
BEFORE THE GOA STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION
Kamat Towers, Seventh FIoor, patto plaza, panaji Goa

Website:wnw.gsic.goa.gov.in Email:spio-gsic.gou6oi".io
Tel Nos. 0832- 2437 208, 2437 BB0

Mr. Pravin R. Misal,
H.No. 9, Dudhal Kalay,
Sanguem-Goa 403704.

v/s

Mrs. Sunanda U. Sawant,
Assistant Registrar (Admn. NT),
State The Public Information Officer,
Goa University, Taleigao-Goa.

Appear No.8e/2023lS CtCf 6as

........Appellant

........Respondent

To,

1)lr4r. Pravin R. Misal,
H.No. 9, Dudhal Kalay,
Sanguem-Goa 403704.

-z\flrs. 
Sunanda U. Sawant,

/ Assistant Registrar (Admn. NT),
State The Public Information Officer,
Goa University, Taleigao-Goa.

Whereas the Appellant above named has filed to this Commission the above
Appeal No. 89/2023lSClC under Right to Information A ct, 2005.

And whereas, the above matter came up for hearing before this commission
(Coram: Aravind KumarH. Nair) on 16/12/2024;

,
And upon hearing both the parties, this Commission has passed the Order and an

authenticated copy ofwhich is enclosed herewith for necessary action.

Given under my hand and seal on this day of lgft December 2024.

\

Authenticated Order copy.

(aiits.xairf
Under Secretary cum Registrar, GSIC

gh''rr/



1

rl
GOA STATE INFORMATION CGMMISSION

'd;;;;;;i,i st"ntn Floor' Patto' Panaji-Goa

Tel No. 0832-24 37 88o l24372}gemail: spig-osic'ooa@nic'in

website:www'9sic'9oa'gov'in

Mr. Pravin R. Misal,

H.No. 9, Dudhal KalaY,

Sanguem-Goa 403704'

V/S

Mrs. Sunanda U. Sawant,

Assistant Registrar (Admn' NT),

Siate fne Public Information Officer'

Goa UniversitY, Taleigao-Goa'

Appeal No. 89/2023/SCIC

. 
..."..'APPellant

Respondent

Shri'AravindKumarH.Nair-StateChieflnformationCommissioner

1. The RTI appticant vide RTI application dated 14/1U2022 sought

the fotlowing information from the PIO' Goa University'

*1) Ceftified copies of increments and the Dearness allowances given to all

contractual emptoyees for the period from 01/04/2015 titl Nov' 14' 2022'

2) Information of tobl number of contndual statr (non'teaching) employees

for atl posts as per vacancies advertised by Goa tlniversity from time to time

on a contractual basis period from 01'01-2015 to Nov' 2022 (designations-

strength).

3) Ceftified copies of all minutes of Executive Council Meeting held over

subjectofincrement/givingDearnessAllowancestoallcontractualstafffrom

01/01/2015 to November 2022'

4) Certified copies of reasons for not giving Dearness Allowances to all

contractuar staff emproyed in Goa unive$ity from 01/0r/20rs to November

I

- l4-Ll'2022

- t6-12-2021



/

/ 5) Insp$tion of att docunenb 111f5, notings, conespndence and minutes of

the Eyecutive Council Mtrting on the above asked information'"

2. The PIO, Mrs. Sunanda U. Sawant (Asst' Registrar/Admn-NT) vide

letter dated 211L212022 replied as under:-

"Query No 1 & 2 - The PIO is reguitd b suppty the naErial in the fdns as

held by the pubtic authow and i5 not required to do tesearch on behalf of the

citizens b dduce anything fron tle materiat and then supply to hin as per

office Menonndum No. 11/22N8'IR isst@d by dE Govt' of India datd

10/07/2008.

Query No. 3 ' Not available

Query No, 4 ' The information sugt't in the fom of reasons annot be

created which is hetd inadmissibte for being providd'

Query No, 5 ' You are permitad b insp& reld peftining b information

askd."

