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S [ PREAMBLE

1 A copy of this order s provided free of cost 1o the person to whiom it is issued.

2. An Appeal against this order shall fie with the Central Information Commission. the
Second Appellate Authority, CIC Bhawan, Baba Gangnath Marg, Munirka, New
Dielhi-1 10067,

Fax: 26186330 Helpline No. 011-26183053  Email: fdesk-cici:gov. in

3 A Appeal 1o this order may be preferred within 90 days from the duse of receip of
this order ws provided i RT1 Act 2005,
4. For further informution regarding procedure of appeals, please visit hiip: cicgov.in

Sub: Online RT1 Appeal Mo, DGVAL A'E 2400002 dated 29.04.2024 filed by

- ander Section 19 1) of the Right 10 Information Act
20M15 agasingt the CPIOs Onder 29.04.2024 - reg.

BRIEF FACTS OF THE CASE

iheramatier referred o as “the
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Appellam”) s fled an enline BT1 Appeal So, DOVAL AE 2400002 dited 29
o the K11 poral. hus filed the appeal under the provissons of Section
1901} of the Right w Informition Act, 2005 against the decision of Centrsl Public

ion  Officer  (hercinafier refered W as the CPIOT)  wherelW  the

on/d il d wide  RTI Request  Registration | Ha
DEVALREZ400007 dated 25.04.2024 was not provided since the BT poral onwhich
the said K11 application was filed by Appellant wis not meant fuor filing K11 appligation
Tor iformanion sought which pertains o Stk Government, henee the same was relumed

to appedlant,

& The Appelia hid filed an online 1011 Request beuring Registrtion No.
DGVALR/E 2400007 dated  25.04.2024, seeking informution under the Right 1o
Infomiation Act 2005, which is reproduced below:

“We arv a rice il constinuted a5 privare - limised company segisrered dicer
Campanics Acr. We it o pavehase wgricmlteal fund for-the purpose of growing paddy in
divg e af aoe contpan But ndartumatels wheniver we apmch Bisteicr Regivmar for
Gt Faluation of any sgeicalmeal fad which we fimend o pueclase i the aame af our
o, the propesved e v chainged fonr Ageicaltire! o Industeial by Reglbavar
althengh we declare that we will wve the said land fov: agriculmre citing reason that o
private fioited company cannot punchase an agricuferal fand with proposed wge ay

agricitliere. This vevdts in significant increase in the Gove Valition we are forced e pay.
S, wie warnet fo knierw' (F ax @ vice weill and  privase limired compasny are swe ctinked
s proechgee ageeicndirad S ox vl af Agriciltired Lind or wot when we diclang thar
v veill e shee sariel ol el fiw agreicudoune, Fuerher i fuform vow i oue Memeoratdin
e Awticles of Avsociarion allow uy to di cuftivation
e are wwaiting vewr reply. ™

S It ts observed that had sought the information repsifding
valuatbon method of land meant for agricultural’ indusirial purpese by Distriet HWWT’ in
the state of West Bengal, The CPIO through BT Ponal held and informed the appeltam on
20.44.2024 as follows:

= mentioncd i the guideliney for wie of this portal, this facdine i wor avallebie
for filing RTT applications fir the public authoritics inder e State Governments.
Since worr RT] application is meant for o pblic authorine ander the Stee
Govermment Le. West Bengal, the v i venmed herewtolr. Yo way file the same
e the concerned public ety under the State Govermme,

4. On being aggrieved. the Appellont filed the insant RTT Appeal No.
DGVAL AVE24 002 duted 29,04.2024 on the BT partal mentioning in the column
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“Growds for Appent™  Privided Incomplere, Misleading ov False Information”,  The
Text of RT1 First Appeal is reproduced below:

“ltiongh we wanted inf i grengral i ! withr
any Stove Awtharine hut the guestion way by passed mensioning St tie RTT should be filed
with Wesr Bengal Snwe Gove, We wane w know the faw in geseral withmn being: stare
specific, So, please go throgh per RET Request amd provide appropriate answer as per law
which is applicahle to every pve Iid, company i the omutey, ©

5 s observed from the sext of KT appeal that the Appeilant wanied information in
general regarding valuition of kind i vanions stales. 1t appenrs that the appellant was ol
knowing the function of this office i.e. Directorie General of Valuation, CBIC which falls
under the Ministry of Fimanee, Contral Board of Indirect Taxes & Customs (CBIC) which
dues gt deal with valuation of lind, The madn functions of Directonste General of
Valusition is 1o assist Central Board of Indirect Tases & Customs (CBIC) in policy mutters
vonceming. Customs Valuation, providing guidance 1o field formations for checking
undervalmtion  over valustion of imporied or export gouods s as e prevent. leakage of
Customs revene. coondinating Customs valuation matters with relovant intermutional
preantzations and other sources abrosd et

