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THE .BLE COURT ()F SHRI THE STATE T'TON
/TANAG

Shri Tamchi Gungte ......... Appellant

.VERSUS-
PIO-Cum-Block Development Officer,
CD Block Basar Leparada District,
Arunachal Pradesh . Respondent

Judsment/Order: 18.02.2025.

ORDEIT
This is an appeal filed under sub-section (3) of Section l9 of the RTI Acl,2005. Brief

fact of the case is that the Appellants Shri Tamchi Gungte on 2915/2023 filed an RTI
application under Form-'A' before the PIO-Cum-BDO, CD Block Basar Leparada District,
Gol't. of 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 0510712023 the Appellants,
again having not received the required information(s) from the FAA, filed the Second Appeal
before the Arunachal Pradesh Information Commission on W.and the Registry of the
Commission (APIC), having receipt of the Appeal registered it as APIC No. 77012023
(Appeal) and processed the same for its hearing and disposal.

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

0511112024, & l7ll2l202.In this hearing of the appeal on l7'h day of December 2024. The

Appellant Shri Tamchi Gungte present dwi-ng the hearing and the PIO also present during the

hearing through online mode.

Heard the Appellant;

Accordingly the matter came up for hearing before the Commission on 15/1212024 &

18102/2025.1n the l't hearing the Appellant found present. The PIO found absent without

intimating to the Commission the reason for his inability to attend the hearing. The

Commission viewed seriously on his absence and issued summon to the PIO.

In the 2^d hearing of the Appeal, the Appellant present and stated before the

Commission that the PIO has fumished all the information(s) sought in his Form "A"
application and requested the Commission for disposal of the instant Appeal.

Judgment;

In view of the above facts and circumstances the Commission finds today on the l8s

day of February, 2025, this appeal fit to be disposed and closed. And accordingly, this Appeal

stands disposed and closed once for all.
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