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Shri Lokam Namdu absent'
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CHAL PRADESH INFORMATION COMMISSION' APIC

ITANAGAR
An appeal case U/S l9(3) of RTf Acl' 2005

Vid€ Case No' APPeal-898/AJ2025'

RI KHOPEY THALEY, STATE INFORMATION

COMMISSIONER

Appellant

Versus

Respondent
PIO-cum-BDO, CD Block

Parsi Parlo, Kurung KumeY Distt'

r0t0612026
t010612026

INFORMATION COMMISSIONER: Shri Khopev Thalev

n"l"ran, facts emerging from APPeal:

0811012025

ty1l12025

1211212025

Information sought :

TheappellantfiledanRTlApplication_dated08/10/2025seekingDetailsregarding
BADP Scheme 2olg-2o2o"g;;; ;"i6 Block Parsi Parlo as per sanction order'

As per the case record' PIO did not fumish the sought information'

Being dissatisFred' the appellant filed First Appeal dated lltlllz12s' No hearing was

conducted by the First epp"rru,luli','f;;,;'t, ht;l;irat"tion-r.aing aggrieved and dissatisfied'

#ffi;;i"Jit " 
c"*titsion wiih instant Second Appeal'



EMENT oRDER

This is an appeal filed under sub-section (3) of Section 19 of the RTI Acr'-2005 Brief

r".,"ri;;:;;;;".".3,,;i$;"'il$',iJ,ldtifr$#tr3::,,J.#f.H?:ir-t"i#
rrnder Form-'A' betbre thetr"-,- 

il;: ;l AtT'u"i1l-.",1r',t, 
being nor saristred with the

Parlo. Kurung K"tl ,-'t::,;-o"irnri.uii"r. The App

iltn}il;;i;"lH-$f,$dlf,flIi#trd.ryfrti3#1i
the Registrv of the Commrss;:'# 

t";i,;h.aring und disposal.
S98/AJ2025 and processed tne saIIrE rur

,,0u,#r'oilinil:[x,tt[i]:l:t"rl;Ti"'#"i'Hti1gi?:,;effi*
b.".i"p..* olficer t BDC., 

Commissio and the appetta'it lrii r-or.ut Namdu ,found 
absent'

;d;;i;;v intimation to the commissio :1i,['.:iJ:.;1,;;;;. r, i; "'" from the.case record

HJit l* i **u",t'.u t:'""'i"['J[iT'i1fi '11 
;;; ru;' v n e e' i s d i re c'l ed to c on d uc t

ffi;;ili.;"tisdiction and dispose the case'

Under Section I q( I ) ol the Act' the First Appellate Authority (FA'{)' the intermediate

revel, has to adjudicate ";;;.''i;;.li 
rn,,. nr.a uv'it.-i"r".*.iion seekers against the

decision of the PIO' 
1 the State

As laid down at para-38 of the Guidelines for 
'the 

FAA issued by the GOI anc

Govt., adjudication on the;&t ;il;t nir ett i'.u o'u'i-i'aitiul iunction' lt is' therefore'

necessary that the Appeltai:fi;;;;' should see 1o i'iil"iit'l :'"ite is not onlv' done but it

should also appear to rt""i u"t"'J"'it' t' o'dt"o ao'tJ' ittt o'at' passed by the appellate

authority should be 
" 

tot"ui"J"""oti ti'ittgl"tint*ion for the decision anived at'

TheFirstAppetlateAuthoritytFAA).followingtheprincipleofnaturaljustice.should
conducr hearing girtng r.uil;;i'"{uui opponunitv ,"'il.t['tr* appellant and the Plo and

thereafter must pass *";;i;i;""qie g$"1 "' *"ti' "iit'i"'io 
davs from the date of

receipt of the appeal or "*;;i;"rG 
rae *ootd bt considered as procedural lapse on

Furrher, it is noticed that the Appellant in most case do not wait for the orders ofthe First

Appellate Authority trool *i"ai'Jt't! p"L' upptutt,[tto" the 2nd Appellate Authority

without attaching a copy "' "'?ti *ttl'uv 'rtt f 
r"i eppttLtt Authority (FAA) unintelligently'

Here, it is germane ,o no,. ,n"ui'r:ittr'nr, ,-", 
^pp*i 

i.r"r. the 2"d ippellate Authoritv' the

Aooellanr has been gir.n oo'l^yl: il; i;;; the.date.oi'order passed-uv ttt" Fi"t Appellate

.ruihority (FAA). The 2". "pp.;]i 
#).ir. i. Jirr",i.fi.d with the iecision of the First Appellate

Authority (FAA), must o" """""p*i"J-Ly 
the orders pussed ty the First Appellate Authority

the part of the FAA.

(FAA).



rhe appear is accordingrv remand back'"*: I::':,},',oilff tllfilt Xf$J,if::::l
-A o*ring uiiuppropriate or<ler who' being the olllcer senl

with the knowledge of rhe rr*,i";i;; ;i ,h; department. shall applv his

mindandgointotheaspectslikewhatkindofinformationwassoughtbyappellantinhis'"ppri.^ii""l*r'".r,-,f 
:HilJ,1l*;;;ffi'.:1fl il'iff il5;il:ff T#:11"*il:;

relevant Provisions ot sectlor

bv Section 11 of the RTI A:;;';i^ii* p"t' u. 
'pt*i'Jg 

o'a"r giving justification for his

Il"i.i"" *tti,irl (three) weeis i" tt" date ofreceipt ofthis order'

Therefore, perusing the case records' the--Commission deemed fit to remand back he

aooeal case Aptc No. 898/;;;;i"-Fjrrt eppettute Authority for proper hearing. The case ts

aisoosed of with liberty," 
"p'p-."f-fi,i"," 

fr.f"is."ona app"uiliOi.tutitfred or aggrieved by the

decision of the First Apptll";:'A;;;ritv ior *trich no fees need be paid'

Judgment/Order pronounced in the open Coult of this Commission today on this 10th

day of June,20 26' E-acht"p"v "ii'ag-"''lOrder 
be fumished to the parties'

GivenundermyhandandsealofthisCommissiorr/CourtonthislothdayofJune,2026'

Memo.No.APIC -8981 N2025

Copy to:

I

sd/-
(KhoPeY ThaleY)

State Information Commission
APIC, Itanagar-'

Dated ltanagar. he ..,1l-lae'2026

"nl%gl star.

)

The FAA.cum-Deputy Commissioner, Kurung Kumey, Koloriang District, Go,.. of

Arunachal Pradesh, for informajti"on *a n"t"tt-u"y action' Pin code: 791118

The plo-cum-Bto"t o"r"rop?"i.,i [6i1". 1eobl, CD. Block, Parsi Parlo' Kurung

Kumey District, Arunachal #;; f-l;f;ation and necessary action' Pin code:

,. 3',Jli:*r", Namdu, B-Sector, Naharlagun, parunl-iare District, Arunachal pradesh

"' ;;lrf;;iion and necessarv action' Contact No 9362166831

rA,-frecomputer t'"*'"m,irt'iit;;il on tit wtutitt and emailed to concemed'

5. Office CoPY

t4

Registrar
APIC-Itanagar'

.,,,",.,r,n'{#H 
co*m,,on

/ rogt


