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ARUNACHAL PRADESH INFORMATION COMMISSION
MATIO N ITANAGAR

NOTICI] oF HEARING

*HEREAS' Shri Bamang pacho, has filed a second Appear U/S r9(3) of RTI Act.2005 against the PIO-Cum-EE, pWD, Sangram, K/Kumey District, Govt of Arunachal
Pradesh for refusing to furnish-the Informattns enclosed in the Form .A' Appi;;;i;", u,sought by him vide his RTI application dated 14102/2025

^ .AID WHEREAS, Appear has been risted for hearing before the Hon'bre Information
Commissioner Shri Vijay Taram on, 20.11.2025 at l0:30 amlMorning)

NOW THEREFORE, the plO is directed to appear in person on the above_mentioned
date and time with alr the doc.uments/files upon *ni"i,'you intend to rery in support of your
cla,ims/defence If for a compelling reason tne pro is unrbl" to be present during the hearing,
he/she has to give reason for rhe same and sha[ authorize an officer/Apro, rrrry ,"ir"ini"J *ig,,the facts ofthe case.

Take notice that in defaurt ofyour appearance on the date and time mentioned above thecase shall be heard and decided in your absence.

N'B:- PIo and Appellant can arso avair onrine mode of hearing by downroading the ,,\I,EBEX
MEETIN-9 4Pp' from Googre,play Store and may please notify or get i, toui at rei- aayprior to the hearing with Shri Himanshu verma-1iT consurtant) at Mob_ g319014957 forfurther technical assistance.

N'lemo No . .\PIC -388/A/2025
Copy to:-

sd/-
(Vijay Taram)

State Information Comm issioner
APIC, Itanagar.

Itan the Dated Se tember 202r

l. The PIO-Cum-Executive Engineer, pWD, Sangram, K/Kumey District, Govt of
Arunachal Pradesh for information and necessaryiction prease. pln Code-79lllg.2. FAA-Cum-The Chief Engineer (ClZone). pWD, ltanagar, p/pare Dist. A.p for
inl'ormation please. pincode-791I I l.

3. Shri Bamang Pacho, House No. IMC 491. W_ 10, IG Park, ltanagar, P/pare, District,
Arunachal Pradesh for infomation and necessary action please. Contact no.:-

3
he Computer Programmer, AplC for uploadi ng on the Website of APIC please5. Offlce Copy
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APIC, Itanagar


