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ARUNACHAL PRADESH INT'ORMATION COMMISSION

APPELLANT
RESPOIYDENT

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

Case No. APIC- 53012026.
(Summon to appear in person)

Car.l!-&3_qlqPC)
: Shri Robin Rigam, Bank Tinali, Itanagar.
: The PIO, o/o the EE (PU/D), Mechuka Division, Shi-
Yomi Distict.

This is an appeal under Section l9(3) of RTI Act 2005 received from Shri
Robin fugam for non-firnishing of l6(sixeen) point infomration on the
Administrative Approval and Expenditure Sanction for the construction of District
Hospital Tato, Shi-Yomi Dist. (FY 2019-2020) by the PIO, o/o the EE (PWD),

I&chuka Division, SE-Yomi District as srrght for by him under section 6(l) (Fogn-

A) of RII Ac! 2005 vide his application dated 16.03.2026.

This appeal was listed and heard on 04.09.2026 wherein the appellant Shri

Robin Rigam was present in person while the PIO, Er. Shri Onit Borang appeared

through VC.

This Commission, upon hearing the partiei, more particularly the PIO who

assured to fumish the requested inforrration either through messenger or through post,

directed him, vide order dt.04.09.26, to fumish the information within l(one) week

from the date of receipt of the said order and the appellant was also directed to

intimate tlie receipt thereof wlthin l(one) week thereafter, making it'clear that this

appeal shall stand closed if the appellant fails to intimate the Commission of the

receipt of the information.

The appellant as directed, has vide letter dt.09.09.26 (reproduced hereunder),

informed trre ptcratea to comply wfth the direction of tfois commission and pleaded

for penal action under section-20 ofthe RfI Act 2005.

'To
The Hon'ble State Information Commksioner
Artruchal Pradesh Information Commission (AP IC)

Itanagar, Arunachal Pradesh-7gI I I1'
Sub : comS-lainr regarding continued non-compliance and failwe to futnish RTI

information by Slvi"Onf borang Executive digineei, PWD Mencfruka

Dtvision'Appeal Case No. APIC-| j0/2026'

\

Appeal Case No.: APIC-S30/2026
{""tion, Appeal under Section I9(j) ofthe Right to Information Act' 2005
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Respected Sir/Madam,

I, Robin Rigam Taniang, respectfully submit this complaint before the Hon'ble
Arunachal Pradesh Information Commission the continued faifure of Shri
Onit Borang, Executive Engineer, PWD Menchuka Division, to furnish the RTI
information and documents sought by me.

The matter was heard before the Hon'ble Commission at APIC, Itanagar, on 4
September 2026. During the hearing, Shri Onit Borang had gtven an
undertaking/asswance before the Hon'ble Commission that the required RTI
information and docunents would be ftrnished within one week-

However, despite the undertalcing given before the Hon'ble Commission and
expiry of the promised period, I hove not received the required RTI
informatiory'documents till date. The respondent has also failed to provide any
satisfactory written explanation for the continued delay or non-compliance.

Strong Grounds for Action
Failwe to comply with undertaking before the Commission:

r.l

The respondent expressly asswed the Hon'ble Commission during the hearing
thet the infogmation would be ftgnished within one yeelc Failwe to horyour such an

undertakiig'undermines the a*Fority and proceedinls of the Commissioi.

Continued denial of information:
Despite the RTI proceedings and hearing, the informatiorddoclmtents hove still

not been supplied to me, thereby defeating the very PtrPose ofthe RTI Act' 2005.

(Jnreasoiable and uruxplained delay :
No satisfactory i"oton o, lawful justification has been communicated to me for

withholding the information afier the hearing.

a

Failwe to discharge $atutory responsibikty:
The concerned public authority/Plo is required to deal with RTI requests in

accordance with the 
-provisions 

of the RTI Act. Continued non-compliance afier

intervention by the Commission warrants serious coraideration'

Possible applicability of perulty provisions: . .
I request thi Hon ble Commission to examine whether the con&rct of the

concerned oficer attracts proceedings under section 20 of the RTI Act, 2005'

particularly'if the Comm*iton.finh-that the information was btowingly withheld'
'u*"oronobly 

delayed, or that ih"r" *ot persistent failwe to comply with the RTI

requirements.

