
Drr-Bols/ 16/2018- 5 L
Departrlrent of Information Technology

Govemnnent of Himachal Pradesh.

Public Information Offrcer-cum- Joint Director,

Departrfrent of Information Technology

Govemftnent of Himachal Pradesh.

pretary,

State hformation Commission,

Kenothal Complex, Khalini,
Shimlat171002 HP

Dated: Shimla-l3, the loV twre,2o2r

provisions of the Right to lnformation Act 2005.

Kindly refer to your office letter No SIC-12(Ay2O08-369-71 dated 2.06.2021 on

In this context I am directed to enclose herewith the information at annexure

the year 1.4.P020 to 31.03.2021for further necessary action at your end please.

Annual Report ftom 1.4.2020 to 31.03.2021 on the implementation of the

Public Information Officer-c Director,

Department of Information Technology

Government of Himachal Pradesh
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D 28 lz '702o

BEFORE THE 1ST APPELTATE AUTHORIW.CU

TECHNOLOGY MEHLI SHIMIA.13.

Appeallllo.
U2020

ate of Institution^ r Date

tllt0l202a \ 4* tr3

Sh. Ram Krishan S/o Sh. Purshotam Dass, Ward no. 4, VPO Raipur, Sahram, Teh' & Distt' Una '174315,
Appellant.

Versus

m-Joint Di rector lnformation Technology Meh I i Shi m la- I 3'
Respondent

Order:

28t12t2020

Present appeal under Right to Information Act, 2005 has been filed by Sh. Ram Krishan S/o

Sh. Purshotam Dass, Ward no. 4, VPO Raipur. Sahram, Teh. & Distt. Una '174315, under section l9 (l) of

the Act, againsl the PlO-cum-Joint Director lnfbrmation Technology Department Mehli Shimla-13.

Notices were issued to the concerned parties to attend the hearing on dated l0-ll-2020 &

3ll2l2120 but the applicant is not present and applicant send the lefter to this department that he will not be

able to attend the hearing as he is 85 years old, heart disease patient( reference letter 1'12-2020\, So the

date of hearing is fixed on dated 28-12-2020 and decision is taken ex-parte. PlO-cum-Joint Director is

present along vrith relevant record/reply.

I have gone through the record and reply of PlO-cum-Joint Director IT reveals that the

applicant sought information Mukhya Mantri Seva Sankalp complaint ll866l regarding cleanliness of

25130 meter lqng crossed Pucca Nullah constructed alongside my house about 20-25 years ago by this

panchayat of village Raipur Sahram (Una) which sought and supplied by PIO-cum Joint Director IT on

dated 19 September, 2020 to the applicant but the applicant was not satisfied the information.

Mlukhya Mantri Seva Sankalp complaint covered under section 2(0 of the Right to

Information Ar:t 2005 which says:-

".[nformation means ony material in any form, inchding records, documents, memo$ e'mails,

opinions, advit;es, press releases, circulars, orders, logbooks, contract, reports, Papers, samples, models,

data material held in any electronic form and informalion relating to qrry private body which can be

qccessed by a public authority under any other law for the time being in force ".
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DIT-Bol s / 16 / 2o18-lT SECTION-GoH P

51890/2021/lT

directed to supply complek information to the appli of cost'

this order. c of this order be sent to all concerned and compliance'

First Appellate
Informat

Shimlq Mehli-13
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BEFORE THE rtt AppELLATE AUTHoRrry-cuM-JorNT DIREcroR,
INF'ORMATION TECHNOLOGY MEIILI SIIIMLA-I3.

Appeal No.
1/2021

Date of lnstitution
r6/r2t2020

Appellant
Versus

rr'
*Pl6-cum-Joint Director lnformation Technology Mehli Shimla- I 3.

