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ARUNACHALPRADESH INFO R]VTATION COMMISSION

APPELLANTS
R"ESPONDET{T

a C

ITANAGAR
An Appeal Case U/S 19(3) of RTI Act' 2005

Case No. APIC- 8052025.
: Shri Vijay Pertin and Shri Kalom Perme.

: The PIO, o/o the CE, CSQ GWD), Nirman Bhawan'0'
Point Itanagar

ORDER
This is an appeal under Section l9(3) of RTI Act" 2005 received from Shri

Mjay pertin anA 
-Slei 

Kalom Perme for non-fumishing of below.mentioned

inionnation by the pIO, o/o the CE, CSQ eWD), Nirman Bhawan '0'Point Itanagar

as sought foi ty ttrem under section 6(1) (Form-A) of RII Ac! 2005 vide their

application dated 11.07 .2025 :

A. Particular of information: Credentials of Shri Nun Pertin, lvl/S KNP Enterprise

B. Details of information required:
"Copp of work experienqr certificate summi$ed by lhri N."" PFil}o.pdo*
lvf/S ilNP enterprisis, Dambulq Lower Dibang Valley for registration / Enlistnent

into class-Ill."
Fscts emersing from the aopeal and the decision thereon:

@appeal disclosed that the Appeltants, Shri Vijay

Pertin and shri Kalom Perme had requested the PIo for the aforementioned

information / documents in response whereof the PIo, vide his letter dt. 30.07.2025 (as

rep.odr"ed U"tow), informed tire appellants that the information as sought by them are

,t ira ou.r, and disclosure of the iame needs consent from the third party which can

onfy t" conveyed after getting consent Aom the third parly concemed'

"D/Sir
with reference to yott RTI application in form 'A' vide No. Nil dated 11/07/25

and receivei in this ifice o" iitoztzs seeking information about ws K.N.P.

Enterprises,Prop-NunPertinlamtofurnishthefollowinginformationparawiseas
under:

3(1)(1) The information sought by you are pwely related.to documents

subrtfttid'io'this ofiie by third parti and diiclosure of the same"needs cowent frotn'

,iiri i"rry concerited unde, ,""rionbOl@l e00 of RTI Act 2005 & the same can be

conveyei only afier Setting consent from the third party concerned'
' fhi ii for yob kad information and necessary action please'

sd/-
PlO-cwt-Superintending Engineer (CSQ)'

ffice ofthe Chief Engineer (CSQ)

. . . PWD, AP, Itanggar " .

Theappellants,disappointedwiththeresponseofthePlOasabove'preferred
their l"t upp"ul b"fo." tte'itrief Engineeq CsQ GwD), Govt' of A'R tlaugqar' ttte

firrt appiifut" Authority 6lt) unlder Section 19 (l) of RII Act' 2005 vide their

Memo of Appeal dt. 20.08.2025.
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Records also reveal that the FAA conducted the hearing on l2s Sept. 2025, and

disposed.of the appeal as under:
,,ORDER

1. The fact of the case is that vide No. Nil dated I1/07/2025 and received in this
ofice on 11/07/2025, the appellant Shri Wjay Pertin sought some information
pertaining to firm namely as l{/s K NP Enlerprises.

2. Not satisfied with the information/communication fitnished by the PIO, the
appellant vide No. Nil dated 20/08/2025 and received in this ofice on 20/08/2025
appealed to the First Appellate Authority under Section I9(1) ofthe RTI Act 2005,

3. The applicant is seebing to be provided with some documents submined by
the concerned firm in this ofice.

4. This ffice is of the view that the PIO should provide information / furnish
relevant documents to the Appellant except those covered under section I (1) (d), 8 (I)
(j) and I1(2) ofthe RTI Act, 2005.

