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APPellant
Shri Signal Yirang

Versus

PIO-cum- EE (PWD)' Pasighat Division

Date of hearing
Date of decision/Judgment

NFORMATION COMMISSIONER : Shri Khopey Thaley

Relevant facts emerging from Appeal:

0410712024
1710712024

'2811012024

Complain dated 281012024 '

The following were Present'

Appellant

Respondent

lnformation sought :

TheappellantfileanRTlApplicationdaled04lo1l2,o24seekingDetailsregardingDPRofC/o
Flood control work at K"d^;; RTJJ, ;;i;h ir-!-1 N", sze i" it. ri.;f projects approved under the

State Infrastructur. O"u"top'tuni funa pftutt-f during the year 2023-24 '

As per the case record, PIO has never conducted the hearing in hisjurisdiction

Respondent

1010312025

10t0312025

RTI apPlication file on

PIO rePlied on

First apPeal file on

iirst Rppeltare Authority's order

2nd Appeal dated

Feeling aggrieved and dissatisfied' appellant approached the Commission with instant Second

Contd..2/

Shri Signal Yirang absent during the hearing'

PIO-cum-EE(PWD)' Pasighat Division is represented by Er' Tapang Tatak'

AE.



-2-

]UDGEMENT / ORDER

ThisisacomplaintlrledunderSub-section(1)oftheSection18oftheRTIA-ct.2005.Brief
fact of the case is that tt 

" 
.o*'prJ,iunt"sr,.i signut vir*gon o+.oi .2024 filed an RTI application in

Form-A to the Plo cum EE'i[ffi;]ilffoiuision' eust si-g oittti"t A'P' wherebv' seeking

various information as quored i" i"..-a 
"ipfi.ution. 

co*pluin*i U"ting rejected his RTI application'

filed this complainr to,n" o-r""n"i^ii*o"lt-r.r".r"ti"" i;;;;i;oln z1'to'zoz+' *a Registry of

rhe commission (Aprc), on;#il';i;;.lrrry ,"eirtlr.Jiiut APIC-No. o'7t2024 (Complaint)

l1l"d;;*.,..J;J,u*t f* lt' lnquiry / hearing and disposal'

Accordingly. this matter came up for hearinB before the Commission for 1 (one) time dated

1/^0t2025.rn this hearing;i il. ilpt;io._on io.ro.jozl,-*re pto-cum- EE (PwD) Pasighat

Division East Siang oirt.i"t i'r.ii".""nJJ uv er. rupurgiltur.-' e.e *a the appellant Shri Signal

yir*g un.na.a the hearing through VC'

Complaint under Section I 8 ( I ) ol RTI has received by this Commission from the appellant

Shri Sienal Yirang. After *"#1ffi;t1 tr't ""*nq"1 
tt't 'ipJ,"'i 

it alleging the Plo for giving his

phone Number ,o ,n. con*u.,"o;;ilil Ftr* The PIO i. .l'ilirun"t with ihe contractor of the Firm

.rra.a in fumishing the information'

TheappellantStatedthatthecontractolof.thefirmhascalledhimaskingtowithdrawany
complaint lodged pertaining to irt" *"'rt' it'" appellant J;;;i"f ft"m-the Commission for penalty

and disciplinary u"tion ugu'ntitt';Pio i;'1ht acis he lodged against the PIo'

lntheinstantcaseitisComplaintunderSectionls(1)ofRTIAct2005.Underthissectionthe
commissionshallreceiveandinquireintoacomplaintfromanyperson:

(a) Who has been unable to submit a request to a Central Public Information Offrcer or State

Public lnformation Oif*" as the case may be' 
-either 

by reason that no such offtcer has been

appointed ,"d* ,hJ;;;,;, b".ur." the cenrral Assistant Public lnformation officer or state

Assistant puUfit rniotmution Offrcer' as the case may be' has refused to accept his or her

application f". i.b;;i;; or appeal under this Act for forwarding the same to the Central

public lnformat,"" ;;;.;; o, siu," public Information offrcer or senior officer specified in

sub_section (1) 
"f 

,;;;1; or the central Information commission or the State Information

Commission, as the case maY be;

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

(c)Whohasnotbeengivenaresponsetoarequestforinformationoraccesstoinformationwithin
the time limit specified under this Act;

(d) Who has been required to pay an amount offee which he or she considers unreasonable;

(e)Whobelievesthatheorshehasbeengivenincomplete,misleadingorfalseinformationunder
this Act: and



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

The commission observes that the complaint was frled under Section 18 of the RTI

Act. 2005 where the c",r*i.i;-;;;only required io "..",*"i.-ii,t" 
information has been denied

with a mala fide intent or 
j;;;;'; ;nl.uronubl" "ur." 

o, ut.t *y other clause of Section 18 0f

RTI Act. Since records "l;;";; 
do not indicate'*v'Ji;;l'#rate denial or concealment of

information on the part "ffit;ib;;"!oq1i1ion"-c""ti'ata 
tr'"t no cause' of action would

necessitate under the p.riri"., "f,r* 
iection 2o ( I ) "f 

il Riit.t, 2005 in the instant complaint'

Accordingly, the complaint is dismissed'

Judgement / Order pronounced in the Open Court-of this Commission today this 10fr day of

March, 2025. Each copy of tf'" i"agt*"nt / Order be fumished to the parties'

GivenundermyhandandsealofthisCommission/CourtonthislOsdayofMarch,2025.

sd/-
( KhoPeY ThaleY)

State lnformation Commissioner

APIC, lunagar

Memo No.APIC -O7l2O24l b\ L 
Dated Itanagar the'l'1L--March' 2025'

CoDv to:'i. 
Th" PIO-.um-EE( PWD)' Pasighat Division' East Siang District' Arunachal Pradesh for

i}]:+lfll'- Sancha Bhawan' rransport colonev Road' Polo colonev'

uorill Pu,. District. Arunach"i P;;l; f"; information' Contact No 98623671 I I

giu*r..' Itanagar' APIC to -iij;;PiC;"bsite and mailed to concemed

Act.

information' P

2. Shri Signal Yi
Naharlagun, P

\-Z ComPuter Pro

department email.

4. Office coPY

Registrar/DY' Re gistrar

APlC.Itanagar

Arunachapraoe,s.,-,in!;;-;1,,on"or.,..,o,


