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BEFORE THE HON'BLE COURT OF MAJOR GENERAL JARKEN GAMLIN, AVSM, SM,

VSM (RETD), STATE CHIEF INT'OR]VIATION COMMISSIOIYER

No.APlC-302/2023 Dated,ltanaga r the24'h September, 2024

Appellant: Shri Yiter Lombi, Library Guwahati High Court Permanent Bench ltanagar, PIN-791111.
(M) 708s12190 I 82s787sl28.

Respondent: The PIO-cum-EE (PWD) Govt. of A.P., Basar Division, Leparada District Arunachal
Pradesh, PIN-791101

ORDER
1. This is an appeal under Section l9(3) of RTI Act,2005 received from Shri Yiterlombi, Library

Guwahati High Court Permanent Bench ltanagar for non-fumishing of information by the SPIO-

cum-EE(PWD) Govt. of A.P. Basar Division, Leparada District, Arunachal Pradesh as sought by
the Appellant under section 6(l) of RTI Act, 2005 vide Form-A Dated 2511112022 regarding
c/o Power Block Surface Road and Bituminous Concrete road at Bam village, Leparada District
(L-0.56 km (old Bam & Lipu Bam).

2. The 8th hearing was held on 24'h September, 2024 as scheduled. The PIo-cum-EE
(PWD) Govt. of A.P.Basar DivisiorU Leparada Dishict, Arunachal Pradesh and the Appellant

Shri Yiter Lombi were found absent.

3. The PIO, vide letter No. BD/E-52/2023-24 Dated 23/06/2023 claims to have tried to fumish
information before the Court of l't Appellate Authority but the Appellant failed to appear

during the hearing. So, the Appellant was asked to collect information from the office of the

PIO. Further, the PIO claims that information were fumished to the Appellant vide letter No.
BDIE-52/2022-23 1892 Dated 07 103 12023 and BD IE-5212023 -24 I 4t Dated 03 105 12023. The

PIO in support of his claim has submitted copies of the same to the Commission.

4. The Commission on scrutiny of the case observes that the PIO has diligently tried to fumish
information to the Appellant. In case the next date of hearing is fixed the PIO-cum-EE (PWD)

Gor4. of A.P. Basar Division, Leparada District, Arunachal Pradesh must be present before the

Commission's Court without fail with all the relevant document in support of action taken.

5. The absence of the Appellant without proper intimation to the Commission is viewed seriously.
The Commission, giving reasonable opportunity, directs the Appellant to revert to the

Commission within one week with authentic documentary evidences for his absence from the
court hearing, failing which the case shall be treated as closed and disposed of.
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Order copies be issued to all the parties.

Copy to:
Memo No.AP)C-3O212O23 I urt

Itanagar

Dated, ltanagar the

puter Programmer, APIC, ltanagar, to upload in APIC Website.

2. Case file.

Registrar /Dy. Registrar

sd/-

[Major General Jarken Gamlin, AVSM, SM, VSM (Retd)],

State Chief Information Commissioner

Arunachal Pradesh lnformation Commission

Q4lentemner,2024

Arunachal Pradesh lnformation Commission

Itanagar
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