Public accotrttability and transparency: .
The information sought relates to a public authority, a?td withholding strcl

information iitnora lawful-ittstifuation defeats the principles of transparenqt and

accountability embodied in the RTI Act.

PraYer

Inviewoftheabovefactsandcircwnstances,Imostrespectfullyrequestthe
Hon'ble State Information Commissiorer to:
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Take immediate cognizance of the continued non-compliance by Shri Onit Borang,
Execttive Engineer, PWD Menchukn Division.

Direct the concerned authority/Plo to furnish the complete RTI information and
certiJied copies of the requested docwnents immediately and without any firther delay.

Call upon Sbi Onit Borang to submit a written explanation for his failwe to comply

with the undertaking given before the Hon'ble Commission.

Enclosures:
't. Copy ofRTI appDcation.

2. Copy offirst/second aPPeal.
j. Copy of APIC hearing notice/order.

4. Copies of previous correspondence.

a a a

In view of the complaint received from the appellant as above, this commission

deems it appropriate to iear the PIO and as such this appeal is listed _again 
on

06.11.2026 anddirects the BIO, in the meantimq to furnish the requ5lsted infomration

to the appellant and repod the compliance thereof to this commission on the said date

of hearing failing which this Commission shall be constrained to invoke penal

provisions ofsection 20 ofthe RTI Act, 2005'

NOW TEEREFORE, you exe hereby summone! to appear in pe,T9B or online

in the Hon'ble Court of Shri Sangyat Tsering Bappr:, SIC in person on 6u November'

2026 (Friday) at 2 pm to answJi the claims, atd yo" are directed to produce on that

auy Af the 
- 
documents upon which you intend to rely in support of your

claims/defense.

Take notice that, in default of your appearance' on the day above- mentioned'

th. ."tt* rilt be heard *O gtt"'^i"t4 inctuding closure of the aPPeal' in your

absence.

Yowsfaithfully,
sd/-

Robin Rigam Taniang APPellant."

a

Consider initiating appropriate proceedings under Section 20 of the RTI Act, 2005, if
the statutory condttions for penalty are found to be satisfied.

Pass strch other appropriate directions/orders as the Hon'ble Commission may deem

fit to ensure compliance with the RTI Act and the Commission's proceedings.

I respecfully submit that repeated non-compliance despite the matter being

heard before ihe Hon'ble Commission requires wgent intervention so that the

information sought under the RTI Act is not indeJinitelywithheld.

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

hearing,download"Wrnii'fvrnmnqClp+".'t"-"Googlef lytt"t"^' j9t^Itth*
technical assistance st.i H,mli'oi'nu-vtt-a IT consultant (Mobile no' 8319014957)

maybe contacted.

a
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Given under my hand and seal of this Commission on this 306 Sept., 2026

sd/_
(s. TSERTNG BAPP{D

State Information Commissioner,
APIC,

ted
Copy to:

Shri Robin Rigam, Bank Tinali, Itanagar pIN: 79llll Mobile NO. 6909657115 for

l) The chief Enginee. gsio), central Zone @), pasigha! the First Appellate
_ Authority (FAA) for infonnation and ensuring complianci by the pIO.
2) The PIo, o/o ttre EE @wD), Mechuka Division, stti- yo.i District pIN: 791003

for information and compliance.

mo L

3)

4)

5) Offic,e Copy.
6) S/Copyr

Computer
C, please.API

Programmer/Computer Operator for uploading on the website of
o

' ' t9#,t,n*
Registra r/ Defr 1ty neg6trar

APIC, Itanagar.

DcPutY Regisr'er
Arunachal Pradesh tnlormalron Commlrlha

hrnagar
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