
In the Matter of RTI 

 Ref : Second Appeal No. CIC/HECLD/A/2018/117624  

 With reference to above referred decision of CIC, following 

documents are hereby notified for benefit public at large. 

Circular/Office Order No. 

1. Circular No. 10/1995 dated 02.11.1995 

2. Office Order No. 08/2000 dated 04.04.2000  

3. Circular No. 13/2002 dated 01.11.2002 

4. Circular No. 03/2006 dated 06.04.2006 

  All concerned are hereby requested to go through the above 

mentioned Circulars / Office Orders and get themselves acquainted with  

the various terms & conditions of the Lease of their respective quarters for 

record, reference and action. 

 Regarding maintenance of Leased Premises , all the Lessee are 

requested/advised to note the relevant clauses of maintenance of their 

respective quarters.  

 Circular No. 10/95   - Clause 5 of the Agreement 

 Office Order No. 08/2000   - Clause 5.5 of the Office order 

 Circular No. 13/2002   - Clause 8.2 of the Circular 

 Circular No. 03/2006   - Clause 9.2 of the Circular 

 There are few additional guidelines issued by the Corporation which 

may be inspected in the office of T.A.Division on any working day.   

 Above is being notified with reference to the Decision given by CIC 

mentioned above. 

Encl: 

1. Circular No. 10/1995 dated 02.11.1995 

2. Office Order No. 08/2000 dated 04.04.2000  

3. Circular No. 13/2002 dated 01.11.2002 

4. Circular No. 03/2006 dated 06.04.2006 

5. Referred Decision of CIC.        

  

        (Hemant Kr. Gupta) 

            CPIO/HEC 
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केन्द्रीयसूचनाआयोग 

Central Information Commission 

बाबागंगनाथमागग,मुननरका 

Baba Gangnath Marg, Munirka 

नईददल्ली, New Delhi – 110067 

 

नितीय अपील संख्या / Second Appeal No. CIC/HECLD/A/2018/117624 

 
 

Shri KanikLal Ram  … अपीलकताग/Appellant  
 

VERSUS 

बनाम 
 

PIO/Senior Dy. General Manager-(P&A),  
Heavy Engineering Corporation Limited 

(Ministry of Heavy Industries & PE) 

 
Through: 

Shri Hemant Kumar Gupta, PIO 

 

 …प्रनतवादीगण /Respondents 

 

Date of Hearing : 10.05.2019 

Date of Decision : 10.05.2019 

Information Commissioner : Shri Y. K. Sinha 
 

Relevant facts emerging from appeal: 
 

RTI application filed on : 14.11.2017 

PIO replied on : 20.11.2017 

First Appeal filed on : 04.01.2018 

First Appellate Order on : - - 

2ndAppeal/complaint received on : 20.03.2018 
 

Information sought and background of the case: 

 

The Appellant vide RTI application dated 14.11.2017, sought information on 

twopoints regarding   quarter No. 1450/2 which is on long term lease. He 

sought to know as to who would carry out repairs in case there is water 

seepage, who would be responsible for loss/damage of valuables due to such 

seepage? He also sought to know for how long the occupants can stay in the 

quarter allotted in where the employee/allottee dies and the time limit for such 

lease. The CPIO/HEC Limited vide letter dated 20.11.2017informed the 

Appellant that Inland Postal Order sent by the Appellant had been wrongly 

addressed. He was directed to address the IPO/DD in favour of the correct 

addressee- HEC Limited Ranchi. 
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Being dissatisfied, the Appellant filed the First Appeal dated 

04.01.2018.Feeling aggrieved with no response received from the FAA,he 

approached the Commission with the instant Second Appeal. 

 

Facts emerging in Course of Hearing: 

Both the parties are present and heard through video conferencing. The 

Appellant submits that his RTI application as well as corresponding First Appeal 

remained unattended. He points out that the PIO returned his Inland Postal 

Order for Rs. 10/-. He states that he remitted another IPO for Rs. 10/- afresh on 

24.11.2017. The Appellant submits that a reply was received only after having 

submitted the present Second Appeal. The PIO regrets the delay caused in 

replying to the RTI application. He submits that the core grievance of the 

Appellant is with respect to the lack of proper maintenance of his staff quarter 

and problem of seepage. The Appellant states that due to lack of transparency, 

he is unaware as to what are his rights and guidelines for carrying out the 

maintenance of dilapidated staff quarters.  

 

Decision: 

The Commission finds that a prima facie violation of the provisions of the RTI 

Act has been done by the PIO. The Appellant being an adversely affected party is 

entitled to seek information regarding the policy/ guidelines issued and the 

funds/budget allocated for ensuring repair of the staff accommodation. The 

same shall be furnished to the Appellant within 2 weeks of receipt of the present 

decision.  

 

Considering the importance of the issue involved, the Commission directs the 

PIO to publish such policy/guidelines on the website of HECL Ltd. for the 

benefit of all staff quarter occupants. Let a report of compliance be submitted 

before the Commission by 10.06.2019. 

 

The Appeal is disposed off. 

 

Y. K. Sinha (वाई. के. नसन्द्हा) 

Information Commissioner (सूचना आयुक्त) 

Authenticated true copy 

(अभिप्रमाणितसत्यापितप्रतत) 

 

Ram Parkash Grover (राम प्रकाश ग्रोवर) 

Dy. Registrar (उप-पंजीयक) 

011-26180514  


