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Appcal ortlt'r Nn. Dl6'-6i l l/R fl/sl) rlaterl ( harrtligalh lhe:3, .()8.201 I

:Sh. Arun Gupta R/o # 33,
Sector-9, uT, chandig&th

: Dy.S.P-Cum-CPIO/W&CSU
': 3O.6.2O21
: 28.47.2O21
: 04.O8.2O21

ORDER

Nsme of Appellart

Concerued CPIO's
Date of RTI application
Date of CPIO's RePIY
Date of l"t Appeal

The attached appeal has been received from Mr Arun Gupta R/O # 33'

sector-g. UT. Chandigarh which endorsed vide No 9020/Eslt. Branch (Diary) dated:

4.8.2021 andAppeal No 23lSP/W & CSU. Chandigarh for further proceeding under RTI

Ac12005. The appellant has preferred this lstappeal wherein, the following have

been mentioned:

A). lfiled the RTI on 30.6.2021. the copy is o{ RTI and reply attached' and not satisfied

with the reply, I never seek information from DSP and seek the information on my

complaints and at Sr No already mentioned that " Kindly supply me the investigation

repo( and status of my complaint No PW202012201' 202012181' 2020003344'

202003670, 2020009050,202009753. 20201 587 1' 202A14612' CRU-350/UT/CHD

dated:5.g.2O2O,all the complaints are pending with sP M & CSU). chandigarh since

31.12.2020-.lt was the duty of the sP 0/v &csu) chandigarh 10 reply and lo tell what

report has been sent by DSP-W&CSU' Chandigarh on my referred complaints and why

no action is taken after 7 months even afler report sent by DSP-W& CSU' SectorlT'

Chandigarh'

B).Kindly get me the investigation report sent by DSPA'ry & CSU Sector-17' Chandigarh

on .y ,orplrints No PW202 A12201' 202012181' 2020003344' 202003670'

zo2aoogoso,2o2oog753'202015871'202014612' 
CRU-350/UT/CHD dated: 5 9'2020.

C).Kindly let me know how much more time SP (W &CSU) Chandigarh will take to take

action on my complaints lt seems that SP (W&CSU) Chandigarh is trying to save the

accused. All documentary evidence is on record and what else be enquired'

lnfomation souqht in RTI application:'

The applicant Mr Arun Gupla vrde his RTI application dated' 30'62021 had

asked to send him the latest investigation reports of complaint No PW 201206903 dated

10.7.2012, PW 201206904 dated: 10.7 '2012 PW201206905 dated: 10 7 2012 PW201207171

dated16'7,2012&alsoinvestigationreporlandStalusofhlscomplaintswl2020l220l,

)iiirr,r,, zazoaa$44' 2a2oo367o' 202000e050'20200e753' 2a2015871

202014612,CRU-350/UT/CHD 
dated: 5 9'2020

Orlil(lfr !Il' l lll.lllrl'l;ltlN'l tlNl)l':N l ol l'OLl( l'.-( l,M-l'r AMU.| 4 U:
,\trl tlOl{l'l'} (t'Nl)tilt R't'l A('l'2005). tr"l , (:llANlrl(;Alt}l



2A2U 461?, CRU-350/UT/CHD dared:
5.9.2020

DECtStONi

I have gone through the contents of RIt apptication of applicant, reply/commentssubmitted by Dy.s'p-cum' cpro/1&&csU rn connection with RT
appeilant vis-d-vis materia, avairabre on record which revealed th; 

application' appear of rhe

;ffj:fi!;:: :fl 
dated: 30 6 2021 had asked ro prov de/sul'l'ffi;il1;i'il'*

Dy.S.p-cum-cplo ry& c$U had repried on p'int A of the RTr apprication of Mr ArunGupla accordingly whereas on point B, il was repliect that after enquiry, complaints have beensenfio the senior officers which are under consideration there.

compraints, which have been mentioned at point B, were received in this office fromDy S'p-cum'cpro/ w&csu with reporvcomments of sr sarrsh Kumar, Enquiry officer dury
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forward*d by sHo/wps flnd ny si p/vv&csu Keeprnq *r vrrw rhe qrovrry of rhc ,n, er
complainls which ero manhon*d $r por.r B re PW20?0r2201 . ')"02t)1'r1lr , 2o'tqon.)344.
2020036?0. ?020000050.20200s7ti3, 202015871, .)-t:r?014$1.). (:t.itu :isol] r/{;Hr)
dated: 5.9 2020 wera sonl back with the direction to Dy S F,t W & Otiu to drrsct

sHo/\ lPS-17 to discuss these complainls. The complaints have b€en dircu$se{, wrrh

SHOAlrlPS-17, chandigarh and enquiry report of these complaints will be $uhmitted to

the senior officers in due course The copy of onquiry/investigation roporl ol these

complaints could not make available to the appellanl as an appeal has been liled in lhe

Court of law against order of his and his family members dischargdin Cass ftR No 69

daled: 2.4.20'13 U/S. 406, 498-A IPC of PS-3, whrch was registered on the eomptaint oi

Surinder Gupta against appellant Mr Arun Gupta, his son Sameer Gupta and wile Meenakshi

Gupta. The Dy.S.P-Cum-CPIOAN&CSU had appropriately disposed off RTI application

of the applicant. Therefore, attached appeal stand disposed off.

ln case, the appellant is not saiisfied wilh the disposal ot this appeal, he can file second

appeal before the Hon'ble ClC, CIC Bhawan, Baba Gangnath Marg, Munirka, New Delhi-

110067, under lhe RTI Act within 90 days,

,*

6e6Bansat,tPS)
Superintendent of Police,
EOW, CCIC AND W&CSU

Union Territory, Chandigarh-
Cum-

1 "t ap pel ! ate Auth oritY

1) sh, n Gupta RIO # 33, Sector-9, UT, Chandigarh'

ii y{S.p-c"*- cPloM&csU, Ur chandigarh

i/C. ComPuter Section.


