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An Appeal Case U/S l9(3) of RTI Act, 2005
Case No. APIC-i7 612025.

: Shri Tamchi Gungte, near KV-tl School Chimpu ltanagar,

o
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t_d

% ARUNACHAL PRADESH INFORMAT ION COMMISSION
ITANAGAR

\

APPELLANT

: The PIO, o/o the Executive Engineer (PHE & WS),
Daporijo Division, Upper Subansiri Districr (A.P)

ORDER
This is an appeal under Section l9(3) of RTI Act, 2005 received from Shri

Tamchi Gungte for non-fumishing of below mentioned information by the pIO, o/o
the Executive Engineer (PHE & WS), DaporijoDivision, Upper Subansiri District
(A.Plas sought for by him mder section 6(l) fFormd) of RT1 Acg 2005 vidc his
application dated 29.04.2025.

A) Particular of information: c/o "Augmentation of water supply System at Daporijo
Townsfiip in Upper Subansiri District" sanction rmder NESIDS-Ofi.TI dming the
financial y ear 2024-25.'

C)Details of information required:
l. The certified copy of Sanction order copy;
2. 'Ihe certified copy ofTechnical Sanction Done by the concern authority for the

projects as per financial rules;
3. The certified copy offirm who qualified the Technical Bidding for all the tender

participant;
4. The certified copy of utilization certificate ofthe project till date;
5. The cefiified copy of cdteria of eligibility for CPWD as *rl{ as non4PED

contractor in this project;' 6. The certified Progrets Report ofthe projects ih Physical and Financial iection till
date.

7. The certified copy of Newspaper in which NIT was published (At least

3newspaper name (one National & 2 Local)) along with date of publication of
Newspaper, as per Govemment approved Order (Order No. IPR/ADVT (Adrt.
Policy) 3712016, Dated 30 January,2018 by the Secretary to the Govt. of
Arunachal Pradgh Information and Publig Relations Department I$nagar).

8. The c-ertifred Desig *rd Scope of \\d< in &e projects.

9. The certified copy ofWork Specification ofthe projects.

10. The certified copy of documents submitted by tender participant for Technical

Bid.
ll.The Name of Firms who won the Tender work with respect to the subject

mentioned above.
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12.The Name of Offrcers and their Designarion at the Time of monitoring the work.
I 3. The certified copy of Contractor Registration, of the tender participant and tender

winning Firm.
14. The certified copy of Contractor Enlistment Order (CiviV Composite Category as

per the nature of work), of tender participant and winning Firm.
15.The certified copy of EMD and Security money deposited by all the tender

participant.
16. The certified Integrity Pact submitted by the tender participant.
i7. The certified Affidavit copy (The Affidavit should mention the names of the

incomplete ongoing commitments) Swom before a Competent Magishate to the
effect that he/she (tender participant), does not have more than 2 ( Two)
incomplete ongoing commitment (projects/contract to execute) at the time of
bidding by the tender participant and winning hrm. (as per Arunachal Pradesh
Gazetle notification No. SPWD/W-6612012 dtd. 0l-08-2018 and Anrnachal
Pradesh District Based Entrepreneurs and Professionals (Incentive, Development
and Promotion) nies,2A$ &2029.

I 8. The certified copy of Work Experience documents submitted by the tender
participant and winning firm, as per the guidelines (i.e. copy of completed Tfuee
similar work each of value not less than 40Yo of the estimate cost or Completed
Two Similf work each of value nofiess thNr 60%;o of the edfrmated cost or
Completed One similar work of value not less than 80% of the estimated cost
along with the Completion Certificate issued by the Engineer in Charge duly
Countersigned by the Concerned Superintending Engineer and Chief Engineer,)
in the last 5 years ending last day of the month previous to the one in which the

tenders are kvited.
19.The certified reasons & method adopt in TURNKEY/EPC Basis if the project is

executed under this mode.

20. The certihed copy of Acceptance letter for Tender work by the Executing Agency

to the tender Winning Firm.
21.The certified copy of Work Order given to the Contractor by the Executing

Department.
22.T1te Agreement Copy made between the Contractor and the Executive Agency

for the projects mentioned above.

23.Thecefiifi€dc'opyof all Photographof wo* iterns{Glossy paper) before slarting
of work.

24. The cenified Photograph (Glossy Paper) after completion or ongoing of work.

25. The Geo Coordinate information before the start of projects and after the start of
the project mentioned above.

26.The certified Pa).rnent Details copy (Cheque no., voucher, PFMS etc. (Which

ever method is used of payments)) of the project till date.

27.Tln certified Solvency certifipate certified by the Banlters, submitted by all the *
tender participant.

