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STATE INFORMATION

ResPondent

Present
Absent
Present through VC

T IS'

SHRI KHOPEY THALEY'
BEFoRE rHE couRT ot "'ib**-railOXen

Shri Hemmar DiYum 
APPellant

Aalo. West Siang District Versus

PIO-cum-EE(PWD)
oi" rii"itl"'. West Siang District

l" hearing
2nd hearing
3'd hearing

091021?026
1810512076
0610517026

Present
Absent
Absent

Date of decision/Judgment " 
0310812026

INFORMATION COMMISSIONER : Shri Khopel Thalel

ii.i*.", lacts emerging from Appeal:

RTI apPlication file on 
.

PIO rePlied on

First aPPeal file on :

First Appellate Authority's order :

2nd Appeal dated :

0610512025

0910512025
1710612025
2610812025
0110912025

The appellant file a Rll Application-date9 !9'O-5?.P" 
seekinP Details regarding

lnfrasLruclure development ro' foau"nl Ci'"tt HQ i/c C/o staff quaners and boundarl wall in

lnformation sought :

West Siang District

Second APPeal.

As per the case record' PIO did not furnish the sought infonnation'

Beine dissatislied' the appellants filed First nnOea] !'11ea 
17106t2025' First Appellate

Authority w-as conducted ht"'t;!'i;'it'"'j;;aitil"' 
'"' 

26t0'8t2025 ' Feeling aggrieved and

dissatisfied by the order ", 
,n.'tooo.' "'oo.ir.ri "ppr"*r,,.a 

rhe commission with instant

oIP&tnllaAfocenadttenadnilnrlltf heotc1lD PIOlantAnIIheafoteDa&osN

the



JUDCEMENT () IIDI'-R

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

fact of the case is that th" "pp:li;; 
irt'i n""u' Di{lT on 0610512025 filed an RTI

application under Forrr-'A' u"t'5t"'til" piO-"'*-ef lf WO;' Aalo Division' West Siang

District, Govt. of Arunachal r""i"tft *fl"*UV' seeking various information' as quoted in

Form_A application. rrre eppetil"i"'u"i"g ,"i,"ii.fied"wittr the information received from

the PIo, filed the l'irst eppeai"'uef#;;; 
-First 

Appellate Authoritv on 1710612025'

Appellants, again having ""t "*i"ta 
titt'requiteO iniormation from the FAA' Illed the

Second Appeal before the 
"t'""i"i 

p*J"'h info'mution Commission on 0l/09/2025 and

rhe Registry of the Cornmissio''inpiir' r'""itg receipt of the appeal' registered it as APlc
'n". 

iiSriiiort.""d processed the'same ior its hearing and disposal'

Accordingly. matter came up for hearing before th-e.Commission for 3 times i'e on

oet02/zo26.l 8/0s/20:6 t'd 0 
j)b:8'J0;; 'in 

tr1it-r't*i"g o[ the appeal on 3'd dav of August'

2026, pto-cum-EE (pwD). ;;;";j;ir;^-;r"s.nt t-hrorgh VC but the appellants shrt

Hemmar Divum found "b';' 
;;;;;;' l'"''"n' u lenei addressed to the commission

requesting to dispose ofthe appeal case'

Request accepted and the appeal case is disposed of and closed'

Judcmenvorder pronounced in the open 9"'I "i:ll:.c:TTl'::A:::"'on 
this r'd

d", "t'i:;,::';,;;';H;;;;i 
juae"ntro'0" ue rurnished to the partres'

Given under my hand and seal of this Commission/Court on this 3'd day of August'

2026.

(KhoPeY ThaleY)
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