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RIGHT TO
INFORMATIOII

CHAL P

(Or.5. R.3 of CPC)
Shri TakamSakap,GS,Arunachal Junior
Legal Practice Coordination Committee
(AJLPCC) and 2 others c/o Hotel 3D Chandranagar
Itanagar, (A.P), (PtN:791111).

The PlO, o/o the E.E, (pHE & WSlpasighat
Division, East Siang District, (A.p)
(PlN:791102).

NFORM MISSION P
ITANAGAR.

An Appeal Case U/S 19(3) of RTI Act 2005
Vide Case No. AptC- 7L4|ZOZ3,

(Summon to appear in person)

Appellant

Respondent
ORDER

This is an appeal under Section r9(3) ofRTI Act,2005 received from Adv.Takamsakap and 2
others.for non-furnishing ofinformation by the plo o/o the E.E (pHE & ws) pasighaiDivision,
East Siang District, Gort. of Arunachal pradesh as soughr for by him under ,".ti6if r; 1ro.*_A) of RTI Act, 2005 vide his application dt24.05.23.

The PIO is present and the Appellant isabsent.

The records revear rhat the Appellanr Shri TakamSakap, GS,Arunachal Junior LegalPracrice co-ordination commiuee (erlicc) and 2 others naa dtea uppri.u,ion auiJ 24n5/23before the PIo o/o the E.E (pHE I wsr, 
.pasighat 

oivision, East 
'Siang oirti.i a*nu"r,urPradesh requesting for information(s), among oi'h".s, ,"gurarng allocation of fund under JalJeevan Mission under pHE & WS Division pas'ighat.

Having failed ro receive the information(s) from the pro, the Appelant had filed FirstAppeal under secrion l9(l) of the RTI ect, uefore tt. cr,i"ri"eirJr'ipHi&- ivil, reiz;,Itanagar. vide memo of appeal dated 27/06i23. uo*.r.r, having-failed 'again io r-e.eiuett e
*roya1i9{9, the Appellants 

^p-referred 
this Second aipeal before this commission underSection l9(3) of the RTI Acq2005 vide memo a^rriisii)zl.

The perusal of the record also discloses that the appeal memo filed belbre theCommission vide memo dated 28/07./23_i, noi *.fu,i"a Uy'tr,e ,;;;;;*y';;.*, *prescribed under rule-3 of the Arunachal pradesh Infoilation i"..irri"r-GipJ-iro..ou..y
Rules 200.5 more particularly. the.serial No.riiif ana ilrl-lihi.h p.nuin to rhe parriculars oforder
;:il1;i#l5|;X1eal 

is prefened in the commission unJ tr" f.i.r i".i, i""ii,g Io?. upp"ur

Further, as laid down at para- 3g of the Guidelines for the F.A.A issued by the GoI andthe state Govt'. adjudication on the appeals under the RTI Act is a quasi-judiciar function. It is,therefore' necessary that the First Appellate Authority should see to it that the justice is not onlydone but it should also appear to have been done. In order to do so, the order passed by the FirstAppellate Authority should be a speaking order giving justification for the decision arrived at.

The First Appelrate Authority, following the principle of natural justice, should conducthearing giving fair and equal opportunity to the Appeitant und ,rr" plo and thereafter must pass a /
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It is to be noted that the F.A.A, while adjudication on the appeal must apply his mind intothe aspects like the kind of information ,ought by trr. afp.rr".t, whether the information soughtfor could be discrosed or wherher the same i, "r"*pt"i under relevant provisions of raw andthen, exercise his power and functions as mandated ty the act for implementation of the RTIAct in letter and spirit in terms of the provisions of section 19(r) ofthe RTI Act, 2005 instead ofsimply directing the PIO concerned to fumish the information(s).

In the premises as above this commission finds the case at hand fit to be remanded to theFAA, the ChiefEngineer, (pHE & WS), (E/Z), Itanagar for adjudication on rhe appeal who shallapply his mind and go into aspects like what kind of information(s) was sougt t by ttre Apperant,
whether the information(s) would be provided or whether the same is hit by the p.orisiors of
section - 8 of the RTI Act, 2005 and then pass an appropriate speaking order giving justification
for his decision.

This appeal is accordingly, remanded to the F.A.A, the chier Engineer (pHE& Ws) (w
Z) for adjudication within one month from the date of receipt of this order with liberty to the
Appellant to prefer second appeal before this commission under section 19 (3) ofthe Rit act if
he is aggrieved with the order passed by the F.A.A for which no fee need be paid.

reasoned and speaking order on merit within the
receipt ofthe appeal.

Memo No. APIC- 7 14t2023t t a,s
Copy to: -

The chief Engineer (PHE & ws), (E/z), Govt. of A.p, Itanagar-cum-the First Appellate
Authority (FAA) for information & necessary compliance.

PIO, olo the Executive Engineer, (pHE & WS), pasighat Division,East Siang District,
Govt. of Arunachal Pradesh for information and necessary action.

Shri TakamSakap&2 others, c/o Hotel 3D Chandranagar/ Itanagar/ (A.p),
It4obile no. 977417128819366385390 for information & necessary follow-up action.

sd/-
(SANGYAL TSERING BAPPU)

State Information Commissioner,
AplC, Itanagar.

Dated ltanagar, the Zd Aug, 202+
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\jL-The Computer Programmer/Computer Operator for uploading on the Website of AplC,
please

Registrar/ Deputy Registrar
AB&JI9frBgru[ta.'

Arunschrl Prade:ih !nformation Commlssl6n
ri.ii;i.j!dr

stipulated period of 30 days from the date of

5. Office copy.


