CENTRAL INFORMATION COMMISSION

Club Building, Opposite Ber Sarai Market,

Old JNU Campus, New Delhi - 110067.

Tel: +91-11-26161796

Decision No. CIC/SG/C/2011/001274/17023
Complaint No. CIC/SG/C/2011/001274
Complainant




:
Mr. Khalid Mundappilly,

Social, Human Rights & R.T.I. Activist, 
Mundappilly House,

Edayappuram-North end, 
Aluva P.O. Pin 683101
Respondent 



 
 : 
Mr. Manish Chauhan

Public Information Officer  & Director(RTI)

Ministry of External Affairs

2025, “A” Wing, Jawahar Bhawan, 23-D,

Janpath, New Delhi

RTI application filed on


:
17/08/2011
PIO replied

:           19/10/2011 

Complaint filed on



:
21/10/2011
Complaint notice issued on 


:
27/10/2011
Information Sought 
Copies of Bilateral Agreements between Kingdom of Saudi Arabia and Union of India 

Reply of the PIO
No reply

Grounds for Complaint:

Non-receipt of information from the Board. 
Submission received from the PIO:

PIO submitted that “The Applicant filed his RTI application dated l7th   August, 2011 and received in RTI Division on 25 August, 2011 seeking information on Bilateral Agreement between Kingdom of Saudi Arabia and Union of India. Based on the inputs from Attache (Haj) vide their note no. M/Haj/1183/RTI-45/2011 dated 13th October 2011, he has been issued our response no. RTl/551/700/2011 dated 19th October, 2011 informing him that Saudi Authorities have requested to maintain confidentiality of the Bilateral Haj Agreement and therefore, it is not possible for the Ministry to provide copies of the Agreement to you as per Section 8(1)(a) RTI Act, 2005.

 It appears that the applicant has not received the CPIO’s response dated l9th  October, 2011 and he has lodged complaint with the CIC. But, as a mailer of fact, he has been issued our response dated l9° October, 2011. The CPIO’s response to the applicant could be issued on l9 October, 2011 as response from the deemed PlO JS(Gulf/ Haj) could be received on 13th October, 2011 and therefore, the response to the applicant has not been issued within  30 days as per provisions of the RTI Act, 2005, which is regretted.

 A copy of our response dated 19th  October, 2011 is again being sent to the applicant.

Applicant has not filed any first appeal with the first Appellate Authority of the ministry.”
Relevant Facts emerging during Hearing:

The following were present

Complainant: Absent; 
Respondent: Mr. Manish Chauhan, Public Information Officer  & Director(RTI) and Mr. P. 


          Roychaudhuri, Advocate; 

The Complainant had sought copies of Bilateral Agreements between Kingdom of Saudi Arabia and Union of India. The PIO has not disclosed this information on the ground that the Saudi Arabian Government has objected to this and claimed that these are held in confidence. The PIO has therefore claimed exemption under Section 8(1)(f) of the RTI Act which exempts, “information received in confidence from foreign government”. 
Decision:
The Complaint is disposed.

The information sought is exempt under Section 8(1)(f) of the RTI Act. 
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

23 January 2012

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