. ‘ RTI MATTER/TIME BOUND

No.A-43020/01/2013-RTlI

A- - S’ﬁ Ne 1\42/
Government of India/Bharat Sarkar /

Ministry of Home Affairs/Grih Mantralaya

) Y
New Delni, dated=| /> /2013,

o

1
OFFICE MEMORANDUM K 7
e

Subject: Application of Shri/fSmt/Ms..... Q1 G ﬁ?f?...(.f?\.&*.ﬁ.f. ....... under
-the RTI Act, 2005,

Fk K ShoR

The undersigned is directed to forward herewith an application

dated H 1S q 3 under  the  RTI  Act, 2005  from
ShrirsmtMs....... & SO e Yoeke
(received in thss Ministry  on 12/ 5 /2013 Dy transfer from

) to s Division

for providing information, as the requested information pertains to/more closely
refated to the functions of the said Division. It is requested that if the subject matter
pertains to any other CPIO/Public Authority, the application may be
forwarded/transferred directly to that Authority under intimation to the applicant.

2. The applicant has paid the requisite fee of Rs.10/- vide Receipt‘

No. odNh3l . dated 2 |/ 5 /2013 (enciosed)/not paid the fee since  helshe
belongs to BPL category.

(HelShe is requesied o contact the above mentioned CPIO/Public Authority for
further information in the matter).

[ \ o ( Sanjoy Mitra )
~ i) Under Secretary to the Govt of India.
To. "
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speed Post

To,

The Central Public Information Oflieer

Muisuy of Home AfTairs,

Giovernment of [ndia e ;
T §

Nurth Block. ‘
New Delhi -t Lo oot /3)7(/)1?72) “Djj\\k
}71/5')) d

Doear Sir

Reo: Application for obtaining information Us 6 & 7 of the RFT Act, 2005

Lo Name of Apphicant: M. Ramsugar Yadav.

2o Address: A-3020 Mirasagar, Rumdeo Park Lane, Opp. UCO Bunk Read, Bhavander
(£, Thane. Maharashtra - 401103
3. Partteadars of Informauon required / sought
{1y Subject - Interception o communication & use of call data records by SEBI
(11} Period to which mformation relates: 1™ January 2008 to 31% March 2013,
(i) Category / Description of Information required / sought tor:

a. Coptes ol correspondence between Ministry of 1lome Affairs and / or
Department of Teleconununication and /7 or Departinent of Economic Aifairs
and S oor and o Minisuy of Comnmunication & [T and / or anv other

. Departiment /- Nunistites for appointment / recommendation of SERI as
N\ \”'/‘ 7 authorized  enforcement  agency  for  interception  and momtorige of

communieation as per the Indian Teleoraph 18563 (S ub-section 2 of Section 5)

— S
mchuding for obuuning call daw records from televom service providers,

S

o, Lopies of iernal file netings o the Ministry of Fome AfThirs relating to thiy
subject

e _ _ e — -

‘ Copies ()j Lmu'spmu!um ¢ beneen | SEB ! D *pm{we;rt ofuco.uf)mu ijuus, A fmz,f.r v of |

CHome Affaivs and Departinent of Telecosumrication on 1his siabject are enclosed for |
' = - L

your rewdy refeience — Total 12 fetiers — Towal paves 16

el ]

40 Mode of Tuformstion: By post

S0 Whaether Applicant s below poverty line: No



{r.

SiName o the Oftice Deptt. to which information relates

e St et

Whoether fee has been paid: Enciosed Tndian Postal Order
}

QURTGH of Ry 10

budring reference no. 0,

Specitic details of information (iFany): As mentioned in paras 3 (1) above.

Particulars ol identity of Apphicant: Resident of Mu mbai, Mahacishira India
Whether the same information had been sought previousty: No

Address at which the mtormation shall be sent: A-302,

Mirasagar. Ramdeo Park

Lane, Opp. UICO Bank Rowd, Bhavander (1), Thane, Mahaashi - 401 1035

flome Sceretary /7 Jt
DUCTelry.

