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Shri SerPi Flago

Tigdo Village. ..

PIO-cum-EE (RWD)' Pangin Division

Siang District

Date of hearing
Date of decision/J udgment

S

26t0512025
0611012025

INFORMATION COMMTSSIONER : Shri Khopev Thalev

Relevant facts emerging tiom Appeal:

RTI application file on

PIO replied on

First apPeal file on

First Appellate Authoritl's order

2"d Appeal dated

1411012024

281|12024

3vl2l2024

Ju DGMIj N'I/o I{ I) LR

Information sought :

The appellant file an RTI Application dated l4!191202,4 seeking Details rega

of fund against Pradhan Mantri CIim Sadaf Yojna Schem-IPFMS Scheme Code:

Scheme Code: AR 59) and sp"ti"i'"p'l' i-iluintt"nun"" of PMGSY road from Suple

to Yibuk Village.

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

Being dissatisfied, the appellant filed First Appeal.dated 28llll2O24' No any hearing

has conducted bv the First ffiie';t ffion'v ii tttit regard Feeling aggrieved and

dissatisfied. appellant upp'outt'Jiiit io*rnittion with instant Second Appeal'

The following were Present'

Appellant : Shri SerPi Flago absent

Respondent : PIO-cum-EE (RWD)' Pangin t Division absent'

This is an appeal filed under sub-section (3) of Section l9 of the RTI Act' 2005 Brief tact

of the case is that the "pp.rru"ilsn'ii;;;i 
Fi;;;'"" llt.:9!1020 

flled an Rrl application under

Form-'A' betbre the pro-cuml ;;;;i;; e"iin""' (RWD)' Pangin Division' Siang' District'

Govt. of Arunachal Pradesh *n";;by'"seJi;g uuiiout inrot*uiion' as quoted in Form-A

l



2023.
sd/-

(KhoPeY ThaleY)

State lnformation{ollissioner

Memo.No.APlC- 64lzQ25lh'r'g Dated ltanagar' the 'it- October2025'

Copy to:
l. The plo_cum- bxecutive Engineer_(Rw^D), 

panging Division, Siang District Arunachal

Pradesh for information' Pin code: 791 I 02

2.ShriSerpier"gtoid't'ttt'i:t'"i**'AnnaSamarthak'ArunachalPradeshStateUnit'
Tigdovillage'Poi;5#il'p"p'*p"t"Districtforintbrmation'contactNo'
9436{l{993

r Programrter for upload on the Website of APIC' please'

Slv**t'tln
Registrar/DYAegistral

APIC, Itanagar'

13rZf e ComPute

Y. office copy.

DcPutY Registrat

Arunadd Frad*h lnlornatr:;t Comntis"cn

liir3!ar

application. The Appellant'.being nor satistied uith the information received lrom the PIO' llled the

Firsr Aooeal before the ''*' 
Xpp'tf'f* o*horitl on zE'll'2024' Appellant' again having not

,eceived.the required informa,;;il;',i;-i;n.'nt.a ,tr. Second Appeal before the Arunachal

pradesh Information Commis# 
'"i"si't'izii6ii and th".Reni.t,v oi the commission (APIC)'

having receipt of the appeal' d#; 'i;;ii'xo' 
ollzois and processed the same for its

hearing and disPosal'

Accordingly, matter came up for lrearing, befole 
^th::ommission 

for 2 (two) time i'e on

26t55l2[25and 06/10/2025 rn''hiJhtu'ing ofihe appttl'on ih day of October' 2025' bolh the

parties Appellant Shri Serpi F;;;il'il; Pio:""-e'e tnwo' Pangin Division found absent'

On the last hearing dated 26tost2o2s PIO hag' broush't all th" 1f:l1i::" 
*d

handed over to the appetlant'i"j"" it'" c"tmission'.The appellant was given trme to go

throush all the documenrs # ilii;;i; to-rhe commission within l0 davs' No intimatton

has blen made bY the aPPellant'

Therefore, the cornmission deems that the appetlant is satisfied by the information

p.orial unJ irr. appeal case is disposed ofand closed

Judgment/Order pronounced in the open Cl-ourt of this Commission today on this 6th day of

october.2025. Each copy ot iuJgm"ntlOtOer be furnished to the parties'

civenundermyhandandsealofthisCommission/Courtonthis6.hdayofoctober'


