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Concerned CPIO

Date cf RTI application

Reply of CPIO

Date of 1'r Appeal

?- pZq- Bgz /uT/RrussP, dated : 22/oS/ a"z i//-
: Ms. Ramandeep Kaur

R/o House No. 2450. Sector-37,
chandigarh, Ir4ob : 94170-14329

CPIO/Souih- $/est

26.02.2025

08.05.2025

ORDER

The appellant has preferreci h-.r 1'r aopeal dated 16.04.2025 against the dlsposal of

her RTI application datecj 26.02.2025 by CPIO/South-West & CPIO/Admn with the

contentions that requisite information,ruas not provided to her.

lnformation sought vide RTI application :-

The appellant vide her RTI application had sought pointwise information

regarding cornplaint bearing no. ICN/S12025/00'1410 i.e. action taken report, copies of complete

inter depadment written communicatior-rs and name & rank of inquiry officers alonguiith present

status of complaint.

COMMENTS OF CPlOiAdmn :-

COMMENTS OF CPIO/South West:-

CPIO/South-$i est ,i ide his comrrenis submitted that the RTI application r,vas

received in his office on 27.02.2A25 to obtain the requisite information. Thereafter, the

requisite information nas obtained frcm SHO PS-39, who reported that the said complaint

has been sent to senior officers after inquiry. On this. the RTI application was transferred to

CPIO/Admn as per li,e provisions of section 6 (3) of RTi Act and the appellant was

intimated about the same. On 07.05.2025 the RTI application v',ras again received bacl<

from the office of CPIO/Admn as the complaint in question was downmarked on

21.03.2025.1n this regard. the sought inforrration was denieC Uis 8 (1) (h) of RTI Act as the

complaint in question is still under inquiry arrd the appellant was apprised about the same.

18.04.2.025

CPlOiAdmn vide his comments submitted thai the RTI application rrias

received in his cffice to obtain the requlsite information. Thereafter, l/C CRU was directed to

supply the requisite inforn.ration, rvho reportecl that the sard conrplaint is witn the office of

DSPi South-\tVest and RTI application was transferred accordingly. Again RTI application

was re-transferred to the CPIO/Admn (being custodian of information) to provide the

reouisite information. however. in the meantime complaint was againt sent to SDPoisoutir-

$/est for enquiry. RTI application ,,,/as re-l.ransferred to DSP/SoLrth-West. accordingly as per

orovisir-;n of section 6 (3) of RTI Act.



DECISION :-

I have gone through the contents of RTI application. appeal of the appellarrt,

comments of CPIO/Admn & CPIO/South-West vis-i-vis material available on record which

revealed that the appellant vide his RTI application had sought pointwise information

regarding conrplaint bearing no. lCl/S/2025/00141 0 i.e. action taken report. copies of complete

inter departnrent written conrmunications and nanre & rank of inquiry officlrs alongwith present

status of complaint.

ln reply. CPIO/South-West denied the solrght informatjon to the appellant as

per the provisions of section 8 (1) (h) of RTI Act as the complaint in question is still under

inquiry.

As far as the appeal is concerned. at present complaint in question is still

under inquiry with CPIO/South-West and the partial requsite information cannot be supllied

at this stage Hence, section 8 (1) (h) of RTI Acr is appropriatety applied by the CplO.

However, as far as the names of the Enqltiry officers are concerened. the

same can be supplied to the appellant. Thus, the CPIO/South-West is directecl to furnish the

name of enquiry officer to whom this enquiry was rnarked.

N4oreover, from the perusal of the record in hand, it is found that complaint in
question ( ICN/S/2025/00'1410) kept shuttling between CptO/South-West and CptO/Admn for

funher course of action at their respective end. resulting in delay in bisposing off the RTI

i:pplicalicn. The same is trot in ihe line oF spirit errvisage Lrncjer RTI Act and CPIO is bounct

to ciispose orf in time frame manner. Taking a lienent view at this time, they are directed to
follow the provisions of the RTI Act and dispose of the RTI application within the stiputateci

time period in future

With these observations. instant appeal stands dispose off accordingly

ln case, the appellant is not satisfied with the disposal f his appeal. he can

file second appeal before the Hon'ble clc, clc Bhawan, Baba Gangnath li4arg. lvlunirka.

New Delhi-l 10067 under the RTI Act within 90 days.

(Kanwardeep Kaur, IPS)
Senior Superintendent of Police
Union Territory, Chandigarh-cum-

1'r Appellate Authority.

Ms. Ramandeep Kaur
R/o House No. 2450,
Sector-37, Chandigarh.
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