Place: Munbai
Date: May 14, 2012

N
| ,C[\Jn
s (0 -
Ramsagar Yaday
302, Mirasagar, Rumdeo Park Lane,

) PR UCO Bank Ro wh, Bhavander Fusy,
Thane, Maharashtra - 011053
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Secretary
Depertment of Telgcommunicatcns

Sanchar Bhawan

As vou may be aware, SEBl is mandated (3 proteci the interest of invesiors and
regulate the securities market. Towarcs thiz end, ons or i
market surveillance 0 detect and prevent marke! manipulations in order 1o
rmaintain orderly conduct and integtity in the securities market. For the purpose
of prompt survelllance and sffective investigations, examinaiion of varnous
documents including telephone records of suspected persons are crucial o
sstablish the role of market maripulators, especially in insider trading cases. |
therafore request yau to include SEBI in the permitiead list of Law Enforcement
agencies, which would enable SEBI to summen for Call Data Record (CDR)

from kcensed service providers,

ours faithnaiy,
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hMay 12, 2009
Dear Shri Chawla,

Plaase recall our discussions in the meeting with senior officers on March 18, 2009 when you

visited SEBL

2. We had 'rdghli;;i*-.ted the fact that as per extant prd scedures, the telephone agencies share theur
Call Data Records only with Law Enforcement Agenciss spe ecificallv authorized by Departiment of
Telecommunmnications. Similarly Internct Sorvice Providars are also oblized to disclose emall records
only to those agencies specifically inchuded in the hist approved by CGovernment. SEBIis not on the
list of such approved enforcemem agencies.  Some Telephene/Internet Service Providers have
expressed unwi Hlingness to share the Call Data Records/Email records, on this ground. We are Fiven
to understand thai these lisis are appm\'ed ac part of the licensing agreement which Telephone
Service ProvidersfInternet Service Praviders enter into with Government and its agencie

-

3. This refusal to shate telephone/email records has many & time, impeded the course of
effective investigation by afficers of SEBI into cases ol suspected market manipulation er fraud.

4. In this connection, kind attenticn is drawn to this office letter ISD/113110/2008 dated January
3, 2008 {copy enclosed) requesting that SEBI should alse be included in the list of Law Enforcement

Arencies that can requisiion Call Dotz Records from Licensed Service Providers.

3. Our experience has been that most modern day instances of fraud involve extensive use of

telephane and emails, Therefore, it becomes imperative that SEBI is given thess powers o
requisition telep! hone/smail data from service providers to enable it to undertake its siatutory
regulatory functions afficiéntly.

a. I request you mk

Teleo mmunications dand ensure that

alzo included i the Ges that can call for tele phonc,ema“

AR 7o r-r-§:
L e w Iz

Vours sincerely,

Shri Ashok Chawla

Secretary

Department of Bronomic Affair
Ministry of Finance, Mor t_h\:\lﬂch,
RNiga Dol 110001
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CIL/CS/167802/2000

Tune 24, 2069

Dear Shri Chawiz,

Pursuant to my letter dated May 12, 2009 to you, vegarding SEEU's power o

requisition Call Data Records (CDR), it is understood that the Ministry of Home Affairs
has not agreed to our request. Further, they have opined that SEBI can obtain CDR
information as per the procedure of Criminal Procedure Code {CrPO).
z. 1 may clarify that SEBL does not have the powers under CrPC. SEBI only has
powers of a civil court under Section 11(3) of the SEBL Act, 1992 in respect of certain
matters, However SEBI has been seeking CDR details from telecom operators using the
powers of investigation under Section 11C of the SEBI Act. Under this provision, the
Investigating Authority may require any intermediary or “any person associated with
securities market in any manner” to furmish information considered necessary for the
purposes of investigation. It is possible for telecom companies to argue that they are not
persons associated with the securities market though the information they possess is
relevant for the purpose of SEBI inquiry.

377 We are proposing necessary amendments to the SEBI "Act explicitly empowering
SEBI to call for such information. T would like to reiterate that ine order to conduct
offective investigations into fraud and insider trading in particular, telephone/email data
from service providers, is imperative. The amendments to the SEBI Act would take scme
fime. It is not desirable to render SEBI ineffective 1 the meantime. I request you to take
up the matter with the Ministry of Home Affairs and the Ministry of Commurucations &
IT for reconsideration of the decision.

