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Name of Appellant

Concerned CPIOs

Date of RTI application

Reply of CPIOs

Date of l"t Appea]

Comrncnts of CPIO/Central:

CPIO/Central qubmitted

transferred to CPIO/CCIC vide letter

the matter was found related to CCIC.

ORDER

The appellant has preferred her l"t aPpeal against the repiy/order of

CPIO/Central & CCIC in connection with her RTI application with the contentions

that requisite information was not supplied to her. The instant appeal was diarized

vide No. 159/UT/RTI/FAA/SSP dated O2.O9.2O19 for further proceeding under RTI

Act.

Information sought vlde RTI appllcatiou:

The appellant had sought certified copies of a-ll recovery & arrest memos

dated 23.07.2019 of Arman Mohamad & Mohsin Khan and DDR No. 56 in connection

with FIR No. 138, PS-39, Chandigarh

/UT/RTI/SSP, dated: ll.0 1.2s17
Ms. Sonia Kulrattan,
R/o # 2420 Sector 38C, Chandigarh.

CPIO/Central & CCIC

07.o8.20t9

27.04.2019 & 09.09.20 19

02.o9.2079

that RTI application of the appellant was

No. 37o/CPIO-Central dated 21.07.2019 as

Comments of CPIO/CCIC:

CPIO/CCIC submitted that RTI application of the appellant was

received from CPIO)/Central vide letter no. 370/CPIO-Central dated 27.O7.2019 for

suppllng the requisite information. On O7.O9.2O19, applicant was called in his

office to collect the requisite information but she denied to collect the same.

Thereafter, requisite information i.e. copy of FIR No. 138/19, PS-39 was sent to her

residential address by registered post. Moreover, all recovery memo and copy of

arrest memo etc. were denied u/s 8(1) (h) of RTI act vide letter No. 58/RTI-

t9 I CPIO / CCIC & IT dated 09 .O9 .2079. As far as the appeal is concerned, appellant

is complaining 3gainst police staff. L-_,{ '
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Decision :

I have gone through the contents of RTI application, appeal of the
appellant' comments of cplo/central & ccIC vis-d-vis material ava,able on reconiwhich revealed that the apperant had sought certified copies of all recovery & arrest
memos dated 23.OZ.2Olg of Arman Mohamad & Mohsin Khan and DDR No. 56 in
connection with FIR No. f3g, pS-39, Chandigarh.

In reply, CPIO/CCIC had denied the part information i.e. all recovery &arrest memos dated, 23.07.2019 u/s 8(1) (h) of RTI act as the case was under
investigation at that stage. However, copy of FIR No. f38/19 was supplied to the
appellant by registered post.

so far as the appeal is concemed, the case in question i.e. FIR No.
138/19 is st,I under investigation, hence, complete information cannot be supplied atthis stage also' Therefore' cplo had rightly denied the rcquisite information to the
appellant u/s g(l)(h) of RTI act. However, copy of DDR No. 56 related to
aforementioned FIR can be supplied. Hence, CpIO/CCIC is hereby directed to supply
the copy of DDR No. 56 to the appellant as per RTI act.

Moreover, it is also pertinent to mention here that the appellant has
raised only her grievances vide his instant appeal rather tha, focussing on receiving
information' Grievances cannot be redressed under RrI act. only available information
can be supplied as per law. with these observations, the appeal of the appelant
stands disposed of accordingly.

In case, the appellant is not satislied with the disposal of this appeal,
she can lile second appeal within 90 days before the Honble CIC, CIC Bhawan, Baba
Gangnath Marg, Munirka, New Delh! I 10067 under the RTI Act.
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