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CHANDIGAkH POLICE
OFFICE OF THE SENIOR SUPERINTENDENT OF POLICE-CUM-1% APPELLATE
AUTHORITY (UNDER RTI ACT 2005), UT, CHANDIGARH.

Appeal Order No. D-285- 25% JUTIRTUSSP, dated : 2 |oS | 2024
Name of Appellant ; Ms. Neeta Rawat
R/o VPO Diggal, District Rohtak,
Haryana.
Concerned CPIO : CPIO/North-East
Date of RTI application : 14.04.2026
Date of 1% Appeal : 25.04.2026
ORDER

The appellant has preferred her 1% appeal dated 25.04.2026 against
the disposal of her RTI application dated 14.04.2026 By CPIO/North-East with the

~contentions that requisite information was not provided to her.
Information sought vide RTI application :-

The appellant vide her RTI application had sought point wise information
in regard to King Immigration SCO 419, 2™ floor, Sector-35 C, Chandigarh i.e. total
complaints against the said firm from 01.01.2018 to till date, certified copies of all FIRs
registered, status of all complaints/ FIRs, closure reports of all complaints, whether the
said firm is a registered or licensed firm, if yes provide copy, action taken against the
said firm, whether any higher authority directions have been received regarding action
against the said firm and detail of investigating police officer.

COMMENTS OF CPIO/North-East :-

CPIO/North-East vide his comments submitted that the RTI application
of the appellant was received in his office to obtain the requisite information.
Thereafter, requisite information was obtained from all police stations under Sub
Division North-East and the available information in record was provided to the
appellant vide office letter no. 59/RTI/CPIO/North-East dated 15.04.2026.

DECISION :-

| have gone through the contents of RTI application, appeal of the
appellant, comments of CPIO/North-East vis-a-vis material available on record
which revealed that the appellant vide her RTI application had sought point wise
information in regard to King Immigration SCO 419, 2™ floor, Sector-35 C, Chandigarh
.e. total complaints against the said firm from 01.01.2018 to till date, certified copies of



all FIRs registered, status of all complaints/ FIRs, closure reports of all complaints,
whether the said firm is a registered or licensed firm, if yes provide copy, action taken
against the said firm, whether any higher authority directions have been received

regarding action against the said firm and detail of investigating police officer.

Now as far as the appeal is concerned, appellant has contended that the
information provided is misleading and incorrect. However, the RTI application was
forwarded to all the concerned CPIOs under Chandigarh Police, and the appellant has
preferred the present First Appeal only against the reply furnished by CPIO/North-East.
Accordingly, the present appeal is being considered and treated only to that extent.

The CPIO/North-East, in his reply, has stated that no complaint or FIR has
been registered against King Immigration, SCO No. 419, 2nd Floor, Sector-35 C,
Chandigarh, within the jurisdiction of SDPO/North-East. Therefore, the contentions
raised by the appellant are not tenable in the present First Appeal, as the CPIO is
merely the custodian of records and is required to provide only such information as is

available on record.

With these observations, instant appeal stands disposed off
accordingly.

In case, the appellant is not satisfied with the disposal of her appeal,
she can file second appeal before the Hon'ble CIC, CIC Bhawan, Baba Gangnath
Marg, Munirka, New Delhi-110067 under the RTI Act within 90 days.

C@/

(Kanwardeep Kaur, IPS)
Senior Superintendent of Police
Union Territory, Chandigarh-cum-

1°! Appellate Authority.

Ms. Neeta Rawat
R/o VPO Diggal, District Rohtak,
Haryana.
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