
\

w
ffi

o
Yqilor
srfuorr
RIGIITIO
r{F0RitaTI0t{

s

I
I

,,;

*+

11

+
ARUNA PRAD ESH INFO
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APPELLANT

An Appeal Case U/S t9(3) of RTI Act,2005
Case No. APIC-379/2024-

: Shri Tamchi Gungte, Itanagar.

RESPONDENT : The pIO, o/o the Executive Engineer (pWD)
Pasighat Division, East Siang Dist., A.p

ORDER
This is an appeal under Section r9(3) of RTI Act, 2005 received fiom Shri

Tamchi Gungte for non-fumishing of berow mentioned information by the plo. o/o
the Executive Engineer (pwD), pasighat Division, East Siang Dist. Arunachat praaesn
as sought for by him under section 6(l) (Form-A) of RTI Act, 2005 vide his
application dated, 04.09.2024.

a) Particular of information: c/o "Rehabilitation and upgradation of Miren-
Mikong Jonai Road (L-15.56g km), under the
North East Road Sector Development Scheme
(I\IERSDS) in Arunachal pradesh during the
financial year2020-21.

b) Details of information required:
l. Certified sanction order copy ofthe total list ofproject mentioned above.
2. Total lists of work components of the projects.
3. The certified copy ofutilization certificate.
4. The celtified copy of Notice Inviting Tender (NIT) with respect to the subject

mentioned above.

5. The certified copy of Newspaper in which the NIT was published (at least 3

newspaper names (one national & 2 locals) along with the date of publication of
newsFraper as per Govt. approved order.

6. The TenCer Evaluation copy (Technical Bid) along with the list of Firms

participated in the tender processed ofthe work.
7. The narhe of firm who won the tender work with respect to the subject mentioned

above. l

8. The certified copy on which date the project has been started.

9. The certified copy ofcompletion certificate for the subject mentioned above.

10. The Geo Coordinate information for work mentioned above.

l l.Certified photograph of worksite (colored photo) before starting of work and after

completion of work.
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This Commission, 
_upon hearing the parties and noticing that the

documents/information sought for by the appellant are not covered by the exemption
provisions under the RTI Act, directed the pio to furnish those left out information to
the appellant within 2(two) weeks from 02.04.2025 and in any case not later than 2lst
Apil, 

-2025 
and the appellant was also directed to inform within r (one) week

thereafter to this commission of the receipt of the information failing *iri.t it *u,
made clear that this appeal shall be closed presuming that he hai received the
information and is satisfied therewith.

. In compliance with the order of this commission as above, the appellant, vide
his letter dt. 22.04.2025 complained that the plo did not furnish ihe left out
information/documents despite assurance given by the ApIo during the hearing. He,
therefore, pleaded for hearing the appeal again besides taking action aprainst the plo
for disobeying the order of this Commission.

Ihis appeal is, accordingly, listed and heard again on28.05.2025.
In today's hearing both the PIO, Er. Shri Mano Tayeng, E.E and the appellant,

Shri Tamchi Gungte are present in person.
Ileard the parties.
'r-he appellant reiterated that the documents furnished by the PIO against his

queries. at Sl. No. 05,11,15 and 16 of his RTI application are either rnisleading or
incomplete. He complained that as against his query at. Sl. No 15 (Contractor
Enlistment Certificate), the PIO has furnished the certificate (in the name c,f Shri Puna
Hinda) enlisted and issued by the Gor4. of A.P and not the one enlisted in Assam who
actuallv participated in the tender process and won the tender and execul ed the project.
He, therefore, insisted for the Contractor Enlistment Certificate enlisted and issued by
the PWD. Assam. The PIO responded by saying that he will verify th,: records and

repll' accordingly.

l2' Name of officers and their Desigration at the time of monitoring the work.13. The certified full agreement copy made in betwfirm owner. vupJ ,rduc rn oetween the executing agency and the
14. The certified copy of contractor registration of the winning firm.

ii.ll! i!Xil!: ffiili:**ctor 
enrisrment uorui","oonl of tender winning nrm.

helshe does,"i n'.',.",i. llil 
r:n:.:"T#f;fi 

:r,ffi:"# **t*(Project/contract to execute) at the time or bidiing by the tender participant andwinning firm (as per rule spwD/w_66roiz ai. or-og-zore;.

This appeal is heard fo.r the 2nd time today on2g.05.2025the r.t time being on02'04'2024 wherein the Appelan! sh.i r"-.;ia;;gte was present in person and Er.Shri Hori Mibang, AE and the ApIo appe.."o ,n-rr;, the VC on behalf of the plo.
In the I'r hearins the.Aplo submitted that the requested documents had alreadybeen furnished to the 

"appe,ant. 
rrr" 

"pp"ri"r,t 
ur.J u"mo*r"dged the receipt of thedocuments but comprained that out ortt. to f"i"iiri..-"ion he had sought from thePIo' he did not receive the.information on pornirr.uers 05,11,15 and 16 of his RTIapplication lhe APIO replied that the left out a".r."ntr, whichever is available with

:*j"" 
the PIo, sha, be provided to the appellaniwho mav visit the o/o the plo any
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As regards the News Paper records of publishing the NIT ( Sl. No.5), the pIO
submitted that in terms of Govt. notification No. FN/E-II/30/2017199 dt.24.09.2010,
the publication of NIT in the News Paper is not necessary but it is mandatory for e-
publishing the advertisement on Central Public Procurement Portal (Cppp) at
www. cure.gov.ln Gort eMarket Place (GeM) and website of Department and
that accordingly the tender was floated through e-tender vide www.arunachaltender-
gov.in and hence not published in News Papers.

As regards Sl.No. I I (photograph of worksite (colored photo) before starting of
work and after completion of work), the appellant expressed is satisfaction with the
one already fumished.

As regards Sl. No.16 (affidavit to the effect that he/she does not have 2 (two) or
more incomplete ongoing commitment), the PIO stated that this particular condition
was not paxt ofbidding qualification and hence, not available.

This Commission, upon hearing the parties and on perusal of the records

including the Govt. notification on e-publication of the NIT which was fumished by
the PIO via WhatsApp after the hearing a copy whereof has also been forwarded to the

appellant, observes that the documents/information and replies furnished by the PIO to

the appellant are found satisfactory and complete except the Contractor Enlistment

Updated Report in respect ofthe firm who executed the project (Sl.No.l5).
The PIO is, therefore, directed to furnish the left out document, as assured by

him, within l(one) week from today and the appellant is directed to intimate within

2(two) days from the receipt of the document for further consideration of the appeal.

Th; pIO is further directed that if the left out document in question,is not held

by his office he shall declare so with cogent reasons therefor'

Given under my hand and seal of this Commission on this 28ft May ' 2025 '

sd/-
(S. TSEI ING BAPPU)

State Informr tion Commissioner'
AIi kl, Itanagar.

Dated Itana he Mav.2025r : ")

Copy to:

1. The Chief Engineer (PWD), Gort' of A'P' Centrar Z<irc-B' Pasighat' the First

Appellate Authority GaA), for information and 
"'-s 

urin-i compliance of this order

by the PIO concemed'

2' The PIo, o/o the Executive Engineer iPv 1), Pasighat Division, Arunachal Pradesh

PIN:

3. Shri

PIN
pliance.

Computer Program lner/Computer Opera;or for uploading on the Website of

Memo No. APIC- 319t2024

7gll02 for information and compl'ance

Tamchi Gungte. Near KV - iI Cl'impu' PO/PS Chimpu, Dist Papum Pare,

I13, Arunachal Pradesh' Mobile Nr. 923 3567279 for information and

The

Registrar,'DePu t r

I

) T>

Nli6l5r*sr
riumdul Prrrlira l ornatron Co'rr{$l6s

Itr.,lrll

APIC, Please.

5. Office coPY.

6. S/CoPY.


