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Archana Dubey <archanadubeymzp1995@gmail.com> Wed, Jul 29, 2026 at 3:38 PM
To: RAJENDRA SINGH <hearingcourts8.upic@up.gov.in>
Cc: spmzr-up <spmzr-up@nic.in>, webmaster-upic@up.gov.in, asp-op.mi@up.gov.in

BEFORE THE HON'BLE UTTAR PRADESH STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION,
LUCKNOW

In the Matter of: Archana Dubey vs. P10, Office of the Superintendent of Police,
Mirzapur

Original Appeal No.: S08/A/0634/2026 (Registration No. A-20260400401)
Order Recall Application No.: S08/P/0094/2026 (Registration No. P-20260501206)
Hearing Date: 29/07/2026

Subject: Objection to belated and improper communication of information after
conclusion of today's hearing

Respected Sir/Madam,

1. The Appellant most respectfully submits that today, 29/07/2026, a hearing was
held before this Hon'ble Commission in the above Order Recall Application.

2. The Appellant states that after the conclusion of today's hearing, the
Respondent PIO's office caused certain information/documents (the reply dated

26/02/2026 bearing letter no. WO&O&I’TO&@FT-OSIZO%, along with its enclosures)
to be sent to the Appellant via WhatsApp on her personal mobile number, and
not through any officially recognized mode of service such as Registered Post,
the RTI Online Portal, or the Appellant's registered email address.

3. The Appellant objects to this manner of communication on the following
grounds: a) WhatsApp is not a prescribed or reliable mode of service under
the RTI Act, 2005, the RTI Rules, or the practice of this Hon'ble Commission. It
does not establish verifiable proof of authorized transmission, timing, or
authenticity in the manner that registered post, official email, or the RTI portal
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does. b) The information was sent only after the hearing had already
concluded, depriving the Appellant of any opportunity to review, verify, or make
submissions on it during today's proceedings. This raises a serious concern that
the timing was designed to create a record of purported "compliance" without
affording the Appellant a genuine opportunity to be heard on its adequacy. ¢)
The document sent is the same previously contested reply dated
26/02/2026, which has already been the subject matter of the Second Appeal
and is not responsive to the specific relief sought in the present Recall
Application — namely, a fresh hearing on the merits of the original appeal
(including the CCTV Seizure Memo and DVR-related information).

4. The Appellant therefore prays that this Hon'ble Commission: i) Take on record
this objection to the mode and timing of communication of the said document; ii)
Direct that any further information, order, or communication in this matter be
served upon the Appellant only through officially recognized channels — i.e.,
Registered Post, the RTI Online Portal, or her registered email ID — and not via
WhatsApp or any other informal medium; iii) Clarify whether today's hearing has
concluded proceedings in the Recall Application, and if so, communicate the
outcome through proper channel; and iv) Take such other action as this Hon'ble
Commission deems fit in the interest of justice.

Verification: |, Archana Dubey, verify that the contents of this objection are true to
the best of my knowledge and belief.

Date: 29/07/2026
Place: Mirzapur

Archana Dubey
Mobile: 8840098979
Email: archanadubeymzp1995@gmail.com

On Fri, Jul 24, 2026 at 1:42 PM RAJENDRA SINGH <hearingcourts8.upic@up.gov.in
> wrote:
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Order Dated: 05/05/2026
Present Submission Dated: 29/07/2026

Subject: Detailed Objection to the Order dated 05/05/2026 and to the
Information Furnished by the Respondent PIO

Respected Sir/Madam,

The Appellant, Archana Dubey, most respectfully submits this detailed objection as
follows:

A. THE ORDER'S FINDING THAT "NO OBJECTION WAS RAISED" IS
FACTUALLY INCORRECT

1. The order dated 05/05/2026 records: "7Hcd 9o & FURTT Uil SURYT a1
& 3R 7 &1 379 gRT UTed Ga-T IR B3 SHTafT T’gd &1 78" — i.e., that after
notice was sent, the Appellant neither appeared nor raised any objection to the
information received.

2. This finding is factually incorrect and contrary to the record, for the following
reasons: a) The Appellant had submitted a detailed written representation via
email dated 04/05/2026 at 11:27 PM, addressed directly to the Hearing Court
(hearingcourts8.upic@up.gov.in), with copies to the office of the Superintendent
of Police, Mirzapur, and other concerned officials. This representation explicitly
raised objections to the adequacy of the information furnished — including the
alleged suppression of CCTV/DVR evidence, the contradictory claims regarding
videography, and the mischaracterization of a cognizable offence as a "property
dispute." b) This same representation was also filed as a formal grievance
bearing KOF/Diary No. D-040520260181, dated 04/05/2026, and was, per the
Commission's own record, "forwarded to the concerned hearing officer."
This confirms that the objection was on record with the Commission machinery
before the order was passed on 05/05/2026. c) The Appellant was unable to
appear in person or through counsel at the hearing because she was in the
immediate aftermath of childbirth — her delivery took place on 04/05/2026,
the very day before the hearing, as is verifiable from her medical records
(ultrasound report dated 29/04/2026 confirming a pregnancy at 36 weeks 3 days
gestation, EDD 24/05/2026). Her absence was therefore not from want of
diligence but from medical incapacity of which the Commission had already
been informed in writing.

