CHANDIGARH POLICE
OFFICE OF THE SENIOR SUPERINTENDENT OF POLICE-CUM-1% APPELLATE
AUTHORITY (UNDER RTI ACT 2005), UT, CHANDIGARH

Appeal Order No. D— |94~ )9 7 JUTIRTISSP, dated : 29~ 06 ~ 2022~

Name of Appellant ; Prof. Rakesh Kumar,
R/o # 3591, Sector 37 D,
Chandigarh. «

Concerned CPIOs ; CP10/South-West

Date of RTI application : 18.05.2022

Date of CPIO’s Reply : 27.05.2022

Date of 1% Appeal ; 31.05.2022
ORDER
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The appellant has preferred his 1% appeal bearing no. PODEP/A/E/22/00061
dated 31.052022 through online RTlI portal against the reply of CPIO/
South-West in connection with his RTI application bearing no. PODEP/R/E/22/00362 dated

18.05.2022 with the contentions that requisite information was not supplied to him.

INFORMATION SOUGHT IN RTI APPLICATION :--

The appellant had sought information on 06 points pertaining to complaint bearing
no. PW 2022-08164 dated 20.04.2022 filed by Praveen Varun and Ajay Varun against Kapoori

Devi & others.

COMMENTS OF CPIO/South-West :-

CPI10/South-West submitted that RTI application of the appellant was
received in his office and diarized vide no. 69-RTI/CPIO/South-West dated 18.05.2022.
Thereafter, the requisite information was denied u/s 8(1)(j) of RTI act being third party
information vide letter no. 69-RTI/CPIO/South-West dated 27.05.2022. Furthermore,
CPI0O/South-West in his comments also intimated that at the time of disposing of the
RTI application the complaint in question i.e. 2022-08164 dated 20.04.2022 was under
enquiry and the sought information could not be supplied at that stage. Now, after completion of

enquiry, the instant complaint has been filed and consigned to record on 13.06.2022.

DECISION :- _

| have gone through the contents of RTI application & appeal of the
appellant, comments of CPIO/South-West vis-a-vis material available on record which
revealed that the information sought by the appellant vide his RTI application dated
18.05.2022 was denied by CPIO/South-West u/s 8(1)(j) of RTI act 2005. As the

complaint in question was under enquiry at that time and as per version of the appellant






" ~in his 1% appeal, his statement was also recorded by 1/0 during the enquiry of the
complaint, so, it is evident that the appellant was directly involved in the enquiry of the
complaint hence, the section 8(1)(j) of RTI act was wrongly attracted by CPIO in the

instant case.

Now as the complaint in question has already been filed, so, to uphold the
spirit of RTI act and for the satisfaction of the appellant, CPIO/Hqrs is directed to supply

the requisite information to the appellant as per RTI act.

With these observations appeal stands disposed of.

In case, the appellant is not satisfied with the disposal of his 1% appeal, he can
fle second appeal to the Hon’ble Chief Information Commissioner, CIC Bhawan, Baba
Ganganath Marg, Munirka, New Delhi-110067 under the RTI Act within 90 days.
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(Kuldeep Singh Chahal, IPS)
Senior Superintendent of Police
Union Territory, Chandigarh-cum-

1%t Appellate Authority.
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