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GOODS & SERVICES TAX COMMISSIONERATE
F-BLOCK, RISHI NAGAR, LUDHIANA

i C.No.: IV(16)Hqrs/Tech/LDH iR'l‘lAppcnl_!E(%/ | Dﬂled:-'}f.OB.ZOI?
& 91 b-4d
g Order-in-Appeal No. : @R/RTI/GS|r/Ldh/17

(An appeal against this order lies to the Central Information Commission, '
Block No. 5 (5% Floor), Old JNU Campus, New Delhi. This copy is issued to the -
individual for his/her personal use free of cost. The person feeling aggrieved with ;
this order can file appeal to the Appellate Authority within 90 days of the receipt of

this order)
Brief Facts: '

O . SRR, (1 creinafter referred to as “the appellant”),
vide his RTI application Ref. No. Nil dated 03.04,2017, addressed to the Central Public
Information Officer, Central Excise Commissionerate, Ludhiana (hereinafter referred to as “the .

CPIO"), received in this office on 05.04.2017 (in receipt section), under the Right to Information
Act, 2005 (hereinafter referred to as “the Act”), had desired certain information.

That the CPIO vide his letter C.No. IV (16) Hgrs/ Tech/ RTI/ LdHiEEENE 2017/

2579 dated 05.05.2017 had not supplied/provided the information sought by the applicant in

r/o Point No.1 as the Adjudication Authority, final order number and date of order was not
specified in the RTI application. Further the Point No.2 was fejected holding that information -

does not fall under the definition of “information” as per sectigpn 2(f) of the RTl Act, 2005. H

The Appellant, being not satisfied, filed First appeal dated 08.05.2017 with the 1st i

Appellate Authority (received on 09.05.2017).
Erom the facts available on records, the appeal was disposed of in the following manner:

1. The CPIO was directed to supply the information. However it was directed that if the
information pertains to Third parties then the CPIO should follow the provisions of Section 11 of
the RTI Act’2005 while supplying the requested information to the appellant within 10 days of

receipt of that order.,
2&3. Not applicable, as directions were issued to the CPIO.for supply the information

as above in Point No.1.
It is found that the RTI application dated 03/04/2017 was received in the office of the

4,
CPIO on 07/04/2017(photo copy of RTI application dated 03/04/2017 marked to RTI section
was enclosed ) and it was replied on 04/05/2017 by the CPIO, therefore, reply of the RTI
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The Appellant, being not satisfled with the repl
flled appeal vide Ref. No. RTI/09/2017 dated 21,
being disposed off vide the present order,

¥ of CPIO dated 07.07,201 1, has zyain
07.2017 (received on 24.01.2017) which i3
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2. Grounds of Appeal;

The  appellant alleged  that  the cp vide  his  letter  Cpo,

lV{iGJqus/Tech/HTl/Ld_ml7/4983 dated 07.070017 had supplied the cogies of
Orders-in-Original and not Latest/Final Orders issued by CESTAT and the said Jetter 3% signed in
back date and demanded penalty for delay @ Rs. 250/- per day.

3. Reply to the Notice:

A notice vide C.No.IV(16) Hgrs/ Tech/RTI Appeal/Ldh/ D, 20175275
dated 02.08.2017 was issued to the CPIO, Goods & Services Tax Commissionerate- Ludhiznz for

oroviding comments on the appeal filed by the appellant. The CPIO vide his letter C.No. 1Y (18)
1qrs/ Tech/ RTI/ Ldh/ (RSN, 2017/6981 dated 28.02.2017 hzs replied 1o the notice

s under:-

As the reply dated 07.07.2017 to the appellant, in response to O--A dg’:’fd
08.06.2017, was based on the information provided by the Rewev{ B.'an'fh, ag:;:n
comments on the appeal dated 21.07.2017 were cal{ed for from the 'HE"IIEW Brcn:.!? r;z
letter dated 09.08.2017. The Review Branch submitted the following comments vide

letter dated 21.08.2017:

-that as per records of this office, in the casq of M/s Yashpaul Hosiery, Ludhionag,
inst the O-in-O No. 41/AC/Ldh-1ll/04 dated 16.08.2004 t{ie depz:rm'.‘rient filed @n
i’ albefore the Commissioner (A). The Commissioner (A) vide Order-in-Appeal No.
;ng/fCE/AppMdh/OS dated 17.06.2005 dismissed the appeal of the !;epa;@;nt’.: F;rtﬂegr
Tribunal, the Hon’ble Tribunal vide F. O. No.
artment preferred an appeal before unal, :
.:g;;’f?‘??--SM{BR} dated 2.08.07(Copy enclosed) dismissed the appeal of the Department.
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4, Discussion and Findings:
—===5210N and Findings:

I have carefully examined the appeal filed by the Appellant, the reply of the CPIO, his
reply to the notice and relevant provisions of the Act. Comments on the appeal filed by the
Appellant was sought from the CPIO- Ludhiana and reply was received from CPIO vide his office
letter C.No. 1V(16)Hqrs/Tech/RTi/Ldh/EY2017/6981 dated 28.08.2017 (received on
29.08.2017). Therefore, as provided under the provisions of sub-section (6) of Section 19 of

the Act this order is being passed.

From the facts available on records, | have observeld that"the -ax.lpellant l?as fﬂed aPP:a' i
for non-supply of information. | find that from the perusal o.f original ap:phcata:zt:::ihe
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CESTAT. Now from the perusal of Appeal date .e H oile CESTAT b the casn oF
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Order:

(i) In view of above, the appeal of the appellant s disposed of, accordingly.

&/‘W

i
: (Shweta Bector, IRS)
) ™ Appellate Authority (RTI) -
@‘)c.. GST Commisslonerate, Ludhlana,

Speed Post/copy to:- _ . .
1.5h.

- Lydhiana
2. The CPIO(RTI),Goods & Services Tax Commisslonerate- L
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An Independent, non-political, non-profit & vol isati 10N pro

; dent, 1 untary organisation for ventilating comon problems of th

.;*'tﬂe&ﬂi;lhts.lr\‘rric:]cllin?J I:I"l::l iorrupﬂon, blpck-markgﬂng, adulteraton, drug-addiction, gowryegssgr:lhg pt:gsllde‘for gafeguard 7 _lheir

poor & deserving public. An organisation committed to serve the Nation & extends service to Govtp in m:igtair:iﬁgl-?:gal s toI i8
: i ommuna

pemce & Harmony, National Unity & Integrity.

process and as per Sub-section (h) of

“In this regard, investigation in this case is still under
Section 8(1) of the RTI Act, the same cannot be provided.”

The Appellant, being not satisfied, has filed First appeal I(:receivcd on 03.07.20]7).
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