. Phe Appellant was intimated through BTT pertal on 02052024 to appear beforg the
First Appellate Authority for the Personal Hearing on 07052024 a1 12,00 M

vide email dated 07052024 infurmed that e doesn'l want 1o lake personal
hearing wnd take decision a3 per available informmion.

i I N OAND FINDIN
% I hive carcfully gome through the Appeal dated 29.04,2024 filed by the Appellam
Vi, . on the RTL poral undier Seetion 19011 of the Right we Information

Act, 2005, submisstons made in respeet of Pérsonal Hearing ond all the relevant documents
and proviskons of the Right o Information Act 2005,

H1 0 find that the original application e RTI Registnion No. DGVAL R/E24:00007
dated 25.04.2024 was filed by the Appellant seeking the following information ;

"We e o rice ol constinmed oy private Nited company registened ioder
Compaties der. We want w0 purchase agricaltural land for the purpose of growing paddy in
e e ef our company. But eiforteiely whenever we apprnach Diserict. Registear for
ot Valwattan of aire agetcudnivad Tand whicll ve bitead o gaovhase e the name af our
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vompany. the peepased e i chaieged frion Agriceltionl to fndsirial by R'#r.ﬂhir
althogh we declare that we will wse tine said lond for agriculimee eiing rece thar o
private Mmited company cannot puochase o ageicafmend Tand wish proposed gise ay
agrienltnre, Tliv véedee in signifieant ingrease in she oy Vadution we ore fiveed ﬁpm

Sev, v st fo ke i us a rice il ad o privete limited congrane ue we goniiod
1o pravch ieralturad fornd as vl af Agricnlnral fand or nor when nl’dnﬁ'i‘;w it
we will wse the said fand only for agriculame, Fuetler fo jyfoenr vo that e Memanainlum
and Articles of Association allmw ux o deo cultivation.

W are awuriting veurr reply,

Bl Thee CPIO through RTT Portal held amd informed the appellant on 29,04, 3024 ax
follows:

"l mencdenred in the gridedives for woe of thiv povial. this ficilin o o e
o filing RTY applications for the public thorities suder the Srate Gnl‘nﬁuﬂm.
Since wore RTD applicarien & meant for o public achovite snder th Seane
Govermmrent g, West Bengal, the same is retiraed herewith, Yo may file the same
hefare the concerned public authorine under the Siie Govermmens, ™

Henee, the only issue before me is 1o decide whether the CPIO had ded

I leading or false Information 1o Appeliant s cluimed by Appellant fi his
Appeal dated 29.04.3024.

83 | firnd thay the CMO, indeed, had not provided any information w Appellant iﬁﬂw
infamuation called for was not availible in Dirsctorme General of Valuation, CBIC hence
cunnot b claimed by Appellant thut the CPIO had provided incomplete, sisleding of false
infurmurion. As explained ot Para 3 above, Director General of Viluation, CBIC ;bne'; mal
deal with the valuation of land. Further, CPIO had also advised the Appellant 10 filé his
RTH application before the concemed public authority under the Stie Covernment. Furiher,
% per the provisions of OM N, 10020200811 daed 12th June, 2008, if any i i
witich is the concem of a public authority under any Sute Government, the CPEO recaiving
the applivation should infonm the applicant that the informumion may be had from the
coneerned Stre Government. The exirer of the said provision is re-produced below: -

I a prersos makies an gpypdicarion to o peblic quelorite for some infecmation which

ix the comcern of o public mathorice wnder any Sare Government or the L}M
F
|

Territowy Admdnistradion. the Cemral Pabllc Information Officer $CPIOY of ihe
ahlie A VRt icantiont shoeled fafivem the appficam that)
infrmmrtion mi' be had fone the concerned State Governurent UT ddminisragion,
Application. in such @ cave, seed nor by mansfernad o the Stae Governmentld T
Achursstsrvarion, "'

BU T
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84 In view BT abave, | found thut CPIO hus correctly retumed back the original RT1
application to appellont with an advice w file the said RTT applicaion before the concerned
public authority under the State Government. Hence, | am of the opinkon that the CPIO had
nok provided incomplete, misleading or fabse Information o Appellant as claimed by
Appellant i his Appeal dated 29.04.2024,

9. In view of the above discussion, | pass the following Order @
ORDER

1 hobd that the CPIO had not provided § ! isleading or false | ion 1o

Appellant and hus further correctly advised the Appellant 1o file the BT application before
e concermed public wunbority ander the Stie Government of West Bengil

The Appeal is disposed of accondingly.
Signed by
Manisha Satish Dhurat
Date: 10-05-2024 12:42:10

{ Smi. M.S. Dhurat )
Additional Commissioner snd First Appellate Auhority



