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Dated Itanagar the 22nd Dec. 2025

Appellant

FAA Respondent- I

PIO Respondenr 2

Dokum Colony, POiPS- Naharlagun
Papumpare District AP
Pin-791 I I 0, (M) 84 I 393 I 088/8974750020

FAA.
Chief Engineer. RWD W/Z
Itanagar Papumpare District AP
Pin- 79llll

Pro.
Executive Engineer (EE) RWD
Layang Yangte Division
Kurung Kumey District AP
Pin- 791 I l8

Dated-26 .06 .2025
Dated-23.08.2025
Dated-l7.I0.2025
Dated-O4.I I .2025

Versus

ORDER

: Dani Gamboo

RTI application filed to PIO
First appeal filed to FAA
Appeal filed to commission
Appeal received in IC's Cell

The Comrnission after adverting to tlre facts and circumstances ofthe case, and perusal ofthe records, observes that
the FAA has not disposed ofthe first appeal filed to him. lt is incumbent upon the FAA to follow statutory procedure laid
down in the Arunachal Pradesh lnformation Commission (Appeal Procedure) Rules,2005.

As laid down at para-38 of the Guidelinesfor the FAA issued by the Gol and the State Govt. OM No. AR-l l1/2008
Dated 2l't Aug;ust, 2008, adjudication on the appeals under RTI Act is a quasi-judicial function. It is, therefore, neces.\ary
that the Appellate Authority should see to it thot thejustice is not only done but it should also appeot to have been done. ln
order to do so, the order passed by the appellate authorily should be a speaking order giving justfication for the decision
arired qt.

Therefore, the instant appeal case is remanded to FAA for adjudication of first appeal filed to him. The Chief
Engineer, RWD WZ-cum-First Appellate Authority (FAA) Itanagar, Papumpare District AP., following the principle
of naturaljustice, shall conduct hearing giving fair and equal opportunity to both the appellant and the PIO and thereafter
pass reasoned and speaking order on merit within three weeks tiom the date of receipt of this order i.e. on or belbre
12.01.2026. Enclosed a copy of first appeal FAA & RTI application in form A to PlO.

The appellant is at liberty to file 2"d appeal afresh:
l. If the Appellant is not satisfied with the information fumished to him by PIO based on the judgenrent order

passed by the FAA.
2. lfthe FAA has denied the requested information based on specific exemptions/ grounds provided under the RTI

Act, 2005.

Fee lor such 2"d appeal. if done, shall be exempted
sdi-

(Dani Camboo)
Information Commissioner
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D ate of Or deF22. 1 2.2025
Information Commissioner


