
ffi
o
l=r
LE

{il{r6r
qtro.r
nlsHr r0
It{FORTIATIOX

APPELLANT

ARUNACHAL PRADESH INFOruVTATION COMMISSION
ITAI{AGAR.

An Appeal Case U/S 19(3) of RTI Ac! 2005
Case No. APIC-89/2025.

Shri TamchiGungte,Near KV-ll School Chimpu

RESPONDENT : The PIO, o/o the Executive Engineer (PWD),
Govt. of A.P, Roing Division, Lower Dibang Valley.

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 (PWD), Govt. of A.P, Roing Division, Lower Dibang Valley'

Arunachal Pradesh as sought for by him under section 6(l) (Form-A) of RTI Act'

2005 videhis application dated'14.10.2024. G '

A) Particular of information : c/o " Improvement of Bomjir-Paglam road (Bizari to

Anpurn, L-13.400 km) " during the financial year

2021-22.
B) Details of information required :

l. Certified Sanction Order coPY;

2. Certified LOC coPY;

3. Certified copy of utilization certificate;

4. Certified copy of Notice Inviting Tender (NIT) ;

5. Certified copy of rrogress repoJof the projects in physical and Financial section

till date;
6. Certifii copy ofcopy of Completion certificate ofthe project;

7. Certified copy of n"*tpuper in which MT was published (At least 3 news paper

i . N"_" f "* ,utionut & 2 Local ) along with date of publicaticn of news paper, as

per government aPProved order;

S. tertinea design and scope of work in the projects;

lO.Certified copy ofwork specification ofthe projects; ' - ' -

1 I. Certified Copy of oocunients submiueA Uy iender participa.''t for Technical Bid;

l2.Name of Firms who won the Tender Work;

l3.Name of Officers *d d;;;Gation at the time of moriitoring the work'

14. Certified copy of Connactor Refistration' Pass work completion' Contractor

enlistrnent update reports, of teider participant and w;'nning Firm;

15. Certified copy of EMo inJi"t*ity'toney deposited b'v altthe tender

particiPant;
f0.6"*in"a Integrity Pact submitted by the tender participant;

17. Certified copy of an A#;;;il""py ;om before a comDetent Magistrate by the

18. Contactor, to tle etreci that tr" Ooes not have two or more incomplete ongoing

commitments tp.".i""t I tlio""t-to execute) atlhe. time of bidding by the tender

participant -a *i*iog?':#' i; ;;;si wDtw -66t2012 Dtd' 0 l'08'201 8);
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19. Certified documents submitted by tender participant and winning firm, i.e. copy
of completed three similar work each of value not less than 40% of the estimate
cost or completed two similar work each of value not less then 60% of the
estimated cost or completed one similar work of value not less than 80 % of the
estimated cost in the last 5 years ending last day of the month previous to the one
in which the tenders are invited;

20. Certified copy of Acceptance letter for Tender Work by the Executing Agency to
the tender winning farm;

21. Certified copy of Work Order given to the Conhactoi by the Executing
Department;

22. Certified copy of modes adopted for the execution of work through EPC mode by
the Dept;

23. Agreement copy made between the Contractor and the Executive Agency for the
proj ects mentioned above ;

24. Photograph of worksite (Glossy paper) before starting of work and photograph
(Glossy paper) after completion of work

25. Geo Coordinate information for the work mentioned above and
26. Certified payment details of the project till date.

Brief facts:
Recdds emerging from the appeal revealed trat the Appellant had requested

for the aforementioned documents/information from the PIO but, apparently, did not
receive within the stipulated period of one month in view of which he approached the
Chief Engineer (PWD) @.2), Namsai, the First Appellate Authority (F.A.A) under
Section l9 (l) of the RTI Act vide his Appeal Memo dated 11-l l-2024.

Records fi.rrther disclose that the FAA had conducted the hearing on

12.12.2024 wherein the PIO was represented by Er. Smti. Niti Taki, A.E but the

appellant was absent. The FAA, therefore, passed an ex-parte order dt.12.12.2024 afrer

hearing the representative of the PIo who had submitted before the FAA that the

requested information was already sent to the appellant vide leffer dt.06.12.2024 upon

deposil of Rs.108.00 by the appellant. Since the appellant was absent, the hearing was

a-djoumed to I0.01.2025 with a direction to the appellant to go through the information
provided by the PIO and revert back with the shortfall, ifany, in the next hearing.

In the 2nd hearing on 10.01.2025, the appellant was again absent without any

intimation and due.to continued absence of the Appellant and in view of the fact that

the sought for information had already been fumished to the Appellant, the F.A.A,

vide order dated 15.01.25 disposed of the appeal in terms of its earlier observation and

order that if the Appellant continues to remain absent the appeal shall be disposed of
presuming that the ippellant is satisfied with the information(s) provided by the PIO

and is no more interested in the appeal.

. The Appelian! hgwever, preferred his second appeal under S,"9']ol l9^(3) of

RTI Act, 2025.,ieforethis Commiision vide his Memo of appeal dhted 17-01-2025 on ''

the ground that the PIO had fumished incomplete information'

llearine and dec tsron:
This appeal was, accordinglY,

21.05.2025 and on 06.06.2025. In the h
heard for 3(three)

earing on 24.04.2025
times on 23.04.2025,,
wherein the APPellant,
absent, the APPellant,
s) fumished by the o/o

Shri Tamchi Gungte was present in person but the PIO was

while acknowledging the receipt of the documents/information(
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the PIO, expressed his dissatisfaction therewith stating that the'Plo has not fumished

complete information on points at Sl.No. 5,7,8,9,10,12,14,16,17,18,19,22,23 afi24
ofhis RTI application.

