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An Appeal Case /g 193) of
RTI Act, 2
Case No. APIC- 366/2024. s

Shri Lokam Nandu, ESS Sector Itanagar
e tAPPELLANT

The.PIO, 0/0 the Executive Engineer (PWD)
Capital Division-B, Itanagar. ’
‘RESPONDENT

d information by the PIO, o/, the Executive Engineer
B, Itanagar a5 sought for by him under section 6(1)

b) Details of information:

1. Detail Project Report (DPR)
2. Technical Sanction ( TS) copy

3. Sanction Amount,

4. Bill Payment detail ti]] now

5. Payment cheque leaf/PFMS/DBT Transaction copy

6. NIT Detail with newspaper cutting

7. Name of the Firm bidder with the name of Proprietor

8. The aforesaid document with Proper CTC in Each Page.
¢) Period for which information asked for: 2023-2024

Records reveal that the appellant, Shri Lokam Namdu had requested the PIO for the above
information but failed to obtain the same. He, therefore, approached the FAA, the Superintending
Engineer (PWD) Capital Circle, Itanagar vide his Memo of application dt.07.10.2024 (received in
the o/o the PIO on 16.10.2024) under section 19(1) of the RTI Act. But having failed yet to
receive any response from the FAA, he filed his 2nd appeal before this Commission vide his

application dt.18.11.2024 which was, accordingly, registered in this Commission and listed for
hearing today on 24.01.2025 wherein the Er. Shri Joram Takar, AE and the APIO, o/o the PIO

Executive Engineer (PWD), Capital division-B, Itanagar Govt. of A.P is present but the appellant

is absent. ‘ y
The APIO had brought in the sought for information and produced the same before this

Commission which on perusal, appeared to be complete and as per the detailed list containfed in
the appellant’s application. However, in the absence of the appellant, the documents brought in by

\\(\ P&\Q QQ\I\& 1\0\\3& handed over 1o him and confirm his satisfaction therewit
o
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The hearing of this appeal was, therefore, adjourned t0 5th Feb, 2025 with clear direction 10
the appellant to collect the information from the olo the P10 and intimate his satisfaction oOrf
otherwise therewith before that date and it was made clear that if the appellant fails to attend the
hearing, the appeal shall be disposed of and closed as not being interested and pressed by the
appellant for adjudication any longer.

In today’s hearing also the appellant did not turn up for hearing nor did he send any
message of his difficulty in attending the hearing. Therefore, this appeal, in terms of earlier order
passed on 24.01.2025 which contained a clear and unambiguous warning to the appellant o
attend the hearing, hereby disposed of and closed as he does not seem to be interested in the
appeal any longer.

Given under my hand and seal of this Commission on this 5™ February, 2025.

Sd/-
(S. TSERING BAPPU)
State Information Commissioner,
APIC, Itanagar.

L §
Memo No. APIC-366/2024/ / 540 Dated Itanagar, the @’% February, 2025
Copy to:

1. The Superintending Engineer-cum-First Appellate Authority (PWD), Capital Circle Itanagar,
Govt. of A.P for information.

2. The PIO, o/o the Executive Engineer (PWD), Capital division-B, Itanagar Govt. of AP. PIN:
791111 for information.

3 Shri Lokam Namdu, ESS Sector [tanagar PIN: 791111 Mobile No. 9436266831 for

information.
M he Computer Programmet/Computer Operator for uploading on the Website of APIC
please. ’
5. Office copy.
6. S/copy

Registrar/ Deputy Registrar
APIC, Itanagar
Registrar
Arunachal Pradesn information Commission
ltanagar.