28. The certified credit faci{ity finrn Badcers (10% o.f the teftder value) submitted by
the tender participants.

29.The certified Affidavit to invest cash upto (25% of tender value) submitted by the

tender participant.

30.The certifred copy of utilization certificate for the amount L exempted in the

NIT from the Total Sanctioned amount.
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Facts emersins from the aDpeal:
Records in the appeal reveal that in response to the appellant's RTI application

the PIO vide his letter dt. 30.06.2025 had fumished the information to the appellant as
under:

" sir,
Please refer your application ID. No. 01. dtd. 29th April 2025, I amfurnishing

herewith the details o in ormation s b u.

Yours faithfully
sd/-

As s is tant P ublic Informat ion Ofic er
PHE&WS Division,

Daporijo. "
Records further reveal that the appellant being dissatisfied with the response of

the o/o the PIO as above, filed his ls appeal under section 19(1) ofthe RTI Act before

the C.E, Central Zone, Aalo vide Memo of eppeal dt.09.06.2025 and in respon'se

tlrereof the C.E, Central Zone, Aalo, the First Appellate Authority (FAA) heard *re

appeal on 03.07.2025 and held that the information as sought by the appellant under

RTI Act has to be fumished to the appellant. The appellant has, however, submitted

that the PIO has fumished the information on the day of hearing itself and after going

through the information at his home he found that the information provided is

incomplete and hence has the appellant preferred his 2d appeal befole this

cofhmission under section {9(3) of the RTI Act 2005 vide his memo of ltlpeal
dt.tl.07.2025.

Hearins and decision:
This appeal was, accordingly, heard on 14.11.2025 wherein th

Dulom Tago, EE (PHE & WS), Daporijo Division was prescnt in

appellant, Shri Tamchi Gungte did not appear.

e PIO, Er. Shri
person but the

si
No

lnformation sought Informatio
n provided
(Yes/No)

Remarks

T/S copy Yes I copy enclosed
I 5 copies
2 NIT copy / Agreement

copy
Yes 301 copies, enclosed all relevant

document
3 UC
4 Expenditure / work not yet made

Does nol arise

Yes5

P hys ical/financ ial
progress reporl liU fue
Certified copy of
Newspaper of NIT

Yes *

Moy go through Website
ar una c hal t e nder s. gov. in

4. tl/s KK btterprises (GSTN-NA)
BIDID -7220

5. Ws Junior Enterprise (GSTN-
NA) BrD rD-7227

6. Ws T.D. Trade Centre, Daporijo

htts: //

6 Tbndss participated

MS K K Enterprises, daporijo7 Name of firm who won Yes

Yes Enclosed8 Acceptance/commencem
ent ofwork

Sanction order Yes



The appellang Shri Tamchi Gungte, however, vide his letter dt.2l.0'1.2026,
informed that he has received all the information he had sought from the PIO and
requested for disposal ofthe appeal as such.

Given under my hand and seal of this Commission on this 21't January,2026.

sd/-
(S. TSERING BAPPU)

State Information Commissioner,r}*
APIC, Itanagar.

Memo No. APIC- 576120 (obb Dated Itana the \s 1r-J"o. 2026r
Copy to:

1. The Chief Engineer (PHE & WS), Central Zone, Bene Aalo, West Siang District,

the First Appellate Authority (FAA) PIN: 79l00lfor information.

2. The PIO, o/o the Executive Engineer (PHE & WS), Daporijo Division, Upper

Subansiri District (A.P)PIN : 7 9 | l22for information.

3. Shri Tamchi Gungte, Near KV-2 School Chimpu, Itanagar Mobile No.

3 5 67 27 9 for information.

4. e Computer Programmer/Computer Operator for uploading on the Website of
APIC please.

Office copy.

S/Copy.
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Registrar/ Deputy Registrar
APIC, Itanagar
Deoury Reo'ittfl

ltttlladrC Prad'rD ldrmat'on C@sllt'ro'
na n aga,
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This Commission, after hearing the PIO, who produced a copy of his letter

dt.10.11.2025 addressed to the appellant by which he reiterated his earlier replies as

reproduced above and also containing additional replies to the rest of the queries
numbering from S[. No.10 to 31, directed him to furnish the replies by way of an
affidavit against which he had replied merely, "N.A" as mandated by section- 18(3 )(c)
and under rule- 5(vi) of the AP Information Commission (Appeal Procedure) Rules,
2005. The hearing was, thus, adjoumed to21.01.2026.

ln the premises as above, this appeal stantls disposed off and closed as

infructuous and, accordingly, this appeal is not taken up for further hearing.
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