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CHANDIGARH POLICE
OFFICE OF THE SENIOR SUPERINTENDENT OF POLICE-CUM-1".APPELLATE

AUTHORITY (UNDER RTI ACT 2OO5), UT, CHANDIGARH.

Appeal order No. b-3q?-j91 /uT/RTl/ssP, uateo : :{ \r"\zoa1
Name of Appellant : Mr. Naresh Kadyan

Fyo C-38, Rose Apartment, Sector 14 City,
Prashant Vihar. Rohini. Delhi, 1 10085.

Concerned CPIO

Date of RTI application

Date of 1"r Appeal

CPIO/Admn

01.o9 2024

19.10 2024

ORDER

The appellant has preferred his lstappeal dated 19.10.2024 against the disposal

of his RTI application dated 01.09.2024 by CPIO/Admn with the contentions that requisite

information was not provided to him.

lnfornration sought vide RTI application :-

The appellant vide his RTI application dated 01.09.2024 had sought information on

03 points regarding action report on PIvIOPG/U202410134221 i.e. commercial utilization of

biological resources from UT, Chandigarh Biodiversity Board, performing animals from UT

Chandigarh Animal Welfare Board and permission to protest in front of Rock Garden.

COtu1l\JENTS OF CPIO/Admn:-

CPIO/Admn vide his comments submitted that RTI application of the appellant

was received in his office to supply the information. Thereafler, after obtaining requisite

information frorn concerned point wise reply was provided to the appellant and applicant was

apprised vide no. 300/RTl-24lCPlOl Admn dated 08. 1 0.2024.

DECISION :-

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

comments of CPIO/Admn vis-d-vis material available on record which revealed that the

appellant vide his RTI application had sought information on 03 points regarding action report on

PMOPG|E|2O24|0134221 i.e. commercial utilization of biological resources from UT, Chandigarh

Biodiversity Board, performing animals from UT Chandigarh Animal Welfare Board and permission

to protest in front of Rock Garden.

In reply, concerned CPIO/Admn has provided the available soughUrequisite

information with them to the appellant.

Now as far as appeal is concerned, appellant is not satisfied with the information

provided to him. However, CPlOiAdmn have appropriately disposed off the RTI applicatjon by

providing the available information to the appellant. Hence, no more action is required to be

taken on this instant 1"t appeal as requisite information has already been provided to the

appellant.

With these observations, instant appeal stands disposed off accordingly.



ln case, the appellant is not satisfied with the disposal of his appeal, he can file

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

Delhi-'1 10067 under the RTI Act within 90 days.

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

1 "t Appellate Authority.

Mr. Naresh Kadyan
R/o C-38, Rose Apartment, Sector 14 City,
Prashant Vihar, Rohini, Delhi, 110085.
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