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RIGHT TO
INFORMATION ITANAGAR. AITUNACHAL PR{DESH

RE THE ON 'BLE COUI{T OF
ATIONC MMISS

An anncal cilse U/S l9(3)of RTI Act. 2005
Vide Case No.API c-177/2021

SHRI VIJAY TARAM THE STATE
ION I) R SECTION l9 OF RTI ACT., 2

Shri Bamang pacho

PIO-Cum-EE, pWD.
Sangram. Kurung Kumey District,
Govt. of Arunachal pradesh

Or<ler:04.06.2021

....... Appellant.

Respondent.

APICN 177 /2024. The

PIO-cum- pWD, Sangram

to the Commission for his

.VERSUS-

JUDGEMENT

The I'r hearing held on 4th June .2024 related to the
Appellant Shri Bamang pacho present during the hearing but the
Division, KKumey found absent without intimating the reason
inability to attend the hearing.

Heard the Appellant.

After hearing the Appellant and going through the available documents, it is observed
that the appeal is premature, as the First Appellate Authority (r-AA) did not conduct a proper
hearing of both the parties before him, as per the established procedural law under RTI Act,2005.

It is pertinent to mention here that, according to the RTI Act of2005, it provides forthree stages of seeking information. First:-, from the pro, second:- on the fairure of the plo
to provide the information to the applicant or aggrieved by the decision of the plo the,appricant will make an appear to the First Appe,ate Authority, and the First Appe,ateAuthority is mandated to conduct a proper hearing of both the parties to decide the case andthereby pass an order on the subject matter, thirdly:- the Appeltant on being dissatisfied oraggrieved by the order ofthe First Appellate Authority, can appeal to the state Information

Commission as per Section 19 (3) of the RTI Act, 2005.
In the instanl case' the First Appellate Authority has to give a fair hearing to theAppelrant arong with the plo in presence and it is evident while hearing of the appeal thatthe First Appellate Authority has not conducted a fair hearing to both the parties, which is a



procedual rapse on the part of the First Appelate Authority as per the rules of RTI Act,
2005.

Under the above stated facts & circumstances, this appeal case is remanded back to
the First Appellate Authority for giving an opportunity for a fair hearing to both the parties
within 30 days from passing this order by adopting the procedures as per law and after
hearing both the parties, a speaking order be passed as per merit ofthe case. The order passed
be intimated to the Commission.

And hence, the appeal is disposed offby the Commission.

sd/-
(Vijay Taram;

State Inlormation Commissioner
APIC, Itanagar.

Memo.No.AplC -l 7 7 /2024 Dated Itanagar, the . . . June,2024.

Copy to:
l. PIO-Cum-EE. pWD. Sangram Div. K./Kumey District, Gofl of Arunachal Pradeshlor information and necessary action please. pin Code_7911 t 8.2. Shri Bamang pacho , IG Park House No. IMC49I , Itanagar, Papum pare District,Pradesh for information please. Conta ct No. 9402275313

Computer Programmer, ApIC for uploading on the Website of AplC please.4. Office Copy.

RegistrariDy. Registrar
APIC, Itanagar.

t;,t42


