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rhc appcrlant -"':-*':'t:*t 1sL ztppear lbearlns No'

PODEPlAlEl2llOOO5l dated 2a 06'2021) against the reply of CPIO/PHQ in

connection with his RTI applic?ltion (bearing No PODEP/R/E/21/00295

dated26.05'2021)u,llhthecont(:ntionSthatrequisrteinfolmationwaSnot
supptied to him Thes<: apPeals uerc di'lrizcd vrde No. 56/UT/RTl/FM/SSP

dadd 2a.O6 2O2l for [urther proceeding under RTI Act

INFORMATION SOUGHT IN RTI APPLICATION:-

The appcllant h'rs sought information on 06 points pcrtalning to

HCSunilKLlmarNo3503/Cl,ie.noofpcndingorcomPlctcdcomplaintS,
enquiries and no of complaints withdrawn bY complaints etc'

COMMENTS OF CPIo/PHQ: -

CPIO/PHQ submittcd that appellant has sought information

through online R'l'l aPplication From Pcrlrsal of R'll appli(:'ttion ii found

that appe ll2rrlt so(lllhl inforrnation pcr lrrining (o HC SuI)il Kumar' No'



3503/CP posted in PP-22, Chandigarh Thereafter' HC Sunil Kumar has

been asked for his consent for disclosing his personal information and in

response to this, he had given in writing for not disclosing his personal

information to any person- Accordingly, requisite information was denied to

the appellant u/s 8(1) 0) of RTI act Moreover, there is no larger public

interest is involved for disctosing such personal information of HC Pawan

Kumar.

DBCISION: -

I have gone through the contents of RTI apPlication & appeal of

th. appellant, comments of CPIO/PHQ vis-a-vis material available on record

which revealed that aPpettant had sought information on 06 points

pertaining to HC Sunil Kumar No 35O3/CP i e no- of pending or completed

complaints, enquiries and no of complaints withdrawn by complaints etc'

Insofar aPpeal is concemed, from the perusal of ttre reply of the

CPIo/PHQ, it is clear that requisite information i e' complaints and enquiries

pending or compteted against HC Sunil Kurnar, are personal information and

no larger public interest car be achieved by disclosing such personal

information of above Head Constable and he had also given his dissent for

supplying the same

Moreover, the Honble Supreme Court of India in Girish

Ramchandra Deshpande case (SLP (Civil) No. 27734 of 2012) has

categorically clarihed the term p€rsonal information of an employee which is

reproduced as under :-

"We are tn agreement roith tle CIC and tte courts belout
that the details catled Jor bg the petitionel i.e. copies of all
memos issued to the third respondent, shou cause notrces
and orders of cen-sure/ puni.shment etc. are qualirted b be
personal infonnation as defined in clause (l of Section 8(1)
of the R' AcL The performance of an emplogee/ officer in
an organization is pimarilA a matter betueen Lhe
etuplovee dnd the emploAer and normallg those aspects
dre go,erned bA the seruice rwles uthich fall under the
expression 'personal information", the dkclosure of Luhich



hc's no relationship to anA public actiDitg or public inlerest.
On the other hand, the disclosure of uhich u.touLd cause
unttarranted inuasion oJ piuacg of thdt indiuidual. of
course, in a giuen case, if the Cenlral Public Information
Olfi.cer or tlle State Public Information Offtcer oJ the
Appellate Authoitg is satisfed thal the larger public
interest justifres the disclosure of such inJomatioa,
appropriate orders could be passed but tlle petitioner
cannot claim those details as a matter of ight."

In the light of above directions of Hon'blc Suprcme Court, i1 is

manifestly clear that complaints initiated or complcted against HC Sunil

Kumar are primarily a matter between him and Policc Department which fall

under the expression "personal information". Thus, CPIO/PHQ had rightly

applied section 8(1)0) of RTI Act. Hence, instant appeal stands disposed of.

In c.rsc, thc .lppellant is not salislicd u,ith lhc clisposal o[

appeal, hc can file sccond appcal before thc Ilon'blc ClC, CIC Bhau'an, Baba

Gangnath Marg, Munirka, New Delhi 1lO067 under the RTI Act within 90

days.

fnL
(Kuldeep Singh Chahal, IPSI

Serdor Superintendent of Police
Union Territory, Chandigarh-cum-

lst Appellate Authority.

Chandigarh.
l Mr. Vizant Kumar,

R/o # 174 Sector 3oA,
PIO/ PHQ
omputer Section.


