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Shri Sijum Rilo
Abotani Colony Dumporijo
Upper Subansiri District AP.
(M) 8837323913
Pin-791t22

PIO
Block Development Officer (BDO)
Dumporijo Upper Subansiri District AP.
Pin-79t122

Respondent
Versus

ORDER

INFORMATION COM MISSIONER
Relevant facts emerging from appeal.
RTI application filed on
SPIO replied on
First appeal filed on
First Appellate Authority's Order
Second Appeal filed on

Dani Gamboo

25.07.2025
not on record
02,09.2025
not on record
10.10.2025

Information sought:
The appellant filed an RTI application dated 25.07.2025 seeking following information

regarding PMKSY SCHEME ATJOPU NONGO RILO PHASE- V FORTHE YEAR 2024-25.
1. certified copy of Copy of Sanction order.
2. certified copy of Copy Details Project Report (DPR) of the Project/Scheme.
3. certified copy of Copy Technical Sanction (TS) COPY

4. ceftified copy of Copy with Details of Payment made to the beneficiaries by case, Cheque,
DBT, PFMS if any.

5. Details of Geo Tagging for said project.

6. certified copy of Copy of Notice Inviting Tender (NIT) for said project
7. Name of the firm /bidder who won the tender of the said project.

8. details of Physical Progress/Inspection report.
9. photocopy/Xerox copy Photograph of Projects in colouring form.
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Date of Hearing:
Date of Decision:

22.05.2026
22.05.2026



10. Completion/Utilization Certificate if available, if not please specify.

11. certified copy of minutes of meeting against WCD 2.0-11 at Jopu Nongo Rilo'

12. Certified copy with details of Committee for Watershed Development fund.

13. Minutes of Gram Sabha Meeting.

14, details of List of self-Help groups for Watershed project at Jopu Nongo Rilo.

Relevant facts emerged during hearing:

Previous Hearing:

First 20.03.2026

Order of the 1* hearing- "The appellant sought one-week time to study the information

document which has been granted. The appellant is directed to file a written submission to

this commission on the satisfactory status of information received by him within 10 days from

the date of issue of this order. In case of any shortfall in the information receive4 the appellant

is directed to specify the shortfatl within the ambit of his RTI application to the PIO within 10

days from the date of issue of this order under intimation to this commission court."

The following were present.

Appellant

Respondent PIO : Shri Bamang Hawayi, EO (RE) represented the PIO. He

states that there is no Scheme called PMKSY at Jopu Nongo Rilo

Ph-V. However, all information peftaining PMKSY at iopu Nongo

Rilo for the financial year 2024-2025, as applied for in RTI

application, has already been furnished to the appellant.

On interjection the appellant wanted information against another
PMKSY scheme sanctioned in June'2025.

Clarified that June 2025 falls within financial year 2025 - 2026

and original RTI application was for the financial year 2024-
2025.

Decision:

The Commission after adverting to the facts and circumstances ofthe case, and perusal

of the records, hearing the parties observes that the appellant has already received information

furnished by the PIO. The written submission filed by the appellant dated 25.3'2026 is

peftaining to sanction order of Ph- V.

Whereas, the representative of the PIO has clarified that there is no sanction order

called PMKSY Jopu Nongo Rilo Ph-V.
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: Present. He states that he has received the information as

sought for against financial year 2024-2025. He wanted the
information of Ph-V scheme of 2024 - 2025 citing a sanction order
issued in June'2025.



Whereas, the appellant has already received the information for financial yeat ZO24-
2025 of the said scheme. Thus, this appeal case is fit to be closed.

This appear case is crosed and dispose of accordingry at the commission.

sd/-
(Dani Gamboo)

Information Commissioner
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