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PIO, O/o APB & OCWWB' Itanagar

Papum Pare District

Date of hearing :

Date of decision/Judgment :

RTI aPPlication file on

PIO rePlied on

First aPPeal file on
'nirti iiP.rr"" AuthoritY's order

2nd APPeal dated

lnformation sought :

The follorving were Present'

ApPellant

Respondent

Miss Bengia Mama Present'

PIO, O/o APB & OCWWB' Itanagar absent'

ACHAL PRADESH INFORMATION COMMISSION, APIC

ITANAGAR
An anoeal case U/S l9(3) of RTt Act' 2005

Vide Case No. APPeaF905/A/2025'

Respondent

BEFORE THE couRl oF sHRr KHOPEY TIILEY' STATE INFORMATION

COMMISSIONER

Miss Bengia Mamu APPellant

Dariya Hill, Itanagar 
Versus

1010612026

10t0612026

TNFORMATION COMMISSIONER: Shri Khopey Thaley

ii;i;;;i i;." emerging rrom APPear:

r010912025

2911012025

t711212025

The appellant filed an RTI Application dated 10/09/2025 seeking Details regarding lWs

As per the case record' PIO did not fumish the sought informatron'

."".".:;'li'*ifl+ii*lixwil#ft fj':iflf; 
i':3,'::'l!f [1;x'i"ffi ilt

appellant aPProached the com

K.T. Trader.



case.

Under Section 19(1) of the Act, the First Appellate Authority (FAA), the intermediate

level, has to adjudicate on the Appeal, if any, filed by the information seekers against the

decision of the PIO.

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

Golt., adjudication on the appeals under the RTI Act is a quasi-judicial function. It is, therefore,

n"""rrury that the Appellatl Authority should see to it that the justice is not only done but it

should also upp.u. to have been done. In order to do so, the order passed by the appellate

authority should b" a speaking order giving justification for the decision arrived at

The First Appellate Authority (FAA), following the principle of natural justicq should

conduct hearing giving fair and equal opportunity to both the appellant and the PIo and

thereafter must pass reasoned and speaking order on merit within 30 days from the date of

receipt of the appeal or else the action of the FAA would be considered as procedural lapse on

the part of the FAA.

Further, it is noticed that the Appellant in most case do not wait for the orders ofthe Filst

Appellate Autirority (FAA) and direcily prefer appeals before the 2nd Appellate Authority

#tirout attaching a copy of order passed iy the Iirsi Appellate Authority (FAA) unintelligently'

ft"r", it i, g...in" to note that for availing 2no appeai 
-before 

the 2nd Appellate Authority, the

Aopellant has been given 90 days' time from the date of order passed by the First Appellate

fiih;;;i Oeal. rn"" 2'd appeal, if he/she is dissatisfied with the decision of the First Appellate

Authority inae;, must be accompanied by the orders passed by the First Appellate Authority

(FAA).

JUDGEMENT ORDER

,"",",tT'"li.T,TJ":.'tii;l,:illit'#dJ$":l'!',Y,Ti:[1,,{1i*i#;#"#f ,"'

ffi'Jffi T -fl "f #h$; i:;g; lJiqii -)'il"";. ql'""a i n F o rm- A ap p I i cati on r h e

Aooeilant, being not ,",i.i,'"a *,ifr'ii. information-re..trJ'f;;; tht PIO' filed the First Appeal

before rhe rirst appeilarl 
'.ir,t 

"rriv-"" 
islroizozs. app.ri^"i. again having not received the

reouired inflormation ti";'tht";Ai' filed the s"-t"n;"i;;t;i u;fott tht Arunachal Pradesh

rniormation co^.irrion'l,i"iifi.io)i-*ith. n.girtrr'itthe Commission (APlc)' having

receipt of the appeal.."ril;;;';';;;pIC xo' sistA'izozs and processed the same for its

hearing and disPosal.

Accordingly, matter came up for hearing before the Commission for first time i e on

tolo6l2o26. L tt i. t 
"uriig 

o?1',. ipp"ut on toin dav of June, 2026, Appellant Niss Bengia

Mama present in p".ror. u-,ri it e prb, olo APB & o"CwwB' Itanagar District found absent

without any intimation. ri is seen rrom'tt e case record that no hearing was conducted before the

ri.ri app"iru* Authority. FAA i. di.""t"d to conduct hearing in his jurisdiction and dispose the



rhe appeal is accordinglv remand back to^the First'Appe:'ff l1t$l6lTt'$JiT:::::
una pu.,in g ll,'u io'" o": :,:.::0.:,.: ll"; |; ll?'ffi ffi ll iT;, app r y h i s

with the knowledge ot the run

mind and go into the aspects like what kind of information was sought by appeltant in his

looli.^ii""l *n..,,:. *:.:ffi ;"'ifi1}*: 3;ffi1lf.l;,;i:i[*5 ;ilil:."-;J*'1*::[:
relevant Provisions 01 sectlor

bv Section I I of the *'' olt"ttt 
""'a^ii* pu" u 

'pturinf 
o'Jtt giving justification for his

;:"il;;ilir;ttr"""l *t"t' i" tt" date of receipt of this order'

Therefore, perusing the case records' the--Commission deemed fit to remand back he

appeal case APIC No' 90yi;0;;" First Appellate eutt''o'ity lor proper hearing' The case is

disoosed ol with liberty to ";;;;'t" 
p"ftt tttond upptut ii aittutitfied or aggrieved by the

;:Hilo"id;;l*, ndp"rr"iii'it'orirv'flor which no fees need be paid'

JudgmenVOrder pronounced in the open Court of this Commission today on this 10rh

d"y "f Jd;;t0as.gu"i"opv oiluag-"nVorder be tumished to the parties'

GivenundermyhandandsealofthisCommissiorr/CourtonthislOthdayofJune,2026.

sd/-
(Khopey ThaleY)

State Information Commission
/ , APIC, Itanagar.

Memo.No.AprC -glstN2ols / / Ot t O Dated Itanagar, the .../Arne,2026.
Copy to:

1. The FAA-cum-Secretary, Arunachal Pradesh Building & Other Construclion Workers

welfare Board, near APPSU Office, Itanagar, Arunachal Pradesh for information and

necessarY action.
2. The PIO, O/o - Arunachal Pradesh Building & other construction workers welfare

Board, near APPSU Offrce, Itanagar, Arunachal Pradesh for information and

necessarY action.
3. Miss Bangia Mam4 Dariya Hill Colony, Donyi Polo Road Itanagar, Papum Pare

District, Arunachal Pradesh for information and necessary action. contact No.

5. Office Copy

?b*,it*l*
xe gi str a@ y . fr . gl rtrur,

APIC-ltanagar.

, ^,**r,:q:ff# 
comm,s3,o.

8lijl04&8e8
14.4(1e Computer programmer for upload on the Website and emailed to concemed.


