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ORDER

The appellant has preferred his 1st appeal against the reply/order of
CPIO/Central in connection with his RTI application dated 08.04.2019 with the contentions

that requisite information was not supplied to him. The same was diarized vide No. R-

92lUT/RTl/FAA/SSP dated 23.O5.2019 for further proceeding under RTt Act.

lnformation sought vide RTI application :

The appellant vide his RTI application, had sought CCTV footage of cameras

installed in PS sector 26, PS Sector I 1 and crime Branch sector '1 1, chandigarh for the
period from 25.03.2019 to 29.03.2019.

Comments of CPIO/Central :

CPIO/Central submitted that RTI application of the appellant was received

from cAPlo/PHQ vide letter no. 828/RTl/cApto(pHeyur/pwS dated 08.04.2019. ln this
regard, report was obtained from sHo pS sector 11 who submitted that the sought

information is too lengthy and containing data of number of informers, complainants general
public visitors to Police station for various purposes which cannot be disclosed to anyone as
the same may hamper the investigation process as well as can cause harm to the visitors.
Moreover, arms & ammunitions are lying in the Malkahna of the police Station and by
supplying the ccrV footage entrance gate of ps, can disclose the confidentiality and
secrecy of the Malkhana and the same would endanger the life of the police personnel.

Hence, the sought information was denied u/s 8(1)(h) of RTI act. The appellant was informed
accordingly vide letter no. '160/CplO/Central dated 17.04.2019.

Decision:

I have gone through the contents of RTI application, appeal of the appellant,

comments of CPIO/Central vis-d-vis material available on record which revealed that the
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appellant vide his RTI application, had sought ccTV footage of cameras installed in PS

Sector 26, PS Sector 1 1 and crime Branch Sector 1 1, Chandigarh for the period from

25.03.2019 to 29.03.2019.

lnreply,CPlo/CentralhadobtainedCCTVfootagewiththecommentsthat

sought information is too lengthy and containing data of number of informers, complainants,

general public visitors to Police Station for various purposes,which cannot be disclosed to

anyone as the same may hamper the investigation process as,well as can cause harm to the

visitors. Moreover, arms & ammunitions are also lying in the Malkahna and by supplying the

ccTV footage of the Police station, can disclose the confidentiality and secrecy of the

Malkhana and the same would endanger the life and physical safety of the police personnel'

Hence, the sought information was denied u/s 8(1)O of RTI act'

It is pertinent to mention here that similar appeal of the appellant (filed against

cPlo/East) was disposed of vide this office order No. 290-292/UT/RT|/SSP dated

23.05.2019 with the following observation:-

"So far as the appeat is concemed, the appellant has filed present

appeal against CPtO/East. Hence, the same ls being enteftained only

igjainst cetorast. Moreover, the information sought for, is not specific

ii nature, appetlant has sought CCTV footage of five days i'e'

25.O3.2O1gto'2g.03.20lgwhichcannotbeprovidedasitcontains
informationpeftainingtodifferenttypeofvisitors/informersofPolice
Station who have nothing to do with the appellant's mafter -and
disclosure of such inforiation may ieopardise the identity of the

informers of tocat police which endangers the safety & security .of the

visitors. Moreover, no public ,nterest ls involved in the matter' Hence'

CPtO/East has rigihtly denied the information u/s 8(1)(g) of RTI act'"

Since,thefactsandcircumstancesofthepresentappealissimilarinnature'

therefore, the present appeal is also disposed of with the similar observations as mentioned

above.

lncase,theappellantisnotsatisfiedwiththedisposalofthisappeal,hecan

filesecondappealbeforetheHon'bleClC,ClCBhawan,BabaGangnathMarg'Munirka'

New Delhi - 110067 under the RTI Act within 90 days'
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