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Shri Tamchi Gungte
KV2 school Chimpu, PO/PS-Itanagar
Papumpare District AP
Pin-791 1 1 1 (M) 9233567279

PIO,
O/o The Executive Engineer PHE&WSD
Longding, Longding Dist., Govt Of Ap,
Pin-792131

Dani Gamboo

PIO Respondent

Date of Hearing:
Date of Decision:

25.09.2026
25.09.2026

II{FORITIATION COMMISSIONER :

Relevant facts emerging from appeat.
RTI application filed on
SPIO replied on
First appeal filed on
First Appellate Authority's Order
Second Appeal filed on

Information sought:
The appellant has filed an RTI application dated 10.10.2025 seeking following information withrespect to c/o "total list of_wo.rks/ projgcts sponsored by state fund/ dntral f,rna o1. both (such as

9I?I19E|RE/RIDF/SADA/ADAfi,ILALAD/MPLAb/SPAy'ArI|CIe L75(I)IPMJ/KICRIF/PMDevine/NEc/NEsIDs/Non-BADp/ sAscl/xM/NRDWM/SBM maintenance work etc.),executed under the @ncern division" from the financial year zot5 -ro to zozi-io.

Hlcubrc of sought information are given below: _

1' Copy of Total List of completed Projects/works (Plan & non-plan) in which the securityDeposits has been refunded to the contractors (submitted in FDR etc. and deducted from eachrunning bill and final bill @ 2.5olo minimum, of the gross amount of Bill) under the division for eachfinancial year from 2015-16 to 2025-26 with propei date of compretion detairs.2' @py of Register of Security Deposit Form CPWA 67 maintained in the Division from thefinancial year 2015-16 to 2025-26 in respect of serial no. 1
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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 completion of works regulated by
Clause 17 of GCC in respect of serial no.1 mention above for each financial year to 2025-26.
4. Furnish all the above documenb with CTC & proper manner (i.e. in serial wise with properly
Index, proper paging of each financial year).

Relevant facts emerged during hearing:

Previous Hearing:

1st 31.07.2026

order of the 1$ hearing- "The commision obserud that the plo pleadd for rducing the
numfur of yearc for which the information is sought spnning over 10 yearc. He has producd two
letters written to the appllant in this r6ryt vide 1) Memo no. LqHED/R|7/25-26 Datd 09.10.2025
and 2) Memo no. LPHED/R|T/2025-26/8378-79 Datd 23.10.2025.
Wheras, the appllant repndd to the ln letter datd 08.10.2025 of PIO. The apptlant is yet to
rapond the 2n letter date 23.10.2025 of PIO which sbtes as below:
1. Your rquxt was not reje@ but only advid to b rstricd to spffifrc and limid information
as per wtion 7(9) of the RTI act 2005 fuau* the original appliation coverd extenstVe
informatbn spnning mulh'ple years, which would disproprtionatety divert the renurc* of public
authoity.2. The intention of sation 7(9) is not to deny infurmation, but to ensure it is prouidd in
a rasnable form and xop without affxting the normal functrbning of the office.3. you may
therefore submit reid RTI appliation spxrfuing: I. The prticular subjrt matter of infurmation
eught ii. The defind time pen:d (e.9. One or two financial yearc) and iii. The atqory of
rxord/dxumenE rquird upon rffeipt of a revid, sryific application, this office shall make
every effott to furnish the informatrbn as pr the prouision of the RTI act 2005. Whereas, apptlant
nught for xveral development s<torc,/ had of account xhemu spnning over 10 yearc wZ ,,SIDF

/ BE/ RE/ RTDF/94DA/ADA/ MUUD/ I,IPUD/SPA/ArtiCIC 275(1)/ PM]VK/ CRTF/PMDCV,NC
/ NEc / NESIDS / Non-BADP / 94scl / JJM / NRDWM / sBM maintenane wo* etc.), ex*utd under
the concern diw:sbn" from the financial yar 2015 -16 to 2025-26.' is clumsy and tnt sp*ific. The
appllant is dirxtd to rcspond to the 2r letter datd 23.10.2025 of PIO spc'ificatty pm serial no.
3(ii) within ten days from the date of isue of this order under intimation to this ammision. The
PIO shall furnish the infurmation to the appllant within two weks upn receipt of such re-spqifid
prid of information fild by the appellant under intimation to this @mmi$ion.,,

The following were present.

Appellant : Present. He has agreed to close this appeal case so as to file a
fresh RTI application.

: Present. He states that the appellant has not complied with the
Commission's order dated 31.07.2026 wherein he was directed to reduce
the number of years for which the information is sought spanning over
10 years.
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Decision:

The Commission after advefting to the facts and circumstances of the case, perusal of
the recor6 and hearing the parties, observes that the appellant has not complied with the
Commission's order dated 31.07.2026 wherein he was directed to reduce the number of years for
which the information is sought spanning over 10 years. Instead, he has requested the commission
for closure of this appeal case so as to file a fresh RTI application. Thus, this appeal case is fit to
be closed.

The appeal case is disposed of accordingly at this commission.

order pronounced in the open court of this commission today this 25nd day of sept., 2026.
Each copy of the Judgement / Order be furnished to the parties.

Given under my hand and seal of this Commission / Court on this 25nd day of Sept.,2026.
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Copy to:

1 mputer Program
department email.

th

mer Itanagar APIC to upload in ApIC website and mailed to concerned

Registrar / Registrar
Arunachal Pradesh Information Commission

Itanagar

DepuU

Arunachal 
Pradesh
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Sd/- (Dani Gamboo)
f nformation Commissioner

2. Office copy.