Wit ve

ards,

T
3

it e
C_B-Fhave

-

Secretary — (Finance)

Department of Feonomic Affairs
Mindstry of Pinance /
Ceovernment of india I/ _
North Block, New Defni 110601 ) /
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EDUCShST 321 12000
December 16, 2000

Dear Ao CABLDLA

This nas reference © your ietter dated July 4, 2009 on the issue of mcluding the
Securities and Exchange Board of Indiz (SEBI) in the list of law enforcement
/investigating agencies maintained by the Department of Telscommunications for
faciiitating receipt of e-mails and Call Data Records (CDR) from the sarvice oroviders,

2. Given the complexity of modern financial crimes, | would like 1o reiterate that it is
vital for SEBI to have the powers to call for Call/Electronic data records. | should also
emphasize here that what we have sought is not ihe power {o tap or intercept
calls/electronic data flows, but only the powers to call for such data from the service
providers as this becomes necessary for our mvestigations.

3. Furthermore, if we have to fully five upto the responsibilities arising from the
membership in FATF that we are currently seeking, it becomes all the more important
that SEBI as the regulator of the securities market, should be sufficiently empowered in \
this regard.

4. | request you to take up the matter once again with the Ministry of Home Affairs
for getting SEB! authorized as one of the agencies empaowered for calling for the data
from the relevant service providers,

BV

e e o

Shri Ashok Chawla

Secretary (Financa)

Department of Economic Arfairs
Ministry of Finance

Government of India

Marth Block, Mzw Delhi- 11000
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Securitics and Excharnge Basrd of india

SEBVCBB/EMAL009/ 1344 1.0
December 30, 2009

Dear Shit Chawla,

This has reference to your letters D.O. No. 2/3/2009 dated July 4, 2009 and I'.No
5/03/2000-RE dated December 16, 2009 on the issuc of including Securities and
Exchange Board of India (SEBI) in the list of law enforcement /investigating agencies
maintained by the Department of Telecommunications thai are allowed access to e-mail
and Call Data Records(CDR) from the service providers.

In your Jetter dated December 16, 2009, SEBI has been advised to utilize the
services of agencies already authorized for monitoring of telecommunications including
Department of Revenue Intelligence (DRI) and Enforcement Directorate(ED).  SEBI
needs access to e-mail/CDR data only where needed for anv of its investigations. For this
reason, ] would like to point out that having to make a requisition to another investigative
agency for getting information that might often be critical 1o an investigation may neither
be practicable or desirable. Furthermore, currently Internet Service Providers are liable
to retain email transmissions onty for a specified number of days. In that case, there is a
real danger that the required data will no longer be available by the time a request made
by SEBI is agreed to by DRI'ED. '

Furthermore, having to rely on another ageney to get access o data required
during the course of investigation considerably detracts from the efficiency of the process
and in fact might even compromise the qualify of the investigation.

Given the complexity of financial offences, speedy access to information that
could potentially have considerable evidentiory value, is of the vital essence in
Linvestication. OGur experience in the recent past bears this out fully. Moreover, given ihs

respensibitity cast on SEBI as the regulator of the seenrities market and consid
Uourmnut is sceling ummocrsmp in FATE, it is imperative that SEBI be suiticienty
meuv.c;ed to obtoin e-mail/call deia infonnation, necessary to detect and check nnm;c;d
crimes 1n the securities market. [ would like to reiterate that what we have soulght for.

not the power to t:n) or intercept calls/electronic data flows, but only the powers io C'LH
for such data front thie service providers as would be necessary for our investigations.

T T, @i . a-u, 9T e, urc.ngT?ﬁ?R” wisl (94, 7% - 400 051, TTHE: 2844 9958 f 4045 2999
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Fax 1 2844 9003 « £-mall: chalrman ¥ sebigovin = Waet | www. S5D0govain




I request vou 1o take up the matter once again with the Minisoy of Home Affairs
for getting SEBI authorized as one of the asencies empowered for calling for the daia

from the service providers.
With regards.
T I ST ;
Vours sincerely,

AL
Y

CB. Bhave

Shri Ashek Chawla :
Secretary (Finance)

Department of Economic Affairs

Ministry of Finance

Government of Tndia

North Block

New Dethi — 110001
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This has reference io letters D.O. No. 2/3/200¢ daled July 4, 2008 and
© No. 2/03/2009-RE dated December 18, 2009 on the issuec of including
Securities and Exchange Board of india (SEBI) in the list of law enforcement /
investigating agencies ‘maintained by the Department of Telecommunications
that are allowed access to e-mail and Call Data Records (CDR) for the service
DIoviders.

