OFFICE OF THE DIRECTOR GENERAL (PRISONS)
PRISON HEADQUARTERS: GOVT. OF NCT OF DELHI
NEAR LAJWANTI GARDEN CHOWK: NEW DELHI-110064
PH No- 28520398 (0), 28520989 (Fax), Email: dig-tihar@nic.in)

Name of applicant Date of . | Reply given by PIOs | Date of filing | Date of Appeal - ID No.
: applications of Appeal Hearing of No.
3 Appeal
Sh. Sunil Kumar, 04/04/2022 | PIO-CJ-7-12/04/2022 02/05/2022 19/05/2022 | 45/2022 | Appeal
Ex: Supdt: % General

Appellant Sh. Sunil Kumar, Ex. Supdt. is not present for hearing being jail inmate. Sh.
Rahul Kumar, Warder-1543 is present for hearing on behalf of PIO CJ-7.

Case heard. Through the appeal, the Appellant has stated that the reply with regard to
the information sought at S. No. 1 (a) & 1 (b) of this application dated 04/04/2022 is not
satisfactory as per the provisions under RTI Act 2005. The appellant has however, cited
reasons for his ‘non-satisfaction’ with the reply of the SPIO. :

During the hearing, the representative of PIO CJ-7 has stated that the appellant has:
sought the information in respect to lodgement of UTP Sukesh Chandrashekhar S/o Sh. Vijyan
Chandrashekhar during the period be remained in Central Jail No-7 and the also asked the
certified copies of Barrack Bandi of UTP Sukeh Chanrashekhar for the said period. Since, tha
said matter is sub-juidice before the Hon’ble Supreme Court of India in which the applicant is
confined in Prisons. Hence, in view of above, the information’s/documents which may be
impede the process of investigation cannot be provided to the applicant. However, the-
information cannot be given to the applicant in view of safety, security and personal
information of an individual persons/inmate to any other inmate.

I have carefully considered the submission of the Appellant made in his appeal date&
02/05/2022 and PIO reply dated 12/04/2022 and oral submission made by the representative
of the PIO CJ-7. I, therefore, do not find any reason to interface with the reply given by thz
PIO as the PIO has correctly denied to provide the requested information by invoking tha
provision of section 8 (1) (g)(h) (j) of the RTI Act 2005. No further actlon is reqwred

Case is accordingly disposed off.

‘If applicant is not satisfied with this direction, he/she may filé second appé;al before the
Hon’ble CIC, Baba Gang Nath Marg, Munirka, New Delhi-67. ' y
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