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Appeal Ordcr t{o. D -5 t - Sti
Name of Appellant :

I have gone through the

appellant, comments of CPIO/W&CSU

/UI/RTI/8SP, dstcd : Z5.o2.t to

Sh. Diwan Singh N6S)al
R/o Room No. 1 1, Gaudiya Math
Mardir, Sector 20 B, Chandigarh.

CPIO/W&CSU & East

1l'12.2019, reccived on 13.12.2019

15.01.2020

29.O1.2020

contents of RTI application, appea.l of the

& East \.is-a-vis materia_l available on record

Coucerned CPIos

Date of RTI application

Reply of CPIO8

Date of I.t Appcal

The appcllant ,"" ,."r"X*in appeal on 2s.or.2o2oasainst tle
reply/orde! of CPIO/W&CSU io connection with his RTI apPlication dated ll.l2.2Ol9,

leceived on 1g.l2.21lg with the contentions tiat requisite inforrnation was not

supplied to hiE. The instant appeat was diaized vide no O8/UT/Rn/FAA/SSP dated

29.01.2020 fo\furthe! proceeding under RTI Act.

IllfoDlatlon rought vldc RTI apPllcauoa : -

The appeltairt had sought the information pertaining to complaints bearing

nos.2013-14114 dated 21.11.2013,2014-13108 dated 09.10.2014 and 2014-13455

dated 16.10.2014 etc.

CoEEeat! of CPIO/W&CSU :-

CHO/W&CSU reported that Rfl application was received in his office

from CPIO/HQ vide memo no. 1681/DSP/HqrslKfI-19 /D-1726 dated 23.12.2019 fot

seeking information pcrtaining to co@plaints bearing no. 2013-14114 dated21.11.2013

etc. Thereafter, rcquisite record was scrutirdzrd which revea.led that coEplaiut no. 2Ol3-

14114 dated 21.1.1.2013 was not primarily related to th€ appellant as the seme was filed

by Mr. Sadhu Singh R/o # 3520, Sector 22, Chandigarh against Mr. Pardeep Ku.:oar and

his parents .egardiog matjsonial dispute. Hence, lequisite idormation was denied being

third party information vide letter no. 623IUT/DSP/W&CSU dated 15.01.2020.

CoEoeDt! of CPIO/EaII :

CPIO/East submitted that Rfl application dated 11.12.2019 is not found to

be received in his o6ce.

Taalsfer of l.t appeal !-

The instant appeal is also transferred to SP/Hqrs-cum-FAA of
CPIO/Hqrs as the RI'l appucation was also trarsfcrred to CPIO/Hqrs by CAPIO/PHQ

vide his letter no. 2417 /VII/CAPIO/PHQ/UT/PWS dated 16.12.2019 for supplying
requisite infortaation pertaining to- his offic€.
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which revealed that the appcllant had sought information pertaining to compLaints

v beadng nos. 2013-14l14 dated 21.1r.2013, 2014-13108 dated 09.10.2014 a,]d 2ol4-

13455 dated 16.10.2014 etc.

In reply, CPIO/W&CSU had denied the requisite information to the

appellant related to complaint beaiing no. 2013-14114 dated 21.11.2013, being a third

party information as the same was not found primarily related to the appellant.

CoEplaint in question bearing no. 2Ol3-I4114 dated 21.11.2013 was fled by Mr.

Sadhu Singh R/o i+ 3520, Sccto! 22, Chandigarh against Mr. Pardeep Kumar and his

pareuts legatding matrimonial dispute.

CPIO/East also subloitted that no RTI application dated I1 12.2019 was

found to bc recei!€d in his office.

Moreover, instant appca.l.i. also tratrsfered to SP/Hqrs-cum-FAA of

CPIO/Hqrs as the RTI application was foultd to be dealt by CPIO/Hqrs.

It is also pertinent to melltion here that aPpellant has 6led the present

1d appeal against the reply of CHO/W&CSU in connection with RTI apPlication dated

ll.l2.2!l9, but on tie contrary, he has attached the documents with his
\

instalt/preseni appeal related to an ea.rlie! RII application dealt by CPIO/East.

Hence, the docunents attached with the instant appeal cannot be entertained at this

stage as the two Eatters are totally different from each other.

So fai as t]:e pres€nt appeal is conccmed, tlle saDc i8 being dcalt only

against RTI application dated 11.12.2019. Hence, CPIO/W&CSU is hereby directed to

entertain the Rn application of the appellalt as per provisions of section 11 of RTI act

i.e. take the consent of the complainants/accqs€d of complaint in question (2013-

14114) artd proceed accordingly. Moreover, as fa! as the information pertaitring to

other two complaints (bea-ring nos. 2014-13108 datcd 09.10.2014 and 2014-13455

dated 16.10.2014) are concemd, appellant is advised to approach CPIO/Hqrs in this

regard as RTI application related to these coEplaints was dealt by him.

With these obs€rvations, the instartt appeal stands disposed of

accordingly.

I!! cas€, the appellant is oot satisfied with the disposa.l of this appeal, she

can fi.le second appeal before the Honble CIC, CIC Bhawan, Baba Gangnath Marg,

Munirka, New Delhi-l 10067 under the RTI Act within 90 days.
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