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An anoeal case U/S 19(3) of RT
Vide Case No.APIC-367/202;I -

Shri Tamchi Gungte

PIO-Cum-Executive Engineer, PWD.
Naharlagun. Papum Pare District.
Govt. of Arunachal Pradesh

Order: 10.03.2026.

-VERSUS-

JUDGEMENT

Appellant

Respondent

This is an appeal filed under sub-section (3) of Section l9 of the RTI Act. 2005. Brief
f-act of the case is that the Appellant Shri Tamchi Gungte on l5llll2024 filed an RTI
application under Form-'A' before the PIO-Cum-EE, Department of PWD Naharlagun Division
Govt. of Arunachal Pradesh whereby, seeking various information, as quoted in their Form-A
application. The Appellant, being not satisfied with the information received from the PIO, filed
the First Appeal before the First Appellate Authority (FAA) on 231912024 Appellant, again
having not received the required information despite the order from the FAA, filed the Second
Appeal before the Arunachal Pradesh Information Commission on 91912024. and the Registry of
the Commission (APIC), having receipt of the Appeal, registered it as APIC No.367/2024 and
processed the same for its hearing and disposal.

Accordingly, matter came up for hearing before the Court of the Arunachal Pradesh
lnformation Commission for four hearing i.e 2410412025,22107 n025,3011012025 & 1010312026

There particulars of information required are as follows:-
C/o "Construction of High Court Building at Naharlagun, Arunachal Pradesh.,':

l. Fumish the certified documents submitted for Technical Bid by the tender pa(icipants.
2. Fumish the certified copy ofdeclaralion for the contractor, in which he is registered, to

the effect that he has not been debarred lrom tendering by any authority.
3. Furnish the certified copy of EMD and Security money deposited by all the tender

participant.
4. Furnish the certified Integrity pact submitted by the tender participant.
5. Fumish the certified copy of an Affidavit swom before a competent magistrate by the

contractor. to the effect that he does not have two or more incomplete ongoing
commilments (project to execute/ contracts in hand).6. Fumish the name of officers.and their Designationit the time of monitoring the work7. Fumish the Cenified copy of Newspaper in which the NIT was published (a:t least 3
newspaper names (one national & 2 locals) as per Gol,t. approved Order.

In the 4th hearing on l0th day of March '2026, the Appellant found absent, without
informing the reason for his absence before the commission. The representative ofthe plo shd
Pema Dorjee Kochi AE (pwD) Naharlagun Division. is presenr during the hearing in person.

Heard the representative of the pIO.
The representative of the plo stated that the information as applied by the Appellant havebeen turnished to the Appellant on 14/112024, wherein irre rrara 
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,i't lJpy **provided to him. The receipt copy available witir the plo was exhibited to the court.

,, oO:lTT,,l*_rhe representative of the pto the Commission observes;r) rn the rast hearing which uas the 3'd hearing the Apperant absenr from the hearing\\'ithout communicaring the reason ror his ab-sence. wherein the Commission clearlyput on record in the 
. 
notice for nexr hearing that the absence 
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app"ii*i i, ,rr.next hearing which is today will compel the Commission to hear and determinethis appeal ex-parte.

ii) Despite notice for hearings served upon the Apperant the repeated absence of theAppellant prove more than needed that he is noilerious o, t i, upf"ui 
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Under the above stated facts and findings, the Commission herby comes to the conclusion
that the information have been provided by the PIO to the Appellant completely. In the receipt of
the complete information by the Appellant the Commission does not fud any interest or reason
to further the hearing of this appeal.

And therefore, this appeal is dispose oi ex-parte with no liberty given to the Appellant to
file for fresh application for the same set of information.

Judgment order pronounced in the open Court of this Commission today on this lOth day
of \Iarch 2026.

Copy ofjudgment order be fumished to the both parties.

Given under my hand and seal of this Commission/court on this l0th day of March
2026.

sd/-
(Vijay Taram)

State Information Commissioner
APIC-Itanagar

Memo.No APIC-367/ A/202

The records as exhibited by the PIO's office displaying the receipt ol the complete

information says more than enough to prove that Appellant has received the

information completely from the PIO. And this is taken as the reason for the

consecutive absence of the Appellant in the hearing.

J I tne..A.vrCopy to:
Dated I tanasa r, arch.2026.

l. PlO-Cum-ExecutiveEngineer, pWD , Naharlagun, P/Pare District, Govt of ArunachalPradesh for information and neces sary action please. pin Code:791l l02. Shri Tamchi Gungte, Chimpu, Itanagar, P/Pare District Arunachal Pradesh forrmation please. Contact No. 9233s67279
3

Office Copy
The Computer programmer, APIC for uploading on the Website of ApIC please
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API( Itanagar.
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