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An Appeal Case U/S f 9(3) of RTI Act' 2005

Vide Case No. APIC- 75712023.

(Summon to appear in person)
Or.5 R.3 of CP

:APPELLANTShri Lokam Namdu, c/o Hotel River View,

Naharlagun A.P PIN: 791110

Vs
The Block Development Officer-cum-PlO,

Sarli and Polosang CD Block, Kurung Kumey

District, A.P PIN :7911l1

ORDER/SUMMONS

09.08.2023.

This is an appeal under Section l9(3) ofRTI Act, 2005 received from Shri Lokam

Namdu for non-fumishing of information by the Block Development officer-cum-PlO

CDBlock,Sarli&PolosangKurungKumeyDistrict,A'Passoughtforbyhimunder
section6(1)(Form-A)ofRTIAct'2005videhisapplicationdated17.05.2023.

Records disclose that the appellant had requested for 33(thirty three) point

information on implementation of sciemes under SIDF/MLA LAD FTIND/ IINTIED

FLIND underthe Cb Block Sarli & Polosang Circle from2019'2020to2022-2023 from

tt" soo, CD Block sarli anJ polosang bu-l he failed.to obtain the information which

;;ild tlrn to nt. his l't appeal tJthe l"-Appellate Authoritv' the D'c' Kurung

'fr*JV Oml"L Go\.t. ,f a*n'"it"f pradesh, fotbriang under section-19(1) vide his

Memoofappea|dt.lg.06.2023.Buthestillcouldnotobtainthesoughtforinformation
from the PIO. Hence, tt i, ittonA appeal before the Commission which was filed on

: RESPONDENT.

This appeal is heard today on Og'04'2025 fo1!: Zd tir'e' the first hearing being

on 25.09.2024 wherein th" Pid, Shri John Diru' BDo' Sarli and Polosang attended

through video Conferencing and ihe appellant' Shri Lokam Na.mdu attended in person'

In today's hearing, if't upp"ffu't' Shri Lokam,Nanrdu was absent without any

communication but the pIO ;; represented by Shri ch,,rra Nachung, PTA-cum-

EO(RE), o/o the BDO, Sarli and Polosang'

Heard the represent;;;"ritt pr6 who submitted hat the o/o the BDo' Sarli

and Polosang Oia not imptemtni uny scheme/project under SIDF/MLA LAD FI-IND/

LTNTIED FTIND under th-e.iJ Biock Sarli & Polosang Circle during-th^e-period

mentioned in the RTI *r'i#"'-"i the appellant and iherefore' the question of

furnishing the sought for information does not arise' The l'l presentati\ e olthe PIO also

submitted a written "#;i;;;i"ol'zs;n 
this regrrd a copv i7sfis1gsf 15 also

endorsed to the aPPellant'

ARUNACHAL PRADESH INFORMATION COMMISSION
ITANAGAR.
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This commission, upon hearing the representative of the PIo and on perusal of
the written submission, is inclined to endorse the submission of the PIO but at the same

time deems it appropriate to direct the o/o the PIO to fumish an aflidavit declaring that

no schemes/projects were implemented by the o/o the PIO on or before 09.05. 2025 as

required under rule 5 (vi) of the A.P Information commission (Appeal Procedure Rules)

2005.
List the appeal on og.o5.2o25.If the appellant fails to appear on the said date,

this appeal shall be disposed ofand closed as not being pressed for further consideration

by this Commission.
Given under my hand and seal of this Commission on this 9s April,2025 '

Memo No. APIC- 75712023 Dated Itanagar. the , i' March, 2024t;2,
Copy to:
1 . 

-The 
Dy. Commissioner, Govt. of Arunachal Pradesh, Kurung Kumey District'

Koloriang for information.

2.TheBlockDevelopmentoffrcer-cum.PloCDBlock,Sarli&PolosangKurung
Kumey District, A.P for information & compliance'

3. Shil Lokam Namdu, c/o Hotel River View, Naharlagun A.P, PIN: 791110 Mobile

no. 936216683 | I 9 43 6829644 information'

4 The Computer Programmer/Computer Operator for uploading on the Website of

APIC, please

. Office copy.

. S/copy.

Registrar/ D
etloyl^(
ff R.eglstrar

API ,Itanagar.
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sd/-
(S. TSERING BAPPU)

State Information Commissioner'
APIC' Itanagar.


