
OFFICE OF THE SENIOR SUPERINTENDENT OF POLICE-CUM.1St APPELLATE
AUTHORIry (UNDER RTI ACT 2OO5). UNION TERRITORY. CHANDIGARH

AppealOrderNo.D- BB6 -
Name of Appellant

3\r /UT/RTI/SSP, dated :p\.o ('2oli

: Sh. Ram Kumar Garg,
Rlo # 3328, Sector 27-D
Chandigarh.

Concerned CPIOs

Date of RTI application

Reply of CPIOs

Date of l"rAppeal

CPIO/Central East, South & W&CSU

02.05.2019

23.05.1 9, 31 .05.19,
09.05.19 &24.05.19

24.05.2019

ORDER

The appellant has preferred his online 1"r appeal vide registration no.

PODEP/A/2019/60029 dated 24.06.2019 against the repty/order of Cp|OM/&CSU in

connection with his online RTI application bearing No. PODEP/R/2019/50358/1 dated

02.05.2019 with the contentions that information on point No. 1 & 3 was not supplied to

him. The same was diarized vide No. R-95/UT/RTI/FAA/SSP dated 24.05.2019 for

further proceeding under RTI Act

lnformation sought vide RTI application :

The appellant vide his RTI application, had sought information on 05

points i.e. latest inspection report of WPS, data of complaints since the inception of

Women Police Station Sector 17, complaints received back from FWC in 2018 along

with details of Staff cases handed over, data of complaints, cases & FlRs filed in the

last 3 years, data of cases which people came to enquire under the Know Your Case

scheme.

Comments of CPIO/W&CSU

CPIOA/r'&CSU submitted that RTI application of the appellant was

received through online RTI portal for supplying information on 5 points. Thereafter,

information on these points was obtained from SHOMPS, accordingly poinlwise

reply was supplied to the appellant. Now, in appeal, appellant is contending that he

') 
'+"'^t



is not satisfied with the reply of point No. 1 & 3. ln this regard, CPIO submitted that

point no. 1 & 3 cannot be supplied to the appellant as the same is third party

information.

CPIO/Central, East and South:

ln this regard, comments of CPIO/Central, East and South have been

obtained who submitted that the requisite information on point No. 4 was obtained

from all the SHOs of their respective Sub Divisions and the same was supplied to the

appellant.

Decision :

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

appellant, comments of CPIO/ W&CSU, Central, East and South vis-d-vis material

available on record which revealed that the appellant vide his RTI application, had

sought information on 5 points i.e. latest inspection report of WPS, data of

complaints since the inception of Women Police Station Sector 17, complaints

received back from FWC in 2018 along with details of Staff cases handed over, data

of complaints, cases & FlRs filed in the last 3 years, data of cases which people

came to enquire under the Know Your Case scheme.

CPIOIVV&CSU had supplied the requisite information to the appellant

on point No. 2, 4 & 5. However, information on point No. 1 and 3 was denied being a

third party information.

So far as the appeal is concerned, on carefully reading the contents of

RTI application, it is clear that information sought vide point No. 1 i.e. latest

inspection report of Women Police Station Sector 17, is related with women

complainant which is sensitive in nature and cannot be supplied being a personal

information.

With regard to point No. 3, data of complaints received from Family

Welfare Committee has already beeln provided by the CPIO; however'

cPlo^/\/&csu wrongly denied the details of police officials who dealt the

cases/complaints received from FWC. The detail of police officers who dealt these
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cases can be supplied to the appellant without disclosing the personal and sensitive

nature of information related to women complainant.

ln view of above, CPIOAr'y'&CSU is hereby directed to supply the

requisite information on point No. 3 (name and total number of cases dealt by each

police officer) as per RTI act to the appellant as discussed above.

It is also pertinent to mention here that CPIO/Central, East & South

have already supplied the available information on point No. 4 to the appellant.

Hence, no action is required to be taken on this point.

With these observations, the appeal is disposed of accordingly'

ln case, the appellant is not satisfied with the disposal of this appeal'

he can ftle second appeal before the Hon'ble clc, clc Bhawan, Baba Gangnath

Marg, Munirka, New Delhi - 1 10067 under the RTI Act within 90 days'

Y)YYtata)
(Nilambari J/saldale, IPS)

Senior Superi{gr{dent of Police
Union Territory, Chandigarh-cum-

'1 "t Appellate AuthoritY.

1. Sh. Ram Kumar Garg,
R/o # 3328, Sector 27-D
Chandigarh
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