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ARUNACHAL PRADESH INFORMATION COMMISSION (APIC)
ITANAGAR

File No. APIC-319 / 2025(Appeal)

Shri Tana Roma Tara
Pare Hapa Colony Emchi
PO/PS: Doimukh
Papumapre Dist. A.P.

Pin: 79ttl2 (M) 8 13 18 19894

1,PIO,
O/o the Executive Engineer (EE) RwD
Yupia Division Govt. of A.P
Papumpare District A.P.

Pin Code: 797tLL.

2. FAA
Superintending Engineer (SE)
RWC, Rural Work Circle Govt. of A.P Itanagar,
Papumpare District AP.

Pin Code: 791111

Versus

Dani Gamboo

t2.02.2025
Not on record
17.03.2025
Not on record
L6.04.2025

Appellant

Respondents

Date of Hearing:
Date of Decision:

10.07.2025
10.07.2025

INFORMATIONCOMMISSIONER :

Relevant facts emerging from appeal.

RTI application filed on
SPIO replied on
First appeal flled on
First Appellate Authority's Order
Second Appeal filed on

Information sought:
The appellant filed an RTI application dated 12.02.2025 seeking following

information regarding c/o RCc Retaining wall at Dolikoto, Banderdewa under sADA

Rs. 5O.OO in lakh. Ref. No. sanction order No. SRWD-Bldg/SADAch-L36lL7-l8lWZ
dated 11.12.2020.

ORDER



1.

2.
3.
4.
5.
6.
7.

B.

9.
10

Details of Information required:

DPR.
Technical sanction order copies.
Contract agreement with competent firms as per NITs.
Drawing of R/wall.
First and final statements & Bills abstract
Details of bills transaction through pFMS/DBT/Cheque counterfoils.
Measurement book.
Geo-tagging photos.
Works orders copies.
UC.

Period for which information required: 2021 to till date.

The following were present.

Appellant : present.

He states that no information is furnished to him by
PIO nor the FAA has heard the first appeal case.

Respondent pIO

FAA

: Shri Tadar
authority letter.

Absent.

The Commission after adverting to the facts and circumstances of the case,and perusal of the records- observes that FAA hai noi oisposeo 
"r 

trr. n"liii.ri
Ilt9.t9 liT by foilowing it trtory procedure raia aown in the Arunachar pradesh
Rightto Information (Appear procedure) Rures, zoos, so, this appear ..i. i. o..iJ.Jand determined in the absence of plo and rRn ur ,.a. knbwn to tt.r-i. in.hearing notice.

the State Govt OM No. AR-tt1/2008 Oatea Zf iuiist, 200e adjudication on theappeals under RTr Act is a quasijudiciat function. ttTj nereni.e, iii"iii tn"t iiAppetlate Authority should iee to it that the justice is not onty done but it shoutd alsoappear to have been done. In order to do a, the oraer passea-iy th;;;;"ii;;authority should be a speaking order gtung jusincaioi ior the decision arrived at
Therefore, the instant appear case is remanded to First Appeilate Authority.Therefore, the FAA -suoerintendent engineei, CwC, rtanaj;ic"rt ;H:;following.the principle of naturar iustice, shiil .*ira hlurirg giving fair and equaropportunity to both the appeilant and the plo and thereaftiipasi ...uron.a inJ
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Decision:

Hama( JE attended without any



speaking order on merit within two weeks from the date of receipt of this order i.e on
or before 24th lury 2025.

The appellant is at liberty to file 2nd appeal afresh:
1. If the Appellant is not satisfied with the information furnished to him by

PIO based on the judgement order passed by the FAA.

2. If the FAA has denied the requested information based on specific

exemptions/ grounds provided under the RTI Act, 2005.
Fee for such 2M appeal, if done, shall be exempted.

Authenticated true copy

Registrar / Dy. Registrar

APIC

Memo No. APIC-319 120251
Copy to:

concerned department email.
2. Office copy.

sd/-
(Dani Gamboo)

Information Commissioner

9b1 Dated Itanagar tne,, f,. f.suly'zozs.

mputer Programmer Itanagar APIC to upload in APIC website and mailed to
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