5. As such, PIO under section 8 (I) (d), 8 (l) (i) and all relevant sections of the

RTI Act 2005, is of opinion that the docurnents sought by the RTI applicant doesn't

serve any larger public interest and has therefore decided not to disclose documents

sought to the RTI applicant without the consent of the third party.
6. The hearing was Conducted on dated 12/09/2025 under the FAA (First

Appellate authority) However the applicant was absent during the hearing.

S However the Arytellant is at libegly to fiirther appEil to the State

Information Commissioner dnot satisfied with this order.

With this, the Appeal stands disposed off.
sd/-

By Order
tulA cwn Chief Engineer (CSO),

PWD, AE ltanagar"

a

The appellants dissatisfied with the FAA's order as above, preferred their 2nd

appeal before this commission under Section 19 (3) of the RrI Act, 2005 vide Memo

of Appeal dated 27.10.2025 on the ground that the PIO did not furnish complete

information and further that the FAA did not hear the appeal.

This appeal was, accordingly, listed on l16 Marctr, 2026 bttt none of the parties

appeared. Taking serious view ofthe absence of the parties, especially, the appellants'

..n-upp*un"e and presuming that the appellants have either received the requested

infOrmation or that tirey are no longer interested in the information the appeal was

closed vide order dt.l1.03.2026.

This Commission, however, rec€ived letter d1.07.04.2026 (reproduced below)

fromoneoftheappellants,namely,shriVjayPertinthattheycouldnotattendthe
hearingonll.0326duetolatereceiptofthenoticedt.l6.02.2026,whichwas
deliveied to them after the hearing date, due to postal delay and accordingly, pleaded

?or hearing the aPPeifl. a e:

,,NSN,

with utmost reyerence I am to state thal sir, as we got yow swnmon letter

regardingthehearingofRTlcaseNo.AP\C-805/2025againstPIo,ChiefEngineer'
CaO fpfuO Nirmai iho*or, Itanagar after the scheduled hearing date i.e, Ilth

uir"i zozo due to late doing of posil department. As suchwe could not attended the

hearingonthegivendate-and.time.t}ponthatthe/ixedhzaringdaleasperthe
,r^ in letter was also written as I1'03'2025 Instead of ll'03'2026'
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So, I therefore, entreat you sir to take my case into special consideration for
refuing of my RTI case hearing at the earliest as there were issues of late del*ery of
the sunmon leier as well as typographical mistakcs from yotr ofice stafs when it
comes to subject matter of year.

Thanbing You
Your's faithfully,

sd/-
Mr. Yijay Pertin,"

This Commission considered the request of the appellants as above and also

verified the despatch record of the sunmon notice d1.16.02.2026 n the Itanagar Post

Office whereupon it w{ts found that the summon notice was booked in the Itanagar

Post Office only on 07.03.2026 and delivered to them on 30.03.26, after the hearing on

1r.03.2026.

ORDER

This Commisdion, thus, noticing that the absence of the appellants in the

hearing on 11.03.2026 was due to reasons beyond their control this lppeal has been

listed again today on 08.05.2026 to hear the parties and consider the appeal.

Today on 08.05.2026, one of the appellants, namely Shri vjay Pertin attended

the hearing through VC but {pe to poor net coryectivity, he coulrlJot be heard

properly. fro*"r.t, the PIO, Er. Shri Moji Padu, EE (CSQ) is present in person who

p-i*.0 a copy of Hon,ble Gauhati High court order dt.30.01.2026 passed in
'Wp(C)/31/202i 

fWS LRT Constraction Vs. The Arunachal Pradesh Information

Comiission and 2 Ors) by which one of the coordinate Bench\of this Commission's

order dt.10.12.2025 afi notice dt. 29.12.2025 thereof directing the respondent PIO,

o/o the cE, (cSQ) to disclose the personal information of ttre petitioner Firm (lvfis

LRT Construction) such as the enlistnent certificate, eqertence certificate, tIading

licences, PAN, Aadhaar, sT and PRC, has been stayed until further order'