Respondent

Order:
2810U2021

[,resent appeal under Right to lnformation Act, 2005 has been filed by Shri Uma Duff Vashist

VPO Gharsi Via-Kuthar Distt. Solan IIP 173236 under section 19 (1) of the Act, against the PIO-cum-

Joint Director Information Technology Department Mehli Shimla-13

llotices were issued to the concerned parties to attend the hearing on dated 16-01-2021& but

the applicant iis not present and applicant send the letter to this department that he will not be able to attend

the hearing as he is 69 years old, ( reference letter 14* January,202I). So, the decision is taken ex-parte.

PlO-cum-Joint Director is present along with relevant record.

I have gone through the record of PlO-cum-Joint Director IT reveals that the applicant sought

information regarding how many complaints registered in Mukhya Manhi Seva Sankalp by Dinesh Kumar

Sharma (Contact No.7018696844), action taken on this & provide the photocopies of allcomplaints. PIO-

cum-Joint Director IT told that he has asked Dinesh Kumar Sharma telephonically, as to whether his

personal infolmation may be shared with complainant or not? Dinesh Kumar Sharma has denied that his

personal information may not be shared with complainant. Therefore, PIO-cum Joint Director IT, denied

the required information with the remarks "The information sought by the applicant under the RTI Act

belongs to someone else which is personal in nature and cannot be shared with the applicant as per RTI

Rules" but the applicant was not satisfied the information.



DIT-Bol s / e / 2o19-lT SECTION-GoHP

INFORMATION TECIINOLOGY MEHLI SHIMLA.I'''

Appeal No.
2t202r 25/2/2021 19103/202r

Distt-KangraHP.
Appellant.

- Versus

PlO-cum-Joint Director Information Technology Mehli Shimla-I3'
Resporidsnt

Order:
t9t3t202l

Late Sh. Dagi Ram resident of Vill , ,*;iul", FO Bhatnr, Tehsil Baiinath, Distt-Kangn [IP.under

Shimla-13

Notices were issued to the concerned parties to-altgttd the hearing on dated 19-03'2021 hut the

applicant is not present and applicant send th9 lefter to this department he will not be able to attend the

hearing (reference let1cll 25m. February, 2021). So, the decision is ' PlO'oum'Joint Director

is present along with relevant record.

I have gone through the record of PlO+um-Joint Dreotor IT reveals that the applioant sought

NOC woukl be required from the residents whose houses are near to the area rp the mobile tower is

being installed? (3) Whether an NOC would be required fiorn the residents whose houses are near to t}re

area wherrc 1he mobile tower is being installed? (4) How much distanoe should be between the mobile

tower and rpsidattial buildings, schools and colteges sihrated in nral area? (5) Which authority has the

power to or.der the removal of the mobile tower if the mobile company who has installed the said tower

tower have been given by the Departrnent of telecommunication or by any other competent central

government authority? WhAher if such guidelines have been adopted by the state of Himachal Pradesh or

242t247
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above mentioned points orcept point no E are covercd in Row Policy. +um Joint Director ff has

supplied tlre information on dated 1242- 2020 to the applicant but the applicant was not satisfied with the

to the conclusion that the informatiou sought by oomplainant is in questibrlnaiie form which cannot be

given under section 2(f) of Right of Information Act which sysi"Informaior me materid In wzy

inforrntion relaing to any privde body which can be accessed by a prblic a*hority r oty otler lavt

for tlp time being in lorce ". However, Mobile Tower Poliey notified on 2l June, 201 7 has been: supersede

by IIP Riglnt of Way Policy, 2021 notified vide notificatioh nb; ff g1 l-1D020 d 9102n021 aid the

same is available at URL:

24022021.o&. PlGcum-Joint Direstor 1tf) is airecteA to supply the Right of Way Polioy to the

applicant

So, keeping in view of the above facts the prcs€nt appeal is hereby allowed. If applicant is not

satisfied with the decision, he has the liberty to prefer an appeal before the 2d ellate autlrority i.e. State

lnformatiorn Commission within the period of Ninety days fiom the date of this order. Copy of thir order

be sent to all concerned and complirnce.

FirstA llate Dirpctor

Department of Information Technology

Shimla" Mehli-I3


