F. Mo, 14038/82/2014-UTS |
Lovernment of India
MUUSUY O Home Allairs
(UTS-1 Desk)
Morth Block, Mew Delhi
£ Mews Delhi, 5 & August 2014

shri Anil Bainval,
B-1/6, Hauz Khas,
Mew Delhi-110 015.

Sub:  Supply of information under Righty to Infarmation Act, 2005,

Sir,

Kindly refer your application dated 29.08.2011 {received in UTS.I Desk on
25.08.2014). The infarmation sought is not available with UTS and UTS-)|
Sections of Ministry of Home Affairs,  Your application has already been
transferred to other CPIOs in MHA,

2. The designated 1% Appellate Authority against the decision of Director
{Services) and CPIO is as follows:

Shri Igbal Singh Chahal,
Jaint Secretany (UT),
Ministry of Home Affairs, [\
MNaorth Block, Mew Delhi-110 001,
Yours faithiully,

g S
(An Sharma)

 Diractor (Services) & CPIO
H Tel. No. 2303 2436
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Dated the 26™aug 2014
To
- > : "'*':-1 s LA
Shri Anil Bairwal ﬂ_‘,}
B-1/6, Hauz Khas, /
New Delhi-110016 _ ilts Q ‘Er/ ral4

Subject: Furnishing information under RT1 Act, 2005 regarding Case
No CIC/SS/C/201 3000032 V307360 received from Hon'ble [nfonmation
Commissioner, CIC,

alr,

I am directed to refer to the Hon'Ble Central Information Comenission’s
Oirder dated 23.07.2014 i the case Mo CIC/SSC201 30000327507 3600

s, As far as this CPIO is concerned, 3 requests from Dell Police seeking
permission wers received which were nol acceded o 2z conveved vide this
Minislry's lelter No, 1601408200 1-UTE dated 21 July 2001 (copy encloscd).
Also, at present no request from Delhi Police ete. seeking such permission is

pending with this CPIO.

Yours faithfiully,

Encl : as above o
- ..er‘—«-.l_' MM—H_}

(Chitra Narﬁ}ran]
CPIO & Under Secratary (DF)

— 1
Mn b, Shei WVijai  Sharma, Hon'ble Information Commissioner, Central
.{;‘ Information Commission, Room Mo, Club Building , Old TMU Campus,
AL " New Delhi-110067 - for information in compliance with order in case
L5 No CIC/S5/C2013/000032/ 5/07360 dated 25.7 2014,

{\_‘-.-.3 / All CPIOs of MHA- A copy of RTI application of Shri Anil Bairwal dated
\/ 16.09.2011 and Hon'ble CIC order dated 25.07.2014 are enclosed with the

/ request (o furpish information (including nil information)  directly @ the

app l-csuﬂ as dircered by I-[-:rhble. CIC.
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Dzar SicfMadam,

Linder the BT Act 2005 the follewng infarmation is seught from your kind office.
1. Under what rules Delhi police sought MHA"S permission to interrogate dmar Singh 2% per recent

NeWs reports ¢

bt

Kindly give us 2 copy of the Rules under which the Police s required Lo do so,
arg there any pridelings 1o he followed by the BAHA
a copy of any such rules/guidelings

L

rn granting such permissions? Please g2ive us
4, L{::-'u-.' mary Limes has the Delli Palice, C81 or anyone else spproached MHA far these tvpes of
I"‘x-“-ﬁ‘“ mission in last 10 pears?

1 .3}5,1.--'{1"1; many sirch permissions were granled and fnowhat brme 2nd how many were nal granted

*::f
h

=~ argd ressons thareal

TR g ] 3

‘L.T: B How many such requests far investigation/orosecution of elected ropresentatives ars pending
[N |
Tl |

with the Home Ministny at preszant?

