Freedom of Information Commission
of the State of Connecticut

in the Matter of a Complaint by )

Journal lnquirer, Complainant )  Report of Hearing Officer
against }  Docket #FIC 76-18

State of Connecticut and the ) May 11, 1976

Tax Commissioner of the State of )

Connecticut, Respondents  }

The above captioned matter was heard as a contested case on
March 5, 1976 and April 19, 1976, at which times the complainant
and the respondents appeared and presented testimony, exhibits and
argument on the complaint.

After consideration of the entire record, the foliowing facts are
found: : ,

1. The respondents are public agencies as they are the State of
Connecticut and the Tax Commissioner of the State of Connecticut,
respectively.

Z. On January 30, 1376, the complainant requested of officials in
the State Tax Department that it be provided access to such department's
1ist of sales tax delinqguencies, and specifically the information of the
amount of the delinquency of Motel tnvestors of East Windsor, Inc.

This request was denied at that time.

3. By letter dated February 6, 1876, the present complaint was
brought to this Commission. A copy of the letter of complaint was
sent on the same date to the Bovernor who, in turn, forwarded the
same to the respondent commissioner.

4. The respondents had actual and timely notice of this compiaint.

5. The respondent éommissioner contends that the complainant's
request was in reality a request for & copy of documents and therefore
such request should have been in writing pursuant to 85 of P.A. 75-342,

6. The complainant denies that such request was .for coples of
documents and it is found that the complainant!s request was pursuant
to § 2{a) of P.A. 75-342 which does not require such request to be in
writing.

7. The information requested is maintained by the respondent
commissioner although it Is unclear whether such information is typed,
printed or recorded by any other method, including the use of computers.
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&. The respondent commissioner contends that the information requested
is not included on public records since the documents containing such
information are exempt from disclosure by state statute pursuant to
88 2(s) and (B)(9) of P.A. 75-342. The respondents cite the following
state statutes_as exempting the requested information from public
disclosure: 88 12-15, 12-426{(6), 12-129¢(b), 12-170b, 12-Lh4k, 12-520
and 12-2L40, gen. stats.

9. It is concluded thatnene of the statutes listed In paragraph 8,
above, specifically exempts from disclosure ilstz;of sales tax
delinguencies and the amounts of such delinguencies. In this regard
it should be noted that.$§ 3-7, gen. stats., requires public
disclosure of compromised claims, inciuding tax dellnguencies.

10. 1t is also found that the respondent commissioner adduced no
evidence that any statute listed in paragraph 8, above, exempts from
disclosure the specific infermation requested by the complainant herein.

The following order by the Commission is hereby recommended on the
basis of the record concerning the above captioned complalint:

1. The respondent commissioner shall forthwith provide to the
complalnant access to inspect or copy the information requested in the
letter of complaint herein.

2. if the information requested exists only on documents containing
information otherwise exempt by statute from disclosure, the respondent
comnissioner may comply with this order by abstracting the requested
information from such documents, by deieting the exempt information
from such documents or by grally presenting the requested information
to the complalinant.

3. Compliance with this order shail be pursuant to § 2(a) of
P.A, 75-342.

4, HNothing herein shall be consirued as requiring disclosure
of information exempted under the statutes listed in paragraph 8,
above, except as specifically found herein.

_Sua Tk B lakey

Commissioner Judith A, Lahel

as Hearing Officer

Approved by order of the Freedom of Information
May 26, 1978.
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