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RUNACHAL PRADESH INFORMATION COMMISSION. APIC
ITANAGAR

An appeat case U/S l9(3) of RTI Act. 2005
Vide Case No. Appeat_2ly AI20ZS.

RE THE COURT OF SHRI KHOPEY THALEY, STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER

Versus
PIO-cum-EE (PWD), Kalaktang Division,
West Kameng District Respondent

TION
lY +

Date ofhearing :
Date of decision/Judgment :

Appellant

Respondent

20/lt/2024

26/12/2024
20/12t2024
27/02/202s

JUDGEMENT ORDER

24/09/2025
08/12/2025

INFORMATION COMMISSIONER : Shri Khopey Thatey
Relevant facts emerging frorn Appeal:

Information sought :

The appellant file a RTI Application dated 20/l l/2024 seeking Details regarding
Improvement and upgradation ofroad to Agriculture field at Jarong, Mingmachur at Rupa.

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

Being dissatisfied, the appellant filed First Appeal dated 2011212024. First Appellate
Authority has been conducted hearing in his jurisdiction on 2011212024. Feeling aggrieved
and dissatisfied, appellant approached the Commission with instant Second Appeal.

The following were present.

This is an appeal filed under sub-section (3) ofsection l9 ofthe RTI Act,2005. Briei
fact of the case is that the appellants Shri Mamu Sono on 20llll2024 filed an RTI application

under Form-'A' before the PIO-cum-EE(PWD), Kalaktang Division, West Kameng

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

Shri Mamu Sono............. Appellant

RTI application lile on :

PIO replied on :

First appeal file on :

First Appellate Authority's order :

2no Appeal dated :

Shri Mamu Sono absent.

PIO-cum-EE(PWD), Kalaktang Division present in person.



Accordingly, matter came up for hearing before the Commission for 2 (two) time i.e
on 2410912025 and 08112/2025. ln this hearing ofthe appeal on 8(h day of December, 2025,

PIO-cum-EE(PWD), Kalaktang Division, West Kameng District present in person but
the appellant Shri Mamu Sono found absent without any intimation to the Commission.

Form-A application. The Appellant, being not satisfied with the information received from
the PlO, filed the First Appeal before the First Appellate Authority on 2611212024, Appellant.
again having not received the required information from the FAA, filed the Second Appeal
before the Arunachal Pradesh Information Conrmission on 2710212025 and the Registry ofthe
Commission (APIC), having receipt of the appeal, registered it as APIC No.228lN2O25 and
processed the same for its hearing and disposal.

1

Today the appellant is consecutively absent second time without any intimation to the

Commission. The PIO stated that he was always ready to furnish all the information as sought
bul never came to collect the information.

Therefore, the Commission presumes that the appellant is no more interest to pursue

this appeal case. The appeal case No. APIC 2281A12025 is disposed ofand closed.

Judgment/Order pronounced in the open Court of this Commission today on this 8th

day of December, 2025. Each copy of Judgment/Order be fumished to the parties.

Given under my hand and seal of this Comm ission/Court on this 8rh day of
December,2025.

sd/-
(Khopey Thaley)

/ 
State Information Commissioner

t. .,, APIC- Itanasar.

Memo.No.APIC -zzat /irzozs flOlV- Dated ltanagar. the .J9.] Dec' 2ozs.

Copy to:
l. The PlO-cum-Executive Engineer (PWD), Kalaktang Division, West Kameng

District, Arunachal Pradesh for information. Code: 790002.
2. Shri Mamu Sono, Sood Village, Naharlagun Papum Pare District, Arunachal

Pradesh for information. Contact No.
3. e Compu ter Programmer/Operator, for uploading on the we ite of APIC and

mail.
Office Copy

l"r*
Registrar/Dy. egl

Perusing the case record, the appellant was given sufficient time to collect
information from PIO by the FAA. But appellant never went to collect the sought
information.

APIC Itanagar.
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