












Online RTI Appeal Form Details

Public Authority Details :- Print

* Public Authority SUPERINTENDENT OF POLICE OFFICE MIRZAPUR

Personal Details:-

* Name Sadhana Tiwari

Gender Male

* Address Surekapuram Colony Jabalpur Road

Pincode 231001

State Uttar Pradesh

Educational Status Literate

Phone Details not provided

Mobile +91-638723XXXX

Email sadhanamishramzp[at]gmail[dot]com

Citizenship Indian

* Is the Applicant Below Poverty Line ? No

First Appeal Details u/s 19(1) :-

Registration Number SPMZR/A/2026/60035

Date of Filing 22/04/2026

Concerned Appellate Authority Aparna Rajat Kaushik

Mobile XXXX

Email 395

* Ground For Appeal Provided Incomplete,Misleading or False Information

((Description of Information sought (upto 500 characters) )

* Prayer or Relief Sought Subject: First Appeal against the misleading and incomplete response provided by the PIO (ASP
Operation) vide Letter No. ज०सू० आनलाईन-127/2026-SPMZR/R/2026/60135 dated 13.04.2026.1
Grounds for Appeal: Misleading and Evasive Response The PIO’s response is factually
inconsistent and fails to address the specific information sought regarding the criminal aspects o
the case. The PIO has willfully labeled a clear case of criminal forgery (Section 466/467 IPC) and
cheating (Section 420 IPC) as a "civil dispute" to avoid providing the names of the erring officials
and the status of the investigation.2. Specific Contradictions in the PIO/Investigation Report:
Fabricated "Oral Partition" Narrative: The PIO relies on a report stating an "oral partition"
occurred. However, the revenue record (Khatauni 1419-1424 Fasli) proves the land remained in
my grandfather’s name until 2007. The PIO failed to provide any documentary evidence to
support the "oral" claim, which is legally void as I was a 12-year-old minor in 2007. Failure to
Identify Revenue Officials: My query (Point D) requested the names of the officials involved in
Case No. 255/2007. The PIO evaded this by stating it is a "Revenue Department matter". This is 
denial of information; since the police conducted a "reinvestigation," they must have identified
these individuals to conclude no crime occurred. Misleading Claim on Father''s Property: The
report claims that no land exists in my father, Siyakant’s, name. This is the very basis of my
complaint: that his share was criminally deleted via forgery while I was a minor. The PIO is using
the result of the crime to justify the non-existence of the crime. The "Medical Treatment"
Concoction: The investigation accepts the uncle’s statement that land was sold for my father''s
treatment without verifying a registered sale deed. The PIO has not provided any such deed,
proving the report is based on hearsay. 3. Criminality vs Civil Dispute: The PIO has cited SLP
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(Crl) 8592/24 to refuse the FIR. I clarify that I am not asking the police to "provide my share"
(which is civil); I am asking for the status of action against the forgery of public documents.
Forging a Varasat and selling the land 18 days later is a cognizable offence. 4. Relief Sought:
Direction to the PIO to provide the names and designations of the revenue staff questioned
regarding the 2007 transfer. Directions to provide the specific registered sale deed number (if
any) that supports the claim that my father''s share was sold during his lifetime. Provision of the
verification status of the Family Register and Transfer Certificate (Point E of RTI), which the PIO
erroneously termed "not a police matter".Declaration: I, Sadhana Tiwari, declare that the facts
stated above are true to my knowledge. The police are using procrastination and misleading
narratives to shield land-grabbing activities.

