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ARUNACHAL PRADESH INFORMATION COMMISSION' APIC

ION ITANACAII
An Cornplaint case [i/S l8(l) ol R'tl Act' 2005

Vide Case No. Complaint-01 lcl2026-

BEFORE THE COURT OF SHRI KHOPEY THALEY, STATE INFORMATION
COMMISSIONER

Shri Tam Rararu ('orrp la inunt

Versus

PIO-cum-0/o Director. (Gazetteers) Chirnpu
Itanagar. Papum Pare District.

Date of hearin and l ttenrll nce o1' thc conr P lainant & PlO
PIoConr lainant

1'r hearing 1910812026 Present in person Absent

Date ol decisionlJ udgrnent : I 9/0tti 2026

INFORMAIION COMMISSIONEI{ :ShriKhopo Ihaler
Relevant lacts errerging fiorn Appeal:

RTI application tile on
PIO replied on
First appeal tile on
First Appellatc Authorrtl'5 order
2nd Appcal dated

I l/03./2026

Nil

I -l 
'03,1026

Information sought :

As per the case record. PIO has tlenied to accept the application.

Feeling aggrieved and dissatisfied. cornplainant approached thc Comrnission with instant
complaint case.

JUDCEMI]N't ORDEIT

This is an complaint filed under sub-section ( I ) ol'scction | 8 ol'lhe R'l I Act. 2005. Brief
tact ol'the case is that the complainant Shri larn Rararu uu I1.03.2026 filecl an R'Il application
under Fonn-'A' befbrc the PIO-e urn-O,o thc l)irectt)r ((iazcttecrs ). Chinrpu. Itanagar. Papum

Nos. & Date of hearin

Respondenl

'fhe appellant lite a R'l l Application dated I 1 0312026 seekin-e Details regarding :-
appoinhnent and joining report cop\ ol't-DC'. l'eor.r. [)rirer. Chorvkider Contigency and all MTS
statl.



Pare District, Govt. of Arunachal Pradesh rl herebl'. seeking vurious intbrmation. as quoted in
Fom-A application. The complainant. beine not satisfletl rvith the in lirrrnation denied. flled this
complaint betbre the Arunachal Pradesh lnlirruratiorr C ourrnissiolr orr 13.03.2026 and the Registry
of the Commission (Al'}lCl). having receipt ol the appeal. rcgistered it as APIC No.
O7lCl2026(Complaint) and processetl the sanrc fbr its hearing and disposal.

Accordingly. matter came up lbr hearing belbre the Commission tbr I (one) time i.e on
19/0812026. [n this hearing of the complaint on l9'r' day of August. 2026, the complainant Shri
Tam Rararu present and PIO is fbund absent l ithout an1 intimalion to the ('ornmission.

The present complaint has been Iiled b.v the cornplainant undel Section l8 of the Right to
Information Act, 2005. alleging non-t'urnishing ol'intbrmation bl the Public tnfbrmation Officer
(PIO) in response to an alleged application under the Rll Act.

The complainant has contended that the infonnation sought bv hirn was not firmished by
the concemed PIO and has sought appropriate action against the PlO.

The Commission has caretulll'exarrined the complaint arrd the suhrnissions made by the
complainant as well as the records available bclirre it.

A material issue fbr consideration is rlhcthcr the complainant has established that an RTI
application seeking the alleged infbrmation was actually subrnitted to or received by the
concerned PIO.

In the present case. the cotnplaiuarrt has n()t produced helorc thc ['ommission any
certified/true copl ol' the alleged R'l l application. acknou lcdgcnre nt ol its reccrpl. postal
receipt/tracking report. receipt issued b1' the public truthorit\'. or un1 other clocurnentary evidence
establishing that the alleged RTI applicatit-rn rras dult' subnritted to and received by the concemed
PIO.

The complainant has prirnarill' relied upon ar) oral asscrliotr tllut the lt l l application was
submitted and that the intbrrnation u'as tlcnicd,'not titrnishcd. Mcrc oral subrnission. in the
absence of any supporting documentarv rnaterial tlcrnonstrating subnrission and receipl of the
RTI application, cannot by itsell establish thal the l'lO had rccc-ir r"'d a r alid R I I application
requiring action under the provisions ol'the RTI Act.

'fhe Commission observes that proceedings undcr the R l l Acl must necessarily proceed
on the basis ofasccrtainable lacts and arailablc records. Bclbrc examining an allegation of failure
or ret'usal on the part of a PlO. it is nccessarl to establish that an R'l I application u'as actually
made and received by the concemed public authority/Plo.

In the instant case. the complainant has lailcd to place on record sut1icient evidence to
establish:

l. the existence and contents ol'thc allcgcd Rtl application:

2. the date on which the application u,as subrnitted:

3' the manner in which the application u,as transmitted or delivered ro the plo; and
4. the receipt ofsuch application by the concerned plO.



Consequently, the Commission is unahle to hokl. on the basis of the material available on

record, that the concerned PIO had received the alleged RTI application and thereafter failed or

refused to fumish the infbrmation sought.

It is also pertinent to observe thal the hurden rrl' eslablishing the lirundational fact that an

RTI application was submitted to thc concerned public authorit]- cannot be discharged merely

through an unsubstantiated oral assertion rvhen no supporting documentary evidence is produced

before the Commission.

The Commission, therefore. flnds that the allegation of denial/non-fumishing of
information by the PIO has not been substantiated b)'cogenl antl rcliable eVidencc.

In view of the fbregoing tacts and circurlstances. and in the ahsencc of' documentary

evidence establishing submission and receipt of the allcged RT I application by the concemed

PIO, the Commission finds no suf'ficient basis to proceed against the PIO under the provisions of
the Right to lntbrmation Acl 2005.

Accordingly. the complaint is re.jc'ctcd/dismissed firr rvant ol' substantiation and is hereby

disposed of'. Accordingl."- the complaint case No. A1'lC-011c12026(Complainl) is disposed of
and closed.

Judgment/Order pronounced in the open Court by the Commission today on this lgth day
of August, 2026. Each copy of Judgrnent/Order be f'urnished to the parties.

Given under my hand and seal of this (lonrrr ission./Courl on this lgth day of August,
2026.

Stl,'-
(Khopel I'hale1,)

State lnlbrmalion Cor-nmissioner

I APIC. I tanugar.

Memo. No. APIC- 07lc/2026(Complainq f {-7 Dated ltanaga r,'the i/..N. Agust, 2026
Copy to:

l. PIO-Cum-O/o the Director (Cazettc'crs)" ('hiurpu. ltanagar. I)apLrr.n Pare District, Pin
Code:-791I l3 . Arunachal Pradesh fbr kind inlbrrnation.

2, Shri Tam Rararu. Polo Colonl'. Naharla_qun. POlPS:-Naharlagun. Papum Pare District,
P)n C ode -7 9 1 I 1 0. ( A.P). Contact No-84 1 5937464.

1 //The Computer Programmer/Operator. lbr uploading on the rvebsite ot'APIC ptease.
-4. ofilc.. copl'.
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