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ARUNACHAL PRADESH INFORMATION COMMISSION
ITANAGAR

BEFORE THE HON'BLE COURT OF MAJOR GENERAL JARKEN GAMLIN, AVSM, SM,
VSM (RETD), STATE CHIEF INFOR]VIATION COMMISSIONER

No.APlC-519/2023 Dated,ltanagar the l't Oclober,2024

An Appeal Under Section 19(31 RT! Act, 2005

Appellant: Shri Ram Veo, C/o Advocate Nayam& Associate, Itafort Shopping Complex,
Itanagar.PlN-7gl I I l, (M)08729997 418.

Vs

Respondent: The SPIO-cum-EE(PHE & WS), Govt.A.P., Yingkiong Division, PO/PS
Yingkiong District Siang, Arunachal Pradesh. PIN-791 002.(M)9436043464

1). This is an appeal under Section l9(3) ofRTI Ac! 2005 received from Shri Ram Veo, C/o

Advocate Nayam & Associate, Itafort Shopping Complex, Itanagar for non-fumishing of information

by the SPIO-cum-EE(PHE & WS), Govt.A.P., Yingkiong Division, PO/PS Yingkiong, District Siang,

Arunachal Pradesh as sought by the Appellant under section 6(l) of RTI Act, 2005 vide Form-A
Dated 2810212023 regarding Compensation oi water supply or damage estimate / amount of Ditte-
Dime-Migging Road Package-I to package-IY, for construction / Improvement of Road to NHDL
Specification.

2). The 76 hearing was held on 1st October,2024 as scheduted. The PIO-cum-EE(PHE

& WS), Govt.A.P., Yingkiong Divisiorq PO/PS Yingkion& District Siang, Arunachal Pradesh is

represented by Er. Atit Miyr.L APIO-cum-AE GHE & WS), Sub- Division, Yingkiong. The Appellant

Shri Ram Veo is present.

3). The Appellant submitted that some information had been furnished but information

for Sl.no. 1 to t have not been furnished as yet. The Appellant also submitted a letter No. NIL

Dated 75/O7/2024 stating the same. Further, the Appellant requested for site inspection of
the work.

4). The APIO submitted that all the information available have been furnished to the
Appellant, except for photographs and NlT. NIT was not done due to exigency issues. Also, the
Application Form-A Dated 3O/OU2024 does not have Sl.no. 3, 5, 8 & 9. So, what information,
the Appellant is seeking is not understood.

5). The Commission after scrutiny of the file and records directed the PIO to furnish
information as per the letter No. NIL Datedr 15/0712024 as submitted by the Appellant. ln case

information is not available the PIO should give justifiable reasons through AFFIDAVIT to the
Appellant. Regarding inspectiofi of site, the Commission shall give clarification in due course

of time.
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6). Both the parties are directed to appear before the Commission's court in person on

the next date of hearing without fail. In case the PIO fails to appear, the Commission shall be

compelled to invoke disciplinary action against the PIO under section 20(2) of the RTI Act,

2005. ln case appellant remains absent the Commission shall dispose of the case without any

further notice, on assumption that the Appellant is satisfied with the information furnished by

the PIO.

The next date of hearing is fixed on 5th November,2024 (Tuesday) at 1030hrs

(Morning).

Order copies be issued to all the parties.

sd/-

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

State Chief lnformation Commissioner

Arunachal Pradesh lnformation Commission

Itanagar

Dated, ttanagarthe 5 October, 2024Memo No.AP tc-sllstzol-Bl I a 7
Copy to:

\_--,1--&mputer Programmer, APIC, ltanagar, to upload in APlc website and send copies via

email.
2. Case file.

Registrar /Dy. Registrar

Arunachal Pradesh lnformation Commission

Itanagar
OePuty Registrar

tuunachal Pladesh lnlormation Comn'i"'^'
Itanagar


