Second Appeal under Section 19(3) of the RTI Act, 2005

BEFORE THE HON’BLE STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION,
UTTAR PRADESH

(Lucknow, Uttar Pradesh)

in the matter of:

Yogi M. P. Singh (Appellant) vs. PIO & FAA, DGP Office/Cyber
Crime HQ (Respondents)

1. Particulars of the Appellant:

L]

Name: Yogi M. P. Singh

Address: Mohalla- Surekapuram, Jabalpur Road, Mirzapur,
U.P. - 231001

Mobile: +91-7379105911

Email: yogimpsingh@gmail.com

2. Particulars of the Central/State Public Information Officer
(CPIO/SPIO):

Name: Dinesh Kumar Dwivedi
Designation: Additional SP / PIO

Office: Director General of Police Office (DGP HQ), Uttar
Pradesh

Mobile: 9454405121

Email: rti.dgphq-up@gov.in

3. Particulars of the First Appellate Authority (FAA):

Name/Designation: Appellate Authority (Cyber Crime)
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. Office: Cyber Crime Headquarters, Tower-4, Floor-5, Police
HQ, Gomti Nagar Ext., Lucknow-226002

« Mobile: 9454405121 / 945441 XXXX |

« Email: digcomplaint-up@nic.in / sp-cyber.lu@up.gov.in
4. Details of the RTI Application:

» Registration Number: DGPOF/R/2025/80632

- Date of Filing: 25/11/2025

- Date of PIO’s Evasive Response: 08/01/2026
5. Grounds for Second Appeal:

1. Jurisdictional Misrepresentation: The PIO’s claim that a
case involving Sections 66C and 66D of the IT Act "does
not concern cyber crime" is legally untenable and factually
incorrect.

2. Incomplete/Misleading Information: On Point 1, the PIO
provided only the minimum rank (Inspector), intentionally
withholding the identity of the Gazetted Supervisory
Officers required for a 50 Crore scam investigation.

3. Willful Obstruction: By refusing to provide statistics (Points
3 & 4) and training data (Point 2) instead of transferring the
request under Section 6(3), the PIO has acted in bad faith.

4. FAA Negligence: The First Appellate Authority failed to
provide a speaking order or rectify the PIO’s contradictory
stand within the statutory period.

6. Prayers / Relief Sought:

1. Direct the PIO to provide point-wise, specific information as
requested in the "Corrected" version of the application.
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2. Impose Penalty: Invoke Section 20(1) to impose a penalty
of X250 per day on the PIO for providing false and misleading
information. '

3. Disciplinary Action: Recommend proceedings against the
PIO under Section 20(2) for persistent obstruction of the
Right to Information.

7. Declaration:

| hereby declare that the particulars given above are true to the
best of my knowledge and belief.

Place: Mirzapur j@ | m }P S Y
g !

i M P Singh
Date: 28/01/2026
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