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HAL PRADESH INFORMATION COMMSSION ITANAGAR
HON'BLE COURT OF SHRI SANGYAL TSERING BAPPU,
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER.

Shri Takar Jamoh, Bank
Tinali, Itanagar.

To,

Dated February,2026

Vs. Shri Kago Doni, PIO, o/o the District Land
Revenue & Settlement Officer (DLRSO), Namsai.

SHOW CAUSE NOTICE
@orm-4 CPC r/w section 20 of the RTI Act, 2005)

Shd Shri Kago Doni, PIO, o/o the District Land
Revenue & Settlement Officer (DLRSO), Namsai.

Pradesh under section 6 orm-A ofRTI 2005 for the foll

l. WHEREAS shri rakar Jamoh, Bank rinali, Itanagar filed an application dt.
23.12.2024 before the PIo, o/o the Deputy commissioner, Namsai DistriCt Arunachal

I information:

2. AND WHEREAS the PIO, o/o the Dy. Commissioner, Namsai, in response,
vide letter dt. 06.01.2025 transferred the RTI application to the another PIO i.e the
District Land Revenue & Settlement Officer @LRSO), Namsai under section 6(3) of
the RTI Act.

3. AND WHEREAS dissatisfied with the response of the PIO, o/o the Dy.
Commissioner, the appellant approached the D.C, the First Appellate Authority (FAA)
under section l9(l) of the RTI Act vide his Memo of Appeal dt.12.02.2025.

4. AND WHEREAS the appellant had also approached the Director (Land
Management), Govt. of A.P, Itanagar under section l9(1) vide appeal memo
dt.04.04.2025. However, in the meantime the D.C, Namsai conducted the hearing of
the appeal ot26.05.2025 and passed the following order :

a. Is the Chitha Register & the Cades
Namsai District of Arunachal Pradesh a Legal Land Document in the
District of Namsai of Arunachal Pradesh ? (if Yes provide the CTC of
all the orders relating to the Legal Validity of the Chitha Register &

Maps of Lekang Circle under

Circle in Arunachal PradeshCadestral sof

orYes
No

orYes
No

.Are the land occupation certificate / land holding certificate being issued
under Namsai District by the Office of the Deputy Commissioneq
Namsai and the DLRSO OfEce, Namsai as per the notification of the
Arunachal Pradesh Land settlement and Records Act 2002 & 2Ol2 n
the State of Arunachal Pradesh

orYes
No
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"The Shri Takar Jamoh is present and the respondent PIO-cun-DLR&SO, Namsai
is absent.

Examined the application and the had specified the reason of appeal as no
response/replyfrom the PIO to his RTI application in Form A, 'Ref. No. RTI-28/2024
Dtd. 23/12/2024',.
Also heard the appellant to length, He informed that he had already filed
appeal/petition before the SIC. If the response/reply is given by the PIO cum DLR&SO
within specific time and deem fit by the FAA, the appeal before the SIC shall be

withdrawn.
After hearing and perusing of the available record, it is evident that the information
has not been furnished to the appellant. Therefore, the PIO is directed to furnish the

requisite informationfree ofcost on or before 06.06.2025.
With this order, the instant case is disposed of.

sd/-
(C.R. Khampa)

FAA-cum-DC, Namsai District ".
5. AND WHEREAS Shri Taka Jamoh still could not obtain the requested

information/documents from the PIO and therefore he preferred his 2"d appeal before
this Commission under Section 19(3) of RTI Act vide his Appeal Memo dt.

2t.05.2025.

6. AND WHEREAS this appeal was heard, accordingly, heard for 4(four) times
or 24.09.2025, 29.10.2025, 26.11.2025 and 28.01.2026 and on 24.09.2025, this
Commission had passed the following order:

"The appellant, reiterating his demand for the requested information, pleaded

for an appropriate direction to the PIO to furnish the information /replies. The PIO,
Ms K.Namchoom, on the other hand, contended that since the subiect matter on which
the information has been sought by the appellant pertains to the land revenue and
settlement, the RTI application /iled by the appellant was transferred to the DLR &
SO, Namsai under section 6(3) of the RTI Act. In this regard, the PIO also submitted

her written submission through whatsapp.

