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Name of APPellant

Concerned CPIO

Date of RTI application

Reply of CPIO

Date of 1"t Appeal

The apPellant has Preferred

PODEP/AJEI23/00001 dated 03.01 2023 again

PODEPIR]E]1a!O1O23 dated 27 j22022 on lhe

been refused to her.

Ms. Sonia Sharma
R/o H. No. 3zo7,Sector 46-C,

Chandigarh

CPIO/Hqrs

27.12.2022

03.01.2023

03.01.2023

ORDER

1"r appeal through online RTI portal vide No'

st the disposal of her RTI application bearing No'

ground that access to the information requested has

lnformation sought vide RTI application :-

The appellant vlde her online RTI application No PODEP/R/E/221O1O23 daled

2T.l2.2o22hadSoughtinformationincontinuationtoherearlierfiledRTlappticationbearingNo.
poDEprRytzzo.os2 dated 17.11.2022 which was pending with Police Headquarters. Vide her RTI

applicationdatedlT.ll.2022shehadSoughtinformationonTpointsconcemingtocomplaintNo.5T09T5

datedll.o5.2o22.AppellantfiledRTlapplicationdated2T.l2.2O22lorSeekinginformationonpointNo.

2,6 and 7 of RTI application daled 17 112022 i'e Name and belt number of officer against whom

investigation conducted, copy of original documents recovered by chandigarh police i'e' Stamp papers,

bondsetc.anddateonwhichinvestigationofflcerclosedthecomplaintNo'2022.09878andretumedfile

to DSP/PCC

COMMENTS OF CPIO/HQRS :'

cplo/Hqrs vide his comments submitted that RTI application of the appellant was

receivedinhisofficethroughonlineRTlportalvideNo.PoDEP/R/T/22i00052dated17.11.2022and

PoDEPtNEl2zlolo23datedzT.lz.2o22tosupplytheinformationonTpointsconcemlngtoenquiry

oncomplaintsbearingNos.PW.2ozzogilS,w\r-2o221o413andPW.202210894.Asthematterfound

retatedtoDsP/PCC,soreportfromDSP/PCCwassoughtwhoreportedthatallthese3complaintshave

beenfiledandconsignedtorecordinHACbranch.Accordingly'afferobtainlngrelevantfilesfromHAC

Branch,PHQ,appellantwasrequestedVldeletterNo.T2S&744lCPlo/HqrVRTl.22,D-1093dated

o6.12.2o22toVisitofficeofcPlo/Hqrsonanyworkingdayandco|lecttherequisiteinformationafter

inspectjng the files as relevant files were huge in record but she did not tum up. Affer waiting for a long

time'RTlappticationoftheWaSdisposedofvideletterNo.33s/CPlo/HqryonlineRTl-22,D-o.ldaied

02.01.2023 and appellantwas apprised accordingly'

CPlo/HqrSfurtherintimatedthatearlieralsoinformationpertainingtothesecomplaints

havebeensuppliedtotheappellantVideletterNo.32TlCPlo/llqrs/onlineRTl-22,dated1611112022in

the shape of thirty five (35) pages and one DVD after inspecting the iles thoroughly by her'



Personal Hearing :-

Personal hearing in the matter was conducted in the office of the undersigned on

17.o1.zLz3which was attended by appellant as well as CPIO/Hqrs' The matter was discussed in

detail and both parties were heard adequately'

DECISION:-

Ms. Sonia Sharma
R/o H. No. 3207,Secto, 46-C,
Chandigarh

Copies to:-
'1 CPIO/Hqrs

-y'comouter Section.

I have gone through the contents of RTI application' appeal of the appellant'

comments of cplo/Hqrs and version of both parties heard during personal hearing vis-a-vis material

available on record and found that cplo/Hqrs after obtaining relevant fltes from HAC branch'

requestedtheaPpellantvideletterdated06.12.2022tovisithisofficeonanyworkingdayandcollectthe

requisiteinformationafterinspeclingthefilesasrelevantfileswerehugeinrecord.Butappellantdidnot

tum up to colrect the same and after waiting for a rong, her RTr apprication was disposed of by

CPlo/HqrsafierinformingherthroughletterNo.335/cPlo/Hqa/onlineRTl-22'D.oldaledo?.01.2023.

Moreover, informaton pertainlng to these complaints was earlier supplied to the appellant vide letter No'

327lcP|O/Hqrs/Online RTI-22, datd 16t11n}22in the shape of thirty fve (35) pages and one DVD after

N\ -r--,\,- -

(Manisha C[oudhary, IPS)
Senior Superintendent of Police
Union Territory, Chandigarh-cum-

13t Appellate Authority.

inspecting the files thoroughly by her'

Sofarastheissueofprovidinginformationforspecificquestionsavailablefromrecordis

concemed(aSraisedbytheappellantinherinstantappeal),thesequestionsarenotrequiretobe

ans,vered as per RTI act. As per the provisions of section 2 (0 of RTI Act the CPIO has to fumish the

availableinformationtoapplicant.Moreover,Hon,bleCentrallnformationcommission,NewDelhiin

Complaint No.CIC/RBIND/C/ 2O2Ot664244 titled as "shishir Gupta Vs Reserve Bank of lndia

categorically explained as under:-

"The CP\O cannot create information in the manner as sought

by the applicant' The CP\O is onty ? communicator of
iitormafioln' based on the rccodrs hetd in the otrice and hence'

ne cannot expected to do rcsearch wotk to deduce anything

from the mateial thercin and then supply it to him''

ln view of above, it is apparenuy clear that ample opportunity was given to the

appellant by cPlo/Hqrs to inspect the relevant files and obtain the requisite information as per her

satisfaction. Moreover information pertaining to the same complaints have already been supplied

earlier to the appellant in the shape of 35 pages and one DVD'

However,toupholdthespirittheofRTlActandintheinterestofnaturaljusticeas

well as for the satisfaction of the appellant, cPlo/Hqrs is directed to call the appellant in his office

again, offer inspection of relevant files and supply the available information to her, as per RTI A61'

ln case, the appellant is not satisfied with the disposal of her appeal' she can file

secondappealbeforetheHon'bleClC,ClCBhawan,BabaGangnathMarg'Munirka'NewDelhi-

110067 under the RTI Act within 90 days


