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Relevant Facts emerging from the Appeal:
Appellant



:      Mr. Abdul Rashid Hanjura                                                              
                                                                   Social Activist
                                                                   C/o PO Box 70 GPO
                                                                   Srinagar- 190001, J & K                                                                                                
Respondent 
   

                   Mr. Vivek Jeph





       PIO & Under Secretary (HAJ)
                                                                   Ministry of External Affairs




                   RTI Cell, Jawahar Lal Nehru Bhawan

                                                                   New Delhi
RTI application filled on                  :                 10/11/2011      
PIO replied



:
      04/01/2012
First appeal filed on


:
      26/01/2012
First Appellate Authority order
:
      23/02/2012
Second Appeal received on

:
      22/03/2012
The Appellant had sought information regarding the Haj Goodwill Delegation and the procedures to get nomitated for that.
	Sl.
	Information Sought

	1.
	That Govt. of India is deputing a good-will delegation of Haj to Saudi Arabia each year since 1965 to counter Pakistan Delegation and it is said that in the delegation the eminent lawyers and social workers are also included each year but it was experienced by me for the last years that only  only those persons are included in the delegation who have political background and who have at the back recommendation of any political stalwart.I am not linked with any local or national political party, but I am a lawyer with 30 year’s practice at bar, presently , President Bar Association and am a social activist associated with diferent social and national voluntary organisation with 28 year’s service. In the field of social service.I applied one year before to PMO office and Ministry of Foreign Affairs for inclusion in the delegation but no reply was given to me.This year I submitted application to Mr. Rahul Gandhi, General Secretary Congress through Haseeb Anwar, PRO J & K But till date I have not received any reply. What is the reason behind this, why only those persons are selected who have political background. Give the detail of this year delegation wherein it isstated that what are the reasons behind the person who have been nominated to Haj Delegation on State Ex chaquer? This year four persons from J&K have been nominated in good-will delegation, all the four are politicians from J&K. Why not those who are eminent social worker but not political activists. Give detail why I am not qualified for Haj delegation?

	2.
	That in term of central Haj Committee Act, the persons from law and social service will also be nominated to central Haj committee and I have applied to the MEA & PMO with my biodata with the request that I may be appointed to the CHC being a senior advocate and social worker in year 2010 but no reply was given to me.Although I have worked as a menber of haj Committee of J&K.Give me reasons of my rejection and tell me whether I am entitled to become member of CHC in the year 2013? 

	3.
	That out of more than 40,000 private tour Haj quota only 513 visas were given to J&K state private tour operators when state of J&K is entitled for 3.000 Haj quotaunder PTO category.Its a fact that PTOs in kashmir are not so rich that they can deposit 10 lacs as a bank gaurantee, it was easy for them to arrange 2 lacs rupees prviously but now it is enhanced.Why small PTO of kashmir are not encouraged in thi9s behalf in order to have more quota in private operation in kashmir.This year a PTO Hajeej although not registerd with ministry received crores  .of rupees from pilgrimage but couldn’t arrange the Haj seats.No regulation is in the state from Gov for PIOs, with the result the pilgrimage are cheated.How the ministry will deal with this situation in future. Give details.

	4.
	What are the reasons and why such favour Haj Affairs should have been very transparent because it is a serious issue? Give details of 2012 Haj policy of Gov.


Reply of the Public Information Officer (PIO):

Not enclosed. 
Grounds for the First Appeal:
 Unsatisfactory reply by PIO.
Order of the First Appellate Authority (FAA):
FAA said that the Information sought regarding Haj Goodwill Delegation from point I to 7:

Govt. of India, Ministry of External Affairs sends Haj Goodwill Delegation to Saudi Arabia during Haj season. This delegation includes eminent Muslim personalities such as union ministers, M.Ps., M.L.As etc. Many persons send recommendations for their inclusion in the delegation but Strength of Haj Goodwill Delegation varies from 20 to 35. Hence, the number of delegates is limited. The composition and size of Haj Goodwill Delegation is determined at the highest level and with the approval of Prime Minister, it is finalized.
Relevant Facts emerging during Hearing:

The following were present

Appellant: Absent;  

Respondent: Mr. P. Roychaudhuri, Advocate alongwith Mr. Moin Akhtar, Attache(HAJ) on behalf of 

          Mr. Vivek Jeph, PIO & US (HAJ);
                The Appellant’s various queries are basically seeking to understand the criteria by which the Haj Delegation is selected. This is information which should ideally be disclosed suo-moto as per the provisions of Section 4(1)(b)(xiii) of the RTI Act. The Respondent states that the information is not with MEA and the delegation is selected by the Prime Minister’s Office (PMO). The Commission directs the PIO to send this order to the PIO of PMO. 
Decision:

The Appeal is allowed. 

The Commission directs the PIO of Prime Minister’s Office to ensure that the process of selection of Haj Goodwill Delegation and the names of the members are displayed on the website of the PMO.  

This order is being given by the Commission under its powers under Section 19(8)(a) of the RTI Act. This is a requirement of Section 4 of the RTI Act. It would ensure the above information is updated every year.  

This decision is announced in open chamber.

Notice of this decision be given free of cost to the parties.

Any information in compliance with this Order will be provided free of cost as per Section 7(6) of RTI Act.  
Shailesh Gandhi

                                                                                       Information Commissioner

08 May 2012

 (In any correspondence on this decision, mention the complete decision number.)(SS)
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