This Commission, upon perusal of the written statement of the PIO and
considering the factual position as obtaining in the case, deems it appropriate to refer

to the provisions of sub-sections (4) and (5) of section 5 of the RTI Act, 2005 which is

reproduced hereunder: " 5(I) ....

(2)......
(j) ...

(4) fie Central Public Information or State Public Information Ofiicer, as the case may
'bi, 

may seek the assistance of any fficer as he or she considers it necessary for the

proper discharge of his or her duties.-(SiAny 
ofiicer, whose assistance has been sought under sub-section (4), shall render all

aishtanii to the Central Public Information Offcer or State Public Information

Wcer, as the case may be, seeking his or her assistance and for the purposes of any

contravention of the provisions of this AcL such other oficer shall be treated as a

Central Public Information Ofiicer or State Public Information fficer, as the case may

be."
The implication of the provisions of the above sub-sections is that on being

requested by the PIO for the assistance of an officer for providing the documents

requested iy an RTI applicant, the said oficer is bound to provide the requested

documents/information and in the eyent of his failure to provide the

documents/information, such fficer can be proceeded against as a PIO



-3-
This Commission, upon hearing the parties and on perusal of the records

and the position of law as aboye, deems it appropriate to summon the DLR & SO,
Namsai in the next date of hearing which is faed on 29h Oct., 2025 for further
cons ideration of this appeal."

7. AND WHEREAS on 29.10.2025 both the respondent PIO, rhe DLRSO and the
appellant Shri Takar Jamoh did not appear and as such the hearing was adjoumed to
26.11.2025 when the respondent PIO was again absent without any intimation. The
hearing had to be again adjournedto 28.01.2026 making it clear that if the pIO, the
DLRSO do not appear, this Commission shall be constrained to invokc the penal
provisions of the RTI Act.

10. AND WHERAS as assured to by the PIO, he was directed, vide order dt.
28.01.2026, to furnish the requested replies/information with the supporting /relevant
copies of orders/notification, to the appellant in tabulation form as per the query made
by the appellant in his RTI application within l(one) week from the date of receipt of
the order and the appellant was also directed to intimate this Commission of the reieipt
of the same within one week thereafter.

ll. AND WHEREAS the appellant, Shri Takar Jamoh has now, vide his letter
dt.12.02.2026, as reproduced below, has complained that the PIO did not fumish the
information despite the direction of this Commission as contained in order
dt.28.01.2026 and pleaded for penal action prescribed under section 20(1) and (2) of
the RTI Act, 2005 for willful disobedience to this Commission and negligence towards
his statutory duty as PIO.

" Respected Sir,
I, Shri Takar Jamoh, Appellant in Case No. APIC-600/2025, most respecfully

submit this intimation petitionfor your kind cowideralion.
l. That the above-mentioned appeal under Section 19(3) of the RTI Act, 2005 was

finally disposed of by this Hon'ble Commissionvide Order dated 28.01.2026.
2. That in the said order, the Respondent PIO-cun-DLRSO, Namsai asswed before

the Commission to furnish the requested information along with supporting
documents/noti/ications in tabulated form within I (one) week from the date of
receipt of the order.

3. That this Hon'ble Commission speciJically directed the PIO to furnish the
information within one week and further directed the undersigned to intimate the
Commission regarding receipt of the same.

4. That despite the clear direction of this Hon'ble Commission, the Respondent PIO,

ffice of the Deputy Commissioner, Namsai and the PIO-cun-DLRSO, Namsai
have failed to fiirnish the requested information within the stipulated time.

