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PREAMBLE

This order is granted free of charge for the private use of the person to whom it is
issued.

This order is being passed under Section 19 on the basis of appeal filed under
Section 19(1) of the Right to Information Act, 2005 (here-in-after referred as the
‘Act’).

In case appellant is aggrieved by this order, he/she may file an appeal before the
Chief Information Commissioner, 2"% Floor, B-Wing, August Kranti Bhawan,
Bhikaji Kama Place, New Delhi-110066. The appeal shall be filed as per the
Central Information Commission (Appellate Procedure) Rules, 2005.
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Brief Facts of the case:

Shri Kartik Singh Rajput of Shahpura Bhitoni, Distt- Jabalpur (here-in-after
referred to as the ‘appellant) filed an appeal dated 24.08.2019 before the Appellate
Authority under RTI Act, 2005 against Order/C.No.GST/Div;lH/RTI/O1/2019-20/1661
dated 22.08.2019 passed by the CPIO/Assistant Commissioner, CGST & Central

Excise, Division-Ill, Bhopal on RTI application dated 19.08.2019.

Division-lII, Bhopal had

2. CPI0O/Assistant Commissioner, CGST & Central Excise,
llant had sought for the

received the RTI Application dated 21 108.2019 in which the appée
following information:

i) Details of actions taken under sub-section 1 of section 122 of the GST Act

in Madhya Pradesh detailing the firm-wise fines/penalty. :
i) Details of proceedings and penalty/penalties taken by the Anti-Tax

Aviation Beauro in Madhya Pradesh.

on dated 19.08.2019, CPIO/Assistant

3. In response to above mentioned applicati
d Order/reply dated

Commissioner, CGST & Central Excise, Division-llI, Bhopal passe
22.08.2019 under C.No. GST/Div-II/RTI/01/2019-20/1661.

4. Aggrieved by the said order passed by the CPIO/Assistant Commissioner CGST
& Central Excise, Division-lll, Bhopal, the appellant has preferred the instant appeal

stating the following grounds of appeal:
Refused access to Information Requested

Be On being asked, the CPIO/Assistant Commissioner, CGST & Central Excise,
Division-lIl, Bhopal has submitted comments on the appeal.

Record of Personal Hearing:

6. The applicant was given opportunity of personal hearing on 09.09.2019 in which
the appellant was not present. Further, no comments have been received.

Discussion and Finding:

76 | have carefully examined the issue, gone through the facts of the case and the
comments provided by the CPIO.

8. The appellant had filed RTI application which has been decided by order/letter
dt22.08.2019 under F.No. GST/Div-lll/RTI/01/2019-20 by the CPIO/Assistant
Commissioner, CGST & Central Excise Division llI Bhopal as follows:-
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9. In this regard, | observed that the Information Commissioner in Appeal No.CIC/
SBJ/A/2016/001025/CBECE-BJ has passed order dated 03.03.2017 which reads as

follows:-

“At the outset the Commission observed that under the provisions of the RTI {‘Ct, 20'05: only
such information as is available and existing and held by the public authority ‘or is unc-ier
control of the public authority can be provided. The PIO is not supposed to creat.e /nformatl?n
that is not a part of the record. He is also not required to interpret information or furnish
replies to hypothetical questions. Similarly, redressal of grievance, reasons fo" non
compliance of rules/contesting the actions of the respondent public authority are outside the
purview of the Act.”

: This order is relevant to the instant case as the CPIO has informed thgt the
information is not available with him. Therefore the question of providing information to
which the CPIO himself does not have access cannot arise at all.

10. In view of the above, | hold that the CPIO/ Assistant Commissioner, Division —llI,
Bhopal has passed the correct order.

ORDER
145 | hold that the order of CPIO needs no interference.

12. The appeal dated 24.08.2019 is accordingly disposed off.
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Shri kartik Singh Rajpoot,
H.No. 61, Ward No. 11,
Shahpura Bhitoni,
Distt.- Jabalpur.

Copy to:
1k The CPIO/Assistant Commissioner, CGST & Central Excise, Division-III,

Bhopal for information.
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