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ARUNACHAL puonsii niionrvlarroN coMM ISSION
ITANAGAR.

An Appeal C*se U/S 19(3) of RTt Ac{, 2005
Case No. AP\{:-79512025.

APPELLANT

RESPONDENT

This is an appeal under Section l9(3) of RTi Act, 2005 received from Shri
Khya Changrang for non-furnishing of below mcntioned.information by the PIO, o/o
the Chief Engineer (RWD), Govt. of Arunaclta! Pradesh, Easte.rn Zone, Itanagar as

sought for by him under secticn 6(l) (Form-A) oIRTI Act,20tl5 vitie his application
dared 28.08.2024.

A) Particular of information :Ws Zec Engineering & construction, NOCEAP
(D&F) I?LG- 48/2008 -091l/62 dtd. l6110/2008.

B) Details of information required :

l. Contractor Registration details including renewal status and company profile.
2. Year wise list of all project undenaken by the contractor within the departrnent.

3 . Copies of completion certificate, agreement and LOA Audit reports.
4. Financial records including payment details.
5. Records of legal or disciplinary action and any complaint reports.

6. Period for which information is sought for: 2010 to 2024.

Brief facts:
Records reveal that the appellant had requested the PIO for the above

mentioned information but could not obtain the same within the statutory period of one

month which prompted him to approach the First Appellate Authority, the Chief
Engineer (RWD), @/Z), Rural works Department, Govt of A.P. Itanagar.

Records further reveal that the FAA conducted the hearing of the appeal on
16.12.2024 and directed the E.Es/PlOs to fumish the information in original to the
appellant directly.

The EE, Anini's letter dt. 27.rc.2024 addressed to the appellant also indicated

that the firm, IWs Zee Engineering and Construction executed a road construction

namely, BRTF road to Kano during 2019.
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: Slri Khya Cnangrang

: (i) The PIO, o/o the E"E (RWD), AniniDivision.
(ii) The PIC), o/o the ChietEngineer (RWD),

Govt. of A.P Eastem Zone, Itanagar.

ORDtrR

It was, however, noticed from thr: lener dt.07.05.2025 from the Chief Engineer
(EZ), RWD, Itanagar addressed to the Registry of this Commission that except the

EE, Anini Division, all other Divisions had submitted Nil report.



The appellant being aggrieved with the decision of the PIO as above, had
preferred his 2od appeal before this Commission under section l9(3) of the RTI Act
vide his Appeal Memo dt.17.02.25.

Hearins & decision:
The appeal was, accordingly, listed and heard on 23d May, 2025 wherein the

Appellant, Shri Khya Changrang was present but the PIO o/o the Chief Engineer,
(RWD), Eastern Zone, Dist. Papum Pare, Itanagar was absent.

This Commission upon hearing the appellant and on perusal of the
aforemeitioned letters dt.07.05 .2025 fromthe Cdief Engineer (EZ), [wD, Itanagar as

well as the letter dt. 27.10.2024 from the EE, Anini Division, directed the E.E, Anini
Division to furnish the left out information i.e. point number 3 and 4 to the appellant
on or before 09 .0'7 .2025 i.e the next date of hearing.

During the course of hearing on 9s July, 2025, both the appellant, Shri Khya
Changrang and the PIO, Er. Shri Kardo Rina, E.E. were present in person. As directed

by this Commission in order dt. 23.05.2025, the PIO brought in the left out documents

and handed over to the appellant who, however, complained that the following
documents were still remained to be provided to him and pleaded this Commission for

direction to the PIO to provide :

l. Targeted date of completion ofthe project;
2. Drawing of the Project;
3. Bill of quantity and

4. Notice of commencement of the project.

ThePloassuredtoprovidetheaforesaidremainingdocumentsassoonas
possible.

ThisCommission,uponhearingtheparties,directedthePlotofurnishtheleft
out documents to the appellant wittrin Z (twol weeks from 9& Jttly ' 2025 and the

appetlant was also OirectiO intimate this Commission within I (one) week of the

riJeipt or trre documents failing which it was made_clear that this appeal shall stand

closed without furthet notice piesuming that he had received the documents conect

and is satisfied therewith

ln compliance with the direction of this Commission' the PIO' vide letter dt'

llmJuly,2025,addressedtotfreappellant,fumishedtherepliestotheremaining
qu".l", "it" receipt of which has been acknowledged by the appellant vide letter dt.

22"d l:uly,2025.
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It was also noticed that the EE-cum-PIO, RWD, Anini Division in his aforesaid

lefter had furnished the following replies to the appellant:
l. Contactor Registration details: Registration Certificate and revalidation

(enclosed);
2. Year-wise list of projects undertake, 2010-2024: One project has been undertaken

by the firm, IWS Zee Engineering and Construction i.e BRTF road to Kano during
2019;

3. Completion Certificate, Agreement and LOA : Ongoing;
4. Financial record including payment details and audit report: NA;
5. Records of legal or disciplinary action and any complaint report: Nil
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In the premises as above, this appeal is disposed of and closed.

Given under my hand and seal of this Commission on this 23d Ju|y,2025.

sd/-
(s. TSERING BAPPU)

State Information Commissioner,
APIC, Itanagar.

c- 19 t+ n the J 2025
Copy to:

l. The Chief Engineer (RWD), Govt. of A.P, Eastern Zone, Itanagar, the FFA for
information.

2. The EE(RWD), Anini Division, Dibang Valley District (A.P) for information.
3. The PIO, o/o the Chief Engineer (RWD), Govt. of Arunachal Pradesh, Eastern

Zone, Itanagar for information.
4. Shd I(hya Changrang, Niti Vihar, Itanagar, Papum Pare 791 lll Mobile No.

75 88 for information.
The Computer ProgrammerlComputer Operator for uploading on the Website

of APIC, please.

. Office copy.

. S/Copy.
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Registrar/ ty
l,R1<
Relistrar

APIC, Itanagar.
^ L'rr, -', tl?Ltnf
'.rlldrl PraoE;,. :l{on 3oilhi5s..

lr; 
"16l