The extract of the said order is reproduced hereunder:
.BEFORE

HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE BUDI HABWG

a

Date:30.01.2026
J{eard Mr. J. Jini, tearned counsel for thq petitioner

2. The petitioner claims to be a registeied class-I (B & R) contractot duly enlisted

with the pWD Department. By filini the present writ petition under Article 226 of the

Cotnstitution o7 ina4, the 
'pettioTer 'has 

challenged the impugned order dated

10.12.2025, *hereby the respondent No. l/the Arttachal Pradesh state Information

Commissio,n has directed tli respondent No. 3/the Executive Engineer (CSQ-cum-

itO, , disclose the complete perional information and documents qf the petitioner to

theprivate resPondent \o. 2.

3.it is contended thatittsuanr n an RTI Spplicationfited by frte private responddtt

Wi. Z, iririotty the Information sought foi was denied by respon(n: No' 3/the

n 
""oi*" 

Engne"r (CSQ)-cun-PIO, iv livohtng Sgltion S(l)(il of the RTI Act' 2005'

However by the impugned orde4 daied 1(l'12'7025' respondent No' t has directed

)"rp"ii"/ N". 3 io 1N"lore the personal information o/' the petitioner, strch as

enlistment certi/icate, ""piri"r"" 
cirtificate, t'idt'g licences' PAN ' Aadhaar ST and

inC, ,nf"n,'according to the pititioner, is p,rely personal and third-party

information.

ra



4. Issue notice.

Memo o. IC 25 d1

Sd/-Budi Habung
JUDGE."

IF

This commission notices that facts seized in the said writ petition before theHon'ble High court are the same as in the instant appear before this commission andthe respondent pro (o/o the cE, csq"il;;;;;JIj b" ,urn".

Ifview ofthe above, fiis commission dee?ns it appropriate noltto a-djudicate onthis ap.peal until the finar outcome of the aforesaid-p.roirg wnt petition is known andaccordingly, further adjudication ofthis upp"uf ,t "i, ,uspended.

Given under my hand and seal of this Commission on this gft May, 2026.

sd/_
(s. TSERTNG BAPPU)

State Information Commissioner,
APIC, Itanagar.

*

Copy to:
the -/f__wayAoze

3. T. C_hief Engineer (CSQ, @WD), Nirman Bhawan .0, point Itanagar, the First
Appellate Authority for information.

4. The PIO, o/o the CE (CSe @WD), Nirman Bhawan ,0 poinr Itanagar pIN:
79.1 I I I for information.

5. Shd Vijay Pertin and Shri Kalom Perme, Ithili PO/PS Roing, Lower Dibang Valley
Di ct (A.P) PIN: 792110 Contact No. 7085172418 for inicrnatir,n.

API
computer Programmer/computer operator for uploading on the website of

C, please.
7. Office Copy.
8. S/Copy.

Da I

Registrar/ I) t"
ld<hr" "h"!i.t.".

4
5. Since Mr R. Saikia, b*y! Snnding Counsel, has accepted notice on behalf ofrespondent No. t, and Ms. e songuti,ir;;;;Zo;"rr ent Advocate, has acceptednotice on beharf of resoonaylui s, r"ir*"lrii"" needs to be Issued to them.Howeve4 the peritionei sha, fwnisi'requi;;';;;;'"rpies of the writ petition to thetwd standks counset ani th" t""r";; C;;;;;;)t,Eauoirt" *itnirir".ni""i7ro.
6' The petitioner srulr take s!,eps for -service 

of notice upon respondent No. 2 by speedPost with A./D as we, as bv-thi i*t pro""r, *ii';;r";;;"ii;;;;i$". " ', "l. List the matter afier I (fr*) .r"k*.
2' rn the meantime' the ooeration ofthe impugned order dated 10.12.2025, passed bythe state Information'commissin ,";;;;"";;;;;;*ntiar norice dated 29.r2.2025shall remain stayed untilfirther ,rd";;.- 

'-

6.

'ilEf,fi'l$ms,*
f nmarf PirorliO'matroo Commls8m

lla n al,


