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Shri Riya Taram. Bengia Tahar & Lokarn Narndu.. . .. . . . . .Appellant

-VERSUS.
PIO-cum-EE (WRD). Seppa Division
East Kameng District.

. ... Responde n t

Date of hearing ..

Date of decision/J udgment :

INFORMATION COMMISSIONER
Relevant facts ernerging frorn Appeal

Shri Khopey Thaley

03109t202s
03t09t202s

RTI application file on
PIO replied on
First appeal file on
First Appellate Authority's order
2"d Appeal dated

22102t202s

24/03t2025

28t04/202s

.t t- }IE\'I'/ORDER

Information sought :

The appellant fire an RTI Applicarion dated 22/02/2025 seeking Detairs regarding
furnish all the relevant information agiinst the imprementation and devero-pment *o.6;;.;
the funding head ofBudget Estimate (BE) rom 20iO-2025.

As per the case record, pro has never conducted hearing under hisjurisdiction.

Being dissatisfied, the appelranr fired First Appear dated 24/0312025. No
hearing has been conducted by the First Appellate in t^rris regard. Feering aggrieved
and dissatistied, appellant approached the commission with initant seconieffiat. 

-

The following were present,

Appellant : Shri Riya Taram, Bengia Tahar & Lokam Namdu absent.

Respondent : PIO-curn-EE (WRD), Seppa Division is represented by the AplO
rhrough VC.

._ - 
This is an appeal filed under sub-section (3) of Section l9 olthe RTI Acr, 2005. Brief

1T!^"1ll"_ "1.. 
is rhat the appelrants Shri Riya Tararn. Bengia 'r'ahar & Lokam Namdu on

22.02.2025 
.-filed an RTI application under Forrn-.A' beire the plo-Cum- Execurive

Engrneer ( wRD). Seppa Division, East Kameng District, Covt. of Arunachal pradesh

i



whereby, seeking various infonnation' as quoted in Form-A application The APPellant'

b;i;;;i satisfiei *ith the inlbrmarion received fiom the plo. fited the Firsr Appeal betbre

*" Fiit, Appellate Authority on 24.03'2025' Appellant, again having not received.the

,.quir.a infoi.ution from th; FAA, filed the Second Appeal before the Arunachal Pradesh

lnformation Commission on 28.04.2025 and the Registry of the Commission (APlc), having

,...ip, 
"f 

,fr. appeal, registered it as APIC No' 34)1N2023 and processed the same for its

hearing and disposal.

Accordingly. matter came up ior hearing b,efore the-Commission for first time i'e on

0310912025. tn-this hearing of the appeal on 3'd day of September' 2025' PIO--cum-EE

[WnO), S.ppu Division is r"p,"."nt"d ty the APIO through VC but the appellant Shri Riya

iuro., S.tgi" Tahar & Lokam Namdu found absent without any intimation to the

Corrir.lon]fne appellant is directed to file before the F.A.A for the information under

i""tion o of RTI Act which he is seeking. The FAA-cum-Chief Engineer (PHE & wS).

Western Zone, ltanagar, Covt. of Arunaihal Pradesh, ltanagar and PlO-cum-Executive

ergii."r tWnOl, Sefipa Division' East Kameng District' is directed to take up case and

dis[ose as'per Section-i ofRTI Act, 2005 within 30 days on receipt ofthe request'

UnderSectionlg(l)oftheAct.theFirstAppellateAuthority(FAA)'theintermediate
level, has to ad.iudicate on the Appeal, if any. filed by the information seekers against the

decision ofthe PlO.

As laid down at para-38 of the Guidelines for the FAA issued by the GOI and the

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

it.."for", ,."""..u.y that the eppeliate Authority should see to it that the justice is not only

done but it should also upp"u, io have been done. In order to do so, the order passed by the

uif"tLt" urttto,ity should te a speaking order giving j ustification for the decision arrived at'

The First Appellate Authority (FAA), following the principle of natural justice'

should conduct hearlng giving tair and equal opportunity ro both the appellant and the Plo

andthereaftermustpassreasonedandspeakingorderonmeritwithin30daysfromthedate

"iLl"ipt 
ofthe appeal or else the action of the FAA would be considered as procedural lapse

on the part ofthe FAA.

Further,itisnoticedthattheAppellantinmostcasedonotwaitfortheordersofthe
First Appellate Authoriry tl:eej una'directly prefer.appeals before the 2nd Appellate

euitoriiv without attaching a copy of order passed bv the First Appellate lYth:tlt'-|F-A1})
unintelligently. Here' it is germane to note that for availing 2"" appeal belore the I -

App.ff# euthority, the Appellant has been given 9-0 days' time from the date of order

p;.'.;J ;y the Firsr Appellate Authority (FAA). The 2"d appeal, if he/she is dissatisfied with

ihe d"ciiion of the First Appellate Authority (FAA), must be accompanied by the orders

passed by the First Appellate Authority (FAA)'

The appeal is accordingly remand back to.the. First Appellate Authority for

adjudication and passing un uppiopriut" order who, being the officer senior I n rank to the

plb and well versed with the knowledge ofthe functioning ofthe department' shall apply his

mind and go into the aspects like whit kind of information was sought by appellant in his

applicationl whether the same and could be provided or whether the same is exempted under

ifiJ."f.runi provisions of section 8 of the Act or whether the information relates to matter



covered by Section Il ofthe RTI Act etc. and then pass a speaking order giving j ustification
for his decision within 3 (three) weeks from the date ofreceipt ofthis order.

Theretbre, perusing the case records. the Commission deemed flt to remand back he
appeal case APtC No. 34212025 to First Appellate Authority for proper hearing. The case is
disposed off with liberty to appellant to prefer second appeal if dissatisfied or aggrieved by
the decision of the First Appellate Authority for which no fees need be paid.

The Commission fbund that the hearing case has not been done through proper
procedure, I find this appeal fit to be disposed of and closed. And, accordingly, 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 3'd
day of September, 2025. Each copy of Judgment/Order be furnished to the parties.

Given under my hand and seal of this Comm ission/Court on this 3'd day of
September, 2025.

I
Memo.No.APIC- 342tA/202s / ?fL
Copy to:

sd/-
(Khopey Thaley)

State In[ormation Commissioner
APIC, Itanagar.

--/.Dated ltanagar. the ...$.. Sept' 2025.

l. The FAA-cum-Chief Engineer (PHE & WS), Western Zone, Govt. of Arunachal
Pradesh, Itanagar for information and necessary action please.

2. The PIO-cum-Executive Engineer (WRD). Seppa Division, East Kameng District,
Arunachal Pradesh lor infonration and necessary action please. Pin code.790l 02

3. Shri Riya Tararn. Bengia Tahar & Lokam Namdu, C/o Riang Store. Near Catholic
Church, Jollang, Arunachal Pradesh for information & necessary action. Contact
N /9402443699

e Computer Programmer for upload on the Website of APIC, please

5. Office Copy.

Registrar/Dy gr
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