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BE FOR r.. t E HO\.B E COURT OF SHRI KHOPE} THALEY. THE ATE INFO TION
COII{M ISSIONER. T]\DT'R SECTTON 19(3) OP RTI ACT. 2005.

Shri Serpi Flago
Tigdo Village. ........

PIO-cum-EE (RWD). Pasighar ..

Date of hearing
Date of decision/Judgment

RTI application file on
PIO replied on
First appeal file on
First Appellare Authorit; 's order
2'd Appeal dated

Information sought :

Appellant.

-VERSUS-
..... Respondent.

07t07t2025
07/07/202s

INFORMATION COMMISSIONER : Shri Khopey Thaley
Relevant facts emerging from Appeal:

t4/r012024

2.8^12024

3vt2t2024

The appellant file an RTI Application dated 14/1012024 seeking Details regarding releae of
fund against Pradhan Mantri Gram Sadak Yojna Schem IpFMS Schemi code:9179 (State Scheme
Code: AR 59).

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

issatisfied, the appellant filed First Appeal dated 28lll/2024. No any hearing
by the First Appellate Authority in this regard. Feeling aggrieved and

dissatisfi , appellant approached the Commission with instant Second Appeal.

Being d
has conducted

The foll ang $'ere present,

Appellant Shri Serpi Flago absent

Responden[ : PIO-cum-EE (RWD), pasighat Division absent.

JUDGMENT/ORDER

- This is an appeal filed under sub-section (3) of Section I 9 of the RTI Act, 2005. Brief fact
of the case is that the appellants Shri Serpi Flago on 14/10/2024 filed an RTI application under
Form-'A' before the PIo-Cum- Fxecutive Engineer (RWD), pasighat Division, East Siang,
District. Govt. of Arunachal Pradesh whereby, seekirg various 

.informition, 
as quoted in Form-A

application. The Appellant, being not satisfied with the information received from the plO, filed the
First Appeal before the First Appe[ate Authority on 29.rr.2024, Appelrant, again having not
received the required information from the FAA, filed the Second Aiieal uerorl tne Arun-achal
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Pradesh Information commission on 3ur2t2024 and the Registry of the commission (ApIC),having receipt of the appeal, registered it as APrC No. 65/2015 and procesJ trre-same ror itshearing and disposal.

- Accordingry. marter came up for hearing before the Commission for first time i.e on07/07t202s. rn this hearing olI::tryur_on.7'h d'ay otJuly. 2025, both rhe p;ie;';p;;i;nr ShriSerpi Flago and the pro-cum.-EE (RwD. easigtrut oirision'found absent *i,rlori uny'iJ,irutio, tothe Commission' The appe ant is directed 6 nr. u"ro." the F.A.A for the information underSection 6 of RTI Act which. he is seeking. The FAA-cum-chief Engineer (RwD), pMcsy,
Itanagar, Gort. of Arunachar pradesh ani pto-cum- Exe_cutire Engineer (RWD), pasighat
Division, East Siang, District is directed to take up case und di.por" as per Section-7 of R.r.r Act,2005 within 30 days on receipt ofthe request.

Under Section r9(l) of the^Act, rhe First Appeflate Authority (FAA), the intermediate lever,has to adjudicate on the Appear, ifany, fired by th;'info;aiion ,".k"r, 
"g"irr,,r,. 

a".i.io, or,r,"PIO.

^ $ laid down at para-3g of the Guidelines for the FAA issued by the Gor and the stateGort', adjudication on the appears under the RTI Act is a quasi-judiciar function. It is, therefore,necessary that rhe Appe[ate Authority shourd see to it that thejusiice is not only oor" 
-uuiiir1,"rro

also appear to have been done. In ord'er to do so. the order pasied by the appe[ate artt-iry ,trourobe a speaking order giving j ustification for the A.clrion uniJeO ut.

. The First Appeflate Authority (FAA), following the principle of natural justice, shouldconduct hearing giving fair and equal. opportunity to uot[ the appellant and the plo and thereaftermust pass reasoned and speaking order on merit within 30 days from fl," aut" or [""ipior tr,.appeal or else the action or the FAA wourd be considered as irocedurar rapse on the pirt or theFAA.

Further' it is noticed that the Appellant in most case do not wait for the orders of the FirstAppellate Authority (FAA) and directly'prefer upp"ut. u"ro."it" i"; epp"1"i" ar,r,".rrr'*,1r"*
attaching a copy of order passed by the First eppiilate eutrrority 6ee1il;,;ill;#;."', "

Here, it is germane to note, that for av^airing_2nd appeal before the 2nd Appellate Authority,theAppellaxt has been given 90 days'time from-the ouiJLlora". p^r"J uvTri" rir" alpettate
+,11,*irv 

(.1{al. me 2"d appeal, if he/she is dissatisflred *iit th" ae"i.ion 
"r,r,. 

eirri ail.rrut"Authority (FAA), must be accompanied by the orders passed by the First Appellate Authority(FAA).

. The appeal is accordingiy remand tack-to the First Appe[ate Authority for adjudication andpassing an appropriate order who, being the officer senior I i'rank to the pro and we versed withthe knowledge of the functioning of th-e.departm*,, rr,uir uppry his mind and go into the aspectslike what kind of information was sought Ly appeliant in 
'lii's 

apptication, whether the same andcould be provided or whether the same ii exempied una.. th. i"t.uunt provisions ofsection g oftheAct or whether the information rerates to .utt"..ou.."a ty iection l l ofthe RTI Act etc. and thenpass. a sp^eaking order giving justification for his decision within 3 (three) *""t, rrl.1t" aut. orreceipt of this order.

. Jr:-forr oerusing the case records, the commission deemed fit to remand back he appealcase APIC No 65/2025 to First Appe[ate Aurhority ror p.op", hearing. The ."r" i, alrp"",i 
"rrwith Iibeny to appelrant to Drerer second appear it iissar;sfiea or aggrieved by the decision ol.theFirst Appellare Aurhority foi which no f"". n."d b.;;l;. " --



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

find this appeal fit to be disposed ofand closJd. And, accordingly, this appeal stands disposed off

and remand back to FAA for proper hearing.

Judgment/Order pronounced in the open Court of this Commission today on this lh day of

July, 2025.-Each copy of Judgment/Order be fumished to the parties'

Given under my hand and seal ofthis Commission/Court on this 7th day of JuIy,2025.

sd/-
(Khopey Thaley)

State Information Commissioner

t _APIC. 
Itanasar.

Memo.No.AptC_ 65t2025t h q q Dated rianagai ttre .,4... July 2025.

Copy to:
l. The FAA-cum-chief Engineer (RwD), PMGSY, Itanagar, Govt. of Arunachal Pradesh

for information and necessary action please'

2.ThePIO-cum-ExecutiveEngineer(RWD),PasighatDivision,EastSiangDistrict
Arunachal Pradesh for informaiion and necessary action please. Pin code: 791 102

3. Shri Serpi Flago o/o the chairman, Anna Samarthak, Arunachal Pradesh state unit'

Tigdo Village. PO/PS, Doimukh, Papum Pare District for information & necessary

action C No.943641,1993
Computer Programmer for uP load on the Website of APIC, Please

5. Office Copy

Registrar

4,Efq, ffi8?8,
arunachal Prada$ lala(mluon CommifiOa
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