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S ARUNACHAL PRADESH INFORMATION COMMISSION ITANAGAR .

BEFORE THE HON’BLE COURT OF SHRI GUMJUM HAIDER, STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER

No.APIC-04/2023 Dated, Itanagar the 19*" January’, 2024.
Under Section 19(3) RTI Act, 2005
Appellant Respondent
Shri Rechi Thomas PIO-cum- EE, RWD Division,
Jollang, Itanagar, PO- RKM, VS Itanagar Division, ICR, AP.
ICR, AP.
JUDGEMENT ORDER

An appeal under section 19(3) of RTI Act, 2005 was received from Shri Rechi Thomas, Jollang, Itanagar, PO- RKM,
ICR, Arunachal Pradesh, for non-furnishing of information, by The PIO-cum-Executive Engineer, Rural Works
Department, Itanagar Division, Itanagar Capital Region, Arunachal Pradesh, as sought for by the appellant
under section 6(1) of RTI Act, 2005.

Brief fact of the case being that the appellant on 06.10.2022 filed an RTI application under ‘Form-A’
before the P10, whereby, seeking various information regarding :

“C/o Protection wall at Jollang River at Jollang Village — 120 mtrs.”

The above subject has been mentioned in detail under ‘Form — A’.

The 1* hearing for the case was held on 15" day of February’ 2023. The appellant was present but the PIO
absent. The case was heard ex-parte. Since the PIO was absent the matter couldn’t be discussed further. As
such, the Court fixed another date of hearing for the case on 01* March 2023.

The 2™ hearing for the case was heard on 01* day of March’ 2023. The appellant was present but the PIO
was absent. The APIO represented the case on-behalf of the PIO. Heard both the parties. The APIO
furnished the information sought by the appellant before the Court itself. The appellant received the same.
The Court directed the appellant to go through the documents received and inform his
satisfaction/dissatisfaction for the documents on or before the next date of hearing fixed on 26t April’ 2023.

The 3" hearing for the case was heard on 26™ day of April’ 2023. Both the parties were absent. The APIO
represented the case on-behalf of the PIO. The case was heard ex-parte. The APIO informed the Coutt that
all the documents sought by the appellant has been furnished by the PIO and the appellant had received the
same. Since, the appellant was absent during the hearing without any intimation to the Court on many
occasions, the Court assumed that the appellant is no more interested in the case and further directed to
dispose of the case. As such the Court ordered to dispose of the case and no such hearings for this case will
be entertained further in the Commission’s Court.

Considering all the above aspects into account, I find this appeal fit to be
disposed off as infructuous. And, accordingly, this appeal stands disposed of and closed for
once and for all. Each copy of this order disposing the appeal Is furnished to the parties.
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Given under my hand and seal of this Commission’s Court on this 19" day of January’
2024.

Sd/-
(GUMJUM HAIDER)
State Information Commissioner,
APIC, Itanagar.

Memo.No.APIC- 04/2023//k XLK( Dated, Itanagar, th@zigguary‘ 2024,
Copy to:-

1. The PIO—cum-Executive Engineer, RWD, Itanagar Division, Itanagar Capital Region, PIN — 791111,
Arunachal Pradesh, for information & necessary action please.
2. Shri Rechi Thomas, Jollang, Itanagar, PO- RKM, ICR, PIN — 791111, Arunachal Pradesh, PH-
436281112, 9366415459, for information & necessary action please.
\/?’he Computer Programmer for uploading on the Website of APIC, please.
4. Office copy.
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Registar/Dy.Registrar,
APIC, Itanagar. . 1
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