has not been done through proper

nrocedure, I find this upptur fi'L utii'p"'J "t 
*a tro"i },,,J' 

"ccordinglv' 
this appeal stands

ilfi;J;i;;-tt,n-a'uutt to FAA for proper hearing'

Judgment/Order pronounced in the open 9"'I "l this Commission today on this 22nd

day of April, 2026'Each""'"'"#i.a""t'tld'det bt fumished to the parties'

GivenundermyhandandsealofthisCommissiorr/Courtonthis22nddayofApril'
2026.
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Memo.No'APIC -7 51 I N2026 t1 Lb
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State lnformation Commtsstoner

APIC' Itanagar'

Dated ltanagar. tt" ?'Y" April' 2026'

1. The FAA-cum-DePutY Commt ssioner, Kurung KumeY District, Koloriang, Arunachal

Pradesh for information and necessarY action Please. Pin code:791118

2. The PIO-oum-DLRSO' Koloriang, Kurung KumeY District, Arunachal Pradesh for

information and necessary action Please.

3. Shri RiYa Taram,C/o Riang Store Jul
on. C

lang, Near C

ontact No' 93

hatolic Church, PaPum Pare'

8310338719402443699
chal Pradesh for informati

ComPuter Programmer for uPlo ad on the Website of APIC, Please'

Office CoPY.

Registrar
AP C, Itanagar
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