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Appellant

Respondent.

The r't hearing held on l6th Mav.2024 related to the ApIC No-153i2023. The
Appelrant shri chungma Sangbi and the plo-cum - o/o the Director, 

'JETA, 
Golt of A.p.

were present during the hearing.

After hearing both the parties and going through the available documents, it is
observed that rhe appeal is premature, as the First Appelate Authority (FAA) did not conduct
a proper hearing of both the parties before him, as per the estabrished procedural law under
RTI Act, 2005

It is pertinent to mention here that, according to the RTI Act of2005, it provides for
three stages of seeking information. First:-, from the pIO, Second:- on the failure of the plo
to provide the information to the applicant or aggrieved by the decision of the plo the,
applicant will make an appeal to the First Appelrate Authority, and the First Appellate
Authority is mandated to conduct a proper hearing of both the parties to decide the case and
thereby pass an order on the subject matter, thirdly:- the Appe,ant on being dissatisfied oraggrieved by the order of the First Appellate Authority, can appeal to the state InformationCommission as per Section l9 (3) of the RTI Act, 2005.

In the instant case' the First Appellate Authority has to give a fair hearing to theAppellant arong with the pro in presence and it is evident while hearing of the appear thatthe First Appelrate Authority has not conducted a fair hearing to both the parties, which is a

lil";or.u, 
lapse on the part of the First Appellate Authority as per the rutes of RTI Act,
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Under the above stated facts & circumstances, this appeal case is remanded back to
the First Appeltate Authority for giving an opportunity for a fair hearing to both the parties
within 30 days from passing this order and after hearing both the parties, a speaking order
may be passed as per merit of the case.

And hence, the appeal is disposed offby the Commission.

sd/-

,o," 
".#ii?, 

H*i,,,o,",
APIC, Itanagar.

I
Memo.No.APIC-153/2024 /) y. Datedttanagar,the2.LMay,2OZ4.
Copy to: I

1' Plo-cum- o/o the Director, sJE& TA, Itanagar, p/pare District District, Govt.of Arunachal pradesh for information and n;-cessary action please. pin'code-
79tttt.

2 FAA-cum- rhe Director of SJETA. Itanagar, p/pare District, Gor,'t. of A.p forinformation and necessary action please.
3. 

-Shd 
Chungma Sangbi, Shri RyqT" yangfo & Shri Bollo Bagang Nitivihar,

Itanagar, P/pare District, Arunachar pradeslifor information pteas!. c"ontact il.
7n2898s507.

ldTh'-co^purer programmer, ApIC for uploading on the website of AprC please.2. Office Copy.
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APIC
Registrar
Itanagaq,. ., "',i::i "n

v.

tl


