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The appellant has preferred his 1"t appeat on 14.02.2020 against

the reply/order of CPIO/Central in connection with his RTI application dated

14.O1-2O2O with the contentions that requisite informatioo was not supplied tq

hi!i. The instant appeal was diarized vide no. 15/UT/RTI/FAA/SSP dated

14.02.2020 for further proceeding under RTI Act.

Infoirratloa sought vlde RTI appllcatlon t-

The appellart had sought t]rc information on four points pertainlng

to the deployment of stalI in MHC Room and computer operators posted in PS

Sector 11, Chandigarh i.e. How many police persomel deployed in MHC Room,

how many computer operators posted as CCTNS operators along\rith their duty

places mentioned in Roznamcha etc.

CoEEents of CPIO/ Certral :.

CPIO/Central submitted that RTI apptication was received in his

offrce on 14.01.2020 for seeking information on four poirtts pertaining to

deployment of stall in MHC Room arld computer operators posted in PS Sector 11,

Chandigarh. Thereafter, requisite information was obtained from SHO PS Sector

11 and the same in point-wise form was supPlied to the appellant vide letter no.

D lKn-2O ICPIO /Central/UT dated L3.O2.2O2O.

fi,',"''-



Decblotr :-

I have gone through the contents of RTI application, appeal of t}le

appellant, comments of CPlo/Central vis-a-vis material available on record

which revealed that CPIO/Centrat has informed the appellant that four police

officials aid one computer operator are deployed in MHC Room One cornPuter

operator posted with Beat In-charge. Moreover, six police officials are posted as

CCTNS operators'in PS Sector 11, Chartdigarh. However, copies of Roznarocha

pages showing their deployment were denied u/s 8(1)(i) of RTI act as persona'l

information disclosure of which has no relationship to any public activity or

interest.

So far as the appeal is concerned, CPIO/Centrat has rightly denied

the copies of Roznamcha showing the deployment of staff u/s 8(1Xj) of RTI act

as a personal information which has no relationship to any public activity or

interest. Moreover, number of police officials deployed in Ps Sector 11 have

already been provided to t]le appellant.

In view of above, no more action is required to be taken on the

instant appeal. The sarne is hereby filed accordingly.

In casei the appellant is not satisfied with the disPosal of this

appeal, he can Iile second appeal before the Honble CIC, CIC Bhawalr, Baba

Gangnath Marg, Munirka, New Delhi-l10067 uoder the RTI Act within 9o days'

r.,1
4tztgtz'ta( ,/ ''

{N ambE-ri Jagadale, IPS)
senlot Superlnte[dent of Pollce
Uniorr Terrltory, Chandigarh-cum-

l't Appellate Authorlty.
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