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TH AT IN['O Tto

Shri Mamu Sono

Sood Village.

PIO-cum-EE (WRD), Bomdila Division

Date ofhearing
Date of decision/Judgment

Appellant

.VERSUS-
. .. ... ...Respondent.

14t0712025

14t0712025

INFORMATION COMMISSIONER : Shri Khopev Thalev

Relevant facts emerging from Appeal:

181t012024

2511112024

22t0112025

The appellant file an R'l I Application dated l8/10/2024 seeking Details regarding C/o RCC

protection w;li on right bank at Shanti at Namthung Village' Dirang'

As per the case record, PIO has never conducted hearing under his jurisdiction'

Being dissatisfied, the appellant filed First Appe a,l 
.dated 

2511112024' No any hearing

has conducted by the First ,ipplif"t" Authority in.this .egurd' Feeling aggrieved and

dissatisfied, appellant approached' the Commission with instant Second Appeal'

lnformation sought :

The following were Present.

Appellant : Shri Mamu Sono absent

Respondent:P[o-cum.EE(PHED),BomdilaDivisionisrepresentedbyEr.DEbiaKojum'
APIO.

JLIDGME NT/ORD

This is an appeal filed under sub-section (3) of section, lg of the RTI Act' 2005 Brief fhct

ofthecaseisthattheuppettunt,stoitnlamuSonol'Sll)lz)24filedanRTIapplicationunderForm-.A. before the pro_cum- E,,".;ii;; ;;;i;""(wRD), Bomd.ita Division. west Kameng Distict-

Gort. of Arunachal pruO".r' iutt"'Jvl 
'""king 

various information' as quoted in Form-A

application. The Appellant, U.i,g not tuii'l"d witi the information received from the PIO' filed the

First Appeal before the fi^t ippff"fui" a"t'otlty-9n. 25'71'2024' Appellant' again having not

received the required informati",l'rio* tr,. FAA, filed the Second Appeal before the Arunachal

RTI application file on :

PIO replied on :

First appeal file on :

First Appellate Authority's order :



pradesh Information commission on 22101/2025 and the Registry of the comm.ission (APIC),

i,urirg ,"."ipt of the appeal, registered it as APIC No' 100/2025 and processed the same for its

hearing and disposal.

Accordingly, matter came up for hearing bef91e.the- Commission for first time ie on

l4107lZ0Z5. ln tf,is hearing ofthe appeal on l4'h day ofJuly, 2025, the appellant Shril\4amu Sono

found absent without any-intimation to the Commission ind the PIO-cum-EE (WRD), Bomdila

DiuirionisrepresentedbyEr.DebiaKojum,APIO'Theappellantisdirectedtofilebeforethe
F.A.A for the information unoer section 6 of RTI Act wtriih he is seeking. The FAA-cum-chief

L"gi"".i twnol, westem Zone, Itanagar, Gor(. ofArunachal pradesh and Plo-cum- Executive

erEir..i, iwnoi Bomdila Division, w-est Kameng, District is directed to take up case and dispose

as ier Seciion-7 ofRTl Act, 2005 within 30 days on receipt ofthe request'

UnderSectionlg(l)oftheAct,theFirstAppellateAuthority(FAA),theintermediatelevel,
has to adjudicate on the Appeal, if any, filed by the'information seekers against the decision ofthe

Pto.
Aslaiddownatpara.38oftheGuidelinesfortheFAAissuedbytheGolandtheState

Govt., adjudication on the appeals under the RTI Act is a quasi.judicial function. It is, therefore.

necessary that the Appellate Authority should see to it that the justice is not onlv.*":,Olj: :f"''d
ui* upp"u.,o har" bien done. ln order to do so, the order passed by the appellate authority should

be a speaking order giving j ustification for the decision arrived at'

The First Appellate Authority (FAA), following the principle of. natura,l justice' 
-should

conduct hearing giving fair ura 
"quui 

oppo.tunity to both the appellant and rhe PIO^ and thereafter

;;;;;, ..urin".O aid speaking'ord". on .".it within 3.0 days from the date of receipt of the

upp*i oi 
"rr. 

the action or ,r,. Fe,q would be considered as procedural lapse on the part of the

FAA.

Further, it is noticed that the Appellant in most case do not wait for the orders of the First

Appellate Authority (FAA) anJ directly'prefer appeals before the 2"d Appellate Authority without

atiactring a copy oforder passed by theiirst.+ppillate Authority (FAA) unintelligently.

Here, it is germane to note that lor availing 2nd appeal before the 2"d Appellate Authority.

the Anoellanr has been given 90 days' time from he daie of order passed by the First Appellate

;;#.'-, G;^). rt. z?A upp"ut, iihe/she is dissatisfied with the decision of the First Appellate

ertnoritv ifaai, must be aicompanied by the orders passed by the First Appellate Authority

(FAA).

TheappealisaccordinglyremandbacktotheFirstAppeltateAuthorityforadjudicationand
passing an uppropriut" ora", Jftt, being the officer senior.l n rank to the PIO and well versed with

ifi" f."i*l.Oill of the functioning of th-e department, shall apply his mind and go into the aspects

like what kind of information *"as sought Ly appellant in 1iii application, whether the same and

couta 6" proriA"a or whether the ,u." iI 
"*"rpi"d 

under the relevant provisions ofsection 8 ofthe

Aci or whether the information relates to mattei covered by Section I I ofthe RTI Act etc. and then

p"s . tp""fi^g order giving justification for his decision within 3 (three) weeks from the date of

receipt of this order.

Therefore, perusing the case records, the Commission deemed fit to remand back he appeal

caseAPICNo.l00/2025toFirstAppellateAuthorityforproperhearing.Thecaseisdisr'osedoff
with liberty to appellant to prefer second appeal if dissatisfied or aggrieved by the decision of the

First Appeilate Authority for which no fees need be paid'



The Commission found that the hearing case has not been done through proper procedure' I

find this appeal fit to be disposed of. And, accirdingly, this appeal stands disposed offand remand

back to FAA for ProPer hearing.

Judgment/order pronounced in the open court of.this_commission today on this l4th day

of July,20*25. Each copy of Judgment/Order be furnished to the parties'

Given under my hand and seal of this Commission/Court on this l4th day of July,2025'

lLrtl

sd/-
(Khopey ThaleY)

State Information Comm issioner
APIC. Itanag,ar'

Memo.No.nPlCiff2 ozst l/ (14 Dated ltanagai' *e 'f '( lutv 2025'

Copy to: I

l. The FAA-cum-Chief Engineer(WR'D), Westem Zone' ltarragar' Govt' of Arunachal

Pradesh for information and necessary action please'

2. The PlO-cum-Executive Engineer (WRO), Somdila Division' West Kameng District

Arunachal Pradesh for information and necessary action please'

3. Shri Mamu Sono, Sood Village, Naharlagun, Arunachal Pradesh Papum Pare District

fopirrformation & necessary action' Contact No' 9436215521

e.*:tfn" Computer Programmer for upload on the website of APIC' please'

5. Office CoPY.

D.
'v4;oq(

legistrarp/. Rdistfar

$.PJ-cj ltfllqff,
Arunachal Prrde$ iiot nr'i;Jl Commi556o


