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ARUNACHAL PRADESH INFOR]I{ATION COMMISSION
\

APPELLAI\T

ITANAGAR.
An Appeal Case U/S l9(3) of RTI Act, 2005

Case No. APIC- 52912026.
: Shri Kenlilollen, Vill. Kombo Pakba, Aalo.

a

RESPONDENT : The PIO, o/o the EE (WRD), Aalo Division, West Siang

ORDBR
This is an appeal under Section l9(3) of RII Act, 2005 received from Shri

Kenli Lollen for non-fumishing of below mentioned information by the PIO, o/o the
EE (WRD), Aalo Division, West Siang District as sought for by him under section
6( 1 ) (Form-A) of RTI Ac! 2005 vide his application dated 16.11.2025.
A. Particular of information: "c/o Retaining Wall at RWD complex, West Siang

District" and "c/o Retaining Wall at Lin Kin Area, West Siang District"
B. Detail5 of information required: . .
l. Fumish the copies of sanction order of abovementioned two works.
2. Fumish the copies of MBs or e-MBs containing record entries of the

abovementioned 2 (two) works.
3. Furnish the copies ofpaid vouchers ofthe above mentioned 2 (two) words.
4. Furnish the Geo-tag details of the said work.
5. Furnish the copies of inspection reports of the DC and ADC in accordance with

No. PDUF/08/20 I 19/804 Dated 26-t2-2018.
6. Fumish the photographs taken before during and after execution in coloured

copies.
7. Fumish the copies of TS estimate of abovementioned two works.
8. Fumish the copies of upto date expenditure of abovementioned two works. 9.

Fumish the details of concerned officer names i.e. E.E, A.Es and J.Es
9. Furnish the details of the individuals/ scheme selection committee who selected

the scheme o above mentioned two works.
10. Furnish the reply in para wise.
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C. Period for which information is required: 2023 to till date.

Records in the appeal reveal that the appellant had requested the PIO for the
aforementioned information but failed to obtain the same within the statutory period
otone month which ppmpted him to file ppeal before the Firgt Appellate Authority
(FAA), the Chief Engineer (WRD), Western Zone, Govt. of A.P Itanagar, under
section l9(1) of the RTI Act vide Memo ofAppeal dt. 16.03.2026.

Record also disclose that the FAA had conducted the hearing on 0'7 .05.2026
and passed the following order:
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Brief facts emersinq from the appeal:
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,,JUDGEMENT 
ORDER OF F.A.A

The judgment order of the First Appellate Authority (FAA) pertaining to the
complaint lodged by Sr. Kenli Lollen, Kombo Papak (Billi), PO/PS-Aalo, West Siang
District, Arunachal Pradesh-791001 under Section l9(1) of the RTI Act. 2005, before
the First Appellate Authority, regarding the non-furnishing of information by the PIO-
cum-Executive Engineer, WR Division, Aalo

Accordingly, the Hearing was held on 07.05.2026 at 2.30 pm in the Olfice of
the FA A-cum-Chief Engineer lIlater Resources Department (IYZ) wherein both
Appellant and Respondent, were present in person.

The sought information in particular:
a C/o Retaining wall at RWD Complex, lVest Siang District
b. C/o Retaining wall at Lik Kin area, West Siang
Judgment: Some of relevant documents related to the sought information have been
duly furnished and remaining documents have been directed to furnish to the appellant
within the period of thirty (30) days from the date ofreceipt of this judgment order

Based on the proceedings, the First Appellate Authority examined the case and
decided as ynder . . o
a) The information sought by the applicant is not coltered under Section 8(l)(d) of the

RTI Act, 2005 and is admissible for disclosure in the public domain
b) The applicant is at liberty to prefer an appeal before the next higher appellate

authority, if so desired
c) Hence, the case stands Disposed of.

The cas'e stands Disposed of.
Serve copies to all concerned.

Sd/-FA.A-cum-CE (WZ)
. IYRD, Itanagar".

The appellant, apparently, failed to obtain the information and therefore, he
preferred second appeal before this Commission under section 19(3) of the RTI Act
vide Appeal Memo dtd. 10.07.2026.

aaa't

This appeal is, accordingly, listed today on 16.09.2026, wherein both the PIO
Er. Remi Loyi, EE and the appellant, Shri Kenli Lollen are present though VC.

Heard the PIO who submitted that the requested information/documents could
not be fumished to the appellant earlier as the records were handed over to the CBI for
investigation of the case pertaining to Chief Minister. The PIO, however, submitted
that $e documents are ngw ready for furnishgre to the appellant a3d sought at least 10.
days time.

In view of the assurance by the PIO, the appellant is directed to collect the

requested documents from the o/o the PIO within 2(two) weeks from the date of
receipt of this order and intimate this Commission of the receipt of the same failing
which this appeal shall stand closed.

a



-3-

Given under my hand and seal of this Commission on this l6th Sept., 2026.

Memo No. APIC-52912026

sd/-
(S. TSERING BAPPU)

State Information Commissioner,
APIC, Itanagar.
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Dated ltanasar. the /4 Sept.,2026ko,
Copy to:
I . The Chief Engineer (WRD), Western Zone, ltanagar, the First Appellate Authority

(FAA) for information.
2. The PIO, o/o the EE (WRD), Aalo Division, West Siang District PIN: 791001 for

iniormation and compliance.
3. Shri Kenli Lollen, Mll. Kombo Pakba, Aalo. PIN: 791001 Mobile NO.

8132 03 for information and compliance.
Computer Programmer/Computer Operator for uploading o the website of4 e

APIC, please.

5. Office Copy.

'6. s/copy. a o a_ a

Registrar
API tanagar.

_ tlegistrar
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