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ARUNACHAL PRADESH INFORMATION COMMISSION ITANAGAR -
BEFORE THE HON’BLE COURT OF SHRI GUMJUM HAIDER, STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER
No.APIC-252/2021 Dated, Itanagar the 28 November’, 2023.
Under Section 19(3) RTI Act, 2005
Appellant Respondent
Shri Nabam Tapak PIO-cum- EE, PWD Division,
Vill- Lekhi, PS- Nirjuli, VS Sagalee Division, District - P/Pare.

Naharlagun, ICR, AP.

JUDGEMENT ORDER

An appeal under section 19(3) of RTI Act, 2005 was received from Shri Nabam Tapak, Village — Lekhi, Near Iconic
Dealer Backside, PO- Model Village, PS - Nirjuli, ICR, Arunachal Pradesh, for non-furnishing of information, by
The PIO-cum-Executive Engineer, Public Works Department, Sagalee Division, District — Papumpare, Arunachal

Pradesh, as sought for by the appellant under section 6(1) of RTI Act, 2005.

Brief fact of the case being that the appellant on 21.04.2021 filed an RTI application under ‘Form-A’
before the P10, whereby, seeking various information regarding :

“C/o Mini Secretariat at Sagalee(clearance of committed liabilities)amounting Rs.500.00 lakhs(Rupees
five crore) only .”

The above subject has been mentioned in detail under ‘Form — A’.

The 1% hearing for the case was held on 08" day of November’ 2021. Both the parties were present. Heard
both the parties. The appellant informed the Court that the PIO still hasn’t furnished the information sought
by hum under Form-A. In this the Court directed the PIO to furnish the documents on or before the next
date of hearing. Accordingly, the Court fixed the next date of hearing for the case on 17* November’ 2021.

The 2™ hearing for the case was heard on 19 day of January’ 2022. Both the parties were present. Heard
both the parties. The appellant informed the Court that the documents furnished by the PIO were in-
complete. In this the PIO replied to the appellant that some of the documents sought by the appellant were
not available with them. Hence, the Court directed the PIO to furnish in affidavit form for the N/A
documents to the appellant on or before the next date of hearing. Accordingly, the Court fixed the next date
of hearing on 02™ of March’ 2022.

The 3" hearing for the case was heard on 20" day of April’ 2022. The appellant was present but the PIO was
absent. The APIO, Er. Nabam Zomleen (AE) represented the case on-behalf of the PIO. The APIO re-
furnished the left out documents and the Affidavit before the Court itself. The appellant had gone through
the documents after receipt from the APIO. Later, the appellant expressed his satisfaction for all the
documents received and pleaded before the Court to dispose of the case. As such the Court ordered to
dispose of the case and no such hearings for this case will be entertained further in the Commission’s Court.

Considering all the above aspects into account, I find this appeal fit to be
disposed off as infructuous. And, accordingly, this appeal stands disposed of and closed for
once and for all. Each copy of this order disposing the appeal is furnished to the parties.
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Given under my hand and seal of this Commission’s Court on this 28" day of November’
2023.

Sd/-
(GUMJUM HAIDER)
State Information Commissioner,
APIC, Itanagar. =

74
Memo.No.APIC- 251/2021/// I Dated, Itanagar, the 2FNovember ’ 2023.
Copy to:-

1. The PlO—cum-Executive Engineer, PWD, Sagalee Division, District- Papumpare, PIN — 791111,
Arunachal Pradesh, for information & necessary action please.

2. Shri Nabam Tapak, Village- Lekhi, Near Iconic Dealer Backside, PO- Model Village, PS- Nirjuli,
Naharlagun, ICR, PIN — 791110, Arunachal Pradesh, PH- 8131870684, for information & necessary
action please.

‘B/I'he Computer Programmer for uploading on the Website of APIC, please.

4. Office copy.

Registar/Dy.Registrar,

APIC, Itana&ar.
__— Deputy Registrar

Arunachal Pradesh Informati~~ Semmission
Itanagei



