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THE HON'tsLE COUR'I'OF- SHR I VIJAY TA .THE STAT

TION COMMISSIONE, trNt)ER SECI'ION I9 l oF RTI ACT 2005.
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Shri Mamu Sono

PIO-Cum-Executive Engineer, RWD.
Singchung, West Kameng District.
Govt. of Arunachal Pradesh

Order:22.10.2026.

Respondent.

.il. D(;Ill\II.lN',I'

This is an appeat filed under sub-section (3) olsection l9 ofthe RTI 2005. Brief fact

of the case is that the Appellant, Shri. Marnu Sono. on l8ll1t2l25 filed an RTI application in

form,A, before the PiO-cum-Executive Engineer (EE), RWD. Singchung Division, West

iu*.ng District, Govt. of Arunachal Pradesh. Whereby seeking various information as

qr",.a t Form'A' application. The Appellant having not received the required information

fiom the plO filed the First Appeal betbre the First Appellate Authority (FAA) on

02t01t2026. Appellant having not'heard by the FAA. iiled the Second Appeal before the

Arunachal pradesh Information Commission on 27 t0212026, without hearing in the court of

First Appellate Authority (FAA), and the Registry olthe Commission (APIC) having receipt

oitt" app"uf registeredit as AP1C- No. 256i N2026 (Appeal) and processed the same for its

hearing and disposal.

The l,t hearing is hetd today on 22"d Octobef 2026. wherein both the parties are

present during the hearing belore the Commission'

Heard both the Parties:
Afterhearingboththepartiesandgoingthroughtheavailabledocuments,itis

observed rhat this initant Appeai is pre-rnat,ie. as the First Appeltate Authority (FAu{) has

failed to conduct hearing oi'both parties within the stipulated time of 30 days, as per the

established procedural law under RTI. Act. 2005'

Itispertinenttomentionherethat.accor.dingtotheRTl,Act.2005,itprovidesthree
stages of seeking information(s). First directly fiom the Plo. Second:- on the failure of the

li6 to proria" tie information(s) sought by the Appellant or is aggrieved by the decision of

the plo the Applicant will make un epp.it to the First Appellate Authority (FAA) and the

First eppellate Authority is mandated to conduct proper hearing ofboth the.parties. to decide

the case and thereby pass an order on the subject mattir within the prescribed period provided

*a"i ,f,. proririon, of RTl, Act. 2005, thirdly:- the Appellant on. being

dissatisfied/aggrieved by the order of the First Appellate Authority (FAA) can appeal to the

State Informalttn Commission (SIC) under Section l9(3) of the RTI' Act' 2005'
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Judgment pronounced
october' 2026. in the open Court of this Commission today on this 22nd day of

2026.

Copy of Judgment be fumished ro the parries.

Given under my hand and seal of this commission/court on this 22nd

Dated Itana r the

day of October,

..0ctob 2026.
Mem o.APIC.256/At2026
Copy to

5. Office Copy.

sd/_

^ (Vijay Taram)
State In lormarion Commissioner

ApIC_Itanagar
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l PlO-Cum-Executive Engineer..RWD, Singchung. WKameng District, Gort ofArunachal pradesh tbr inlormarir_rn ,,,.f n...'*ur1'?...,i", pLrr.]pT, i;;;ilirl,2. FAA-Cum- The Chief Engineer, RWD iw-/26:i;rgar, p/pare Districr Gor.t.of Arunachal Pradesh for infbrmation an; ,.".rruryu.tion pl.ur..3' shri Mamu Sono, Sood v lage, Naharlagun, p/pare District Arunachal pradesh
lE informarion please. Contact No. 9436t1552 I

y ay'he computer Programmer, APIC for uploading on the website of ApIC and mail
rt to rhe concerned depanmenI please.
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Resistrar
APIC, Itanagar.
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