Supporting document ((only pdf upto 1 MB))

RTI Application Details u/s 6(1) :-

Registration Number SPMZR/R/2026/60135

Date of Filing 21/03/2026

PIO of Public Authority approached Rajkumar Meena

Designation ASP OPERATION

Mobile 947356XXXX

Email aspopmzp[at]gmail[dot]com

PIO Order/Decision Number Details not provided

* PIO Order/Decision Date
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Details for registration number :
GOVUP/E/2026/0051430

Name Of Complainant Sadhana Tiwari

Date of Receipt 22/04/2026

Received By Ministry/Department Uttar Pradesh

Grievance Description

**BEFORE THE SUPERINTENDENT OF POLICE, MIRZAPUR**
**OBJECTION AGAINST THE ARBITRARY AND BIASED INVESTIGATION REPORT OF THE CIRCLE
OFFICER (CO) LALGANJ**

**In the Matter of:**
**Case No. 10035/24/55/2025**
**(State Human Rights Commission)**

**Applicant:** Sadhana Tiwari

---

### MOST RESPECTFULLY SHOWETH:

The Applicant submits this formal objection against the Investigation Report dated April 2026,
submitted by the Circle Officer (CO) Lalganj. The report is arbitrary, factually concocted, and
legally unsustainable for the following reasons:

1. **Failure to Verify the "Medical Treatment" Alibi**
- The CO’s report blindly accepts the oral statement of the accused, Hariprasad, who claims that
the grandfather sold the Applicant’s father’s share to pay for medical expenses.
- **Objection:** The report fails to cite or produce any Registered Sale Deed for such a
transaction.
- **Arbitrariness:** Relying on hearsay over official revenue records—which showed the land in
the grandfather's name until 2007—is a gross investigative failure.

2. **Illegal Validation of an "Oral Partition" Involving a Minor**
- The report relies on an alleged "oral partition" to justify the Applicant's exclusion from her
father's inheritance.
- **Objection:** The report admits that the Applicant was a minor (approx. 12 years old) in 2007.
- **Legality:** A minor cannot be a party to an oral partition that forfeits their legal rights. The
CO’s report arbitrarily treats this illegal act as a valid "civil" defense.
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3. **Ignoring the Forgery of Public Records (Section 466 IPC)**
- The Applicant’s core complaint is not a simple land dispute but the criminal manipulation of
public records.
- **Objection:** The report focuses solely on "current possession" rather than the act of forgery
that occurred on June 19, 2007, when the Applicant’s name was intentionally omitted from the
Varasat (Case No. 255/2007).
- **Arbitrariness:** By labelling forgery as a "civil nature" dispute, the CO has provided a safe exit
for the accused and the involved revenue staff.

4. **Overlooking the "Quick-Flip" Sale (Criminal Intent)**
- The CO report fails to address the suspicious timeline where the property was sold just 18 days
after the fraudulent inheritance was recorded.
- **Objection:** This rapid transfer to a third party (Smt. Nachki) is a classic indicator of a
criminal conspiracy to liquidate stolen assets. The CO’s silence on this fact proves the report is
biased.

5. **Contradictory Logic Regarding "Father's Property"**
- The report concludes that no land exists in the name of the father, Siyakant, and thus no crime
was committed.
- **Objection:** This is a logical fallacy. The land does not exist in his name precisely because it
was criminally removed via the fraudulent Varasat. The CO is using the outcome of the crime to
deny that the crime occurred.

### PRAYER

It is prayed that the Superintendent of Police, Mirzapur, treat the CO Lalganj’s report as void ab
initio and biased. A fresh investigation must be ordered, and a criminal FIR must be registered
under Sections 420, 120B, 466, 467, 468, 471, and 406 IPC against the accused and the revenue
staff who facilitated this forgery.

**Date:** April 22, 2026
**Place:** Mirzapur
**Sadhana Tiwari**
**(Applicant)**

Current Status Grievance received

Date of Action 22/04/2026

Officer Concerns To

Forwarded to Uttar Pradesh
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Officer Name Shri Arvind Mohan (Joint Secretary)

Organisation name Uttar Pradesh

Contact Address Chief Minister Secretariat , Room No. 321, U.P. Secretariat,
Lucknow

Email Address arvind.12574@gov.in

Contact Number 05222226350
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