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An appeal case U/S 19(3) of RTI Act, 2005
Yide Case No. Appeal-2512025.
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RE THE COURT OF SHRI KHOPEY THALEY, STATE INFORMATION
COMMISSIONER

Shri Maye Natung & Anil Jilee Appellant

Versus

PIO-cum-Executive Engineer (APEC-IU), Miao,
Changlang District

Date of hearing :

Date of decision/Judgment :

RTI application file on
PIO replied on
First appeal file on
First Appellate Authority's order
2nd Appeal dated

28/0st2025
2810512025

INFORMATION COMMISSIONER: Shri Khopey Thaley
Relevant facts emerging from Appeal:

22n0t2024

26fi12024

02/0U2025

Information sought :

The appellant file a RTI Application dated 2211012024 seeking Details regarding
Mode of recruitment rules and appointment of Miss Jomdia Jini & Smti Phelal Wangsa to
the post of WC (MTS % Meter Rider) with reference to vide NO. SE/|{ECIE-07/2019-20 &
SE/MEC lE-07 I 2020-2 1 respectively.

As per the case record, PIO has never conducted hearing under his jurisdiction.

Being dissatisfied, the appellant filed First Appeal dated 2611112024. No hearing has
been conducted by the First Appellate Authority in this regard. Feeling aggrieved and
dissatisfied, appellant approached the Commission with instant Second Appeal.

The following were present.

Appellant : Shri Maye Natung & Anil Jilee absent

Respondent : PIO-cum-EE (APEC-III), Miao absent.

Respondent



.JUDGEMENT ORDER

This is an appeal filed under sub-section (3) of Section 19 ofthe RTI Act,2005. Brief factof the case is rhat the appellants Shri Maye Natung & Anil Jilee on 22.10,2624 fileJ an RTIapplication under Form-'A' before the plo-cum-Executive Engineer larnc-iq,'naa",changlang District, Gort. ofArunachal pradesh whereby, seeking various information, as quoted
in Form-A application. The Appellant, being not satisfied with the information received irom thePIo, filed the Firsr Appeal before the First Appellate Authoriry on 26.rr.2024, App"ri"ri, 

"g"i,having.not received the required information irom the FAA, f;led the Second ipiJur i"ro.",rr"
Arunachal Pradesh lnformation commission on 02.01.2025 and the Registry of ihe Commission
(APIC), having receipt ofthe appeal, registered it as APIC No.2512025 a-nd piocessed thl ,u." ro,
its hearing and disposal.

Accordingly. ma,er came up for hearing berore the Commission for one time i.e on
2810512.025. In this hearing of the appear on 28tF day of May, 2025, both the parties, plo-"r,,-
Executive Engineer (APED), Miao and the appellant SLi Maye Natung and Anir iilee round absent
without any intimation to the Commission. The appellant is directed-to file before trre r,.a.a torthe information under Section 6 of RTI Act which he is seeking. The nAa-cum-srp1rirt"ra"r,
Engineer Power), Eastem Electrical Zone, Deptt. of power, Govtl of Arunachur p.uaJJ,liunugu.
and Plo-cum-Executive Engineer (AIEC--I]I Mi1o, changrang District, is directed to take up case
and dispose as per section-7 .fRTI Act,2005 within 30 dals on receipt ofthe request.

. U_nd9r Section l9(1) of the^Act, the First Appe ate Authority (FAA), the intermediate revel,
has to adjudicate on the Appeal, ifany, filed by the'information ,"ike.. against the decision orthe
PIO.

^ t: laid down at para-3S of the Guidelines for the FAA issued by the GoI and the state
Govt., adjudication on the appeals under the RTI Act is a quasi-judicial iunction. rt ir, ttrei"tore,
necessary that the Appellate Authority should see to it that the jus;ice is not only done but it should
also appear to have been done. In order^to do so, the order pasied by the appellate urtt *ity ,t orra
be a speaking order giving j ustification for the decision arrived at.

- The First Appeltate Authority (FAA), foltowing the principle of natural justice, should
conduct hearing giving fair and equal opponunity to boti the appellint and the plo 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) and_directly prefer appeals before the 2nd Appe[ate eutnority witrrout
attaching a copy of order passed by rhe First Appilate Aujhority (FAAf unintellig.ntty- il.i", it i.
germane to note that for availing_ 2'o_appeal before the 2nd Appellate Authority, tlhe Appellant has

9:"n jiu.n 00, d3l.r' ilr.. fr91 the 
-date 

of order passed by the First Appellaie authority 1faa).'l'he 2"" appeal, if he/she is dissatisfied with the decision of the First Appellate euthority irna;,must be accompanied by the orders passed by the First Appellate Authoriiy lfAa;.

. The appeal is accordingly remand back to the First Appellate Authority for adjudication and
passing an appropriate order who, being the officer senior I n rank to the pIO and well versed with
the knowledge ofthe functioning ofthe department, shall apply his mind and go into the aspects



like what kind of in{ormation was sought b1 appellant in his application' whether the same and

could be provided o, *r,.,t ., ,nll'u;". ',:';;',*;i.i ,na., ,r',. ,.t!""unt pfovisions of section I of the

act or wherher the information r'#;;;;;;;i;""red by seclion I I of the RTI Act etc' and then

pass a speaking order gi.,ring julsiii"*f ""'ili 
fri. Oecision within 3 (three) weeks from the date of

receipt of this order.

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

case Aplc No.2512025 to First Appellate Authority for 
-proper 

hearing. The case is disposed off

with liberry to appellant t" p.";; il;;; appel if iissatiified or aggrieved by the decision of the

First ,tppeilate Authority for which no fees need be paid'

The commission found that the hearing case has not been done through proper procedure, I

find this appeal ft to be ai.po..a oiunJ 
"fotJa' 

And, accordingly' this appeal stands disposed off

and remand back to FAA for proper hearing'

Judgment/order pronounced in the open court ofthis commission today on this 28d day

of May, 20-25. Each copy of Judgment/Order be fumished to the parties'

Given under my hand and seal of this Commission/Court on this 2Eth day of May,2025'

sd/-
(Khopey Thaley)

State Information Commissioner
APIC. Itanasar.

Memo.No.APIC- 25t2025/ 3 44 Dated ltanagar, *e'.fivav-zozs
Copyto: "t I /

I . The PlO-cum-Executive Engineer (APEC-ID, Miao, Changlang District, Arunachal

Pradesh, Itanagar for kind information. Pin code-792122

2. Shri Maye Natung and Anil Jilee, Chimpu-I, PO/PS, Chimpu, Papum Pare District,
Arunachal Pradesh for information. Contact No . 690917807617085800638

(--*n6computer Programmer for upload on the Website and emailed to concemed.
4. Office Copy.

Regi
o$rr(-
istrtr,

APIC tanagar
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Itenr,


