
Shivam Gupta <shivamgupta9307215205@gmail.com>

Regarding Hearing dated 23-12-2025 in S-1 Court
Shivam Gupta <shivamgupta9307215205@gmail.com> Tue, Dec 23, 2025 at 8:16 AM
To: RAJ KUMAR VISHWAKARMA <hearingcourts1.upic@up.gov.in>
Cc: dcmir <dcmir@allahabadhighcourt.in>

BEFORE THE STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, UTTAR PRADESH

Case No: S01/A/1731/2025

Registration No: A-20251100869

In the Matter of: Shivam Gupta vs. CPIO, District Court Mirzapur

WRITTEN SUBMISSIONS OF THE APPELLANT

1. Facts of the Case and Discrepancy in Records

The Appellant sought the "Status of Receipt" of Charge Sheet No. 88/2025
(P.S. Kotwali Katra).

The Circle Officer (City), Mirzapur, has confirmed in writing (Report dated
31.05.2025) that the Charge Sheet was dispatched to the Court on 17.05.2025.

However, Court office clerks verbally denied its receipt, creating a situation
where a critical criminal record is "missing" between two public authorities.

2. Countering the CPIO’s Rejection (Order dated 16.12.2025)

Administrative vs. Judicial: The CPIO wrongly invoked Rule 26 (Judicial
Matter). The "status of receipt" in a Dak/Transit Register is an administrative
fact, not a judicial record. It only becomes part of a "Paper Book" or "Judicial
Proceeding" once cognizance is taken by a Magistrate.

Inapplicability of Rule 141: The CPIO suggested using Rule 141 (General
Rules Criminal) for a search. This is impossible because Rule 141 requires a
Case Number, which does not exist because the Court denies receiving the file.
RTI is the only remedy for this "traceability" issue.

3. Procedural Lapses and Misleading Directions

Deemed Refusal: The CPIO failed to respond within the statutory 30-day limit
(Application dated 07.08.2025), which is a "Deemed Refusal" under Section
7(2).

Misleading 3-Day Limit: After the communication exchange, the CPIO
provided a legally invalid 3-day limit to submit a representation/appeal to the
District Judge.

Good Faith Compliance: Despite the invalidity of this 3-day window, the
Appellant submitted the representation to the District Judge (FAA) in immediate
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compliance.

FAA Failure: The District Judge (FAA) failed to respond or dispose of the
appeal within the mandatory 30-45 day period under Section 19(6).

4. Overriding Effect of RTI Act

Under Section 22, the RTI Act overrides any inconsistent rules (including
Allahabad High Court RTI Rules 2006) that seek to obstruct transparency
regarding the movement of public records.

PRAYER

It is most humbly prayed that this Honorable Commission may:

1. Direct the CPIO to conduct a physical search of the Dak/Receipt Register for
17.05.2025 and provide the exact status of the Charge Sheet.

2. Impose a penalty on the CPIO under Section 20(1) for providing misleading
information (the 3-day limit) and for "Deemed Refusal".

3. Direct the information to be provided free of cost as per Section 7(6) due to
the delay.

Date: 23.12.2025

Place: Mirzapur

Respectfully Submitted, Shivam Gupta (Appellant) 

On Mon, Dec 8, 2025 at 3:57 PM RAJ KUMAR VISHWAKARMA
<hearingcourts1.upic@up.gov.in> wrote:

Please find the attachment
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Shivam Gupta <shivamgupta9307215205@gmail.com>

Regarding case no. S01/A/1731/2025 REG NO.A-202511008
Shivam Gupta <shivamgupta9307215205@gmail.com> Thu, Dec 18, 2025 at 2:05 PM
To: District Court Mirzapur <dcmir@allahabadhighcourt.in>

Sought information- Central Public Information Officer is requested to
provide status of chargesheet in the concerned office belonging to the
district court Mirzapur.

BEFORE THE HONORABLE FIRST APPELLATE AUTHORITY /
DISTRICT JUDGE, MIRZAPUR

In the Matter of: Shivam Gupta ... Appellant/Applicant Vs. Central Public
Information Officer (CPIO), Court No. 01, Mirzapur ... Respondent

Appeal Reference: Against Order dated 16.12.2025 (Letter No. 12/2025)

RTI Registration No: DNMZP/R/2025/60017

MEMORANDUM OF REPRESENTATION

Most Respectfully Showeth:

1. Facts of the Dispute: The Appellant sought information regarding the status of
Charge Sheet No. 88/2025 (P.S. Kotwali Katra). While the Circle Officer (Police)
has confirmed in writing that the Charge Sheet was dispatched to the Court on
17.05.2025, the office clerks of the concerned court have verbally denied its receipt.
To resolve this discrepancy between two public authorities, the Appellant sought
written confirmation of the "Status of Receipt" via RTI.

2. Rebuttal of CPIO’s Grounds for Rejection:

A. Misapplication of Rule 26 (Judicial Matter): The CPIO has claimed that the
information concerns a matter "pending adjudication." This is legally untenable.
A Charge Sheet only becomes a part of "Judicial Proceedings" or the "Paper
Book of the Court" once it is officially received, scrutinized, and "Cognizance"
is taken by the Magistrate. If the file is missing or its receipt is being denied, it is
NOT part of any judicial proceeding. Information regarding the physical transit
and administrative receipt of a file is a purely Administrative Fact and is
squarely covered under the RTI Act, 2005.

B. Failure of Obligatory Duty of Inquiry (Section 5(4)): Under Section 5(4) of
the RTI Act, the CPIO was under an obligatory duty to make an inquiry with
the Munsarim (Filing Section) or the Record Keeper. Since the Police have
provided evidence of dispatch, the CPIO cannot simply reject the application
without conducting an internal search of the Dak/Receipt Register. The CPIO's
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failure to do so has resulted in a "missing" legal document, which is a serious
administrative lapse.

C. Technical Obstruction via Rule 3 and Rule 141: * Rule 3: The Appellant’s
queries are not "multiple questions" but a single request for the traceability of
one specific document.

Rule 141: This rule (General Rules Criminal) allows for a search of
registered cases. Since the status of this Charge Sheet is "unconfirmed," it
has no Case Number, making it impossible to use Rule 141. RTI is the only
available remedy.

3. Legal Ground – Section 22 Override: The RTI Act, 2005, under Section 22, has
an overriding effect over any other law or rules (including the Allahabad High Court
RTI Rules 2006) in case of inconsistency. Using technical rules to shield the
"missing" status of a criminal charge sheet is inconsistent with the transparency
mandated by the Act.

PRAYER

It is most humbly prayed that this Honorable Authority may be pleased to:

1. Set aside the CPIO’s order dated 16.12.2025.

2. Direct the CPIO to conduct a physical inquiry into the Receipt/Dak Register of
the Court for the date 17.05.2025 (and subsequent dates).

3. Provide a clear statement as to whether the Charge Sheet No. 88/2025 was
received by the Court office, and if so, the name of the Court where it is
currently being processed.

Date: 18.12.2025

Place: Mirzapur

Respectfully Submitted,

 Shivam Gupta Appellant
[Quoted text hidden]
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