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ARTJNACHALPRADE SII TNFORMATION COMMISSION
ITANAGAR.

An Appeal Case U/S 19(3) of RTIAct' 2005

Case No. APIC -920 12025.

(Summon to appear in Person)
R3 of

: Shri Tamchi Gungte, near KV-[I School Chimpu, Itanagar.

: The PIO, o/o the Executive Engineer (WRD), Ziro Division.

This is an appeal under section l9(3) of RII Ac! 2005 received from Shri

Tamchi Gungte for non-firmishing of 12 (twelve) point information on implementation

of Works/ p-j""tr sponsored by State firnd/ Central futrd or both (such as SIDF/ BE/

RE/ RIDF/SADA/ ADN TMPLAD/ SPA/ Article 275(ly PMIVW CRIF/ PMDe

vne/ NEC/ NESIDS / Non-BADB SASCI, FMBAP, PMKSY etc. during the financial

year 2020-21 to 2025-26 by the PIO, o/o the Executive Engineer (WRD), Ziro

biuirior, Lower Subansiri oistrict (A.P) as sought for by him under section 6(l)
(Forq-A) of RfI Act, 200J vide his applicatiogdated 10'09'2025' o .

Thisappealwaslistedandheardfor3(three)timeson08.05.2026,12.06.26afi
15.07.26.

On 08.05.26 this Commission passed the following order:

" Heard the Parties.
The appellant, reiterating his replies to the PIO vide his letter dt.18.10.25'

submitted tlai the PIO, insteadif firnishing the requested informatio4 had askedfor

* ii*or.tle cost of the documents. The- PIO, on the other hand, submitted that the

,"ii iy i"""-"nts (Rs.i0200/-) las been calculated and arrived at tabing into account

the itafls of information soight for more tlun 20 funding progtams/heads and for
more than 6 Financial Years. '

This Commission also notices that prima facie the details of

doctnnents/information as sought for by the appellant in his RTI applicatio4 a^ppear to

be voluninous t* tne ffiuint "i"ri1ieiitat 
most of the requested information

-p"rtoi, 
ti 7g*", ona not iIi n*a copiei uhich the PIo canfwnish in a nbular foqn'

ORDER/ SUMMON

In adverting to the instant issue/controversy, this Commission deems it relevant

to refer to tlte PrinciPle of law settled bY the APex Cowt in the case of CBSE & Ant.

Vs. Aditya BandoPadhYaY & on. in Civil APPeal No'6156 of 2011 wherebY the

Hon'ble Cowt held that right to infonnation is a cherislud right and that fight to

information whiih me the to s

held that
I

e
enforced strictbt. Jhe Apex cout ql

ton not to
cal for disc of all

be
tr b

counterProductive i itriu odr"rtely ffict

authorities on tlu other'

the eficiencY of the administration.
t

a

APPELLA.I{T
RESPONDENT

the same time

What emerges from the principle of law 7s 
above b tlut the provisions of the

RTI Act are to be i*pt"^"'iia'Uy'-ii'*oiai'g the. righ* oI the citiz'en under the RTI

Act on the one hand ""d";;.";fr";", 
ia""""tt"i*ted functioning of the public
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In the light of the abotte principle of law, this Commission directs the appellant
to prioritise his demand for the information docwnents and submit a revised request
spectfyrng clearly the points relevant to transparency and accottntability antd on
receipt whereof the PIO shall furnish the replies /documents in a tabular form with
proper paging /indexing and it is made clear that if the o/o the PIO does not hold any
of the requested information, he shall furnish appropriate explanation/reason therefor
on an afiidavit as required by section 7(8)(i) r/w section 18(3)(c) of the RTI Act, 2005
and Rule 5(vi) of the AP Information Commission (Appeal Procedure) Rules, 2005.

The appellant shall comply with the direction within l(one) weekfrom the date
of receipt of this order and the PIO shall comply with the direction within 3(three)
weeks of the receipt of the revised request from the appellant and report the
compliance thereof on 12.06.2026, the next date of hearing. "

Ot 12.06.2026, the PIO was absent. The appellant who was present in person
submitted that in compliance with this Commission's order dt.08.05.26, he submitted a
revised list of specific request to the PIO in the month of May but he did not receive
the replies to the revised list of request.