We had been informed vide letter dated December 18, 2009, that the
matter had been examined by the Ministry of Home Affairs and that the Ministry
of Home Affairs had advised that SEBt may utilize the services of the agencies
authorized for monitoring of telecommunication. We were also further advised
vide the said lefter that SEBI may route their monitoring reguirement through
Department of Revenue Intelligence {DR1) and Enforcement Directorate (ED), the
two agencies under MoF, which are in the list of designated security agencies
authorized for monitoring of telecommunications.

SEBI had accordingly requested Depariment of Revenue Intelligence
(DRI) and Enforcement Directorate (ED) to obtain and provide the CORs required
in two major investigation cases. We have been unsuccessful in obtaining the

data. Therefore, routing of SEBI's request through designated agencies like DR
and ED has not proved effective

| would like to point out that the cases taken by investgation typicaily
pertain o market fraud and insider trading. Once i s prn“n facie evident that an
entity is involved in b!.f‘i‘ financial crimes, SEB! as a first emergency maasure
bans such an entity from dealing in the securities market. This is done o prevent
ansuspecting investers from ':e:t:ng nrey to fraud and manipulation by the guiity,
Delays in getiing infonmation from teiephone pi‘c}'\f';dr:rs in time, woud mezn hat
the guilty remain at large 1n the securiiias market, free to cause wreparable harm
and l0ss to genuine investors.

i

Furthermore, having to route reguests throuch another agency 1o 2
datz with evidentiary value, for purposes of investigation by SERI
considerably aife *t and even compromise the quality of investi
markets are complately electronic now. Investment sirategie
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pased on rapid computer lelephons znd mobile ransactions.  Given ihe
«ensive use of advanced iechnology in the Tinaincial markets, it foliows tha

financial ciime has become egually sophisiicated. Therelore iUis imperative tha

1
L
=3}

" the Securities Market Regulator is armed with powers to access data required for

its investigations.

It wouid te appropriate to mention here that as per sub-section 2 of
Section 5 of the Ingian Telegraph Act, 1885 Government can legally take
nossession of licensed telegraphs and aiso intercept messages. Section 5
therefore pertains to live interception and tapping of telephonic conversations. it
does not any way prohibit sharing of static data ifike Call Data Records (CDRs),
Krnow Your Cliant (KYCs), etc. in the Indian Telegraph Acl. However, the
Depariment  of  Telecommunications has  issued a cladfication  to
telecommunication service providers (copy enclosed) that even such static data
should be furnished onty to the designated agencies in ther list. | am of the
view that Section 5(2) is unfortunately being misinterpreted to deny SEBI, access
to such cntical information required for its investigation.

I would like to emphasize here that SEBI's 1s not seeking powers either for
interception or for monitoring of calls and emails. What is sought by SEBJ is
merely the power to seek static information like CDRs and KYCs. [ request you
to take up the matter once again with the Ministry of Home Affairs for getting
SEBI authorized as one of the agencies empowered for called for data from the
service providers.

Yours sincerely,

REERAYE
/

i

T e At

C. B. Bhave
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Securities and Exchange Board of India

OW/2584/2010
Aprit 26, 2010

Dear Shri Pillal,

| am enclosing herewith a copy of my letter to Shri Ashok Chawla, Finance
Secretary.

The Ministry of Home Affairs had taken a view that SEBI shouid obtain access
to cell phone records through the agencies already authorized to obtain such
access. We find that this suggestion does not work in practice. This has
severely handicapped our capacity in investigating matters. As you can see
from the letter SEBI is not asking either the power to intercept calls or to listen
to the conversation. | would be grateful if the Ministry reviews its decision in
the matter, so that SEB! can carry out its investigation in an effective manner.

Yours sincerely,

e
/

C. B. Bhave

3hri G. K Pillai,

Home Secratary,
Ministry of Home Adiairs,
Government of india,
North Block,

New Dethi - 110 CO1.
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Securities and Exchanye Board of lndia

OW/2lk s} /2010
September 29, 2010

Dear Shri PPillas,

This is to follow up on the meeting that vou had with Dr K M Abraham, Whole
Time Member, when he called on you an September 3, 2010 to explain the
request of SEBI that it be allowed to seek and obtain Call Data Records from
telephone companies and internet services under the Telecommunications Act.
Call Data Records have become very important of late i the investigations
conducted by SEBI. Modern day crimes in the securities market are largely
based on extremely fast transactions supported by use of technology and
communications both voice and data. There are several cases in which SEBI
finds it almost impossible to do a complete investigation i the absence of
accessibility to such relevant Call Data Records.

