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RIGlIT TO
INFORMATION

APPELLANTS

RESPONDENT

ARUNACHAL PRADESH INFORMATION COMMISSION
ITANAGAR.

An Appeal Case U/S 19(3) of RTI Act, 2005

Case No. APIC- 71512025.

: Shri Tanya Ronya and Shri Penter Ronya, Yeggo Hydel

Road, Aalo.
:The PIO, o/o the Additional Deputy Commissioner (ADC),

Yorncha Sub-Division, West Siang District (A.P)

ORDER
This is an appeal under Section l9(3) of RII Act, 2005 received from shri

Tanya Ronya and Shri Penter Ronya for non-fumishing of below mentibned

informarion b1' the PIO. o/o the Additionat Deputy Commissioner (ADC), Yomcha

Division, West Siang District (A.P) as sought for by them under section 6(1) (Form-A)

ofRIl Act, 2005 vide their application dated i4.05.2025:

A. Particular of information:Regarding detailg of Untied Fund of Annexure-A

B. Details of infornration uired:
per format enclosed (to be submitted by DC/
modifled guidelines of Untied Fund No. PD/

ec.. 2018 which read as. (copy enclosed) is
'DC/ 

ADC (independenr 
, 
charge) is respopsible for proper ptilizStion of fund.

Submission of utilization certificate Expenditure statement and completion

cerlificate.
2. Copy qf the utifization certificate and cqmpletion certificate. countgrsigned by

ADC i1 accordance with th9 guidelines issued by Planning Finance and

3. Non-duplicity cartificate issuedADC of the Untied Schemes of any'

4. Copy o{ DPR with sanction order if any.

C) Period from which information,asked for:2024-25

Brief facts emerging fro m the aprrenl:

The appellants herein, vide their Rl'I application dt.14.05.2025t had requested

1. Copy of field monitoring reBort asi

ADC independent charge) (As Per
UFi 0E/2018-19/804 Dated 26h D

the PIO. the ADC. Yomcha for the aforementioned information but failqd to obtaip the

same even aper expiry of the prescribed period of one month which prbmpted thern to

approach the D.c, west Siang District, Aalo, the First Appellate Authority (FAA)

under sgction l9(l) of the RTI Act, 2005 but yet again failed to receive any response

from the FaA. Hence, this,2'dappeal before this Commission under section 19(3) of

the RTI Act vide Menno of Appeal dt.03.09.2025 on the ground that both the PIO and

the FAA had failed to respond to their request for the information'
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The records, indeed, reveal that neither the PIO had fumished the requested

information nor did the FAA cpnsider and adjudicate the appeal filed by the appellants

*ii.ft i, a gross violation of the provisions of the RII Act and thP rules made

thereunder. : '

Be that as it may, the 2nd appeal having been filed and re$ibtered in this

Commission,, the appeal has been tultn up today on 16'0l'2026 for hehring whereil

Shri Gyamar Siang, aOC and the PIO, o/o the ADC' Yomcha. it ptSttll in person

while one ofthe appellants. namely Shri Tanya Ronya is present through VC'

Hearin q and decision:
Hcard the parties i . . ._--^.:^- _r^^r-.1
The a$peliant reiterating his demand lor the requested information, pleaded fo{

un upp.pp.iui. direction to thJPIO to flmish the same' The PIO' on thp other handl

,ru.itt.o thqt he has collected the copy of the DpR and sanction order {Sl. No.(iv)o{

Rif uppti.utionlfrprn the work executing agency which will be fuppished to the

appellants. He, hou'ever, submitted that his office does not hold the rest of thg

infbrmation/documents sought at Sl. No.(iXField Monitoring Report), (ii)(Utilisation

and cornplotion certificate)"and (iii) (Non-duplicity certificate issued by, the ADC) 
l

:'l
ThisCcimqrissiop,upon'hearingtheparties,concludesthatifthpo/othePIQ

does not hold the req ueited'dopurnentsl the PIO can not be directed to nlanufacture the

."r.u-nj il_i;';;i;;.pp.itanrs as hetd in.a catena of judicial pronbuncements of

the Aoex Court and Hieh Clurts. However' it is the requirement of law under section'

ii-gi,il 
"f:rf, 

nft Aci inat when an intbrmation is denied to the applicant, the reason

irr".."f t 
", 

*ti; cUntJ""i.".d to the appticant to his satisfaction. And a-s landale{
ilr' r..ii;Ilrjfl)(c)iol-the RTI.Afi, 2005 ancl urtder'rule- 5(vi) of the A:P' Information

commission (Appeal Procetluie) Rules, 2005. the submission/repLy of the PIo hhs to

be furnished lby way of:an atlitlavit. I i' 
' i---,',i,,1

The Plo is; therofore' ttrirected to pror,ide the copies of DPR arrd| sanction ordeq

pertaining tolthe works/schemes mentionetl in thp ltnnbxure-A to;the appellants' RrI

appticatiJn and also fumish the affidavit as hf,oresaid to the appellantsiwith intimation

to it is Co..ission. rvithin 2(two) weeks lrom the date of receipt of this order. Thq

appellants shall, within I (one) week thereaaer, intimate this commission of the receipt

#the same,. rit,is rnade cloar that non-compliance of the direction of tlle Commission

shall be,view,led as disrespect to this commi$sion and the RII regime and entail penal

,.,O, ,ra.t appropriate section of the RTI Act' 2005' I

_-'--,..;.

Given undqr my hand and seal olthis Commiqsion on this 16fi January' 2026' 
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(s. TSERTNC BAPPU)

State Information Commissioner'
APIC. Itanagar.
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APIC. please.

5. Oflice Copl'.
6. S/Cop1. :
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Registrar/

APIC. Itanaear.
OePrO tcgl."trar
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Copy to:
1. The Deprtty Commissioner Aalo, West Siang District (A.P), the First Appellate

Authority (FAA) PIN: 791001 for information and ensuring compliance by the PIO
concemed.

2. The PIO, to/o the Addition4l Deputy Commisqioner (ADC), Yomcha Sub-Division,
West Siang District (A.P) BN: 791001 for infomiation and compliance.

3. Shri Tanyh Ronya and Shri Penter Ronya, Yeggo, Hydel Aalo rly'est Siang District
(!pf+N, 791001 ContactNo. 7085734408 for information.

tfl" Cornputer Programmer/Computer Operator for uploading on the website of