3. The applicant preferred first appeal dataioltztzoz2 before the

First Appellate Authority (FM) on the ground of non-receipt of

information and not allowing inspstion of files pertaining to his RTI

application. It is a fact that the RTI applicant didnt receive any

reply/information from the PIO till his first appeal dated 2011212022

as the PlO's'reply is dated 2lltzl2022'

4, In his first appeal Appellant's prayers are furnishing the information

free of cost and impose fine on erring officers including PIo'

5.TheFAAheardthematteronzoloLlzoz3whereinRespondentPlo

agreed to furnish information with regards to point No' 1 and 2 and

to provide certified copies of the minutes of the Executive Council

Meeting, as menuoned' With regards to information sought at

point No. 4, FAA informed that Respondent PIO is not the

competent Authority to provide the information sought and hence it

was not provided, As requested by the Appellant at point No' 5' the

FAA permitted the Appellant to inspect the relevant records with
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prior appointment with Respondent PIO' The first appeal was

disposed accordingly by the FAA on 2010712023'

6. In pursuance of this order dated 2U0U2023 of the FAA' the

Respondent PIO vide letter dated l3lozl2o23 furnished reply/

informationtotheRTlapplicantbesidesallowinghimtoinspectthe

available files regarding appointment of contractual staff on

2UOZ;2O23. However, information pertaining to point No' 1 was

-mentionedasNlL,inspiteofPloagreeingtoprovideduringthe
hearing held bY the FAA'

T.TheAppellantfiledsecondappealdatedogto3lzoz3beforethe
J commission praying for i) directions to the Respondent PIO to

furnish information f'o of /jo't ii) inryse penay on the PIO for

denying ile infornation and iil @mpenfition as demd fit for

harassment and detriment aused to the Appllant'

8. Partles were notified and hearing started from 26104/2023 and the

Advocate appeared on behalf of the PIO sought time to file reply'

9. During the hedring on the appeal on 10/07/2023' Adv' A' Asni

appeared on behalf of the Respondent t' O]",:1::iT:::
.;;t;r" ;rpellant' The Respondent submitted that there was

neither denial of information nor rejection of prayer for inspection

of files, as alleged by the Appellant' Moreover' the Appellant filed

his first appeal dald2vltzt2o22 without inspecting the concerned

files which was allowed bY the PIO'

10. ResPondent further

FAA have been comPlied

Provided to the Appellant'

submitted that instructions given by the

and the available information has been
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11. Since information pertaining to point No. 1 of the RTI

application was not furnished, the Commission on L110812023

directed the advocate for PIO to first comply with the order of the

FM. Accordingly, on the next hearing (0710912023), advocate

appeared on behalf of the PIO and furnished bunch bf documents

to the Appellant and submitted that PIO has furnished all the

available information to the Appellant, who sought time to

scrutinise the documents.

L2. In his rejoinder dated 18/10/2023, Appellant submitted that

Respondent PIO has given incomplete information in terms of

Dearness Allowances (financial year-wise) as per RTI application.

dnce, directions be issued to the Respondent PIO to provlde

complete information in Dearness Allowances for the financial year

20L7 ta 2022. Appellant in his rejoinder requested for following

additional information also: -

a) OIYGU Admn(MD lDwN337 120221712.

b) Order copy of Finance Dept. of Goa Government pertaining to Dearness

Allowance.

c) Advertisement of Junior Engineer and Library Assistant.

13. However, ReFpondent PIO in her sur-rejoinder objected the

Appellant's move to expand the scope of his appeal at this stage.

14. Appellant was found absent in the subsequent few hearings

and giving last opportunity, Appellant was asked to remain present

in person for the next hearing and file his submission, if any, to the

sur-rejoinder filed by the Respondent PIO. Appellant did not turn

up on 19/1U2024 also and giving another opportunity to the

Appellant, Commission fixed matter for o'det on L61L212024.

15. When the matter fixed for order today i.e. L611212024,

Appellant and advocate for Respondent appeared. When advocate

for Respondent PIO submitbed that the Appellant in his rejoinder
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pointed out that the Respondent has not furnished flnancial year

wise details of DA but the same (from 2016 to 2022 as requested

by the Appellant) was duly furnished to the Appellant. Perusal of

this records by the commission revealed that Appellant has been

provided the said information by the PIO. At this point, Appellant

stated that he had lost the entire file containing information/

documentswithregardstoAppealNo.Bg/2023andtheadvocate

for Respondent made a plea before the Commission that

negligence of the Appellant be noted by the Hon'ble Commission'

16. The Commission directed to provide the same bunch of

documents to the Appellant and he was directed to give written

submissionaboutthereceiptofthedocumentsincludingDArelated

documents for the financial year 2016 to 2022'

L7. Accordingly, Appellant submifted a written submission dated

t6l12l2l24and requested to dispose the matter'

DECISION

WiththeRespondentPlofurnishingalltheinformation/documents

to the Appellant,and the Appellant submitting a written request to

dispose the appeal as he received the information sought under RTI

application, the mattef stands disposed'

. Proceeding closed'

o Pronounced in oPen coutt'

. NotifY the Pafties'
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(Aravind f\ar H' Nair)

State Chiei Informatioil Commissioner

r
t.

! lr.d,)f 1


