
ACHAL PRADESH INFORMATION COMMISSION, APIC

ITANAGAR
An appeal case U/S l9(3) of RTI Act, 2005

Vide Case No. APPeal-896/AJ2025'

BEFORETHECOURToFSHRIKHOPEYTHALEY,STATEINFoRMATIoN
COMMISSIONER

AppellantShri Lokam Namdu
B-Sector, Naharlagun

PIO-cum-EE(PWD), Capital Division-B
Itanagar, Papum Pare District

Versus

Respondent

Date ofhearing :

Date ol decisiodJudgment :

RTI application file on
PIO replied on
First appeal file on
First Appellate AuthoritY's order

2nd Appeal dated

t0t0612026
1010612026

INFORMATION COMMISSIONER: Shri Khopev Thaley

Relevant iacts emerging irom Appeal:

1510912025

2711012025

12t1212025

Information sought :

The appellant filed an RTI Application dated 1510912025 seeking Details regarding

Bypass road irom NH-a15 to Papu Nailah Via Jullang-l 1 KM(SH-Papu Nallah to Central Jail

6.00 KM) Phase-I

As per the case record, PIO did not fumish the sought information'

Being dissatisfied, the appellant filed First Appeal dated 2711012025. No hearing was

conducted b; the First Appellate Authority in his jurisdiction. Feeling aggieved and dissatisfied,

appellant approached the Commission with instant Second Appeal'

The following were Present.

Appellant : Shri Lokam Namdu absent.

Respondent : PIO-oum-EE(PWD), Capital Division-B, Itanagar absent

t3



JUDGE MENT oRDER

This is an appeal filed under sub-section (3) of Section 19 of the RTI Act' 2005' Brief

fact of the case is that tf,e appeiants ihri Lokarn Namd u 15t09t2023 filed an RTI application

under Form-'A' U"fo.. tt" piOcum-EE(PWD), Capital Division-B, Itanagar' Papum Pare

oiroir,, c"*. 
"f 

Arunachal p.ua"rt, *tr.r"uy, ,""iiing various information, as quoted in Form-A

;;il;; itre appettant, u.G""t 'ui"i"a.*itt' 
tie information received from the PIo' filed

iiJi;i* Lpp*r before the ni.ri-efp"ttut {uthorill on27t1012025, Appellant, again having not

received the required inro.-utio, ii* the FAA, filed the Second Appeal before the Arunachal

pradesh Information commission 
-oi 

tzttztzozi and the Registry of the Commission (APIC),

i""irg."""+t of the appeal, t"gitt"t"a it as APIC No' 896/A/2025 and processed the same for

its hearing and disPosal.

Accordingty. malter came up for hearing.before the Commission for first time i'e on

10106/2026. In this hearing of the appeal on l-0th day of June, 2026, PIO-cum-EE(PWD)'

Capital Division-B, Itanagar is represented by Er. Joram Takar, APIO but the appellant Shri

Lokam Namdu found absent, ho*ever, sent a t letter requesting to reschedule the date ofhearing'

It is seen fiom the case record that no hearing was conducted before the First Appellate

e*t,-i.v.FAAisdirectedtoconducthearinginhisjurisdictionanddisposethecase.

UnderSectionlg(l)oftheAct,theFirstAppellateAuthority(FAA),theintermediate
level, has to adjudicate on the Appea'1, if any, filld by the information seekers against the

decision of the PIO.

Aslaiddownatpara.38oftheGuidelinesfortheFAAissuedbytheGolandtheState
Gort., adjudication on the appeals under the RTI Act is a quasi-judicial function' It is, therefore,

n .".ru.y that the Appellatl^euthority should see to it that the justice is not only- done but it

shouldalsoupp"*tohavebeendone.Inordertodoso,theorderpassedbytheappellate
uutfroti,y ,horjd b" a speaking order giving justification for the decision arrived at'

TheFirstAppellateAuthority(FAA),followingtheprincipleof-naturaljustice'should
conduct hearing giving fair una 

"iuat 
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 of the First

Appellate Authority (FAA) ;d direcily prefer appeals before the 2nd Appellate Authority

without attaching u.opy of order passed by the First Appellate Authority (FAA) unintelligently'

Here, it is germane to note that for availing 2nd appeai 
-before 

the 2nd Appellate Authority, the

Appellant lias been given 90 days' time from the date of order passed by the First Appellate

auit ottv (FAA). Th; 2nd appeal, if he/she is dissatisfied with the decision of the First Appellate

Authority ifae,), must be accompanied by the orders passed by the First Appellate Authority

(FAA).



rheappear,.r::'1'ffiyfiITi{;:f"":i{:i;"if,i[i1]it1fJ;i6'ff '"*]f 
T:::""1

T,1rr,x':'il-"T,:x$""T1f,::r::::ili;;;ii# 
department' *'' ^n:,:'::,,,hr 

bv appe*ant in his

uo,.., tl,'""l","? ffii5,fi,:iflflitif',t"iff,lii{i,"i.,,{t, 
:}ffffi.;i*:

::'*':S;rll;'l',ll|"n?t:i'"Ttl'r."iivT"'*r'i'r'noreesneedo:'"':, ^- r^r,av on this r,th

Judgmenuorder pronounced in the open t":ff',:l:1":.o'ffiHi:l todav on

0", 
"r 

i"itlioi6' Eutt' topy olJudgment'/order be run

GivenundermyhandandsealofthisCommissiodCourtonthislotndayofJune'2026'

Memo.No.APIC -59 6 I N 2025

Copy to:

sd/-
(KhoPeY Thaley)

State Information Commission

APIC, Itanagar,

Dated ltanagar. the .. l'/)une' 2026'

t*k

/ tr',r,

1. The FAA-cum-Chief Engineer (PWD)' Westem Zone' Gort' of Arunachal Pradesh'
^' 

ttunugu. for information and necessary action' 
- -

2. The Plo-cum-pg(powol]'I"pita'Oi'iti"n-B' Itanagar' Arunachal Pradesh for

information and necessary action'

3. Shri Lokam Namdu, B-Sector, Naharlagun, Papum Pare District, Arunachal Pradesh

for in on and necessarY action. Contact No. 9362166831

Computer Programmer for uPload on the Website and email ed to concemed.

5. Olfice CoPY.

Registrar/D
APIC-Itanagar.

D.guty t.lllurd
lrunschal Prad€"1 tt'ormallon ConmtssDr

llrn{'


