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Shri Shoney Peftin & Ors
Pasighat Ward no. 4
POIPS: Pasighat East Siang
District A.P Pin: 791102.
(M) 897 42t6 tzs / 9 4027 88327 .

1. PIO cum CEO
Pasighat Smart City Development
Corporation Ltd. (PSCDCL)
East Siang District A.P.
Pin:791102.

2. The FAA cum DC
Pasighat East Siang
District A.P.
Pin Code 79tt02.

Versus

Appellant

Respondents

Date 16.8.2024

JUDGEMENT / ORDER

This is an appeal fired under sub-section (3) of the section 19 of the RTI Act.
2005' Brief fact of the case is that the appellant shri Shoney pertin & ors on
2^7'04.2023 filed an RTI application in Form-A to the plo cum c'ro pasighat smart
city .Development corporation Ltd. (pscDcL), East siang District A.p,- whereby,
seeking various information as quoted in Form-A application.

Appellant being not received information from the plo, fired the First Appear
U9f9r9 lne First Appellate Authority cum DC, pasighat, East Siang District A,p on
16.06.2023.
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Appellant again having not received the required information and decision
from FAA, filed the second Appeal before the Arunachal pradesh information
commission on 07.07.2023. The appelant has not attached any order of decision or
response from the FAA.

The Registry of the Commission (ApIC), on receipt of the appeal, registered it
as APIC-No.623 /2023 (Appear) and processed the same for its hearing and disposar.

Accordingly, this matter came up for hearing before the commission courttoday on 16.08.2024. Notice of hearing dated 28.0d.2024 were served t" inn, pio
and the Appellant.

In this hearing of the appeal on 16.08.2024 the respondents pIO CEO
Pasighat smart city Deveropment corporation Ltd. (pscDcl), East siang oirtri.t npl& FAA cum DC, pasighat, East Siang Districi Ap is absent. ffo*.r"i if.,.representative of plo Shri s. Deb (Adv) appeared through online welex. irre
appellant Shri Shoney pertin & ors did not appeir.

. The appeilant has submitted a retter dated 16.08.2024 stating that due to
health issues he could not attend the commission for hearing today.

Heard the pIO,s representative.

The representative plo Shri s, Deb (Adv) states that the particurar name ofroad mentioned- in RTI apprication form A: Rcc road construction .i p.rignri
township under smart city Mission. is a segment / a particurar item or rurr smirtiityproject for which consolidated tender agreiment has been drawn, Tender documeni
for this pafticular item / segment canno[ be furnished separately.

on perusal of the case flre, it is observed that no action on record taken by
the FAA on the first appeal filed to him by the appellant.

This inaction of statutory procedure by the FAA is negligence toimplementation of provisions of RTI Act 2005 which was enacted tJ promote
transparency and accountabirity in the working of every public authority uni urro-to
contain corruption and to hold governments ind their instrumentalities accountabre
to the governed.

on the basis of Arunachar pradesh Right to Information (Appear procedure)
Rule 2005 and ... as laid down at para-38 of {he Guidetines for th; 'FAA 

issued bv ttteGoI and the State Govt OM No. AR-tt1/2008 Dated 21d ;r;;;i-;6;;,..
ad1udication on the appeals 

-under RTI Act ts a quasi_judicial nitAron. f 'A
thereforq necessary that the appenate Authority shoild see to it that the justice isnot only done but it should atso appear to havb been done. In ,ri;;;;;;;;; th"
?rd": p1:o/ by the appellate authority should be a speaking oran jUng
justification for the decision arrived at.



The commission obseryes that under section 19(1) of the RTI Act. 2005. forthe principre of naturar iustice, it ir ;;il;; l.;;"';L to summon the apperant
:11 

PI9, sive fair opportunity oro.ins helio';.;';;r, speakins order on merit.srnce, it is not done, the case- is pre_mature to be considered as an appeal undersection 19(3) of the RTI Act, 2005.

Therefore, the First Appellate Authority (FAA) _ DC. pasighat East SiangDistrict Ap forowing the principie or natuiar'jusiicJ, ,i'irr .ororo hearing giving fairand equar oppoftunity to both tte appeirint-urii'it",ro and thereafter oassreasoned and speakinq order on merit within tnree *eets rr., *,. a.i. 
"?;:",ff;;this order. Hence, thisippeat is ,.eraniei;; #;#ffietrate Authority (FAA).

In view of the above facts and circumstances I find this appear is fit to bedisposed of and crosed at commission *itt, griillib"rty to the apperant to fireappear afresh if agqrieved by the decision or ti,. iil. eno, accordingry, this appearstands disposed of and closed once for all.

Judgement / Order pro
this 16th day of August, 2024.
the parties.

nounced in the Open Court of this Commission today
Each copy of the Judgement / Order be furnlshed to

Given under my hand and seal of this Commission / Court on this l6h day ofAugust'2024.

sd/-
(Dani Gamboo)

State Information Commissioner
APIC, Itanagar

ffpolo 
oo"- 623/2On/ a-6 E Dated rtanasar the ?t Ausust, 2024.

1. The FAA cum DC East Siang pasighat East Siang District A.p. 7gLtO2.
2. The PIO cum CEO pasighat Smaft City Development Corporation Ltd. EastSiang District A.p. 7gtLO2.

3. !lr] .Slqnuy 
pertin & 

-ORS 
pasighat Ward no. 4 pO/pS: pasighat East SianoDistricr A.p pin: 791102. (t\ agiqzrctiiigco2t:alzzt.

\--44lcomputer. programmer Itanagar ApIC to uproad in ApIC website and mailed toconcerned department email.
5. Office copy.

Registrar / Deputy Registrar
APIC, Itanaoar

rll Dcpuiy-FegEl-rar' iArunachal Prad.sh lnrormation Commisslon
Itanagat


