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Information sought :

The appellant file a RTI Application dated 28103/2023 seeking Details regarding

expenditure di lmptementation of under SADA/ADA/RIDF/SIDF/RE/BE/JJM/CSS of
entire Kurung Kurney District (A.P)

As per the case record, PIO has never conducted hearing under his jurisdiction.

Being dissatisfied. the appetlant fited First Appeal dated 0810512023. No hearing

has been conducted by the First Appellate Authority in this regard. Feeling aggrieved and

dissatisfied, appellant approached the commission with instant Second Appeal.

The following were present.
Appetlant : Shri Lokam Namdu absent.

Respondent : PIO-curr- EE(PHE & WS) is represented by APIO

JUDGEMENT ORDER

This is an appeal filed under sub-section (3) of Section l9 of the RTI Act. 2005. Brief

fact of the case is that the appellants Shri Lokanr Namdtl on 28.03,2023 filed an RTI application

under Form-.A' betbre the PIo-cum-E xecutive Engineer (PHE & WS). Sangram Division.

Kurung Kumey District. Govt. of Arunachal Pradesh whereby, seeking various information. as

quoted in Form-A application. The Appeltant. being not satisfied with the information received

from the PIO. filed the First Appeat before the First Appellate Authority on 08.05.2023,

Appellant, again having not received the required information from the FAA, filed the Second

Appeal before the Arunachal Pradesh Information Commission on 16,06.2023 and the Registry

oithe commission (APIC). having receipt of the appeal, registered it as APIC No. 554/2023 and

processed the same for its hearing and disposal.

RTI application file on
PIO replied on
First appeal file on
First Appellate Authority's order
2nd Appeal dated

08t05t2023



Accordingly, matter came up for hearing belbre the Commission for fifteen time i.e on
16t10t2023, 04t12/2023, 22t01t2024, 0310412024. t2/06/2024, 3t/07/2024, 04109/2024,

09t10t2024, 18111.12024, 0911212024, 031021202s, 171031202s, 210412025, 09t0612025 and
2OlOBl2O25. In this hearing olthe appeal on 20th day of August, 2025, the PlO-cum-Executive
Engineer (PHE & WS), Sangram Division, Kurung Kumey District is represented by APIO, Er,
Tai Doru, AE but the appellant Shri Lokam Namdu found absent without any intimation to the

Commission.

As per the case record, on the l21r' hearing dated 1710312025 both the parties were
present. During the hearing the PIO-oum-EE(PHE & WS), Sangram had stated that the

information as sought by the appellant is of voluminous and requested the appellant to curtail the
information he sought in form 'A' application. On that hearing the appellant had stated that he
will submit in writing to the PIO and intimate to the Commission. On 13rh hearing dated
211412025 both the parties absent, there is no any intimation made by the appellant for seeking
information from the PIO.

The Commission deems fit to dispose of and closed this appeal case in his absence. The

appeal case No. APIC-55412023 is disposed of and closed.

JudgmenVOrder pronounced in the open Court by the Commission today on this 20th

day ofAugust,2025. Each copy of Judgment/Order be furnished to the parties.

Given under my hand and seal of this Commission/Court on this 20th day of August,
2025-

Memo.N
Copy to:

o.APIC.-554120231 9o

sd/-
(Khopey Thaley)

State Information Commissioner
APIC, Itanagar.

Dated Itanagar. the 21.... August,2025
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1. The PlO-cum-Executive Engineer (PHE & WS), Sangram Division, Kurung Kumey
District, Anurachal Pradesh for kind information.

2. Shri Lokam Namdu, Kankar Nallah, PO/PS, Naharlagun, Papum Pare District,
hal Pradesh for information. Contact No. 9362166831

Computer Programmer for upload on the Website and emdiled to concerned

Office Copy
J
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APIC-Itanasar
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lfit[ctd Ptadar bor maugo ConmisJoo
Itanra,

The appellant was directed to make his written submission regarding the information
sought from tt. plO. Then on 141r' hearing dared 0910612025 both the parties absent again, there

is no intimation made to the Commission by the appellant for curlailing his information sought

from the PIO as agreed during the 12th hearing. The appellant was given last chance to appear

befbre the Commission and intimate to the Commission regalding the inlormation he sought tbr.

Today on 15tr' hearing the appellant is found absent without any intimation to the

Commission. The appellant has been given sufficient chance to submit in wdting to the PIO
regarding providing rest of the information which he was not provided. Therefore, the

Commission deems that the appellant is no more interested to pursue the appeal case further.


