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ITANAGAR

APIC-No.535/2023(Apoeal)

Sh.Tamchi Gungte, PO/PS Chimpu,
Papum Pare District Itanagar,
Arunachal Pradesh. (M) 8257994243 &
9863641729 Pin: 791111.

Appellant

Respondent
The PIO O/o Project Directoq DRDA,
Aalo West Siang District, Arunachal
Pradesh. Pin: 791001.

Date of hearing: 19.01.2024.
Date of decision: 19.01.2024.

FACTS OF THE CASE

The appellant filed an RTI application dated 27.03.2023 seeking
information regarding cultivation of Elaichi Garden at Hiri Darcha
under west Siang District. The PIO-cum-PD, Aalo did not furnish any
reply to the RTI application. The appellant then filed the First Appeal dated
28-04-2023. The First Appellate Authority's (FAA) order, if any, is not
available on record. Feeling aggrieved and dissatisfied, the appellant
approached commission with the instant Second Appeal.

FACTS EMERGING DURING THE HEARING:

After receipt ofthe second Appeal notices were issued to the parties

to appear on 27 .10.2023.

The PIO appeared on 27.L0.2023 and submitted that requested

information had already been provided vide letter dated 17.08.2023. The

appellant who was also present during the hearing submitted that the

information furnished by the PIO was far from satisfactory and pleaded
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that correct and complete information should be provided to him. The

commission after hearing both the parties directed the PIO to furnish
complete information to the appellant and appear on 79.01.2024.

None appears before the commission. However, a letter dated

22.1t.2023 has been received from the appellant. Perusal of the written
submission sent by the appellant reveals that he is satisfied with the
information furnished by the PIO. He has also requested the commission to
dispose of the case. Perusal of the said letter further reveals that the PIO

has complied with the directions of the commission.

DECISION:

Keeping in view the facts of the case and the written submissions
received from the appellant, the commission is of the opinion that the PIO

has complied with the order dated 27.L0.2023 passed by the commission.
Hence, no further intervention of the commission is required in the matter.
The instant appeal stands disposed ofaccordingly.
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