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Appeal No. CIC/SM/A/2011/000316/SG
Relevant Facts emerging from the Appeal
Appellant                                            :           Mr. Jitendra Joshi
                                                                        S/o Shri B.D. Joshi
Hira Niwas, Brijwasi Colony
Post- Badi Mukhani

Haldwani (Nainital)

Respondent  
   


:           Mr. Nilabh Kishore, 

Public Information Officer & SP
                                                                        CBI,
Special Police Establishment
CBI Complex, Indira Nagar,
Dehradun.

RTI application filed on

:
12/04/2010
PIO replied



:
23/04/2010
First appeal filed on


:           10/06/2010
First Appellate Authority order
:
21/06/2010
Second Appeal received on

:
08/02/2011
	Sl.
	      Information sought by the appellant
	Reply of the PIO 

	1.
	The appellant had appeared for the Uttarakhand Police Recruitment Examination 2002. At present, his appeal is pending before the High Court. Kindly provide the S.P. report of the C.B.I. so that the appellant could get some relief in the delay in the justice-delivery system. 
	Can be made available a copy of SP’s report of RC0072003A0018 (SI Recruitment Scam) after severing para 9(c) to 9(e) of the said report u/s 8(1)(h) of the RTI Act, 2005 as the disclosure of said paragraphs would impede the process of prosecution of offenders. But this would be done only on the payment of requisite fees viz. 36pg X Rs.2/-  = Rs. 72/-


Ground of the First Appeal:
That the information provided by the PIO is incomplete. This is with the intention to hide the corruption perpetuated by the Uttarakhand Government because the information sought viz. the S.P. Report, if revealed would expose the concerned people associated with the scam.
Order of the FAA:
Information provided by the CPIO is adequate.
Ground of the Second Appeal:
The PIO and the FAA have provided the incomplete information with respect to the written examination and have tried to conceal rest of the information with respect to the interview, certificate and reservation. If it was unlawful to reveal the information of the S.P. Report, then the respondents should not have revealed even the partial information under the same. By not providing certain parts of the report, it is so apparent that a huge scam is being tried to be covered up.
Relevant Facts emerging during Hearing:

The following were present:
Appellant: Mr. Jitendra Joshi on video conference from NIC-Nainital Studio; 

Respondent: Mr. Nilabh Kishore, PIO & SP on video conference from NIC-Dehradun Studio; 


The respondent states that the information available in paras 09C to 09E in the said report which have been severed as per Section 10 of the RTI Act have details about accused persons and the explanations and defense of the accused persons and disclosing this is likely to impact the prosecution of offenders since the charges are being framed presently. It appears that the information which has been severed is not of interest to the Appellant and there appears to be reasonable ground based on which the PIO has severed certain informations since it appears to be exempted under Section 8(1)(h) of the RTI Act. 
Decision:

The Appeal is disposed.

The PIO has provided the information which could be revealed after severing part of the information as per Section 10 of the RTI Act. 
This decision is announced in open chamber.

Notice of this decision be given free of cost to the parties.

Any information in compliance with this Order will be provided free of cost as per Section 7(6) of RTI Act.  
Shailesh Gandhi

                                                                                       Information Commissioner
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(In any correspondence on this decision, mention the complete decision number. (VV) 
