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INFORMATION COMMISSIONER: Shri Khopey Thaley

Relevant facts emerging from Appeal:

ACHAL PRADESH
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PIO replied on

First aPPeal file on

First Appellate Authority's order

2nd Appeal dated

Information sought :
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'1211212024

TheappellantfileanRTlApplicationdated.^|,2lOgl2O24seekingDetailsregardingdetailed
.rg"s"i ;; p;;;ni stafr unaer croup-B/Group-C/wcT/wcR/ etc'

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

Feelingaggrievedanddissatisfied'appellantapproachedtheCommissionwithinstantSecond

: Shri Tania June absent during the hearing'

: PIO-cum-EE(PWD), Bomdila Division is represented by Er' Ashung Bagang'

AE.
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ThisisacomplaintfiIedunderSub-section(l)oftheSectionl8oftheRTIAct.2005.Brief
fact of the case is that ,r,. .o,i1ptuinunt Shri Tania :ur" on iz.os.zozq filed an RTI application in

Form-A to the Plo cum Eo (u;#J;'il';iil;i;i'dwt'iru-"'e District A'P' wherebv' seeking

various information as quoted in rJ.*-e uppti"ution' Comolainant being rejected his RTI application'

fited this complaint to tr,e nrunachii^iil;fi Irf"r*ationiommissionin 12'12'2024' and Registry of

the Commission (AprC), on ;#i;?;iffi;*pi.i"i, ."ei'*ed it as APIC-No. t2t2024 (complaint)

il;;;;;;. tu.' io' its inquiry / hearing and disposal'

Accordingly.thismattercameupforhearin8beforetheCommissionforl(one)timedated
1O/1Ot2O2s. rn this hearing ; il.;;p];ilri on io.to.zoz5, the PIO-Cum- EE (PwD) Bomdila

Division west Kameng oirt iJi ir'r"prrr.ii.J uy Br. erhung sugang, AE but the appellant sh,i rania

iun" fo*a absent without any intimation to the Commission'

The appellant has lodged a complaint under Section 18(l) of the RTI Act accordingly go

through the case record i, i, ;".;;;;^lpp""r tr"r been made toihe First Appellate Authority by the

appettant but the appetlant 
"f"t'pttf"rltd 

io n1ak" complaint directly to the Commission without

making appeat to the FAA lor information'
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]UDGEMENT / ORDER

lntheinstantcaseitisComplaintunderSectionl8(1)ofRTIAct2005.Underthissectionthe
commission shall receive and inquire into a complaint from any person:

(a)WhohasbeenunabletosubmitarequesttoaCentralPubliclnformationofficerorState
pubric rnformation officer, as th" cuse may be, either by reason that no such officer has

beenappointedunderthisAct,orbecausetheCentralAssistantPubliclnformationofficer
or State Assistant Public Information Officer' as the case may be' has refused to accept his

or her application for infbrmation or appeal under this Act for forwarding the same to the

Central public Information office, o, itut" Public Information officer or senior officer

specified in sub-section (l) of section 19 or the Central Information Commission or the

State lnfbrmation Commission, as the case may be;

(b) Who has been refused access to any information requested under this Act;

(c)Whohasnotbeengivenaresponsetoarequestforinformationoraccesstoinformation
within the time limit specified under this Act;

(d) Who has been required to pay an amount of fee which he or she considers umeasonable;

(e)Whobelievesthatheorshehasbeengivenincomplete'misleadingorfalseinformation
under this Act: and

(fl In respect of any other matter relating to requesting or obtaining access to records under

this Act.



As per the complaint' the appellant states that the PIO has rejected his Form l{' application'

The pro has given ,.0,, ,.*^'il"i'iJt;;rii;9;1t9t p' tr'' appellant on 23t'7t2024 statins that

nersonal derairs of individrd;, p.iii;;!TtLl tat ortne.ntt,q"t. ioos information which relates to

personar inlormation. Tl'. ailir;ll*'"i*irli'i"l no relationship to anv public activitv or interest

which wourd cause unwarranr]a' 
jrr"rr"" 

"iirr" 
p.iru.y of the individual shall not be disclosed'

PlohasstatedbeforetheCommissiontoday.thatorderwaspassedbasingontheSection
ouoted which personal infot'ut^i* "'*oi be pro'ided *at' nff Act' We have no intention to hide

tire information from the appellant'

TheCommissionobservedthattheappellantcouldhavefiled&appealseekinginformation
insteaa oicomptain under Section 18(1) ofRTI Act'

TheCommissionobservesthatthecomplaintw.as,filedunderSectiont8ofthe.RTlAct,2005
where the Commission *", ;;;"d;ir.J* "rl.*4, 

if tt.lnfot*utio, has been denied with a mala

fide intent or due to un un."u'roi.u1. cause or under any oii"r-"tuu." of Section 18 of RTI Act' Since

records of the case do not #il#;;;;;;i altiu.ru," aeniui or con""atment of information on the part

of the plo, the Commission'**r"iliii"i ""'.""r" "i 
*i* would necessitate under the provisions

"i 
iir. i."i"" zo ( I ) of the RTI Acl 2005 in the instant complaint'

Accordingly. the complaint is dismissed'

Judgement/Orderpronouncedintheg,:ngounofthisCommissiontodaythislothdayof
March, 2025. Each copy of the Judgement / Order be fumished to the parties'

GivenundermyhandandsealofthisCommission/CourtonthislOsdayofMarch'2025.

sd/-
lKhoPeY ThaleY)

Stare lnformation Commissioner

APIC, Itanagar

Memo No.APlC -12120241 LY 8 Dated Itanagar the "l'?-.'March2025

CoDv to:'i. fn. PIO-cum-EE( PWD)' Bomdila Division' West Kameng District' Arunachal Pradesh for

Papum pare District, Arunachal Pradesh for

to upload in APIC website and mailed to concemed

infomration. Pin: 790001 '

2. Shri Tania June. E-sector' Naharlagun'-' 
information. Contact No' 8131848230

\ 3-.{omputer Programmer' Itanagar' APIC

- department email'
4. Office coPY

Re gistrar/DY. Registrar

APISsltsaF*
Arunachal Pradesh tnformatron Commisslor'

ItanagaI.


