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An appeal case U/S l9(3) of RTI Act, 2
Vide Case No. Appeal-880/A/2025.

PIO, O/o Chief Engineer (CSe), pWD,

Appellant

Versus

RespondentItanagar

n

BEFORE THE COr.rRT OF SHlr^SIgpEy THALEY, STATE TNFORMATION
COMMISSIONER

Shri Tai Shiva, Ngaker Jumken, Kaling Tabi

08/06/2026
t3/07/2026
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RTI application file on
PIO replied on .

First appeal file on .

First Appellate Authority.s order ,z Appeal dated

Information sought:

22/08/2025
27/08t2025
t2/09/202s
23/09/2025
02/12/202s

.^-._^.Th. appellant file a RTI_ Applicarion daftd 22/08/20

iTJlflT::[:,,*,ana Reuariaation 
"rnr, 

p,,. H-;#b.,"i],T:i:,fl,ir.i?iJ:i:.*:?

As per the case record, plO had fumished all the sought information.
Being dissatisfied, the r
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The following were present.
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Arunachal Pradesh whereby, seeking various information, as quoted in Form-A application.
The Appellants, being not satisfied with the information received from the PIO, filed the First
Appeal before the First Appellate Authority on 12.09.2025. Appellants, again having not
received the required information from the FAA, filed the Second Appeal before the
Arunachal Pradesh Information Commission on 02.12.2025 and the Registry of the
Commission (APIC), having receipt of the appeal, registered it as APIC No. 881/A/2025.and
processed the same for its hearing and disposal.

Accordingly, matter came up for hearing before the Commission for two times i.e on
08106/2026 and 1310712026. In this hearing ofthe appeal on l3th day of July, 2026, both
the parties PlO, O/o the Chief Engineer (CSQ), PWD, llanagar and the appellants Shri Tai
Shiva, Ngaker Jumken, Kaling Tabi & Mangming found absent without any intimation.

As per the order dated 08/06/2026, the appellant was directed to be present before the
Commission in the next date of hearing and he was also cautioned that if they are found
absent without any intimation to the commission, the case will be decided in their absence.

Summon notice was sent to the appellants through his personal whattsup, group
whattsup as well as their postal address.

Given under my hand and seal of this Commission/Court on this l3rh day of July,

Today appellants are found absent for the second time without any intimation.
Therefore, the commission deems that the appellants are no more interested to pursue this
appeal case inspite of giving sufficient chance to appear before the Commission.

Therefore, the appeal case No. AplC-880/N2OZ5 is disposed ofand closed.

, _ 
J_udgment/order pronounced in the open court of this Commission today on this l3th

day of Ju|y,2026. Each copy ofJudgment/Order be fumished to the parties.

2026.
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