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ORDER
The appellant has preferred his t"i appeal through online portal

(bearing No. PODEP /AlE/20/OOO49 dated 2t.06.2O2O) against the repty of
CPIO/South in connection with his RTI application (bearing No.
PODEPIRIE/20/OO2O4 dared 07.06.2020) wirh thc contcntions thar
requisite information was not supplied to him. The instant appeal was
diarized vide No. 56/ UT/RTI/FAA/SSP dated, 22.06.2020.. for further
proct.r.d ing undcr RTI Act.

INFORMATION SOUGHT VIDE RTI APPLICATION:

-'lhe appellanl. had sought information on 4 poinLs with rcgard to
PW 2O20OO3l4 & PW2O2OOOSOS i.c. status of said complaints copy of DDR
No. lti & 72 dated 17.i0.20t8 etc.

COMMENTS OF CPIO/SOUTH:

CPIO/South submitted that RTI application of thc appcllant was
received through online portal for supplying the requisite information.
Accordingly, report from SHO/34 was sought who submill.cd that with
rcgard to Point No. I & 2 PW 2O2OOO314 & PW2O2OOOSO.5 was scnr l()
scnior officers after complction of cnquiry and consigned with HAC Branch
on 09.06.2020. With regard to point Nos. 3 & 4 DDR llo. 1g & Z2 i\re not
related with thc appellant, hence, denied u/s 8(l) (j) of RTI Act. Accordingty
applicant was informed vide No. 214/Cpto/Sourh datcd 12.06.2lJ2t..

fi,ut*'**



DECISION:

I havc gone through tltc contcnts of ll'll applicaliorr, ;jpplul uf

thc appcllar)t, comments of Cl'lO/South vis-:i vis matcri:rl av:ril:)bl(r on

record !r'hich r'ovealed that .lpp( ll:lnt llad soughl information on 4 l)()ints \\'ith

regard to PW 2O2OO03l4 & PW2O20O05O5 i.c. st.rtus of said (:ompl.rints,

copy of DDR No. 1B & 72 dalo(l l'l.10.2018 clc.

In rcpl], CPIO/SoLtlh h:rd dcniccl lllc: rcquisilr: inh,rrrr.rtirtn on

point no. 3 &.4 to the appcllant u/s 8(t) p) of R'l'l Ar:t.

So far as thc app(:ill is concerncd, il is clear thal th(: currcnt

slttus oI complaints in qur:slion i.c. PW 2O2OOO3l4 & PW202000505 wcre

alrcady supplied to lrhe appell.rnt by the CPIO as I hc samc are no\{ consillncd

u,ith HAC Branoh 2rftcr complction of cnquiry'.

Ilo\r,ever, information of points No. 1 & 3 (i.e. copy of I)l)R No. 18

&,72 dated, 17.10.2018) cannot bc supplied to thc appellant as thc samc arc

not rclated wilh the appell.tot, tit|rrlorc, thc sanr( rrc righll-v d, nic<i u/s 8(1)

(J) of RTI Act bcing a third party inft)rm.rtion. Ilcncc, no m()ru .r( li()n is

required to bc lakcn in thc jnslairt appeal and thc samc is hereby r:lisposcd off,

accordingly.

In c:rsc, th(-' appcllanl is not satisficd with the disposal of this

appeal, he can filc sccond appcal bclorc thc IIon'blc CIC, CIC Bhau'an, Baba

Gangnath Marg, Munirka, Nt:u' t)r:lhi- 1 1O067 undcr the RTI n (:l wilhin 90

days. .J ?L6b!4 7-bt'/1
{NilambarLldgadale, IPS}

Senior Superintendent of Police
Union Territory, Chandigarh-cuEr-

1't Appellate Authority.
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