
 

Page 1 of 3 
 

के᭠ᮤीय सचूना आयोग 
Central Information Commission 

बाबा गगंनाथ मागᭅ, मिुनरका 
Baba Gangnath Marg, Munirka 

नई ᳰद᭨ली, New Delhi – 110067 
 

ि᳇तीय अपील सं᭎या / Second Appeal No.  CIC/MHOME/A/2022/625841 
 CIC/MHOME/A/2022/122956 
          
Shri Satwant Singh Yadav          … अपीलकताᭅ/Appellant  

VERSUS/बनाम 
 
PIO 
PMA Cell 
Director Police-I, 
Ministry of Home Affairs 
 

   …ᮧितवादीगण /Respondent 
 

Date of Hearing : 19.04.2023 

Date of Decision : 24.04.2023 

Chief Information Commissioner : Shri Y. K. Sinha 

 
Relevant facts emerging from appeal: 
 

Since both the parties are same, the above mentioned cases are clubbed 
together for hearing and disposal. 
 

Case 
No. 

RTI Filed 
on 

CPIO reply First appeal FAO 2nd Appeal 
dated 

625841 15.12.2021 12.01.2022 30.01.2022 22.02.2022 07.05.2022 
122956 16.12.2021 12.01.2022 30.01.2022 22.02.2022 17.05.2022 

 
Information sought and background of the case: 

(1) CIC/MHOME/A/2022/625841 
(2) CIC/MHOME/A/2022/122956 

The Appellant filed an RTI application dated15.12.2021& 16.12.2021 which was 
responded to by the CPIO vide letter dated 12.01.2022 is  as under:-  
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Dissatisfied with the response received from the CPIO, the Appellant filed a First 
Appeal dated 30.01.2022. The FAA/Jt. Secretary(P-I), MHA vide order dated 
22.02.2022 upheld the reply of the CPIO. 
 
Aggrieved and dissatisfied, the Appellant approached the Commission with the 
instant Second Appeal. 
 
Facts emerging in Course of Hearing: 
The Appellant participated in the hearing through video conference. He stated 
that information does not fall under any exemption clauses under Section 8 of RTI 
Act as he is seeking his own information in the instant RTI Application. 
 
The Respondent represented by Shri D.K Ghosh, Under Secretary & CPIO (Police-I 
Div., MHA) and Shri Susanta Parida, Section Officer, participated in the hearing 
through video conference.He stated that a point-wise reply was furnished to the 
Appellant vide letter dated 12.01.2022. 
 
On the Commission’s query regarding invoking exemption clause under Section 8 
(1) (i) of the RTI Act for point no. 2, 3 and 4 of the RTI Application, the Respondent 
could not provide a cogent reply. 
 
Decision: 
Upon perusal of the facts on record as well as on the basis of the proceedings 
during the hearing, the Commission observes that the CPIO has denied the 
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information to the Appellant under Section 8 (1) (i) of the RTI Act for point no. 2, 3 
and 4 of the RTI Application, which is legally untenable.  

 

The Commission further observes that denial of information under Section 
8 (1) (j) of the RTI Act for point no. 5 of the RTI Application is not found legally 
convincing. Therefore, the Commission directs the CPIO to provide a revised reply 
qua the query number 5 of the instant RTI Application, either justifying the denial 
of information under Section 8(1)(j) of the RTI Act, or furnish the information 
sought by the Appellant, invoking the severability clause under Section 10 of the 
RTI Act, to redact all personal information related to any third party.  The 
Respondent shall submit a compliance report before the Commission in this 
regard with necessary proof of service send this revised reply to the Appellant, 
with a copy marked to the Commission, within two weeks from the date of receipt 
of this order.  
 
With the above observations, the instant Second Appeals stand disposed off. 
 
 

                                                                             Y. K. Sinha (वाई. के. िस᭠हा) 
     Chief Information Commissioner (म᭎ुय सचूना आयᲦु) 

  
Authenticated true copy 
(अिभŮमािणत सȑािपत Ůित) 
 
S. K. Chitkara (एस. के. िचटकारा) 
Dy. Registrar (उप-पंजीयक) 
011-26186535  