5. That the conduct of the Respondent PIOs clearly amounts to:
(i) Willful disobedience of the order of this Hon'ble Commisston,

8. AND WHEREAS on 28.01.2026, the appellant, Shri Takar Jamoh was present
in person while Shri Kago Doni, the DLRSO-cum-PIO appeared through VC.

9. AND WHEREAS this Commission heard the appellant who, reiterating his
demand for the requested information /documents from the PIO, expressed his sheer
disappointment for not being able to obtain the information while the PIO, on a
pointed query, assured to furnish whatever records available in his office to the
appellant.
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(ii) Negligence in discharge of statutory duties under the RTI Act,
(iii) Obstruction of access to information guaranteed under Section j of the RTI
Act, and
(iv) Deliberate delay without reasonable cause.

6. That it is pertinent to mention that the appeal was heard on four occasions
(24.09.2025,29.10.2025,26.11.2025 and 28.01.2026), and on multiple dates the

Respondent PIO/DLRSO remained absent without intimation, compelling repeated
adjournments.

7. That the repeated absence and continued failure to supply information even after

final disposal of the appeal demonstrate deliberate non'compliance attracting penal
provisions tmder Section 20(l) and Section 20(2) ofthe RTI Act, 2005.

PRAYER:
In view of the above facts and circumstances, it is most humbly prayed that this

Hon'ble Commission may kindly:
a) Initiate proceedings under Section 20(l) of the RTI Act, 2005 and impose

statutory penalty upon the concerned PIO, Ofice of the Deputy Commissioner,

Namsai and the PIO-cut-DLRSO, Namsai for non-compliance of the Commission's

order;
b) Recommend disciplinary action under Section 20(2) of the RTI Act against the

erring fficers for persistent negligence and wilful disobedience;

c) Direct immediate compliance of the Order dated 28.01.2026 with supply of
complete information free of cost;
d) Pass any other order deemed fit and proper in the interest ofiustice.

I hereby submit this intimation in compliance with the direction of this Hon'ble

Commission.
Thank You.

sd/-
Yours faithfully,

(Shri Takar Jamoh)."

12. AND WHEREAS this commission, taking serious view of the non-compliance

of the direction of this commission's order dt.28.01.26, holds that the case is a fit case

where the PIO should be proceeded against under section 20 of the RTI Act' 2005-

13. Now THEREFDRE, Shri Kago Doni, the DLRSo-cum-PIo, Namsai District

is directed to appeax in person on 1E.03.2026 (Wednesday) at 10.30 am and show

causeastowhypenaltyornr.zs,ooo.oO(Rupeestwentyfivethousand)shouldnotbe
i.po..a * p.oria"a under section 20(l) of the RTI Act, 2005 on him for willful non-

c#pmnce orte direction of this Commission and disrespect to the RTI regime.

Given under my hand and seal of this commission on this 176 Feb.' 2026.

sd/-
(S. TSERING BAPPU)

State Information Commissioner,
APIC, Itanagar.
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Memo No. API
Copy to:
l) The Secretary/Commissioner (Land , Govt. of A.P, Itanagar for

information in terms of para-4l of the
by the ARD, Gort. of A.P.

2) The Deputy Commissioner, Namsai , Namsai for information and ensuring
compliance by the PIO, the DLR & SO, amsar.

3) The PIO, o/o the D.C, Namsai Distt, PIN: 792103 for information.
4) The PIO, the DLR & SO, Namsai

compliance.
5) Shd Takar Jamoh, Bank Tinali, N

7) Offrce copy.
8) S/Copy.

No.AR-1 I 1/2008 dt.21.08.2008 issued

PIN: 792103 for information and

Head Post Office, Itanagar, Arunachal
: 7 005 67 0629 for information.

Operator for uploading on the Website of

P%,',+tv.,l*
Registrar/ Dep(fo (egiStrar

Afi[Gr.Mr+"e""'

&unachal Pradesh lnlormatron C jrlll': 5ihJll

itanagar