Pleaze provice 103 the details of the seme {pomt ).

|

The request is being made as per the
Rz, 10/
appiication feg 3z roquire

aforessid

provisiand in Secticn & of the RTE Act 2005, A oostal order af

tRupges ten only), bearing NG 92E 387144 has heen attachod owards peyment of the

d. kRindiy intimate me any additional fee payable. | would

une to receive the

infarmation by registered post in my office address given below  We loak forward 1o vour

Conparation
rour kind ca-aperation and prompt response in this matler is requesizd.

Thanking you in adwvance,

I Gt

- P’L
D

Anil Hainess

HMatioral Coordinaror

Assaciation far Democratic Reforms
106, Hauz Bhas, New Delhe- 310014

Prons —011 40817601
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Decigion No.CIC/88/C/2013/000032/V5/ 07360
Appeal No. CIC [ 88/C/2013/00003%/ Ve

Dated: 25.07.2014
Complainant: Shri Anil Bairwal
B-1/6, Hauz Khas
A/ Mew Delhi-110016
.d-"-'-. - . -
Respondent: Ceptral Public information Officer/
.'I wtHirector Delhi, Mo H.A.
; /{D F) Narth Block
U':l ' New Delhi-110001
.. J
Date of Hearing: 09,07 .2014

7 ORDER
/5‘\_/ Facls

I

ﬁl‘nﬁ?'} 1. The complainant fled an application dated 16.09.2011 under the BET! A
seclang nformation regarding the reason for seeling permission I'*'r

MHA to Interrcgate Shri Amar Singhk by Delhi Police, rules p:hfu“mh e}

1'3'-"”‘11' Police, puidelines to be followed by MHA in granting permission,

delails of psrmission given v similer cases, otc. CPIO resnonded on

].U.{Jg.éﬂl 1. Copy of firat appeal and FAA's order arc not cenclosed,
Complainant filed this present appeal on 05.12.2012,

\ 2. Respondent was present before the Commissian,

3. Respondent referred ta the KTl application of the complainant and stated
that the complainant was =zeeking information regarding the reason for
seeking permission from MHA 1o interrogate Shri Amar Singh h_, Dialhi
Police, :‘L1]n:s periaining 1o Delhi Police, guidelines to be followed by MHA
in granting permission, details of permission given in similar cases, stc,

4. Respondent stated that reparding p—::inL no. 1 of the RTI application, as
Shri- Amar Si ngh was a member of Rajya Sabha, the matter was referred
to the MHA as per practice and procedure dpp?icab]e in such cases,
Hespondent stated that the MHA informed the Delhi Police about certzin

-
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euidelines where the invesligalion agency vould decids  its own course

Ao .

5. Respondent stated that regarding point no. 2 of the RTI application, copy
of the relevant ecxtracts of practice and procedures hed abready been
rovided to the complainant on 08.10.2012,

0. Respondent stated that regarding poind no. 3 of the BT applicalivn, the
MHA had informed the complzinent thet the desired mformation was
available on the website of the Rajva Sabha. Respondent stated that if the
complainant required certain clarification, additional documents would
also be provided to the complainant.

7. Respondent stated that regarding point ne. 4 of the RTI application, there
were three occasions when permission was sought from the MHA and this
was inforened to the complainant on 16022012,

&, Respondent stated that regarding peint ne. 5 of the RTI application,
MOTMaNsn Was not readily evaillable with the respondeni organisston.

9. Regarding point no. 6 and 7 of the RT! application, respondent said that
injormation was required 10 be collected from other departiments and that
woutld be provided to the complainant.

10, Complainant did not participate in the hearing,
Deeision

L1. Respondent is divected o provide to the complainant, within 30 days of
this order, the information on points 5, 6, and 7 of the RTI application.

The complaint is disposed of. Copy &f decision be given free of cost to the
parties. :

(Vijai Sharma)
!nfnrmatmn Commissioner

Authenticated true copy:

i

{‘J [ '-‘1el'ﬂa]
DO & Deputy Hegistrar