This Commission, therefore, directed the PIO to furnish the replies/documents
to the appellant as per the revised list of queries and report the compliance thereof on
15.07.21126. . . . a

On 15.07.2026, the appellan! Shri Tamchi Gungte was presert in person while
the PIO was represented by Er. Shri Nani Tade, APIO.

This Commission after hearing the parties, passed the following order:
"Heard the parties.
The appellant reiterated his submission made in the last hearing on 12.06.2026

that he had submitted a revised list of specific lequest to the PIO in the month of May
but the PIO did not fiirnish the replies. The APIO, on the other hand, contended that
the o/o the PIO, vide letter dt.24.06.2026, had advised the appellant to deposit a sutn

of Rs.45 j0.00 being the cost of docunents as per the revised list of information but the

appellant did not deposit the amount and as such the repiies/information as siught for
by him remained unfurnished.

This Commksion perused the aforesaid letter dt.24.06.26 from the PIO asbing

the pppellant to deposit.the cost of doc-uments which the appellant had refused on the

gri;d that ttrc ftO Taiiea to ,rtpord ord Tirnish the requeited information within tlle
prescribed period of one month.

In this regard this Commission deems it appropriate to remind the PIO of the

provisions of seition 7(t) of the RTI Act, 2005 which mandates the PIO to fwnish the
'requested 

information to the applicant within I (one) month of the receipt of RTI
qiplication and as per sub-seition-(6) of section-7, d the PIO fails to ftmish the

lnformation within lhe prescribed periEd of one month tllO information has te be

fiirnished to the applicant free of cost.

In the present case the PIO, having received the appellant b RTI application on

1g.0g.25 (as per the tracHng record of speed post), was bound to fwnish the requested

informatin-on or befor; 15.10.2025 but, instead, vtde his .letter dt. 27.10.2025

oik d th" opp"llant to pay/deposit a swn of Rs. 40200/- (Rupees Forty Thowand 1\to
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Hundred) being the cost of docannents. The appellant, apparently, disappointed with

the demand ofiuch cost of documents by PIO, that too afier the expry of the slatutory

period, had approached the chief Engineer, wD, western zone, hvek Yihar ltanagar
'the 

First Appellate Authority (tutA), uader Section 19 (l) of the RTI Act

The PIO, having committed the lapse, thereby violating the provisions of sub-

section (I) of section-7 of the RTI Act, could not hove asked for the cost of the

docttnents from the appellant but ought to hove ftrnished the documents free of cost in

tenns of sub-section (6) of section-7 of the RTI Act.

This Commission, therefore, rejects the PIO\ demand for the cost of docwnents

from the PIO and directs him to funish to the appellant the requested

documents/information free of cost in resryct of ll(eleven) funding heads ont of 18

(eighleen) head* The informdion on rcst 7(seven) fimding heads name$'

PMDeVine, NEC. NESID and FMBAP need nol be fwnishedMPI-{D,SPA, CRIE
which the appellant has fairly agteed because, as submitted by the APIO, the Ziro

Division did not exec'ute any projects under those fwding heads

It is made clear that as mandated by section -7(8)(i) of the RTI Act, 2005 when

an information is denied to ilE apPlicant, the reason tlereof has to be commtmicated
. io the applicant to?tis/her satisfacion. )nd as mandated Section-18(3)(c) andlule'

iOrl if the Ap Informatioi Commission (Appeal proce&tre) Rules, 2005, the

submisiion/rePly of the PIO has to be declared on an afidavit'

The PIO slull compty with the above direction within 2(two) weeks from the

date of receipt of this order and the appellant shall, thereafrer within I (one) week

intimate this Commission of the receipi of the same failing which this appeal shall

stand closed without fltrther rctice. "

Pursuant to the order of this commission as above, the o/o the chief Engineer

(WRD), Western Zone Itanagar, the First AngeJllg Authority (FAA)' vide his letter

it.Zl .6i.ZOZA (as reproducei' hereunder), naa ia"isea the PIO to bomply with the

directionofthisCommissiontofirmishtherequestedinformationfreeofcost.

