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GOA STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION 

Kamat Tower, Seventh Floor, Patto Panaji-Goa 

CORAM:   Smt. Pratima K. Vernekar, 

State Information Commissioner.  

 
                                                            Appeal No. 152/2016 
 
Yogesh P. Roythatha., 
Seabull Apt.  (Shop No. 3)  
Gen B.G. Road,(near Market) 
Panaji Goa                                    ….Appellant  
 
V/s. 

1.Public Information Officer (PIO), 
Goa State Commission  for women, 
Junta House3rd lift  2nd  floor, 
18th June Road Panaji Goa.    
 

2.First appellate Authority (FAA) 
Goa State Commission  for women, 
Junta House3rd lift  2nd  floor, 

18th June Road Panaji Goa.                                              ….Respondent                                                                                                 
 
 
Appeal Filed on: 12/08/2017 
 Disposed   on: 06/03/2017    
 
ORDER 
 

1. Brief facts leading to present appeal are as under:- 

 By an application dated 01/02/2016 the Appellant Shri Yogesh 

Roythetia sought certain information from Respondent No. 1 Public 

Information Officer (PIO), Goa State Commission for Women  

regarding the documents filed by one Mrs. Sudha Naik in case No. 

3/2959/2014 with them.  

 

2. According to the appellant the said was not furnished to him as per 

his requirement as such appellant after exhausting his 1st remedy 

under section 19 (1) of Right To Information Act (RTI Act) 

approached this Commission by way of 2nd Appeal under section 

19(3) of RTI Act with prayer for directions as against Respondent No. 

1 PIO for furnishing required documents to him as sought by him 

vide his application filed under section 6(1) of RTI Act. 
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3. In pursuant to the notice of this Commission, the Appellant appeared 

in person. Respondent No. 1, PIO was represented by PIO Shri Siddhi 

Vinayak Naik. 
 

4. It was contention of Respondent No. 1 PIO that in pursuant to their 

various intimation letters, the appellant had collected the information 

on 11/08/2016. However according to appellant, complete 

information was not provided as such. The PIO again showed his 

willingness to furnish him the required documents and accordingly 

same was furnished to the appellant on 06/03/2017. The Respondent 

PIO also submitted that besides the above documents, there are no 

any other documents available in their records. 
 

5. Appellant on going through the said reply and information submitted 

that with this information, his application dated 01/02/2016 filed 

under section 6(1) of the RTI Act, stands fully replied and he is 

satisfied with the information provided to him as such he doesnot 

insist  on penal provisions and doesnot desire to proceed with the 

appeal.  
 

6. Since information have been received by appellant as per his 

requirement and inview of the submissions made by appellant, 

nothing survives to be decided in present appeal. 

 

7. Appeal stands disposed accordingly proceedings stands closed. 

  Notify the parties.  

Authenticated copies of the Order should be given to the parties free 

of cost. 

Aggrieved party if any may move against this order by way of a Writ 

Petition as no further Appeal is provided against this order under the Right 

to Information Act 2005. 

 

Pronounced in the open court. 

               Sd/- 

(Pratima K. Vernekar) 
      State Information Commissioner 
           Goa State Information Commission, 
             Panaji-Goa 

 

 