This Commission after hearing the appellant and Considering his submission

directed the PIO to fumish the left-out information(s)/documints to the Appellant on

or before 2l$ May, 2025,the next date of hearing on21.05.2025.

In she hearing ot21.05.2025,the Appellan! Shri Tamctii Gungte was present

in person but the PIO, Er. Shri Keni Zirdo, EE attended the hearing through VC.

The Appellant reiterating his request for the left out information, pleaded for an

appropriate direction to the PIO to fumish the same. The PIO, on the other hand,

suLmitted that all the sought for information /documents had already been dispatched

to the appellant through speed post on 166 May, 2025. A copy of the letter forwarding

the requested informaiionwas ilso received by this commission on 20ft May,2025.

This Commission, upon hearing the parties and perusing the PIO's letter

dt.16.05.2025, directed the appellant to intimate this Commission of the receipt of the

documents ond his satisfaction therewit} within 30h May, 2025 to.enable this

Commission to Pass further order.

In compliance with the direction of this commissiorq the appellant informed

this Commission vide his letter d1.03.06.2025 that the he has received the documents

from the PIO on 29.05.2025 but the PIO did not provide the left out documents as

shown hereunder:
l.Sl. No.7 : The copy of newspaper in which NIT was published;

2.S1. No.l2:Name oi officers *o tn"ir desigration at the time of monitoring the work;

3.Sl.No.l6:AffdavitswornbytheContractortotheeffect-thathedoesnothavetwo
or more incomplete ongoing projects;

+.it. No.zz, rnotograptr oi"*otttitt tefore starting of work and photograph after

completion of work;
5.S1. No.24:Certifred payment details of the project till date'

In the hearing on 06'06'2025, the Appellant' Shri Tamchi Gungte was present

in person and the PIO wasrepresented his aptO' St' Shri Vikash Bagary' JE'

This Commission heard the appellant who reiterated his complaint about the

incomplete documents * uio'" and demanded for penal action urder section 20 of the

nii-i" 
"g*rrst 

the plo. rt i" co--irrion, noticing that thc left-out documents are

not covered by the exempti'on;t;;til ;f ;he. section 8 or 9 of the RTI Act' directed

the PIO to furnish tf," ,,,"J*iti'l'-Z<t*tl weeks from the date of receipt of the order

," o r"ii" "".t*i" 
tfris Commission to invoke section 20 <if he $'TI Act'

The appellan! however, complained-vide ]rias 
letter dt' 24'06'2025 that despite

this commission's order Ji6'soo'iozs' the PIo failed to tumish the left out

information to him. This c.;;ri;;-;ki"g a serious view of the non-compliance of

its aforesaid order dated osfi.i6il uy tr,I pro makine him ri:,ble ro action under

section 20 of the RTI Act,2005' issued show cause noticl to him on 26'06 '2025 as to

why penalty of Rs' 25,00016; di;;;"t twentv five thousand ) shoulc



not be imposed on him in terms of the provisions of sectionlg(g)(c) r/w section
20(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 for non-compliance of the direction of this commission
and directed him to appear in person on 04.07.2025.

In the hearing today on 04.07.2025, the plo did not appear but Er. shri vikash
Bagan, JE represented the PIo who has brought in the left out documents to be
fumished to the appellant. The representative of the plo also submitted the reply of
the PIo to the show cause Notice. The plo, vide his reply dt.01.07.2025, while
submitting that the left out documents has been sent through his representative, prayed
for exemption from his personal appearance as he is facing health issues.
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This Commission perused tle left out documents brought in by the pIO,s
representative which are found to be in order and as per the demand of the appellant.
The appellant shall collect the documents from this Commission's office.

This Commission, upon consideration of the reply submitted by the pIO and
also on perusal of the left out documents brought in by the PIO's representative as per
the demand of the appellant in his RTI application, closes the show cause notice
dt.26.06.2025 and resultantly, this appeal stands disposed of and closed.

Given under my hand and seal of this Commission on this day of 7s July,
202s.

sd/-
(S. Tsering Bappu)

State Information Commissioner

Memo No. APIC- 89/2025 I(e Dated Itanasar. the o* JuIv. 2025

Copy to:
l. The Commissioner/Secretary eWD), Govt. of A.P, Itanagar for information.
2. The Chief Engineer (PWD), Govt. of A.P, Eastem Zone, Thana Road, Namsai,

Namsai District (A.P), the First Appellate Authority (FAA) for information.
3. The PIO, o/o the Executive Engineer (PWD), Roing Division, Lower Dibang

Valley District, PIN - 7921 10 for information.
4. Shd Tamchi Gungte, Near KV-II School Chimpu, Po/PS Chimpu, Distt. Papum

P (A.P) PIN: 791113, Mobile No. 9233567279 for information.
Computer Programmer/Computer Operator for uploading on the Website of

APIC, please.

6. Office copy.
7. S/Copy.

5.

J)l&,0, . ,,' // urlwl\.5
Registrar/ DeflutY Relistrar

APIC' Itanagar.
Deputi i(vs'sl(ar
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