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An Appeal Case U/S 19(3) of RTI Act, 2005
Case No. APIC -350 12025.

: Shri Tamchi Gungte, near KV-II School Chimpu Itanagar.

*AnuxacH,l,L pRADESH rNFoRMATION COMMISSION
ITANAGAR.

+

APPELLAI\{T

RESPONDENT :The PIO, o/o the Executive Engineer (RWD), Aalo
Division, West Siang District (A.P)

This is an appeal under Section 19(3) of RTI Act, 2005 received from Shri
Tamchi Gungte for non-furnishing of below mentioned information by the PIO, o/o the
Executive Engineer GVID), Aalo Division, West Siang District (A.P) as sought for by
him under section 6(1) (Form-A) of RTI Act, 2005 vide his application dated
05.02.2025:
Perticuler of information:c/o "Construction / upgradation ofroads and Bridge under

Pradhan Mantri Gram Sadak Yojana" during the financial
year 2024-25.

The total list of work / project are as follow:
l. BRTF Road to KugiPomse.
2. Gadi Mesi to Kagi Gadi
3. MRL l0-Pakam to Ushi via Kombo Pomte.
4. Dojijeku to Ngomdir.
5. Liromoba HQ to VKV School.
6. Darak to Belo.

Details of informafion rrcquired:
1. The certified sanction order copy.

2. The certified copy of proof ( such as Voter ID and PRC ) that the tender winning
firm Domicile status within the Territorial jurisdiction of that Assembly

constituency as per District Based Entrepreneur and Professionals (Incentive,

Development and Promotion) rules, 201 5 & 2020.

3. The certified PRC Submitted by tender Participant issued by the competent

Authority regarding domicile status within the District as per Rule 4(iiXb) of the

Anrnachal Piadesh District Based Entrepreneur and Professionals (Incentive,

Development and Promotion) rules,2015 &.2020'
4. The name of firms who won the tender work with respect to subject mentioned

above.
5. The name of officers and their Desigrration at the time of monitoring the work'

6. The certified copy of contractor Registration, of the tender participant and tender

winning firm.
7. The certihed copy of contractor Enlistrnent (Civil)' of tender participant and

winning firm.
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8. The certified Affrdavit copy sworn before a competent Magistrate to the effect

that he/she (tender participant), does not have z 6*oy o-, o,o.. incompiete .

ongoing commitment (projects/conhact to execute) at the time of bidding by the
tender participant and winning firm. (as per Arunachal pradesh -c*tt
Notification no. SPWD/w-6612012 dtd. 01-08-2018 and as per District Based
Entrepreneurship Act, 2015 & 2020).

9. The 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 than 60% of
the estimated 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 Engineeq in the last 5 years ending last day of the month previous to the
one in which the tenders are invited.

l0.The certified copy ofall Photograph ofwork items (Glossy paper) before starting
of work and Photograph (Glossy Paper) after completion of work.

ll. The certified Payment Details (Cheque no., voucher, PFMS/ etc. (Which ever
method is used of payments) of the project till date.

l2.The certified Solvency certificate certified by the Bankers, submitted by all the
tender participant.

13. The certified Credit facility from Bankers (10% ofthe tender value) submitted by
the tender participants.

Facts emerging from the aDDeal:
Ther records in the appeal reveal that the appellant failed to obtain the

requested information from the PIO which prompted him to file his l't appeal under
section 19(l) of the RTI Act before the CE (RWD)(WZ), Itanagar, the First Appellate
Authority (FAA) vide his memo of appeal d1.18.03.2025. But having failed yet again
to receive any positive response from the FAA, the appellant preferred his 2nd appeal
before this Commission under section 19(3) of the RII Act 2005 vide his Memo of
Appeal dt.19.07.2025.

Hearinq and decision:
This appeal was heard a (four) times on 03.10.2025, 12.11.2025,16.01.2026 and

11.02.2026.
On 03.10.2025, the appellant, Shri Tamchi Gungte was present but the PIO was

absent. On 12.11.2025, the appellant did not attend the hearing but the PIO, Er. Shri
Gambi Karbak, EE was present in person with the replies to the RTI queries of the
appellant. But since, the appellant was absent, the replies fumished vide letter
dt.06.11.2025 by the PIO could not be handed over to the appellant and the appeal
could not be heard.

The hearing of this appeal was, accordingly, adjoumed to 166 January, 2026
when the PIO was absent without any intimation while the appellant was present in
person who was handed over the replies furnished by the PIO with direction to go
through the same and submit his rej oinder/dissatisfaction, if any, thereon on the next
date on 11.02.2026.

Today on 11.02.26, the appellant is, howeveq absent without any information
but the PIO, Er. Shri Gambi Karbak appeared through VC who submitted that the
appellant has been fumished with the requested documents/information and as such

the appeal be disposed ofand closed as such.
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This appeal is, accordingly, disposed ofand closed in above terms.

Given under my hand and seal of this Commission on this lls February,2026.

sd/-
(s. TSERTNG BAPPU)

State Information Commissioner,
APIC, Itanagar.rlAPrC- 3s0/2025 Dated F

Copy to:-
l. The Chief Engineer (RWD), Westem Zone, Itanagar, the First Appellate

Authority (FAA) for information.
2. The PIO, o/o the Executive Engineer (RWD), Aalo Division, West Siang

District (A.P) for information.
3. Tamchi Gungte, Near KV-2 School Chimpu, Itanagar Mobile No.

33 5 67 27 9 for information.
The Computer Programmer/Computer Operator for uploading on the Website of
A,PIC please.

.5 dffrce copy.
b. S/Copy.

Registrar/
*$*
Registrar

APIC, Itanagar

^,*.nr 
rT$''fr1fr'*'''

This Commission is also of the considered opinion that the appellant is satisfied
with the requested documents / information fumished by the PIO which were handed
over to him on 16.01.2026 and therefore is no longer interested in the adjudication of
his appeal in this Commission.


