
N
IGHT

FO

o \Nt 0qr,;

\
tl -)

*
FSHRI vlJAYT THESTATE

ON 'BLECo ot
(3) OF RTI ACT 2005.RE THE H

t),[FO TTON CO SSIO T]NDE SECTION 19

Appellant
Shri Nabam Sonu

.VERSUS.

PlO-Cum-Executive Engineer' PHE & WS'

Basar, Leparada District'
Govt. of Arunachal Pradesh

Order:18.02.2025'

through online mode'

Heard the PIO'

(i)

(ii)

(iiD

The Appellant was absent on the lsr hearing held on Sth Dec'2024' without

a*",ft i" 
"" 

Commission' the reason for his absence'

The Summon was sent to tne eppeifant on 5th Dec'2024-to be Present in the next

;;;;il;* *hich is todav on-18'h February 2025' 1:30 PM'

Despite the summon ftot tnt "o'n 
of this Commission the Appellant has not

bothered to attend th" h"*i;;;;;" consecutive second time' which sufficiently

nroves that he is not "''";'';"';; 
;ppeal and also the Appellant is showing

:i";;:"';4"'r'"""u*'""*''''"4" *'' Act 2005 even after being the

ffi:lT:T[:'i;re: rhe repeated fa,ure orthe Apperant to appear has resulted

in systematic delav of judicil;;;;;tt' i*pa"ting the PIo's right to a timelv

resolution of the case, ,n"*oi, "ir"-niru.ring 
tt" plo to d"lir", other public

Respondenl

JUDGEMENT

The 2nd hearing held on 18th February 2025' related to the APIC No'786/2023' The

eppeuanisr'i.,u^:11llT;."ll"a**'",:1",'#,Hjffi |ffi :L't"\Tl,i--ill?}l
-lffH,i,':'Jli";:ffi:lT#J::: 

":i* 3' :i:::*i::ffi1'-'ff1 1,".,."
commission. The plo *,r--;;6;; & ws) oivision, Basar present during the hearing

ThePlostatedbelbretheCommissionthathehaswrittenalettertotheAppellantto
collect the information(s) O, p"Vl'g ii" *11ifte amount as information fee to the offrce of

,i" irb, 
"* 

tfr. Appellant did not turn up till date'

The Commission observesl

(iv)

duties



(v)

(vi)

Purpose:

Before deciding the present case' the Commission feels it necessary to consider

the issue regarding "Public Interest" aspect'

The RTI, Act, 2005 i' pti'"*ifv'to'lid"'"d to be in the "Public Interest" as it

allows citizens to access go'Jt-t't information(s)' which is meant to promote

transparency -a u""o'ntuUi'i"'y'-'t'"t"Uv '"*ing 
the welfare of the general public

rather than any individual's r""t"""i *t*u at-one; the key principle of the act is

;i;";" information(s) that benefits the iarger community'

The main goal of the RTI' Act is to empower citizens to access information(s) held by

govemment authorities, which helps to monitor govemment actions and prevent corruption'

ultimately serving the public good'

Larger Public Interest Consideration;

Even if information is technically personal' it can be disclosed under RTI' Act' if the

.,public Interest,, in ai."torrr" l-riu.o* -, potential harm. As given in Section 8(I) () in

regard to "Public activity or interest"'

(i) The Hon'ble Madras High Cou( In Para 14(iii)(5) of the A' Vijaya Sekaran Vs

Secretary to Government, Ho-me (Police) (iii) Department Fort St' George Chennai 9' has

held as follows;

"It is necessary to take note of the meaning of Public Interest Litigation (PIL); in

stroud's judicial ai.tion*y, 'ofu'nJ(iv 
addition) "Public Interest "is defrned thus;

..public Interest (1) A matter of public or General Interest does not mean that which is

interesting as gratifying "'"";;;; 
u tiu" or i'ro'*ution or amusement but' that in which a

class of the" community " t'u'" u pecuniary interest ' 
or some interest by which their legal

rights or liabilities are affected"'

In Para 16; " As noted Supra' a time has come to weed out the petitions' which though

titled as public Interest Litigationlrtl; are in essence_ something else. It is shocking to note

that courts are flooded *,*ilil;;;J, "i*.uu.a 
Public Interest Litigation (PIL) where

even a minuscul" ,"'""ntur"'Jui-'"gititut"fv be called as Public Interest Litigation (PIL)"'

(D In Ashok Kumar Pandey Vs' State of West Bengal' reported in 2004(3) SCC 349' the

Hon'ble Apex cotttt, utti-"onJa"t"" few decisions' on the aspect of Public Interest

Litigation, observed as follows:

,,4. when there is material to show that a petition styled as a Public Interest Litigation

is nothing but a camouflage to foster personal disputes' said petition is to be thrown out'