I welcome your suggestion that you would call for a meeting to work out a
practical solution to the problem that SEBI is facing. Ilook forward to hearing
from vou on this. Copies of letters to Finance Secretary are also enclosed

Warm regards,

Yours sincerely,
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Shri G K Pilla

Home Secretary

Ministry of Home Aftairs
Government of India
North Block

New Delld 110001
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Croversimont of India
Ministry of Communications & ¥
Departrnent of Telecommunications .
Licensing Groun (fAccess Services Cell)
Room, Na. 719, Sanchar Bhavas
20, Asheka Rosd, New Dslhi.} FO0O)

Bub . Inclusion of SERY ip Department of Telecommunieptions I

SigpRons List of Fongniry BvaG
Enforecement Authorities-rep,

In reference to your leter no. 2/3/2009-RE dated 24.G3.200¢ regarding the subjecs
mentioned above; the undersigned is dTFEETEaTcT[;“ﬁy that : )

2. Lew Enforcement Agen

cies have been authorised by the Minis
intereeption and moniterning ps

try of Home Affeirs for
per Indian Telegraph 1885 Su

b-gection 2 of Section 5,

3. CDR information can be obiained as per the procedure of Criming! Procedurs Codes,

5. MHA was also consulied & hag not been DEreed o,
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.. FINANCE SECRETARY
EICEH : MINISTRY OF FINANCE

o CHAWILA GOVERMWHVTCWWNDM

NORTH BLOCK, NEW DEL #1.11001
Tei. : 23092611 Fax : 23094075

July 4, 2009

Dear

I am writing on the issue of including the Securities and Exchange
Board of India (SEBI) in the list of law enforcement / investigating
agencies maintained by the Department of Telecommunications for
facilitating obtaining telephone / email records automatically from the
service providers,

2. As you are aware, SEBJ is the regulator of the securities market,
With the growing importance of financial markets the prevention and
prosecution of large scale financial crimes using  hi-technology
communications systems need an equal empowerment of the regulatory
agency to faciiitate discharging its constitutional function. Your ware alsn
agree that speedy availability of records to the investigating agencies Is
also essential to avoid the track being lost. SEBI could crack some of the
recent episodes of financial crimes becayuse of. the voluntary submission of
Call Data Records (CDR) by some of the telecom service providers. '

3. We had approached the DOT in this regard. DOT, apparently in
consultation with MHA, have not agreed to include SEBI in the [ist of
authorised agencies who coulg automatically calf for such data from the
service providers, They suggested that the process of Criminal Procedure
Code (CrPC) may be followed for obtaining the data. SEBI does nci have
powers under CrPC.  Obtaining the information through the Courts s
lengthy and that amount of time is not available to 2gendies investigating
financial crimes and frauds of the modarn type, as evidence can be easily
tampered with, in a short time. SEBI needs to be empowered in all
Possible ways in facilitating to obtain the cal and electronic communication
records in preventing / detecting financial crimes.

4. I may add that the facility of real tme eniine recording of calis may
not ne rneedad for SEBI; it needs only such racords on demand. 1 would,

//
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sfore, reguest you to consider including SEBI as cne of the acencies
orised to call for call and electronic communication records from such
service providers, given the responsibilities of SEBI in our financial svstem.

5. I am endorsing & copy of this letter to Secretary, Department of
Telecommunications.

Yours sincerely,

Sl
{Ashaob Chawla)

Shri Gopatl K. Piliai

Home Secretary

Ministry of Home Affairs -
North Block B

New Dethi — 110 001

Copy to:

(1) Shri Siddhartha Behura, Secretary, Department of
Telecommunications, Sanchar Bhawan, 20, Ashoka Road, New
~ Delhi - 110 001.

2y Shri C.B. Bhave, Chairman, Chairman, Securities and Exchange
Board of India, SEBI Bhavan, Piot No. C-4A, G-Block, Bandra
Kurla Complex, Bandra ({East), Mumbai - 400051 - for
information.
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Dated 16" Dece mber 2309
.\mh Block New Dellii.

