
ffi o
l=r
L_d

q.dqr6'r
orfuo.rr
RIGHTTO
It{FORMATTON

ARUNACHAL PRADESH INF'ORMATION COMMISSION
ITANAGAR

BEFORE THE IION,BLE COT]RT OF MAJOR GEI\IERAL JARKEN GAMLIN, AVSM, SM,ysM (RETD), STATE CHrEF INFORMATION COMMISSTONER
No.AP\C-251N2026 Dated, Itanagar the 31$ March' 2026

Appeal Under Section 19(3) RTI Act,2005

Appellant:

a (*rwi

Respondent:

Shri Vijay Pertin & Shri Kalom Perme, Ithili Village, pOipS Roing, Lower
Dibang Valley District, Arunachal Pradesh, pIN-792tl0, (M) 7005497635.

Vs

Dr. Worar Taku, PIO -cum- DMO, Roing, Lower Dibang Valley District,
Arunachal Pradesh, PIN- 792110.

ORDER

1). This is an appeal under Section l9(3) of RTI Act, 2005 filed by Shri Vijay pertin & Shri
Kalom Perme, Ithili village, PO/PS Roing, Lower Dibang valley District, Arunachal
Pradesh, for non-furnishing of information by the plo -cum- DMo, Roing, Lower Dibang
Valley District, Arunachal Pradesh, as sought by the Appellant under section 6(l) of RTI Act,
2005 vide Form-A Dated 08/10/2025 regarding information on MPW interview conducted
by DMO, Roing.

2). The l't hearing was held on 3l"t March' 2026.Dr. worar Taku, plo -cum- DMo, Roing,
Lower Dibang Valley District, Arunachal Pradesh and the Appellant Shri Vijay pertin were
present.

3). The Appellant informed that the PIo had fumished information for sl.no. 3, 5 & 6 as
sought at Form-A dated 08110/2025. rnformation sought at Sl.no. 1,2, and 4, had not been
fumished. The Appellant insisted for information sought at Sl.no. l, i.e. copy of answer script
of twenty four candidates.

4). The PIO submitted that information sought at Sl.no. 1, i.e. copy of answer script of all the
candidates pertains to third parties. According to provision of the RTI Act, notice had been
served to all. Some of the individuals objected to furnishing of information and some had not
responded. The information sought at sl.no. 2, i.e. copy of Admit card, as per record, spare
copy of Admit Card of candidates were not available. The information sought at Sl.no. 4, i.e.
Photography or CCTV records were also not available.

5). The PIO also informed that out oftwenty four candidates, eight candidates were selected
for the post of MPW.

6). The Commission directed the PIO to make a list of all the twenty four candidates with their
address and contact number, separate list of selected eight candidates, and check if all the
answer scripts were available in the office records and intimate to the Commission within
thirty days from the date of issue of this order. Also, along with above, the PIO was directed to
submit copy ofletters served to third parties and copies ofreplies from the third parties to the
Commission.
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7). The next course of action would be decided on the basis of intimation from the

PIO. In case the PIO failed to intimate to the Commission within the time given, the Commission
would be compelled to initiate penal action under section 20(1) of the RTI Act 2005 against the PIO.

Order copies be issued to all the parties.

Memo N
Copy to:

hto.APIC-2S1N2026

sdl-

[Major General Jarken Gamlin, AVSM, SM, VSM (Retd)],

State Chief lnformation Commissioner

Arunachal Pradesh lnformation Commission

Itanagar ffi-n, I

1 Dated, Itanagar the tl=frilich; 2026

l. Dr. Worar Taku, PIO -cum- DMO, Roing, Lower Dibang Valley District, Arunachal
Pradesh, PIN- 7921l0 for compliance.

2. Shd Vijay Pertin & Shri Kalom Perme, Ithili Village, PO/PS Roing, Lower Dibang
Valley District, Arunachal Pradesh, PIN-792110, (M) 7005487635 for information.

yfiomprler Programmer, APIC, Itanagar, to upload in APIC Website.

4. Case file.

lL
Registrar / Re

Arunachal Pradesh Information Commission
Itanagar
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