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ARUNACHALP RADES}I iNFORMATION COMMISSION*
T-I \ACAR.

An Appcal Case U/S 19(3) of RTI Act, 2005
Case No. iPtC- 298/2024.

: AI,PELLANT

:RESPONDENT
ORDER

This is an appeal under Section l9(31 oi r(--il Act, 2005 received from ShriTechi Reeb for
non-fumishing of information by thePlO o, o the Execurive Engineer (E), Capital Electrical
Division, Itanagar as sought for by him under section 6( 1) (F'rrrn-A ) of PJI Act, 2005 vide his
application dated 1l .03 .2024.

The appellant had sought for the follor,':..: information:
a) Particular of information : Information r,',rrrlding Strene,lheriirg crf Power distrihution

afrastructure in Itanagar Capital Complex.
b) Details of information required :

l.Details copies of DPR;
2.Copy of NlTpublish in local media;
3.Details copy of work being Uptodate oftlcial rvebsite nru \it,v_.AIu-La_c_halpsulel.otg.l1r.

4.Details copies of mode payment to conuae ror;

5.Details copies of U.C (Utilization Certiticate);
6.Details ofregister Firm participate above-t rentioned rvork and

7. Details of Firm awarded as per mention3C above work.
c) Period for which information asked fLtt '.tt,z.\-24

ShriTechi Reeb, Ganga Village pO- R..K Mrss,c:r
PS- Chimpu, District Papum Pare (A.p)

Vs
ThePIO, o/o the Executive Engineer, (power)
Capital Electrical Division, Itanagar.

Records reveal that in response to th,: al4riicant's requ,ist for information as above, the

PIO, o/o the E.E (E) Capital Electrical Division, Itanagar. vide lefter dated 10/04/24, intimated

the Applicant/Appellant that the requested inionnation cannot be furnished since there is no such

scheme as mentioned in theapplicant's appircr,L,r,n tatcd 11103124.

The Applicant/Appellant, dissatisfiei v. rh the above response of the PIO, approached the

F.A.A, the Superintendent Engineer (E), hPEiJ'l-CUNI-CC'IRD, Naharlagun, vide Memo of
Appeal dated 12104124 in response vrhereol ih. I.A.A, vide iefler dated 20/06124, directed the

PIO to fumish the sought for infornratiorl. 1l' i,r,:,,, idblg 'drLd ure rrot c,tvered under the purview of
section -8 0f the RTI Act,2005.

Records further reveal that thc ,''.A.r-i rra.i a;;o condrictetl. ttre hcaring on 16/09124 wherein

both the PIO and the Appellant weio present i.r,J the considereo 5 (i-n'c) appeals dated I l/03/24'

13 I 03 124, 27 103 124, 07 I 03 124 and i0 t A6 124.



The F.A.A, after hearing both the panres. disoosed of the five appeals including the
application dared rll03l24 holding rhat rne rnfomratron sought b1, the Appellarrt was not
fumished to him as the information sought were either not available o, it *u, noi specitc.

The applicant/appellant, being dissatir;lictj with the order of the F.A.A as above, filed
second appeal before this Commission under:;ecrion_19(3) of the RTI Act.2005 vide his Memo of
Appeal dated 15110/24 which has been regisr-r:t..i_l as Af lLt.l.lC. ).9g/2024.

The appeal was listed for hearing roda.; on I l/l2l24.lIr:.i.ever, the Appellant. Shri Techi
Reeb did not attend the hearing due to some incdical emergency who requested for adjoumment
to an appropriate date. The hearir,g was, tiru.. dir.;curned to 24i;t\ /25 whirein the appellant, Shri
Techi Reeb and the APIO o/o the E.E (E), ('apiral Electricar Division, iraragar were present.

Heard the parties.

1

The appellant reiterated his dei-nar,o i',.,r tlre infbnnatie.rt he hzrr! sought in his application
dt.11.03.2024. He also produced a copy r_r.i' a irst containrng r,arious schemes and the amount
allocated therefor which, the appellant claiiiied. \.! ere supposedl,, execuietl by the 6io the pIO.
This Commissior; however, coukl not corr'v,.-,,.. i,self oi'thc aotirenti,:iN of the list as the same
does not bear the address or signature ofan1, autholilv. Ir an1, r:ase, the Commission ohserves that
in tle column 'Status ofAA & ES'a,qains,lLi' o.r.rr€ of the rvcrrr. it Sl N6.12. it is r,:marked as.to
be accorded' meaning thereby that the 6/s, 1116 !J,,1 did not r:rec'-rte the q,o:ks, " strenqf.hening of
power distribution infrastructure in Itanagar ..'ar: L ll Cornpit:x (ti f /LT /Iltc ),'.

The PIO, vide his written sub.nrssion dt.21).01.2()2(. reilelat'ng his earlier reply
dt.10.04.2024 to the appellant, had also stated that sincr no sr-r,rh scherre by the above name was
executed during the above menticned perjnd rindei its I)ivision, no irformalion has been
fumished to the appellant. The A.PIO alsc :.-ittr rled the sairl ,:lrrification during the course of
hearing.

This Commission, upon hez'.ring the pa::ties and on oenrsal of the rvritten submission of the
PIO and the copy of RTI application filed br trrr atrpclJant. is irrcJiired t,-' hold that the I'IO o/o the

E.E (E), Capital Electrical Division. hanapa. irarl rightl,v reiecter' the llTI application !n so far as

the information pertaining to the Scheme / \r'orks mentiorreti in the R II application of the

appellant is concemed.

This appeal is, accordinglv. di:;-,1'5gd o1'artd clcserl

Given under my hand and sea! cilhis (-u,nrrlssion r:rt tnis 24t' lnfiuaty,2025.

sd/-
(!j. TSITRING BAPPU)

St:r I e Ji'rforrl ?-fion Commissioner,
APIC, Itanagar.



Memo N APtC-298/202 l)ated I fana thr n u:l
Copy to:-
l.The F.A.A, the S.E (E) A.p Electrical Circle No.

information.
I -cum-Co-o:r.ln, DOP, Naharlagun for

2.The PIo, o/o the Executive Engineer (power), Capital t:lectrical Division, Itanagar for
information.

3.Shri Techi Reeb, Ganga Village PO- R.K Mission PS- Chimpu. Districr papum pare (A.p) pIN:
79l l l3 Mobile No. 8787480872 for informaiicn.

L-affe Computer Programmer/Computer Operator tbr uploading on the Website ofAplC, please.
5.Oftice copy.

itegrs ri Deputy Registrar
APIC 
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