GOA STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION
AT PANAII

CORAM: Shri. M. S. Keny, State Chief Information Commissioner
Appeal No. 235/SIC/2010

Shri J. T. Shetye,

C/o. Mapusa Jana Jagruti Samiti,

H. No. 35, Ward No. 11,

Khorlim,

Mapusa - Goa Appellant

V/s.

1) Public Information Officer,
Executive Engineer, XVII,
Public Works Department,
Porvorim,
Bardez - Goa Respondent No.1.

2) First Appellate Authority,
Superintending Surveyor of Works,
Public Works Department,
Altinho,
Panaji - Goa Respondent No. 2.

Appellant in person.
Respondent No. 1 in person.

JUDGMENT
(24.05.2011)
1. The Appellant, Shri J. T. Shetye, has filed the present Appeal
praying that Public Information Officer as well as First Appellate
Authority be directed to provide correct information to him free of
cost; that penalty be imposed on the Public Information Officer for
knowingly giving incomplete and misleading information and that

disciplinary action be initiated.

2.  The brief facts leading to the present Appeal are as under:
That the Appellant, vide his application dated 11.08.2010
sought certain information under Right to Information Act, 2005

(R.T.I. Act’ for short) from the Public Information



Officer(PIO)/Respondent No. 1. That the Appellant received
information from the Public Information Officer by letter dated
30.08.2010 which was not to the satisfaction of the Appellant.
Hence, the Appellant preferred Appeal before First Appellate
Authority. By Order dated 23.09.2010 the Appeal was dismissed.
Being aggrieved by the said Order the Appellant has preferred the

present Appeal.

3. In pursuance of notice the Respondents appeared. The
Respondent did not file any reply as such. However, the Respondent
No. 1/Public Information Officer remained present and advanced

arguments.

4.  Heard the Complainant as well as Respondent No. 1.

5. I have carefully gone through the records of the case and also
considered the arguments advanced by the parties. It is seen that
the Appellant sought certain information by his application dated
11.08.2010. The Respondent by letter dated 30.08.2010 furnished
the information. This letter is in time. Being not satisfied the
Appellant preferred the Appeal before the First Appellate
Authority/Respondent No. 2. It is seen that by Order dated
23.09.2010 the Appeal was dismissed,

During the course of arguments Appellant submitted that
correct information has been furnished to him. He is satisfied with

the same and that he has no grievance of any sort.
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5.  Since information has been furnished no intervention of this
Commission is required. Hence, I pass the following Order:
ORDER
No intervention of this Commission is required as information is

already furnished. The Appeal is disposed off.

The Appeal is accordingly disposed off.

Pronounced in the Commission on this 24" day of May, 2011.

Sd/-
(M. S. Keny)
State Chief Information Commissioner



