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INFORMATION

ARUNACHAL PRADESH INFOR]\{ATION COMIVIISSION
ITANAGAR

An Appeal Case U/S l9(3) of RTI Act, 2005
Case No. APIC- 17112026.

: Shri Tarnehi Grmgte near KV-n Chimpu.
: The PIO, o/o the EE (RWD), Yrngkiong Division,
Upper Siang.
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APPELLANT
RESPONDENT

ORDER
This is an appeal under Section 19(3) of RII Act 2005 received from Shri

Tarnchi Gungtc for non-ftrmishing of below mentio,nsd information by thc PIO, o/o thc
EE (RWD), Yrngkiong Division, Upper Siang District as sought for by him under
section 6(1) (Form-A) of RTI Act, 2005 vide his application dated27.09.2025.
A. Particular of information: C/o "Plan & Non-plan Works/projects sponsored by

State tund/Central tund or both (such as SIDF/BE/RVRIDF/SADA/ADA/MLA-
LAD/ MPLAD/ SPA/ A-rticlc 275(l) PMM erstwhilc MsDP|CRIF/ PMDeVine/
NEC/ NESIDS/ Non-BADP/ SASCV WP/ PMcsYA4aintenance works etc.)
executed under the concem division" from the financial yeax 2015-16 to 2025:26.

B. Details { information requiled: . .
1. Copy of Total List of Completed Projects/works (PIan & non-plan) in which the

Security Deposits has been refunded to the contactors (submitted in FDR etc. and
deducted from each running bill and frnal bill @ 2-5% minimum, of the gross
amount of Bill) ulder the division for each lurancial year fiom 2015-16 to2025-26
with proper date of completion details.

2. Copy of Register Of Security Deposit Form CPWA 67 maintained in the Division
from the financial year 2015-16 to 2025-26 in respect of serial no. I mentioned
above for each financial year from 2015 -16 to 2025-26.

3. Copy of Refund of Security Deposit (along with supporting documents of refund)
to the Contractors as per agreement made in Forms CPWD 7 & 8 on the

. cornpletion of works regulgted by Clause 17of GCC in'respect of serial no-l
mention above for each financial yem 2015-16 to 2025-26.

4. Fumish all the above documents with CTC & proper manirer (i.e. in serial wise
with properly lndex, proper paging of each financial year and separate books for
each financial year for easy & better understanding).

Brirf reetrds emerging frertr ttre appeak ' '
Records in the appeal reveal that the appellant had requested for the

aforementioned information from the PIO but failed to obtain the same which
prompted him to file his 1$ appeal under section 19(l) of the RII Act before the CE
(RWD), Eastem Zone, Itanagar, the First Appellate Authority @AA) vide his memo of
rymal dr.17.11.2025.

Records further disclose that the FAA conducted hearing on 13.01.2026 wherein
the appellant Shri Tamchid3ungte was present$ut the PIO despitesummon from the o

FAA was absent without any intimation and the hearing was held in absence of the
PIO and following order.was passed :

"SPEAK.NG ORDER
No. RV/D/RTWNGKIONG/520/2025::: As per the RTI Act 2005, U/s t9(1), a
hearing was held in connection with the Case No. RWD/RTI/YNGKIONG/520/2025,
on 13-01-2026 in the ofice chamber of Chief Engineer-Cum-FAA, RWD, E/2,
Itanagar.
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sd/-
CE-cum_FAA

RWD, ilZ,
Itanagar "

The appelant ap,parently, having failed to obtain the infonnation despite
FAA's directiorL filed his 2od appeal before this Commission under Section 19 (3) of
the RTI Act 2005 vide his Memo of Appeal dt.02.02.2026.

Accordfigly, this appeal rfls [sted and hearf on 22d July 2028, but the
appellant was absenJ while the PIO was represented by Er. Eda Boko, AE -cum-APIO
in person. The APIO submitted that due to voluminous and vague nature of
information, the appellant was requested vide letter dt.10.07.2026 to seek information
for a particular schemc and for partioular financial year.

The APIO also submitted that except under SIDF, no scheme/project was
executed by his Division under the rest of the Funding Heads.

In view of the submission of the APIO as above and the absence of the
appllatt, the heaing o.f this appoal was qdjcr.n-red to today En 2i'1 Augrxt, 202f
with direction to the PIO to be' present with the details of work / schemei executed
under SIDF from 2017 to 2026 so that an appropriate direction can be passed on the
4(four) point quarries.
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This Commission, howgver, receiveci. letter !lt. 21..A8.2A26 fioqthe appeilant
informing that he has received the information from the PIO with which he is satisfied
and therefore, his appeal be disposed of.

In the premises as above, this appeal does not require any further intervention
of ihis Cmrmissiorr aiid acccrdingly, it S..an& dispoaed c'f rmd closcd.

Given under my hand and seal of this Commission on this 21s August" 2026.r'aao

sd/-
(s. TSERTNG BAPPU)

State Information Commissioner,
APIC, Itanagar.
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Appellanl Sh. Tamchi Gungle was presenl.
EE-Cuw-PIO, RIVD, Yingkiong was absent despile receiving summon.
Hearing was held in absence of PIO and decision was taken accordingly.
In this regard, the EE-cum-PIO, RWD, Yingkiong wos directed to furnish the required
information directly to the appellant within 20 days (twenty days) from the date of
issue of this order with an intimalion to this ffice. Further, the EE-cum-PIO, RWD,
Yingkiong should be more careful while dealings with RTI correspondence/meeting

fixed to avoid any future consequences.
In case of non-compliance of this order, the appellant may appeal before the
Arunachal P rades h Information Commis s ioner, Itanagar.
Accordingly, insiant case has been disposed of.
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Memo No. APIC-17112026 lu' Dated ltanaean the ?5 Auc..2026
Copy to:
l. The Chief Engineer (RWD), Eastem Zone ltallragar, Papum Pare Disri4 the First

Appellate Authority (FAA) for information.
2. Thc PIQ o/o thc EE (RWD), Yingkimrg Division, Uppcr Simg tlistrict PtN:

7 9 1002 for information.
3. Shd Tamchi Gungte, near KV-II School Chimpu PIN: 791113 Mobile NO.

9233 5 67 27 9 for information.

, arzthe Computer Programmer/Computer Operator for uploading on the website of
V APIC, please.

5. Office Copy.
6. S/Copy.

r
APIC, Itanagar.

oepd, liidnt
{nmacial Prltatl darmS0cl Commlt.to.
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