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Dated, Itanagar the l 16 August, 2025

Vs. El. thi Deneil pertin, E.E_cum_pIO,

3fo 
ceRwo)PMGsY). c"*. 

"ia.p,Itanagar.

(Section 19 
ORDER

(8)(b) (c) r/w section 20 ( I )ofl rhe RTI Act.2005.1

WHEREAS Shri Nechang Kamki & farfr Rof1, 
_Upper 

Niti Vihar, Itanagar,viderheir apprication aateo oz.ri.zoz, il;;;; the pro o/o the under Secr$Hl;"lll;[#fi "fi i""d,;;;;;:;;.#,.r".,h;;i,";;ilffiffi "
A) Particular of information: Maintenance of pMGSy road;B) Details of information required:
1) the e-Marg (Erectronic Maintenance of rural road under pMGSy statement
^. 

ofabove said project/Scheme) and
2) all bank authorization let
c) period 

". 
*0,.,,,,i,,"i;::THT:', rt}":ITn".".

2' AND *HEREAS the appellants failed to obtain the information from theUS(RWD) which promptel ,n"y. fiI. th;;;, ;;al before rhe Secretary (RwD),
**T:ti:;,.ffiAuthoriry u,d". .."tion-re(r;T;the Rrr Act vide their appear

No. ApIC-46/2025

lI- *::l*, Kamki& Tarh Rahan,
Upper Niti Vihar, Itanagar.

3' AND ,HEREAS 
ile.amelrants fu,ed yet again to obtain the informationdespite approaching the 
111.wTcrr bd;;;il; of their 2nd appeatbefore thiscommissionundersection I9(3)oftheRTIActviaJtrrei.appealmemodt.l3.0l.2025.

4. AND WHEREAS the appeal was, thus, listed and heard for 4(four) times on04.04.202s, 23.04.20s, 30.05.2025 and on 
' 
,i.ii.rOrS. And on 04.04.2025 theappellants' shri Nechang 

5:T" f t*i, n"r,*"urp".'*,0'"**,"i## *"..present in person but the Under Secretery@wDj-"u--tIo did not appear but sheinformed vide her letter dt.2g.03 .2025, that ,,the fnformation requested by theappellants pertain to rhe subject matter being deort with by the o/o theCE(RWD)(PMGSY), Itanagar and as such the RTI apprication was forwarded to the
PIO, o/o the CE(RWD)(PMGSIf, Govr. c1 A.p, Itanagar vide le*er dt.i3.03.2025 with
a direction to furnish the information as stught for by the appellants }'



5. AND WHEREAS on23'04'2025 this Commission' upon hearing the PIO' the

U.S EWD), Civil Sectt'' *'' U"' t"'ik and PIO' o/o the CE (RWD) n'O,;B;

Itanagar, Er. Shri O"ni"f pittin' g'E and considering.the factual position stated b

USGwo)-cum-PIo, o/o tr'" i"-**v t**nl *"t ''i' 
't;i;;;';" *'*:*t,,s€J"

appellants are qvailable;;';;; otio tie )E6WD)(PMGSY)' Itanagar' direct<

PIo o/o the CE (Rw";6ffi-Jj to turnish the sought for documents to the

appellants

adjoumed to 16.07'2025'

not furnished to the appellan! submitted that the documents are not held by his office

but by the o/o the CEO@IIGSY) or the c,,io the Secretary GWD). He also submitted

that he has no knowledge or records of the remaining two categories of maintenance,
namely, periodic and FDR.

g. AND WHEREAS on 16'07'2025 'rvhen the the appellants' accompanied by their

Counsel, Shri Dope Oti *"" p'"t""' and the PIO' gt"ihti O"tti"t Pertin' EE appeared

through VC, the upp"ll*t'l :;t;"tt* dreir demand for the information' submitted

that they have received tt'" i"fottution on routine maintenance of the PMGSY Road

butdidnotreceivetheinformation/documentsonothercategoriesofmaintenance
,r", * O"n"Utcal and FDR (Full Depth Reclamation)'

10. AND WHEREAS the PIO, rvtren asked as to why the 
'requested

documents/information ", 
air""t"J'Uy'this Commission'in its order dt.02,06".2025 wU

6. AND WHEREAS in the hearing on 30'05'2025 the PIO' EilShri Shri Deniel

Pertin, E.E appeared *t't"h;;;; documents but the documents were found not

signed and as such tl'it c;;;;on' 
"on 

hearing the parties and on perusal of the

documents, directed tht ;;-;; rumist trre dully- singed dolum;nts *l^ 
l:"'*

indexing in tabular f"trn *O"A'" i" *"On some of the remaining documents in soft

copy (ren-drive) within 5(five) days'