The Charman

Securities and Exchange Board of India
SERI Bhawan, Plot No. C-4 A G Bleok
Bandra Kurla Comyplex, L’»emum (Fasn)
Mumbai- 400051,

Subr Inclusion of SEBI in the ligs cf' l aw enforcement/investiating agencles maintained by DoT

for facilitating  obtuining 1 wephone/smail  records wvrn,]uuull_, from  the service

previders..
Sir

In continuation of Finznee = Secretary’s DO Jetter Wo. 2/3/2000. RE dated 4" g 1y, 2009
ot the bm-c mentioned S“‘mo o O‘C)Tbﬁ'(‘ 10 Chairman SEBIL T am direcied to saw thar the matter
has been ve- ff.‘:uﬂmed n the Minisiry of Home A ffairs, fhcs have advised that SER] may utilize
LETVICGS LL‘ L DS 4l mnl'»' suthorized for ratsiens uAuJ:, ot te m;dl'numuuuuuu Ldt:x;) s2nt of
Revenue Inteli: g nce {DRY) and Enforcement Directorate ED), two agencies under Mmzsm of
tinance are i the gy of designated secunity  agencies authorized for momtoring of
lelecomImunicaiions, §Pdi iy roule their momtoring requirement through these monitgring
agencics.

-

Yours raithfu iy
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July 12

Dear

I'am writing on the issue of Including the Securities. and Exchange Board of

India (SEBI) in “he list of enforcement agencies authorised to obtain Cali Records
Data (CRD) and other electronic communications from the service providers. we
have written to the DoT on this issue earlier too a few times including a p.o.
letter dated July 4, 2009 from me to your predecessor. The advice of the DoT
was to follow the Cr.PC which SEBI did not find practical, giver the speed with
which they need the information.

2. The reasons for seeking these powers for SEBI had been fully explained in
the earlier communications referred to in the above para. However, for ready
reference, 1 am attaching a copy of the letter dated Aprit 26, 2010 from
Chairman, SEBI, which expiains the reasons futly.

3. In parallel, we have been consulting the Ministry of Home Affairs on the

-issue.  The latest reply from the Home Secretary reiterates that the agencies
_need to be specifically empowered under Section 5(2) of the Indian Telegraph
- ¢ Act, 188S5. Statutory agencies Mandated to tackle financial crimes and protecting
investors’ interests should be provided full support and operators and service
-providers should not deny relevant information to such agencies,

4. It is understood that the DoT Is proposing to make certain amendments (o
- the Indian Teiegrapn Act, 1385, Vhile doing so, I wouid Jrge you to include SEgR]
as one of the agencies authorised to receive the CRD,
5. I am endorsing a copy of this letter to Chairman, SERT as well to facHitats
them to give any further information / details as you may regul

sl LN L !

S #3 Thersas

Secretary

Department of Telecommunications
Sanchar Bhawan

20, Ashoka Road

New Deihi

2010
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RTI Matter
By Speed Post

e No. 1{.20034/35/2013-1S.1I/M

Government of India M’H ;/I oA Na.’\_\f_?:_ﬂ_ﬂ_ﬁf,;

Ministry of Home Affairs
(1S.] Division/IS.II Desk)
North Block, New Deihi,
Dated< 0 June , 2013
To

Shri Ramsagar Yadav

A-302, Mirasagar, Ramdeo Park lane,
Opp UCO Bank Road, Bhayander East,
Thane, Maharashtra-401105,

Sub:  Application of Shri Ramsagar Yadav seeking information under Right to
information Act, 2005.

Please refer to your RTI application dated 14.05.2013 received in the

office of the undersigned on 28.05.2013 on the ahove mentioned subject.

2. The information sought is related to Interception of communication and is
exempted from disclosure under sub-section 1(a) and 1(g) of Section 8 of the RTI
Act, 2005.

3. lt s informed that in case you are not satisfied with the reply, you can prefer
an appeal within 30 days from the receipt of this communication to Shri Rakesh
Singh, Joint Secretary (Internal Security-1), Room No 197-B, North Block, Ministry of
Home Affairs, New Delhi, who is the Appellate Authority in this case.

Yours faithfully,

“& :
\ Ek(RaR/e ’h“fwﬂi-ttal)

Director (Internal Security-l) & CPIO

LA o oyl
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