r’ ")

Mihel B(3) fapib o ERCuSN  BEANIGEIGM ol mRemsjioiod ﬁmw

aflod @andilige oympm paeEmiol mRcodas dEge Eeos N EseArRmEEE) ?

s T D o D TTY 0 il ) e oY bl e a5 3] et e
P ORI AT Bl U AT CFRHEE I D00 o O el R Tl i i R i T )

3. It appears that the Appellant had sought a number of information from
the Ministry of Law and Justice. The CPIO of that ministry, while providing
some of the information, had transferred one of his queres 1o the CPIO of the
High Count of Gujaral. Thereafter, the High Court informed the Appellant to
deposit the application fee of Rs. 50 before the CPIO could respond to him, that

being the fee prescribed by the Gujarat High Court. The Appellant h
complained that the High Court could not have asked hi iti
applicanon fee since he had already deposi e applicahon fee wi e

Minisfry of Caw and Jusfice earlier. On the other hand, the Respondent arqued
that n.;|e BIAN) of the Gujarat Hiﬁh Court(Right to Information) Rules 2005
prescribed an application fee of Hs. 50 for providing any information and,
therefore, they would not consider the request for information received by them

on transter as a valid request without the prescribed application fee. He offered
that instead of Rs. 50, the Appellant could deposit Rs. 40 since he had already

paid Rs. 10 in the Ministry of Law and Justice.
4. We carefullv considered the facts of the case. The Right to Information
ATl Act ilself 5 not clearl e if a public authority receiving an RTI

ge_alre paid by the information seeker. Even if it Is
e sake of argument thal il could, in this case, the cost of

comrespondence with the information seeker to begin with and the cost of going
through the entire appellale process as is being done now would be far more
expensive than the Rs. 50 application fee which the CPIO is demanding now.
While technically, the CPIO may not be wrong, to save further time and money,
probably, it would have been far better if he had considered the request and
provided the information, in case, it is not exempted otherwise.
5. We would like to direct the CPIO to do so now and provide the
information to the Apoellant or pass a speakina order. in case he decides not to
disclose any information, within 10 working days of receiving this order instead
of insisting on depositing of the application fee.
B. The appeal is disposed of accordingly.
7. Copies of this order be given free of cost to the parties.
(Satyananda Mishra)

Chief Information Commissioner