Seeking information(s) under RTI' Act' 2005 has now come to occupy an importaot

field in the administration ;i;; development of the Nation, state and Society and so the

right should not be in ;il;;;;;si- or ..private interest" or "Politics interest" or the

Iatest trend "Paisa income"'



If not properly regulated and abuse averted' it becomes also a tool in unscrupulous

hands to release vendetta una *r"ck vengeance, as weli, towards the PIO. There must be real

andgenuinePubliclnterestinvolvedint-heapplicationforinformation(s)andnotmerelyan
adventure of knight ..runt ot io fot' ones/PlO's into for a probe' The provisions under RTI'

Act, 2005 cannot also b" i";;1; ; body of persons to flrther his or their personal grudge

and enmitY.

A person acting bonalide and having sufficient interest in the subject of information

will alone have a locus 
'tutdi 

;;;; upptf ro' information to the offrce of the PIo' but not

fo, P.irut. Profit or Political motive or any oblique consideration'

(i) The oxford dictionary describes the meaning of community as "a group of individuals

connected by a common ro"uiion o. characteristic, or bonded through shared goals, interests

and vision.

The Black's Law Dictionary defines "Public" as relating to the whole community'

Nation, or State. It can also mean something that is open to all' common to many' or general'

TheBlack,slawdictionaryyetdescribes..community,,aSagloupofpeoplewholive
in the same place, have ."rnrn"'-"r*t and privileges and are govemed by the same laws and

regulations.

TheRTlAct2005,isalawenactedbythelawmakersoftheCountrytoseethat
information pertaining to *"ii* '"t'"*"s 

he made public in the General interest of the

,rifi. W seeking information through the procedural laws ofRTI Act 2005'

Theabovecitedobservations,Statementsdefinitionsaresomeofthecaseswherethe

Supreme Court and the High Court broadened the scope of"Public Interest"'

Pursuant to the above circumstance and the procedural laws of RTI Act 2005, the

Commission finds that th" A;;;il""t is in contempt of court of this Commission as well as

unnecessarily wasting the irlti"" 'i-" 
of the offrce of the PIo as well as of the

Commission.

The Form-A application submitted by the Appellant clearly indicates that he is a

resident of Lekhi Village,

NaharlagunwhichislocatedinthePapum.PareDistrictofArunachalPradesh.This
establishes that he is p".t 

"r 
it . N"t arlagun public in the Lekhi village area of Arunachal

Pradesh, India.

In contrast, the public Information officer (PIO) addressed in this Appeal serves the

public duties and services specificalty for the residents of Basar Town in the Leparada

District of Arunachal Pradesh'

And that the information(s) sought by the Appellant for the works undertaken by the

PIO's office also is for the i"te'"st of tf'-e public of Basar Town' Leparada District and not for

the public of Lekhi Village, where from the Appellant is a public'



Therefore, the Commission observes that the information(s) sought by the Appellant

are not in the interest of Basar Town public'

This distinction suggests that the intent of the Appellant may n:t align with the

interests or well-being of the people ofBasar Town or entire Leparada District'

Therefore, it raises questions about the relevance of his appeal to the local public

services and the efficacy of addressing the needs of the Basar Community'

Now therefore, the Commission hereby orders;

(i) The appeal frled by the Appellant is hereby decided ex-parte and dismissed after

giving enough "pp"t'*ity 
ti the Appellant of.being heard by sending consecutive

notice of hearing' eJ una"' ubo'e fa"t' and circumstances this appeal by Shri

Nabam Sonu i. t "."uf 
air^issed and closed with no liberty given to Appellant for

filing fresh application to the same PIO on the same subject of information' as he has

not filed the application for information(s) in the public interest'

Judgment order pronounced in the open Court of this Commission today on this 18th

day of February 2025, copy ofjudgment order be fumished to both the parties'

Given under my hand and seal of this Commission/Court on this 18th day of

February 2025.

sd/-

(VijaY Taram)

State Information Commissioner

Memo.No.APrC -ttorzozt((t $ Dated ltanagar"o##fu: 
t'?'

Copy to:
l'Plo.Cum-ExecuttveEngineer.PHE&WS,Basar.LeparadaDistrict.Goltof

Arunachal P'adesh- fo''''info'tution and necessary action please' Pin Code-

3

791101.
2. Shri Nabam Sonu, Lekhi Village, Naharlagun, P/Pare District Arunachal Pradesh

formation Please . Contact No. 9 402621 443

e ComPuter Programmer . APIC for uPloading on the Website of APIC Please

Of-fice CoPY

"1"{-

't

Re gistfar/Dy. Registrar

APIC, Itanagar'
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