
?sIeRtxeCTUL PRADESH INFOI{N,IATION COMMISSION' APIC

ITANAGAR

RE THE COURT OF SHRI KHOPEY THALEY. S'I'ATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER

Shri Phassang Pada.. Appellant

Versus

PIO-cum-EE(PWD), Sangram Division.

Kurung Kumey District Responclent

a0
IIIATION

Date of hearing '.

Date of decisiodJudgment :

RTI application file on
PIO replied on
First appeal file on
First Appellate AuthoritY's order

2nd Appeal dated

2t ltot2023
0U0912025

INFORMATION COMMISSIONER: Shri Khopev Thaley

Relevant facts emerging from Appeal:

02t0612023

1v07 t2021

2t t07 t2023

Information sought :

The appellant tlle a RTI Application dated 02lO.6l2023seeking Details regarding C/o

to*n JorUl. iane road at Pokianj SDO. Langrh & Phassang Circle and adjoining villages

under NESIDS.

As per the case record, PIO has never conducted hearing under his jurisdiction'

Beingdissatistied,theappellantfiledFirstAppealdated|110.712023.Nohearinghas
been conducted by the First 'dppellate Authority-in this regard. Feeling aggrieved and

dissatisfied, appellant approuch"d ihe Cornmission with instant Second Appeal'

The following were Present.

Appellant : Shri Phassang Pada present in person'

Respondent : PIO-cum-EE(PWD)' Sangram Division present in person

An appeal case U/S l9(3) of RTI Act, 2005

Vide Case No' APPeal-666/2023'



.tuDGlj]11,1 N'I' ottDEll

ThisisanappealfiIedundersub.section(3)ofSectionlgoftheRTIAct.2005.Brieffact
ofthe case is ttrat tiri appellants Shri Phassang Pada on 02'06'2023 filed an RTI application under

Form-'A' before the PIO-.um-EE(PWD), Sangram Division' Kurung Kumey District' Gort'

of Arunachal Pradesh whereby, seeking vaiious iiformation, as quoted in Form-A application' The

epp.ffu"t, being not satisfied with thJ inforrnation received from the PIO' filed the First Appeal

LJdor. tr," Firsi Appellate Authority on 11.07.2023, Appellant, again having not received the

r.qrir"J i.f.t*"tion from the FAi, filed the Second Appeal betbre the Arunachal Pradesh

lniormation commission ot 21.07.2023 and rhe Regisrry of the commission (APlc), having

,...ipi "itt" appeal, registered it as ApIC No.666/2-023 and processed the same for its hearing

and disposal.

Accordingly, matter came up for hearing before the Commission for 8 (eight) time i'e on

21n020;3, r,tO\i2024. 03t07 t2o2i.26t08t202i.07 n0t2024.09n2t2024.28t04t202s.0610812025

and 0110912025. ln this hearing ol the appeal on l" day ol'september' 2025' rhe PIO-cum-

ggtpWOl, Sangram Division, Kurung Kumey District and the appellant Shri Phassang Pada

present in person.

Afterhearingboththeparties,itisobservedthatallthedocumentssoughtbytheappellant
has already been privided as per the Form 'A' Application' There was some confusion regards to

tf," Oo"rr"nt, provided from'the appellant side bit the PIO has cleared the confusion before the

Commission today and the appellant is also satislled'

lfanyadditionalinfbrmationrequiredbltheappellantthenhecanfileafieshapplication
before the PiO as per form 'A. The appeal case is therefore' disposed ofand closed today'

Judgmenvorder pronounced in the open court oi'this commission today on this I't day of

September,"2025. Each copy of Judgment/Order be furnished to the parties'

civen under my hand and seal ot'this comm ission/court on this l" day of september'

2025.

sd/-
(Khopey ThaleY)

/ 
State Information Commissioner

l-
Memo.No.AprC-oaorzozsr yo;$ D","dr,.,,1;l:il.jl%l.s"pte.ue,,zozs.
Copy to:

1. The PlO-cum-Executive Engineer (PWD)' Sangram Division' Kurung Kumey

District, Arunachal Pradesh for inlbrtnation'

2. Shri Phassang paau,'Sii-iU igia coloney)' Banderdewa' Papaum Pare District' Arunachal

Pradesh for information. Contact No 9420100'l I

. \lh;V;.:;t.i Pro!rur*", for upload on the website and emailed to concerned'

Y4. office copy. D
lQary..Jro/.'i

Registrar/Dfl eglistrdr'
APIC-ltanagar

D.p.ny Redstlt 
^^,'miq3,o^

Arunrchgl Pradeln


