
ffi
o

*qA

'ARUNAC RADESHHALP INFORMATION COMMISS ION

An Appeal Case U/S f 9(3) of RTI Act, 2005
Case No. AplC-82012025.

: ShriTamchi Gungte, near KV-II School Chimpu Itanagar,
: The PIO, o/o the Director ofTNHMS, Nahariagun.

ORDER

APPELLANT
RESPONDENT

_ 1:r is an appeal under Section 19(3) of RTI Ac! 2005 received from Shri
Tamchi Gungte for non-fumishing of il(eleven) point information ."g*J;g v"
"Establishment of N'ew Medical college attached'with Districv n"r"rrui_-rroriitur,
(Tomo Riba Institute of Health and Medical Science, Naharlagun by the plo, oL the
Director of TRIHMS, Naharlagun as sought for by him under s=ection 6(l) (Form-A) of
RTI Act, 2005 vide his applicarion dated 2l .07 .2025.

Hearin and decision
This appeal was, accordingly, h

aaa
eard on 13.03.2026, wherein the appellan! Shri

Tamchi Gungte was present in person and the plo, Dr. Rajen Kombo (oSD) was also
present with the copies of replies furnished earlier to the appellant vide his letter
dt.17.10.25.

During the course of hearing the appellant, while acknowledging the receipt of
requested information / documents from the PIo, however, complained that replies to
some of the queries are either incomplete of not furnished at all e.g:-

a) the replies against Sl.No.l (JointA/C of the parties), Sl.No.2 ( Memo of payment
etc.) and Sl. No.4 (eligibility criteria for tender participation) and Sl.No.4
(Technical Bid evaluation report) are incomplete/misleading;

b) replies against Sl.No.7(names of the officers), Sl.No.9 (details of offices
responsible for tender evaluation) and Sl.No.l l (copy of fund surrender tfuough
challan are not fumished.

The PIO, on the other hand replied that the o/o PIO has furnished whatever
documents/information were available in his office and that rest of
information/documents are either available with the o/o the EE (PWD) Naharlagun
Division or are not available with the PIO.

This Commission, upon hearing the parties and perusing the copies of
documents, foufid ttrat the document!/information against the queries, indee{ required

to be provided satisfactorily to the appellant. It was, however, made clear that if the

PIO does not hold any of the requested documents, he shall fumish an appropriate

reply to that effect in an afidavit as required by law under section-7 (8) (i) r/w section-
18(3)(c) of the RTI Act, 2005 and under rule- 5 (vi) of the AP Information Commission
(Appeal Procedure) Rules, 2005. The PIO was, accordingly, directed, vide order dt.

13.03.2026, to comply with the requirement of law as above and report compliance

thereof on 10th April,2026.
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Today on 10-04.2026, both he plo and the appellant are present in person. The
PIO also brought in the remaining information/replies as under:
a) as regards the Query at Sl.No.l, the plo has now replied that the details of Joint

A/C of IWS KCC & GCC are not available with rhe TRIHM;
b) as regards Sl.No.2, the PIO had fumished the same replies as earlier;
c) as regards Sl.No.4, the PIo has now fumished the copy of MT including the

certified criteria;
d) as regards Sl.No.6, the PIO has now furnished the affidavit;
e) as regards Sl.No.7, the PIO has fumished the names of offrcers;
f) as regards Sl.No.9, the PIo has reiterated the earlier replies that the tender process

was evaluated and scrutinized by the Executive Enginee4 AppwD, Naharlagun
Division and

g) as regards the it.No.ll, the plo has replied that no fimd has been surrendered
against the project.

This Commission, on perwal of the above revised replies by the pIO, concludes
that-
a) replies to the Sl.No.l needs to be ft^{fnished by way of arfafiidavit as requiretby

law;
b) the copy of memo of payments containing the particulars of cheque, vouchers etc

with the copies thereof,, if available, are to be fiirnished (Sl.No.2). The appellant
shall also visit the ofice of the PIO and meet the FllO concerned for inspection of
the docaments/clariJication in this regard which the PIO and the Director(fMHMs)
shall facilitate;

c) replies to Sl.No.9 also needs to be fiirnished by way of an afidavit and
d) replies to Sl.No. I 1 shall be elaborated and fitrnished by way of an afidavit as well.

The PIO shall furnish the above replies and/or the affidavit within l(one) week
from the date of receipt of this order and intimate this Commission. The appellant
shall, as agreed to by the PIO, also visit the o/o the PIO and get the clarilication from
the FAO, who shall render the necessary help, within the period of timeline as above.

Given under my hand seal of this Commission on this 10ti April, 2026.

sd/-
(S. TSERING BAPPI.D

State lnformation Commissioner,

" APIC, ltanagar..
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ted e 2026

l. The Director of (TRIHMS) Tomo Riba lnstitute of Health and Medical science,
Naharlag*n, the Fint Appellate Authority (FAA) for information *J *r*r"g
compliance by the pIO.

2. The PIo, o/o the Director of (TRIHMS) Tomo Riba Institute of Health and Medical

- !:i:ry., Naharlagun pIN: 791I l0 for information and compliance
3. lhri rhmchi Gungte, Near KV-2 Schoor chimpu, Itanagar i40b ireNo.9233567279

for information.

,9)\2Poyputer Programmer/computer operator for uploading on the website of
APIC please.

emo
Copy to:-

5. Office copy.
6. S/Copy.
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Registrar/l"Ml:ml*.
APIC, Itanagar
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