"Sub: Fwnishing of the Requisite Information to the Appellant Free of Cost'

o

sr:
Erulosed herewith is a copy of the Order received from the APIC i1 Cyl tlo'

czonizi. e, per the orart li kin'r was heard on 08'05'2026' wherein both the

,piiti", oi tt" plo weri present. The commission observed that the information

Tiituiity'tr*snt by the )fp"Uont was volunirnus' Accordingly' it directed the

appellant to specifi tn" i{'itii' information and 
,resubmit 

the application' The

Commission fitther aioit"i tn"' co'ce'n"d PIO to furnish the required
";;;r;;iro;;i),' i, iitta' form within ttueelj) weeks from the tute of receipt

of the revised aPPlication-

Subsequently, the appellant submitted 31'evised 
application specifying the

required information. H'#;;; the PIo' WRD' Ziro' 
-has 

not fttnished the
'i,6i^"rt"ii iio"r"a u ii'io-i*rior*ithin the stipulated time and period.
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In view of the above, you are requested to ftrnish the requisite information to

the appellant free of cost, in accordance with the directiins contiined in the
Commission's Order.

Enclosed: APIC Order copy.

sd/-
CE-cum-fuU

WRD(WZ) Itanagar

sd/-
APIO

o/o CE-cum-FAA
WRD(WZ), Itarwgar

This commission also in the meanwhile, received letter dt.31.01.26 from the
appellant (as reproduced below) complaining that the plo failed to comply with the
order of this Commission and requested for summoning the pIO.

"Sub: An appeal to/ix another date of Hearing Case APIC NO. 920/A/2025 (prc-
cam- EE, WRD Ziro Division, Lower subansiri Dist.

Respect siri
o I am writing tllls letter to inform th? honowable cowt, ltat the PIO have Jdted

to comply with the Cowt order dtd. ITth July 2026. Therefore, I request the
honowable court to fu another date of Hearing and initiate section 20(t) of the RTI
Act 2005.

Dated: 31/07/2026
fottrfaithfully

sd/-
Tamchi Gtnge (appellant). "

This Commission notices that the PIO, despite this Commission's order and the
FAA's advice as above, failed to comply with thd order of this Cominission which
amounts to blatant and willful disrespect to this Commission and the RII regime

making him liable to be proceeded against under the relevant provisions of RTI Act.

The PIO, as already directed by this Commission in its order dt.15.07.2026'

shall furnish the information/documeits to the appellant fuithin 3(three) weeks from

the date of receipt of this order and report the compliance therewith to this

commission on 46 septemb er,2026, the next date of hearing failing which penalty of
Rs.25,000.00 ar pres".ibed under section 20(l) of the RII Ac! 2005 shall be imposed

upo., hi- for violation of the provisions of RII Act and willful disobedience of this

Commission's order.

Given rfrder my hand and sal of this Commissim on this 106 August 2026'

NOW TIfiREFORE, you are hereby summoned to appqar in person or online

in the Hon'ble Court of Shri Sangyal Tsering Bappr4 SIC 46 Sept', (Fridsy) at 2 pm

to answ€r the claims, and you ari directed to produce on that day all the documents

upon which you intend to rely in support of your claims/defense'

aa



Copy to:-
tl,trectrierEngineer(wRD),WestemZonehalagarVivekVihar,-th3rint

AppellateAuthirity @AA) for inforrnation and ensuring compliance by the PIO.

Zy fie UO, o/o the-Eiecuiive Engineer (WRD), Ziro Division, Lower Subansiri

Distict (A.P) PIN: 792l29for information and compliance

3) Shri Tamchi Gungte, Near KV-2 School chimprl Itanagax MobileNo.9233567279

'for information. 
-" ' ' '

, 1S-RCi^p"ter Programmer/Computer Operator for uploading on the Website of

APIC please.
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Take notice that, in default of your appearance' on the day above- mentiond
the matter will be heard and determined in your absence.

To avail online hearing please at least notiff or get in touch one day prior to the

hearing, download "WEBEX MEETtr{G APP" from Google Play store. For firther
technical assistance Shri Himanshu Verma, IT Consultant (Mobile no. 8319014957)

maybe contacted

sd/-
(S. TSERING BAPPI.D

State Information Commissioner'
APIC, I

moN IC- Da Itana e

5) Office copy.

6) S/Copy.
1"9*fr

Registrar/ De Registrar
APIC, Itanagar.
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