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Case No' APIC- 289/202{'

The FAA heard the aPPeal

ThisisanappealunderSectionlg(3)ofRTIAct,2005receivedfromShriChowLajamang
Mannow for non-fumishing of information by the PIo, o/o the E'E(Power), Deomali Division'

Tirap District (A.P) as "'rnt 
i"' i, iim unaet section 6(1) (Form-A) of RTI Act' 2005 vide his

application dated 0 1.05'2024'

The Appellant had requested for the following, information from the PIO:

(a) particulars or inro.*ltior, n ptu."In"n, of Khonsa 33KV and Hukanjuri ll KV overhead

bare conductor o"*;i;;; ;;;G through Dihing Patkai National Park from Power house,

Deomali to Hukanjuri checkgate with overheaiinsulated conductor under R'E'2023-24

(s.A.s.c.I)
(b) ConcemedDepartment:
(c) Particulars of information:

(DNIT

iii Nu.. of the firm who got the work in details'

(d) betails of information required:

(i) Work orders for Approval details' 
.

1ii; fuyrn.n, details to the firm/supplier/contractor'

(e) i*i"O f". which information asked for2022 to till date'

iti Cashbook statements from 2022 to till date'

Having failed to obtain the information from the PIo, the appellant approached the First

AooellateAuthority,theChiefEngineer(Power)Eu,t.*Zone,NamsaividehisMemoofAppeal
ai.tio.oo.zoz+ under section 1 9( I ) of the RTI Act'

LajamangMannow and Shri Hormin Lollen'
11.09.2024 wherein the appellant' Shri Chow

JE representing the PIO o/o the EE(Power)' Deomatt
on

TheFAA'afterhearingtherepresentativeofthePlowhosubmittedthatallthedocuments
except rhe copies of origin.i^Lrn u""r, had been fumisied to the appellant, directed the PIO vide

order dt. t6.Og .2024. pr""i;;;;;.,tifi.d .opi.. of ti. 
"urf, 

booi of puttitolar scheme as asked

by the aPPellant.

INI

Shri Chow Lajamang Mannow, Vill' Nanam Khamti'

PO- Manmow, District Namsai' (A'P)

Vs

The PIO, o/o the E.E (Power), Deomali Division'

Tirap District (A.P) 
ORDER



1

The appellant was apparently not provided with the left out document i.e the certified copies

ofcash book by the PIO despite the order ofthe FAA which prompted him to file his second appeal

before this Commission vide his memo of appeal dt.07 .10.2024 under section 19(3) of the RII Act

which has been registered as APIC-289/2024 and listed for hearing today on 06.12.2O24.

The appeal was, accordingly, heard today on 06.12.2024 wherein the appellant, Shri Chow

Lajamang Mannow and the PIO, Er. Shri Gangtong Bangyang, E.E (Power) Deomali Division with

the duly certified copies ofthe original cash book ofthe particular scheme asked for by the appellant

were piesent. The appellant who received the documents from the PIO, expressed his satisfaction

and agreed for disposal and closure of his appeal.

In the premises as above, no further indulgence of this Commission on the appeal is

warranted and as such this appeal stands disposed ofand closed'

Given under my hand and seal of this Commission on this 6s December,2024.

sd/-
(SANGYAL TSERING BAPPU)
State Information Commissioner'

APIC, Itanagar.

Copy to:-
f . ihe FirstAppellate Authority (FAA), the Chief Engineer Power), Eastern Zone, Namsai (A.P)

for information.
2. The PIo, o/o the E.E (Power), Deomali Division, Tirap District (A.P) PIN: 792103 for

79 103 Mobile No.7629857269 for information.

The computer Programmer/computer operator for uploading on the website ofAPIC, please.

5. Office copy.

Registrar/ DePutY Registrar
APIC. Itanasar
O+'pr;f Reol s'Ira r

Arunec.l,..tl F ,desh lr rtc r -'"tln r iic'':lrnrssron

;lana0al

Memo No. APIC-289/2024I V ? 3 Dated Itanaear. the I o December' 2024

information.
3. Shri Chow Lajamang Mannow, Mll. Nanam Khamti,PO- Manmow, District Namsai' (A'P) PN:


