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UNACHAL PRADE SH INFORMATIONCOMMISSIONI

, ITAI\AGAR.
An Appeal Case U/S 19(3) of RTI Act, 2005

Case No. APIC'3512026'
(Summon to appear in Person)

ir

APPELLANT
RESPONDENT

Or.5 R3 fc
: Shri Tamchi Gungle, near

: The PIO, o/o the Executiv
KV-II School ChimPu Itanagar,

e Engineer (PHE & WS), Namsai

Division, Namsai District (A'P)

ORDER/SUMMONS

This is an appeal underJectio:Tffif RTI Acl 2005 received from shri

Tamchi Gungte for non'tum'i*Ji"; "f 
b;il; {:ntioned 

information bv the PIo' o/o the

Executive Engineer (PHE ;"WSi' Namsai Division' Namsai District (A'P) as sought

for by him under section tt1;8ffi;;;iriiiAti' 2005 vide his application dated

18.09.2025.

A) Particular of information: C/o "total lisl gllvoils/ Droiects sponsored by State

tund/ centrar zuno o' i"otr'" G";;; slDF/- B' irBl mprr sADA/ ADA/

MLALAD/ MPLAD/ dffd;; ;tt'll-tV1vo cNF/ PMDeVine/ NEc/

NESIDS / Non-BADB #sc;iii"N$wrw ssNa' Maintenance works etc)'

executed under tttt tontJ'iii'i'i"Jtl* tnt financiai vear 2018-19 to2025-26"

?] B:[;tilt+[Tffi":l ;"J'il,;*j':i' 
. :r*'^1"1,0' 

*" div i s ion under v arious

scheme head rn.nuon.a-'uiJu"' (ro,"r..n rur .r.i.-. or both as mentioned

above)executed *ot' tiot ;ffi{*d,,.yt-ottuirt of cost of each project

, k;'l,lle'#fi1',{#}[t**,+-r [::':::.:,'thev used) to the dtvtst'

'fii*.t;*ru::ruryf:;ffi[:';lJ'"'"$ffii';i;-#fr;'20r8.re'lo
2025'26.

-'H,1I:::1'1fi 
::'",[".],ff ,llH':l'H:'*:'?#"::;:'l?:ffi :l]l';*?#lf 'fr

Govt. r ^- r -k^,rr cess of I %o from total cost of each

t. il;; of totar amount 
$:1;;t;1.T*t:::H,ffffi *"'r'* e" ree6' in respect of

work/ Pro-iect under b

'Hri;:llll*;*llrft*",*Ln.':#il*itt*:ti:'*r'rt
OCWWB) bY the dir

7 Detairs of officers tni"r.. ilo..i*".I 1p:i;ii:i1's*r:;:111i:ii: [:'' i.i,.ii"" t"9"* "i:'*T;i $ir1'i !i?;:Yr:"
each financial Year t
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g. Details of offrcers (Name and Desigration then and Now) who is/ are _responsible

fordepositionthe.Labourcessfo-rtheallprojectsworkexecutedunderthe
division to the competent authority for each financial year form 2018-19 to 2025-

26. As per Buildingand other construction Act 1996'

S. D;tuil.'of third paiy offrcers/ Audit officers for verifiing wheth.er the nroneJ/ 
-{eht

amountoflabour..rr**depositedbythecompetentauthorityinrespectofall
[" fro.;..t./ works, to th" concem authority(APB & OCWWB) by the division for

each financial year from 2018- 19 to 2025-26'

fO.CopV oftotal amount deduction as, Contingency charges deducted (i'e project cost
- - 

;;; iyo ..o... is 1.5% & the project cosi above. 3 crores is l%) in details' from

e'ach project/ work in respect of all"the wo1\1/ plo.iects executed under the division

for each financial year from 2018-19 to 2025-26'

I 1. C;pt oi expenditure details (along with supporting documents. of^expenditure)- 
J# by the'concem officers (Name and designation the and now) ofcontingency

charge in respect of Sl. No. I for each financial year'

12. Furnlsh all tire above documents with CTC and proper manner (i.e in serial wise

with properly Index and proper paging ofeach financial year)'

Brief facts emerging from the appeaf:

- R.co.d. t" th. "pp.,ut 
the appellant had requested the PIo for the

aforementioned information but failed to obtain the same within the statutory period of

one month which prompted him to file appeal before the First Appellate o,.n9.,.,

ifeej,tf,. Chief Enginelr (PHED & WS),-ptastem l'^one, 
Namsai under section l9(l)

of m"iUt a"t vide [is Memo of Appeal dt. 01.11.2025. But having failed yet again to

obtain the information, he prefen'ed second appeal before this commission under

section l9(3) of the RTI Act vide Appeat Memo dt' 29'12'2025'

RecordsalsorevealthatthePlo,inresponsetotheapplicant,sapplication,had
vide letter dt.03.10.26 (reproduced hereunder), requested the appellant to seek the

required information in accordance with this commission's advisory resolution

dt.o8.05.2025.
"Dear Sir,

With reference to the subiect cited above, it is to inform you th?! 
?t- !:l th"

Minutes of thi Meeting issued iide Momo No. CIC/09/2016/103 Dtd, 08.05.2025 in

i; ,fi"; chamber i7 th, Stot" Chief Information Commissioner' it has been

caegirically stated t-hat the information seeker should seek speciJic information

iuiini"s to one scheme and fir one financial year only' so as to ensure easy and

early disclosure of the information.
Therefore, you are kindly requested to seek the required information in

accordance with the aforesaid Government Order please'
sd/-

YoursfaithfuUy,
Exe cut iv e Engine er -c um- P IO
PHE & llS Division, Namsai"

Theappellant,inresponsetothePlo,ssuggestionasabove,hadvidehisletter
dt.17.10.25 *Li.h ir also reproduced hereunder, on the other hand, contended that no

information can be denied &cept under section 8 and 9 of the RTI Act and that since

the information sought for by him do not fall under the said sections it amounts to

violation of the RTI Act.



" Respected Sir/madam,
with this letter I would like to inform you sir that as per the Information

commission Decision dated 19th November 2024, declared null and vold of the

following decision made by commission dated 8th May 2024, and as per section 7(1)

ofthe RTI act, PIO shall be allowed to reiect the Form-A ofthe RTI applicantfor any

ieason speciJied in the section 8 and 9 only, of the RTI Act 2005. so as, I would like to

inform ihe ior""rn pIO that the idormation sought by me does not fall under the

siction 8 & 9 of the RTI act and the information sought may be bit voluminous, but not

vague and indiscriminate in nature.

Therefore, it is a violation of the RTI Act, if the PIO reject the fgrm-l
application ihat does not fall under section 8 and 9 of the Act. So, I request the PIO to

reionsider my Form-A application and furnish the required documents as I sought in

my Form-A application.
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Thank You
sd/-

Yours Faithfully
Tamchi Gungte (APPellant) "

The appellant, apparently, failed yet again to obtain a positive respqnts: fr-o1 the

pIO. Hence itrir upp"ui which 
-is 

listed today or 12.06.2026 wherein the PIO, Er'Shri.

Bhupen rhamyang, EE appeared through vc while the appellant is present in person.

Hearins and decision:

Heard the parties.

The PIO reiterated his suggestion to the appellant to seek specific information

pertaining to one scheme and foione financial year only so as to ensure easy.and early

dir"losr.I of the information. The appellant on the other hand submitted that the

documents /information sought for Uy trim, though, appear to be voluminous' but

actually they are not as many of the schemes against which information have been

..qr..LO may not have been actually executed by the PIO's Division' He' however'

pleaded that the PIo be allowed not more than 4(four) months time,to furnish the

i.qu.rt.O information failing which penal action under section 20 of the RTI Act,

2005 be initiated against him.

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

documents/information'o,,ghtbytheappellant,directsthePlotosfudythequeries,
ialyze them and find oui which ofiile schemes were actually executed by his

Division and furnish appropriate replies. It is, howeveq made clear that as per section -

Ttgxi) "i 
th. RTI aci, *ir., * information is denied to the applicant' the reason

thereof has to be communicated to the applicant to his satisfaction. And as mandated

by section-I8(3)(c) of the RTI Act, 200i and under rule- 5(vi) of the AP Information

iommission (Appeal procedure) Rules, 2005, such submission/reply of the PIO has to

be furnished on an affidavit.

ThePlois,therefore,directedtomakeanendeavourtofumishtherequested
information and / or affidavits to the appellant with intimation to this Commission'

within 4(four) months from the date of receipt of this order so as to avoid the penal

action under section 20 of the RII Act.
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Given under my hand and seal of this Commission on this l2th June,2026.

sd/-
(s. TSERJNG BAPPU)

State Information Commissioner,

,r 73
APIC, I r.

M o No. c- 35t2 Itana the June 202
Copy to;-
1. The Chief Engineer (PHE & WS), Eastem Zone Namsai, the First Appellate

Authority (FAA) for information and ensuring compliance by the PIO concemed.
2. The PIO, o/o the Executive Engineer eHE & WS), Namsai Division, Namsai

District (A.P) PIN: 792103 for information and compliance.
3. Shd Tamchi Gungte, Near KV-2 School Chimpu, Itanagar Mobile No. 9233567279

for ation.
4

_computer Programmer/computer operator for uploading on the website of
C please.API

5. Office copy.
6. S/Copy. Dlwi.tah*

Registr ar I p/ pu ty /Re Ji stra r
API( Itanagar.

!


