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An appeal case U/S 19(3) of RTI Act, 2005

BEF,RE rHE co.Rr oF sHRr KHopEy rHAl_Ey, sror. ,nro*Yll?f#e 
No-appeal-801/A/2025.

Shri Dawa Tsering Appellant

Versus

PIO-cum-Dy. Director of panchayat Raj,
Itanagar, Papum Pare District.

Respondent

Date ofhearing : 2010412026
Date ofdecision/Judgment : 20107/2026

INFORMATION COMMISSIONER : Shri Khopey Thaley
Relevant facts emerging from Appeal:

27/01/2025

Shri Dawa absent

PIO-cum- Dy. Director olpanchayat Raj, Itanagar present.

l MENT ORDEIT

The apperrant fire a RTI Application dated 27r0r /2025 seeking_ Detairs regarding furnishingall the related documents ofthe non-regurar stafforflr. a"purtr"nt and list of the said staff.

As per the case record, pIO did not furnish the sought infbrmation.

Being dissatisfied. the appellant filed Firsr Appeal dared 10/09/2025. the First AppellateAuthoritv had conducred three 
.hearing ;n rri. .;rilJi.tili on r8r07l20 25. 06/08/2025 and08/t0t2025. Feeting aggrieved and dissaisfied ;t ,il;;;;';;,he FAA, appe,ant approached the(.ommission with instant Second Appeal.

The following were present.

Appellant

Respondent

This is an appeal filed under sub-section (3) of Section l9 ofthe RTI Act, 2005. Brief factof rhe case is that the apperants Shri Dawa i;ft;;;#.ro* n,.o an RTI apprication under:ifl;n",fl:,i;j::Jl?:Hlr"l oi,."to, orpun"iu'i,iaJ;. r,unugur papum pare. District. Govt.
a pp. r r u n t., i" i,!* ; ;;,, #i ;i:f il: ffi:H: l*T".,,Ur";.nff ; ;: *;f ,fl |;t ";;l*belore rhe Firsr Appe,are Authorirv 

", i;.i;;.;;;.";pplilun,r. uguin having not receiver the
jd"i'*,Ji"ffi["[,'*:;';it],*iit]''-::*ipp:ar b;.rore ,,. ,i-,".r".r 'piia*r,

;;'fHf,L'i: 
upp.ur. 

'.gi,*i.i r,,, apic N,. it,,#;)'#l $:"::lT'J';#:Til*inE

t;l '
i

RTI application file on :

PIO replied on :

Firsl appeal file on :

First Appellate Authorib's order :

2'd Appeal dated
Information sought :

23/06t2025
t8/0712025
24/1012025



Accordingly, matter came up for hearing before the Commission lor two times i.e on

2010412026 and 2010712026. ln this hearing ofthe appeal on 20th day ofJuly,2026, PIO-cum-

Dy. Director of Panchal'at Raj, ltanagar present in person but the appellants Shri Dawa Tsering

found absent without any intimation.

Abstract ofthe information forwarded is enclosed along with forwarding letter ofchallan to
the appellant.

Today the appellant is absent for 2 consecutive time inspite of giving sufficient time to
appear.and defend his appeal case..Cautioned was already given to the app-ellant that if found
absent in the next hearing, his case will be heard in his absence.

. . The Commission presumes that the appellant has received the information and is satisfiedand he is no more interested to pursue this appear case. Appeirant has been giu", ,rrr,.i.ni.iun..to defend the appeal case.

Tlerefore, considering the facts submifted bv theconsecutively for z t 
"uGr'*i*,out any intimation, trrir'api""r Ii? ,.t:lrr:3ff,iljnoo:i::"01r**

Judgment/order oronounced in the open court of this commission today on this 20.h day ofJ uly, 2026. Eac h copy oi J udgr"rtlora"i uJ iririrt 
"o 

.ii," p'"ni.,

Given undermy hand and sear of this Commission/court on this 20th day ofJ ury,2026.

sd/-

,,",",,,iHilil 1111.,,11,,,",.,
Memo.No.ApIC_ t,l /A/2025 _ A?lC, Itanagar.
Copy to: Dated Itanagal the ........ 1u1y,2026.

I flffJi:Jlil;?1;#,il1illl."r Panchavat Raj, Itanasar, Govt., Arunachar pradesh,

: ff'13i[X lH[ft,I""rii;iffig' west Kameng District. Arunachar pradesh ror

Y;ffi"efi:r Programmer for upload on rhe website of Aprc, please.
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PIO has stated that the case was disposed ofduring the second hearing in the First Appellate

Authority. ln both the hearings the appellant was found absent and accordingly the First Appellate
Authority has disposed of the case on the ground the applicant has no more interested in the case

and it only hampered the precious time of office. Copy of the order is submitted by the PIO and
enclosed in the case record.

As per the statement of the PIO, the information sought has already been provided to the
appellant and the appellant has deposited fee for the paper charges through challan. Copy of the
challan and letter addressed to appellant for deposit of paper charge is submitted before the
Commission and enclosed.
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