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! MIZORAM: AIZAWL

Case No: S.A. 188/2024-MIC

J. Rosangpuia, ...Appellant
Falkawn, Aizawl

Vs

Laldinfeli, ...Respondent
State Public Information Officer
&
Under Secretary,
General Administration Department

RTI application filed on : 1 30.08.2024

SPIO replied on :119.09.2024

First appeal filed on :102.10.2024

Appellate Authority order : | NIL

Second Appeal dated :121.11.2024

Date of Hearing :104.12.2024 at 02:00 PM
Date of Decision :104.12.2024

The Chief Information Commissioner Pu John Neihlaia and the Information

Commissioner Pu Mangjangam Touthang presided over the hearing.
Information sought

1. 1966-1970 inkar chhunga khaw khawm ah khan sawrkar khan PPV
centre ( people progressive village) hmun eng zatah nge a siam.
2. PPV Centre hrang hranga zat (khua an khawm zat) leh Khaw hming leh

in ding zat.
Grounds for the Second Appeal

The State Public Information Officer (SPIO) simply informed the appellant that
the information is not available with GAD without giving any further

instruction on where the appellant could pursue the matter.
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Relevant facts emerging during the hearing

The appellant attended the hearing through video conferencing while the

respondent SPIO appeared in person.

Appellant’s statement:

The appellant was not satisfied with the reply received from the SPIO as he
was simply informed of the fact that the information is not available with
General Administration Department (GAD). In his First Appeal, he also
requested to be given instruction on how to proceed further in obtaining the

desired information.

Respondent’s statement:

The respondent SPIO apologized for non-registration of the Departmental
Appellate Authority (DAA) on the Mizoram RTI Online resulting in non-receipt
of First Appeal. She also stated that the information is not with GAD and has

no idea where the information/record may be available.

OBSERVATIONS:

1. The respondent SPIO should have transferred the RTI application to the
concerned public authority and inform the applicant immediately about
such transfer as per Section 6(3) of the RTI Act, 2005 instead of giving a
blunt reply. She is advised to be careful in future while disposing of RTI

applications.

2. While GAD (Nodal Department for MIC) had issued an order dt. 20.07.2022
instructing all the DAAs, SPIOs and SAPIOs to register themselves on the
Mizoram RTI Online portal, it is surprising to learn that Pi Irene Zohlimpuii
Chongthu, DAA/Add]. Secretary, GAD has not registered herself on the
portal. Such kind of lapse should be avoided in future so that appellants

do not face any problem when submitting First Appeals.
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DECISION:

In view of the above, the Commission hereby directs that: -

1. General Administration is advised to ensure proper registration of all

concerned public authorities on the RTI Online portal.

2. Pi Laldinfeli, SPIO & Under Secretary, General Administration
Department is directed to further enquire or transfer the RTI
application to the appropriate authorities including those outside

Government of Mizoram with action taken report to the Commission.

The appeal is disposed of accordingly. Copy of decision to be given, free of

cost, to all parties.
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(MANGJANGAM TOUTHANG) (JOHN NEIHLAIA)
Information Commissioner Chief Information Commissioner
Mizoram Information Commission Mizoram Information Commission
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