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ARUNACHALPRADE INFO ON MMISSION

An Appeal Case U/S f 9(3) of RTI Act, 2005
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Case No. ApIC- 21t2026.
: ShriNabam Tadap, vill. Langdung Sangdupota.
: The PIO, o/o the E.E (RWD), fupr- flrnu Division,

Papum Pare District (A.p)

This is an appear under ,".,,offiof RrI Ac! 2005 received from ShriNabam Tadap for non-furnishing of berow mentionea information uv o" pIo, .2" tt 
"E.E (RwD)' papum poma Division, papum pareas sought for by him under section6(l) (Form-A) of RTI Acl 2005 vide his application dated20.09.2025.

A' Particurar of information:_c/o road from Depra to Barijan (upgradation) Length

,,-. Deraitsof{rformitir,*trT,nr't8f-l=S$S1--''-qu=.+,e;.' -?
1. The Guideline copy of C/O Road from Depra to Balijan(Up gradation) Length25.26km.
2' T" e sanctioned order copy of c/o. Road from Depra to Barijan(Up gradation)

Length 25.26 km.
3. The detailed project ofsaidproject.
4. The Notice inviting tender copy with date and published News paper name/E-

tender called if any.
5. The check list of total frms participated during the NIT.
6' The name and details of the firm to whom the road project was awarded.
7. The Bill of euantity (BOe) of the winning firm along with showing the

comparative statement of Ll,L2.g&13 bidders.
8. The acceptance letter copy by the winning firm.
9. The Geo tagging copy of the three stages: _ Before the project commenced,. after the project started and after the completion ofthe projict.
lO.The Agreement copy between the executing agency and working agency for

maintenance ofthe said project.
I l. The total tender bidding amount.
12. The copy of counter foil of check in every payment.
13. The utilization certificate ofthe said project.
14. The measurement book ofevery bill paid for the said project.
15. The approtal letter by chief Efigineer RWD and th8 Superintending Enlineer

RWD of tender balance arnount.
16. The copy of cost justification of balance amounUflrnd.
17. whether the surrender amount has been utilized or deposited? If utilized

provide the work order or tender documents where the arnount was utilized?
C. Period for which inforrnation asked for: 2020-2025.
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Brief facts emerglns from the aooeal :
Records emerging from the aPPeal disclose that the appellant, Shri Nabam

Tadap had requested the PIO for the aforementioned information/documents but failed

to obtain the same which prompted him to appeal before the Superintending engheer,

RWD, Itanagar Circle, the First Appellate Authority (FAA) under Section I9 (l) of
the RTI Act, 2005 vide his Memo of Appeal dtd. 19.11.2025. Howeveq the appellant

failed yet agaln to obtain the information and therefore, he preferred 2nd appeal before

this Commiss10n under section 19 (3) of the RII Act. 2005 vide his Memo of appeal

dt. 05.01.2026.

. sd/- .
(s. TSERTNG BAPPTD

State Information Commissioner,

APIC' Itanagar'

This commission notices that the First Appellate Authority, i.e the SE,

RWD, Itanagar Circle has not adjucated this appeal under section 19(1) of the Rn
Act,2005.

TheFirstAppellateAuthority,beingwellversedwiththefunctioningof
the department, o;ght to have adjudicated the appeal and passed a suitable order

io ,p.'rt i.rg form s'tating therein the reasons for his decision. In doing so, the

FAA, a, thI quasi-judicial authority under the RII Act, ought to have heard both

[fre parties and pasryd a reasonable order on merit' . .,

The instant case, having not been adjudicated by the First Appellate

Authority as mandated undei section l9(1) of the RfI Act' 2005' the

Commission deems it appropriate to remand the appeal to the First Appellate

artir".iq, for adjudication. The First Appellate Authority' *re Superintending

Engineer,RWD'ltanagarCircle,beingt}re.officerseniorinranktothePloand
weil ,rers"d with th; knowledge oI ttre functioning of the Department' shall

upprv t i, mind and go into the Ispects like what kind of information was sought

bl/the appellant in lis application' whether the same was and could be provided

o. *hether the same is #empted under the relevant provisionl of section.8 and 9

of the RII Act and p*. u.p"uki,,g order giving justification for his decision'

This appeal is, accordingly, remanded to the First Appellate Authority' the

Superintending Engineer, nWo,"ft""ug* Circle , Govt' of Arunachal Pradesh for

;ililil"*d!""ri,rg. *'"pp''priate speaking order within 1(toq) 
weeks

from the date of receipt of this order. The appellant may, if dissatisfied or

aeprieved by the decisio, "i,ft" 
First Appellate eutt'otity' prefer Second Appeal

;:f";; thit Commission for which no cost need be paid'

Given under my hand and seal of this Commission on this 6n May' 2026'
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l. The Superintending Engineer @WD), Govt. of A.p, Itanagar Circle (A.p), theFastAppellateAuthority (FAA) pIN: 79,11 for informatiir *a 
"o*fri*""..2. !" PIO, o/o E.E (RWD), papum poma Division, papum pare Oist ict ia.plPIN: 791 1 I I for information.

3 !h.i Nabam Tadap, U^1,1q.- 
langdung Sangdupora pO MT Jote, pS Balijan

District A.p pIN:79 I l l 3 Mobile No. g $ 60 h3 ; 5 / 708599945 5 ror inrormation
and follow-up with the o/o the FAA for early hearing of the appeal.

3-tthe computer programmer/computer operator for uploading on the website of
APIC, please.

Registrar/ uty Registrar
API
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Afunachal Pr aLes, |,,,!.',,alrorl Conrmtssion
Itanagar
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5. Office Copy.
6. S/Copy.
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