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Vide Case No.APIC-352/2024
BEFORE THE HON'BLE COURT OF'SHRI VIJAY TARAM. THE STATE

INFORMATION COMMISSIONER, UNDER SECTI ON 19(3) OF RTI AcT,2005.

Shri Taguk Dada ......... Appellant

-VERSUS.

Respondent

JUDGEMENT

This is an appeal filed under sub-section (3) of Section 19 of the RTI Act, 2005. Brief
fact of the case is that the Appellant Taguk Dada on l3l\\l@!filed an RTI application under
Form-'A' before the PIO-Cum- Executive Engineer (PWD) Tezu Division, Lohit District Gor.t
of Arunachal Pradesh, whereby, seeking various information, as quoted in his Form-A
application. The Appellant, being not in receipt of the information from the PIO, filed the First
Appeal before the First Appellate Authority (FAA) on 0511012024 Appellant, again having not
received the required information despite the order lrom the FAA, filed the Second Appeal
before the Arunachal Pradesh information Commission on l3lllll2024 and the Registry of the
Commission (APIC), having receipt of the Appeal, registered it as APIC No. 352/2024 and
processed the same for its hearing and disposal.

Accordingly, the Commission sent notice for the 1't hearing and matter came up for
hearing before the Court of the Arunachal Pradesh Information Commission for two times i.e
on2810l/2025 &01/04/2025. In this 2nd hearing ofthe appeal on l't dayof April',2025. The
PIO represented by Smti Tania Yasap, JE (PWD) Tezu Division but the Appellant absenr
without intimating the reason for his absence to the Commission.

In this 2nd hearing, representative of the PIO-cum EE (PWD) Tezu Division Govt of
Arunachal Pradesh, present during the hearing in person but the Appellant Shri Taguk Dada
found absent consecutively for two times without intimating to the Commission the reason for
his inability to attend the hearing.

Heard representative of the PIO.

The representative of the PIO Smti Tania Yasap JE (PWD) Tezu Division, stated that the
information (s) sought by the Appellant under Form'A' application are ready to be fumished to
the Appellant but the Appellant has not tumed up to collect the information(s). After receiving
the Form' A application from the Appellant, the PIO made a reply and sent a register post to
the Appellant in his given address on d,ated 22ll0l 2024, asking the Appellant to collect the
information(s) from the office of the PIO but till date no response from the Appellant has been

made to the office of the PIO.

After going through the statement ofthe representative of the PIO and the previous orders
passed by this Court in the last hearing the Commission obseles:
(D That, the Appellant is not interested in his appeal and, just for a sneaky reason he is not

willing to collect the information from the PIO's office, despite the PIO's repeated orders and
reminders to the Appellant to collect the information(s) the Appellant has failed to collect the
same till the 2no hearing which is today.
(ii) The Commission already issued three orders to the Appellant to appear before the
Commission in person or through online mode but he is repeatedly absent from the hearing.
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(iii) Therefore, taking serious note on the attitude of the Appellant in needlessly causinginconvenience and wasting the time and resources of the office of the plo, who ii a publicservant and who.by incuning public money resources has readied the information to fumish thernrornanon to the Appe[ant. The Appeliant on the other hand has not paid the money for the
requested information(s) or not even concemed about it. with a clear mind such type of
Appellant should be made to realize that their non seriousness in apprying for information(s)
makes other Appellants also to be presumed as non serious in ttreir appiicatioi.

^ 4. the various aspects and provisions ofRTI Act,2005 does not provide any provisions
for penalty upon those who are non serious applicants who apply for the information and while
information(s) are ready in the office of the Fios, they fail i;;u- up ro.tt.y iu- uf ro, trr.
court hearings and which seem to be a serious lack in the RTI Act,2d05, the ientral Gort will
be wisdom to make amendment in the Act to penalise such people who have a vested interest to
simply harass PIO and waste Golt resources.

By seeing the sincerity ofthe PIo and in view ofthe above facts and circumstances, the
commission is firm on the findings that the Appellant is no more interested in his appeal.
Therefore, this Court, find this appeal fit to be disposed and closed ex_pa.rte.

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

- Judgment/order pronounced in the open court of this commission today on this r.t day
of April, 2025. Each copy of Judgment/Order be fumished to the parties.

Given under my hand and seal ofthis commission/court on this 1st day of Apr ' 2025.

q()-

sd/-
(Vijay Taram)

State Information Commissioner
APIC-Itanagar

Dated Itan ar tne 93..4 202s.Memo.No.APIC -352 I N202
Copy to:

l. PlO-Cum-Executive Engineer, PWD, Tezu, Lohit District, Govt of Arunachal
Pradesh for information and necessary action piease. Pin Code-792001.

2. Shri Taguk Dada, Polo Colony, PO/PS-Naharlagun, P/Pare District Arunachal

zPfadesh for information please. Contact No. 9862504581
y 3/ The Computer Programmer, APIC for uploading on the Website of APIC please.v4. Office Copy

Registrar
APIC, tanagar.
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