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An rpple crse U/S l9(3) ofRTI Act.2005
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Shri Tania June

E-Sector, Naharlagun. ...'.......'.............' Appellant.

-VERSUS-

PIO+um-DMO, Teru.......'.... "... Respondent'

Jud ment/Order 14.08.2024.
.TIIDGMENT/ORDER

The First APPellate Authority (Ftu{), following the princip le of natural justice, 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 ttre

appeai o. else the action of the FAA would be considered as procedural lapse on the part of the

This is an appeat filed under sub-section (3) of Section 19 of the RTI Act, 2005. Brief fact

of the case is that'the app€llants Shri Tania Juni on 07.f0.2023 filed an RTI application under

FormrA' before the Plo-cum- District Medical officer, Tezu, Lohit District, Govt. of Arunachal

f.uJ"rf, *n"."Uy, seeking various information, as quoted in Iorm-A apptication' The Appellant'

i"i"g *t *rirn"i with i'he information received from the PIo, filed the First Appeal before the

iirsi eppettat" Authority on oi.rz.zozl, Appellant, agair having not received_ the_ required

i.for.uiio, from the FAA, filed the Second Appeal before the Arunachal Pradesh lnformation

Commission oa 3lt0l1024 and the Regisfy oi the Commission (APIC), having -receipt 
of the

upp*f, ilgirt"r.O it as ApIC No. 8212024- and processed the same for its hearing and disposal'

Accordingly, matter came up for hearing -before 
tlre. Commission for first time i'e on

l4logl2o24. In 
-this 

hearing of the appeal on 14* duy of Augus! 2024,The PIO cum-District

Medical Offrcer, Tezu, Lohit district atiend hearing on online but the appellant Shri Tania June

i*nJ uUr"nt *i f,out any intimation to the Commis;ion. The appellant is directed to file before the

r.e.e ro, the information under section 6 of RTI Act which he is seeking. The FAA+um-DepuW

ior.irrion.., Tezu, Lohit oistrict, co*. of Arunachal pradesh and Plo-cum-District Medical

offr;;;, i.; is directed to take up case ano dispose as per Section-7 of RTI Act, 2005 within 30

days on receiPt ofthe request.

UnderSectionlg(1)oftheAct,theFhstAppetlateAuthority(FAA)'theintermediatelevel,
has to adjudicate on the Appeal, irany, nteo by thJ information seekers against the decision of the

PIO.
Astaiddownatpara-38oftheGuidelinesfortheFAAissuedbytheGolandtheState

Govt., adjudication on the appeals under the RTI Act is a quasi-judiciat PrylII:'i:.L"::'-"
n"".rru.y ,rru, ,t 

" 
epp"rrut" autrrority should see to it that th; justice is not only done-but it should

;i* il;; t; hare been don". fn ori"r to do so, the order passed by the appellate authority should

be a spiaking order giving justification for the decision arrived at'
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The appeal is accordingly remand back to the First Appellate Authority for adjudication and

passing an appropriate o,a"t *no' il"'ilg-tt'" omto senior.l n mnk to the PIO and well versed with

the knowredge of the functionin"g ;;i;;p"".."1, sha[ apptv his mind and go into the aspects

like what kind of informati"" *:* ;r-Ch, il upp"f i*, in his application, whether the same and

could be provided or rrt 
"tt 

e, tnilori iT"*.i"ptl,i *o"r the relevanr provisions of section 8 of the

Act or whether the inrormation ietolteJio nru["i 
"or.."a 

by Section I I of the RTI Act etc' and then

pass a speaking orcler giving jusiiffi."'i"i f,f. J".ision within 3 (three) weeks from the date of

(FAA).

ieceipt of this order'

No.APrC-82/2024t 7 Lt L
opy to:

The FAA<um-DePutY Commissioner, Tezu, Lohit District, Govt' of Arunachal Pradesh

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

case ApIC No. g2l2024to rirsi nppeirate Authority for proper hearing. The case is disposed off

with liberty to appellant ,o p..f"r^r".[ni"upp""i iiiit*i'rned or aggriived by the decision of the

i*i npp"ir"* ,ilthority foi which no fees need be paid'

The Commission found that the hearing case has not been done through proper procedure' I

find this appeal fit to be oisposJi*oi-i-"fu"1J Lo, accordingly, this appeal stands disposed off

and remandback to FAA for proper hearing'

Judgment/Order pronounced in the open Court-ofthis Commission today on this 146 day of

Arg"rr, ;il';;; copv of luagnent/ordei be tumished to the parties'

Given under my hand and s€al of this Commissior/Cout on this 14t day of August'

,"
(KhoPeY ThaleY)

State I-n formation Commissioner
APIC' Itanagar.

Dated ltanagar, th e .. [ ( Ausrsc 202+'

2024.

Memo
C

lnformation and necessary action Please. Pin code:792001

2. The PIO<um-District Medical Offtcer, Tezu, Lohit District Arunachal Pradesh for

informati on and necessary action Please

3. Shri Tania June, E-Sector, Naharlagun PO/PS, Naharlagun, Papum Pare District,

Arunachal Pradesh for information & nece ssary action. Cont.ct No.8131848230

4. The Computer Programmsr for upload on the Website o C, please.

W|.otr\ce Copy.

State Information Commissloner

APIC, Itanagar'.
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Further, it is noticed that the Appellant in most cas^e do not wait for the orders of the First

npp"rr.tJnrtr't"iitv irnel *d'a];;t;ii;;;i;t appeals before the 2od Appellate Authoritv without

attaching a copy oforder passed UV tf'"'ei"t nppiilut" Ruthotity fFA"A) unintelligently'

Here, it is germane to note that for availing,2nd appeal before the 2nd Appellate Authority'

the Appellant has been gi"' il;;;t; ii" n'"n,ir'" dajte of order passed by tho First Appellate

Authoriry (FAA). The Z* "ppi,*iii"lJ" 
f. ii*",frf.a w-ith the dlcision of the First Appellate

Authority (FAA), must b" ;;ili", by the orders passed bv the First Appeilate Authority
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