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Concerned CPIOs

Date of RTI application :

Re ply of CPIOs

Date of 1"! Appeal

: CPIO/South

o3.05.2020

: 17 -05.2020

I t7.o5.2020

ORDER
The appellant has preferred his lst appeal through online portal

(bearing No. PODI:,PlAlttl20lOOO29 dated tZ.OS.2O2O) against thc reply of
CPIO/South in conncction with her RTI application (bcaring No.

PODEPIR/El20/OOl52l2 dated 03.O5.2O2O) with the contenrions lhat
requisite information was not supplied to him. The instant appeal was

diarized vide No. a2/U"l lR'll IFAA/SSP dated 17.O5.2O20 for further
proceeding under RTI Act.

Informatior sought vide RTI applicatioD:

The appellanl. had sought information on 4 points i.e. numbers of
FIR regarding theft of keys of car, time frame for filling the charge shect in

court, status olcomplaints No. PW2O2O-O2199,20l9-O8O7O & 201915034 etc.

CoEEents of CPIO/South:

CPIO/South submitted that RTI application of the appellant u,as

received through online portal for supplying the requisite information.

Thereaftcr, rcquisitc information was obtained lrom SHO/PS 34 and

thcreaftcr, point's wisc reply was sent to the applicant vide No.

l6UlCPIO/South dated 06.05.2020 by email.

Decisio[:

I h:rvc gone through the contents of RTI application, appcal of

thc appcll.rnt, comments oI CI'lO/South vis a vis malcrial available on

Jsa'n'



record \r,hich rcvealed thal the appcllant had sought information on 4 points

i.e. numbcrs of FIR regarding theft of keys of car, time frame for flling the

charge-sheet in court, slatus of complaints No. PW2O2O-O2199, 20l9 OSOTO &
201915034 etc.

In reply, CPIO/South had supplied the point u,isc informarron to
thc appellant.

So far as the appcal is concerned, appellant has raiscd the

objection particularly related to Point No. 2 i.e. please inform the maximum

time that IO can hold charge-sheet aftcr registering of FIR.

From the bare perusal of the contents oI point No. 2, it revealed

that appellant has sought clarification /justification on investigation procedures

which is not covercd under the definition of 'lnformation' defined in scction 2

(j) of RTI Act. The same is reproduced as under:

A) "Right to infomdtion" means ttle right to information
accessible und.er this Act l.Dhich is hetd bg or under
the control of dnA public authoitg..,..,...."

In vicu of altovc, rcquisitc information of point No. 2 is out of

the purview of RTI Act. Hencc, the instant appeal stands disposed of.

In case, the appcllant is not satisfied with the disposal of this

appeal, he can file second appeal before the l{on'ble CIC, CIC Bhawan, Baba

Gangnath Marg, Munirka, New Delhi-110067 under the RTI Act within 90

days.
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{NilambartF/agadale, IPS)

Senior Superintendent of Police
Union Territory, Chaudigarh-cum-
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€/Computer Section.