7. AND WHEREAS the appellants intimated this Commission vide their letter

d1.09.06.25 that inspite "f 
;; Ji"' dt'02'06'2o26passed by this Commission' the PIo

ffiiled to turnish the d"t;#:;;'' *;'"r-"' prt""a"J'tt'i'"co'ntnitsion for peiral

action against the plo *.;;;ron io (r) and (2) of the RTI Act, 2005 for deliberate

..r-""rioft*"e of the order of this Commission'

8. AND WHEREAS this Commission also noticed that the PIO did not comply

with the order of this Ct"i;; which attracted penal action under section 20 of the

RTI Act. As such 
'iO" 

o'oer ili 3'06'2025 the PIo was directed to comply with the

order dt.02.06.2025 of this Commission 'Nithin one month making 1:',"T 11.**
compliance of the orderw;;;;J;;;"ltv under section i0111 of the RTI Act and that

the order be treated as *" 
'n"* 

Cause Notice and the hearing of appeal was
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.r.] .ny, WHEREAS^*,. 
""*-*r,1, .*oll^19"'1^ti"U and unsatisfacr-o"ry;ffi;";?'iTl, |'.,'*ronse of the pro to besecrion 20 

"itr'"'nn a'i;#:i':y*-.nnr,J'il1'' :: 'tr'' 
p*ui'rp'l'l'io"o 

"0";i'#,';ir,1,ff .;r,tjiifrti:ii!1r,,,ffi 
fi u{H"l,':t:ffi "gr

2).000.00 (Twenty five thou

his
tle
les
o

',',20O) Where the Central lnJbrmarion Commis.rion othc case may be, at ,n" ,,ri .j'i*ii,;,"::'::':,r^,,.^::1:state tnformarion Commission, as

:;;t;'::@ ii,g;';;i1;;,;: ;g r;y; p ; ;; rx ii"ri;x, t?: o:!;,
:::,#tr,';"i,',*';:':7,' *,!r: ,i;';;"," ;;"',;;7;e 

an-anntication ror iirormation or has

- m.isleading information oo..unl'fo' 
i"n'*"'i"' 

'/''iru1cler 
sub-section(1) of seclion 7 or

' obstruaed i, onynonnrl ,l:)'"ri i'r"*''"" T;I';rl":':;: iii'[[f"b'fff;;::,*
a,tion againsr tie;;;;:,';l';:,;:;:,#;,;,liXI:Z: .:: 

srail ,,".i^,,i1,i, dftciptinary
as the case may be, under tne sen,ice rure cpvlicahle ,r'il'|I 

state Public lnformation ofici.
12. AND WHEREAS one of the appellants, namely Shri Tarhletter d1.04. 08.202s, informed that the PIO, Er. Deneil Pertinshd

sd/-
(S. TSE,RING BAPPU)

State lnformatioo Commissioner,
APIC, ltanagar-

13' AND ,EEREA.T this comrnissic-n arso noticed that even after the lapse of the
:iillffii,t*',T":"tol]1,,0*:, ;;;;;'#;ro'Illi 

"", deposit the penart|-amount
o r aianrry a1..".i.",r"e' ;,:';: ll,fil" ?/' *: H. i J;"*ml *,t H* ffi :H ll.;commission is constrained ,. rr".r." ,i" pr"r-i*#'., *b-section (2) of section 20 ofthe RTI Act, 2005, as extracted at para_f Z.aiove."^'" 

'
14. NOW THEREFAF!: this Coniti,ission recommends for disciplinary actionagainst Er. Sri Deneil pertin. eE, the piO, 

".,, 
ii. tg m.WO), (pMGSl), Colt.,of a.p,Itanagar under the rerevanr Service Ruies urlr*ul"" a t^ T. competent aut,ority isdirected to initiate and take nece.ssary. discipli,rar.v u"1io,, a6*, Sri Deneil pertin within 45

[1" fl , 
g;:]"ff .*l"Affi 

*:," 
r*"i, oi"rir'; ff o; 

"IX 
;. *,, ; *;.",#,r,",1o, .,,u, r

The case is disposed ofin abo.t: t-"rrr,. 11;i.4 riberty to bot, the partiet to prefer appeal,rf so desire / advised. in rem,s of secrio:. z:'"i,1. iiri"i"il ,OoS.

Given under my hand and seal of thi.-r commission on this 1lff August, 2025.
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