3. In these circumstances, the finding that "no objection was presented" overlooks
material submissions already on the Commission's file, and the Appellant
respectfully submits that the order dated 05/05/2026 requires
reconsideration/recall on this ground alone, independent of the merits below.

B. THE INFORMATION FURNISHED REMAINS SUBSTANTIVELY DEFICIENT —
POINT-WISE OBJECTIONS

The Appellant further places on record her specific objections to the adequacy of the
information supplied by the Respondent PIO vide letter dated 26/02/2026, point-wise,
as follows:

1. Point 1 (Daily Progress Report/file notings): A photocopy of the "SIl 3RS
(inquiry report) has been supplied, but this is a summary report, not the certified
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daily progress report and complete file notings originally sought. The underlying
case-diary entries have not been furnished.

2. Point 2 (General Diary/Station Diary entries): The reply states no case/FIR
was registered at Kotwali Shahar in relation to the Appellant's matter (except the
cross-case bearing crime no. 188/25 against Vikas Dubey). However, no
certified copy of the actual GD/Station Diary entry recording the incident of
24/10/2025 has been supplied, as was specifically sought.

3. Point 3 (Videography by Police Constable): The reply flatly states "aﬁé

difsa EHEEICIRIC N (no video was made). This directly contradicts the
Appellant's specific and repeated assertion that a constable from Fataha
Chowki performed on-site videography on 24/10/2025. No enquiry appears to
have been conducted to verify this contradiction, nor has any explanation been
furnished for the constable's presence and conduct at the site if no video was
taken.

4. Point 4 (Name/designation of the constable on duty): This was denied under
Section 8, but no justification has been recorded for how disclosing the name
and designation of a public servant performing official duty would attract any
Section 8 exemption. This denial remains unexplained and, in the Appellant's
respectful submission, unjustified.

5. Points 5, 6 (Investigation/enquiry report copies): Photocopies of the enquiry
report have been supplied. However, this report characterizes the matter as a
family/property dispute between the Appellant's husband and his brother,
without addressing the Appellant's specific queries regarding non-registration of
an FIR for cognizable offences (robbery, housebreaking) as mandated in Lalita
Kumatri vs. State of U.P.

6. Point 7 (Departmental inquiry/show-cause notice for non-registration of
FIR): This was denied under Section 8, again without any stated justification
connecting the specific exemption clause to the information sought.

7. Point 8 (Circle Officer's report and seizure memo for CCTV/DVR): A
photocopy of the Circle Officer's report has been provided, but it does not
address whether the CCTV/DVR at the site was inspected, or whether any
Seizure Memo was prepared to preserve digital evidence — both specifically
asked for and central to the Appellant's grievance regarding evidence
preservation.

C. ADDITIONAL OBJECTION — MANNER AND TIMING OF TODAY'S
COMMUNICATION

8. The Appellant further places on record that on today's date, 29/07/2026, i.e.,
the date fixed for hearing of the Recall Application, the same previously
contested reply dated 26/02/2026 was sent to the Appellant over WhatsApp,
and that too only after the conclusion of today's hearing. This is objected to
as: a) Not being a prescribed or verifiable mode of official service;

b) Having been sent after the hearing concluded, depriving the Appellant of any
opportunity to respond to it during proceedings; and

c) Being merely a re-transmission of the same previously-appealed-against
information, and not a fresh or responsive answer to the deficiencies noted
above or to the subject matter of the Recall Application.

PRAYER
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In light of the above, the Appellant respectfully prays that this Hon'ble Commission
may be pleased to:

i) Recall/reconsider the order dated 05/05/2026 on the ground that it proceeded on a
factually incorrect premise that no objection was on record;

ii) Direct the Respondent PIO to furnish complete and certified information point-wise
as detailed in Section B above, particularly the CCTV/DVR Seizure Memo and the
constable's identity;

iii) Take on record the objection regarding the improper mode and belated timing of
today's WhatsApp communication, and direct that all further communication be made
only through Registered Post, the RTI Online Portal, or the Appellant's registered
email; and

iv) Pass such further orders as this Hon'ble Commission deems fit in the interest of
justice.

Verification: |, Archana Dubey, verify that the contents of this objection are true to
the best of my knowledge and belief and that nothing material has been concealed.

Date: 29/07/2026
Place: Mirzapur

Archana Dubey

W/o Amit Kumar Dubey

Resident of Ghode Shahid, Ghurahu Patti, Mirzapur, PIN-231001
Mobile: 8840098979

Email: archanadubeymzp1995@gmail.com

[Quoted text hidden]
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