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ARUNACHAL PRADESH INFORMATION COMMISSION
ITANAGAR

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

vsM (RETD), STATE CHrEF INTORMATION COMMISSIONER

No.APIC-381/A/2025 Dated, Ianagar the 17n March' 2026

A Under on l9(3) RTI Act.2005

AppeU*nt:

Vs

The PlO-cum-Block Development Officer, CD Bloek, Pipsorang, Kra

Daadi District, Arunachal Pradesh, PIN-79I I 18'

ORDER

1), This i+ an apped u*der Seakxr 19(3) of RTI A-ei"- ?J/Os filed by ktrs B€sgir& I4asl3b' Deiyt
fiitt Cotony niar Donyi Polo Road, Itanagar, Arunachal Pradesh, for non-fumishing of

information by the PlO-cum-Block Development Offhcer, CD BlochPipsoran& Kra Daadi

Distric! Arunachal Pradesh, as sought by the Appellant under section 6(1) of RTI Act, 2005

vide Form-A Datsd 2010112025 regarding Construction of Wire Robe Suspension Bridge

over Palam river at Vogba in between Tami and Hanai village under Pipsorang in Kra -
Daadi District Arunachal Pradesh.

2). The l't re-scheduled hearing was held on 176 March' 2026. The PlO-cum-Block

Developtnent O{ftcer, CD Bhck, Pipsoratg, Kra }63xli District, Arunachal Pradesh was

represented by Shri Taji Sora APIO-cum-EOBE. The Appellant Ms Bengia Mama was

present.

3). The APIO submitted that all the information as sought by the Appellant had been furnished'

4). The Appellant informed that the information had been furnished but monitoring report from

the Directorate of SJETA, the nodal department, had not been furnished, instead certihcation

of Gram Panchayat Chairman (GPC) was furnished which is not in accordance to the norms

sti,pulated by the government.

4). The pIO submitted that it was not possible for representative from the Directorate of

SJETA to monitor all works spread all over the state, so the GPC of the concerned area are

authorized to monitor the progress of the work and issue completion report.

Ms Bengia Merng- Dariye Hill eob+ry near Do*yi Pob Roa{' Itan+gar,

Arunachal Pradesh, PIN-791I I l, (M) 8131048898.
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5). The Commission hereby directs the Office of the Directorate of SJETA, Govt. of Arunachal

pradesh, Itanagar to clarify, whether the Certificate issued by the GPC is valid or not within

fifteen days from the date of issue of this order. The PIO is also directed to pursue the matter

with the Director (SJETA), Govt. of Arunachal Pradesh, Itanagar and submit a clarification

Ietter to the eommission within tifteen days from the date ot"issue ofthis order. [fthe matter is

confirmed the case shall be disposed of. If not, certification report from the Directorate SJETA

has to be furnished or justifiable neasons have to be fumished to the Appellant. Failing to

comply the Commission's direction may invoke section 20(1) of the RTI Act 2005 against the

Prc.

Order copies be issued to all the parties-
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[Major General Jarken Gamlin, AVSM, SM' VSM (Retd)]'

State Chief lnformation Commissioner

Arunachal Pradesh lnformation Commission

I - ltan"agar

lvremo No.AptC-381tN202, / h O ,,' Dated, tt"ffitnu /4)vtarch'2026
Copy to:'t. fire FAA-cum-Director(SJETA) , Govt. of A.P., Social Justice, Empowerment and

Tribal Affairs Department, Banquet Hall, Itanagar, Arunachal Pradesh, PIN-791111 to

for compliance.
2. The PlO-cum-Block Development officer, cD Block, Pipsorang, Kra Daadi Disffict,

Arunachal Pradesh, PIN-7911l8 for compliance.
3. Ms Bengia Mama, Dariya Hill colony near Donyi Polo Road, Itanagar, Arunachal

PIN-791 I I 1, (M) 81 3 I 048898, for infomiatiori.
Programmer, APIC, Itanagar, to upload in APIC Website.4

5. Case file.
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Arunachal Pradesh Information Commission

Itanagar
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