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I'tANAGAIi.. ARUN ACHAL PRADESH
AN ADI} eal case U/S 19(3) OfRTI Act.2005

v ide Case No.APIC -22312024

RT OF SHRI VIJAY TARAM, THE STATE

FORMATI NCO IONE UNDE
FORE THE H()N'BLE COU

R SECTIO 19 OF RTI ACT 2005.IIN

Shri Dangu Josh

PlO-Cum-Executive Engineer, PHED,

Tali, Kra-Daadi District,
Gort. of Arunachal Pradesh

Order:03.04.2025

.VERSUS-

.. Appellant

Respondent.

Thisisanappealfiledundersub-section(3)ofSectionlgoftheRTIAct'2005'Brief
fact of the case is that ,t" opi"riuni--oo"gu lo.h on 1l02l2p! fite{g.}rt application

under Fomr-'A' before the Pi'o-C;;- Exe'cutive Engineer (PHC) Tal Division' Kra-Daadi

District Gort of Arunachal p."i"rt ,"*t *.by, seekin! various information, as quoted in his

Form_A application. The Adili u.ing nli in rec-eipt of the information from the PIO'

filed the First Appeal U"ro." ii" rit'iefi"ttate eutt'oritv (FAA) on llt03ll2024 Aplellant'

again having not received 
'h"'t;qt;Jili";ation 

despiie,the order from the FAA' frled the

second Appeal before the ar*"it 
^i 

p."a"sh lnformati,on commission on 291112024 ail the

Registry of the Commissi", (l;i6;h;;ing receipt.of the Appeal' registered it as APIC No'

iiiioiq 
""aprocessed 

the same for its hearing and disposal'

Accordingly, the Commission sent notice for the l't hearing and thereafter matter

cameupforhearingbeforetheCourtoftheArunachalPradeshlnformationCommissionfor

four times i.e on 01/10/202 4, 21t1112024,30101t2025 & 03104t2025,In this 2nd hearing of

the appeal on 3rd day of April',2025' Both the parties are found absent during the hearing

without intimating the reason for their absence to the Commission in written or even verbal'

which is unbecoming on the part of the PIO who has to be reminded that' the PIO besides

public duties also has to attend Court hearing when an appeal is preferred against him as per

the provision of RTI Act 2005, which is a statutory duty binding upon the PIO'

And on the other part, the Appellant has also absented from the hearing consecutively

threetimeswithoutintimatingtotheCommissionhisinabilitytoattendthehearingofthe

appeal.

The Commission after going through the previous orders passed by this Court in last

three previous hemings the Commission observed

\l.

.IIIDGEMENT



(DThattheAppellantisnotinterestedinhisappealornotwilingforcontinuinghis

appeal further, because despite this Court's repeated orders issued to the

Appellant to appear before the Commission in person or through online mode'

failing which his appeal shall be decided ex-parte' the Appellant has repeatedly

absented in the hearings, consecutively three times'

(ii) Moreover, the Appellant failed to comply the orders of this Court'

Therefore,inviewoftheabovefactsandcircumstance'theCommissionisfirmonthe

findings that the Appellant is no more interested in his appeal' as he has always failed to

complytheordersofthisCourtandabsentedforthehearingsforfourtimesconsecutively.

Therefore, this Court find this appeal fit to be disposed and closed' Ex-parte"

Hence, this appeal stands disposed ex-parte and closed once for all'

Judgment/Order pronounced in the open Court ofthis Commission today on this 3rd

day of April,2025' Each copy of Judgment/Order be fumished to the parties'

GivenundermyhandandsealofthisCommissiorr/Courtonthis3rddayofApril'
2025.

sd/-
(VijaY Taram)

State Information Commissioner
APIC-Itanagar

Memo.No.APrc-2231N2 I 6"t Dated It
a-n

the..J... ril 5.r

Copy to:
1. PlO-Cum-Executive Engineer, PHE Dept' Tali Sub-Div' Kra-Daadi District' Gol.t

of Arunachal praa"J io, iniormation and necessary action please' Pin Code-

791118.
i-htiil;c, Josh, Op. PHE Enquiry Office,.G^ohpur' Po-RK Mission' Itanagar'

piF*" -firt.i", Arunachal pradestr for informalion please. Contact No'2

,| 09101
3 e Computer Programmer, APIC for uploading on the Website of APIC Please.

Office Copy

'*La[fRegistrar
API , Itanagar.

Depu?y Registra,
Arunlchal pradesh lnforr*.ilion Comrnrssron
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