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1. Copy of Feasibility report.

2. Copy of Detailed project report (DPR).

3. Details of Public Discussions called for / conducted, with regard
to the project, reviewing the DPR.

4. Details of land required (public/ private) along with the status of
land acquisition, if any.

5. Details of EIA (Environment impact Assessment) to ascertain the
no. of tress, if any, that may be uprooted and the effect on the
immediate ecosystem, following the commissioning of the project.

6. List of impact assessment exercises undertaken by the competent
authority in respect of the project, specifically in respect of the
adverse impact that is likely to be caused to heritage sites.

o) 2RLOTT Twldnvay, IROTBRND AT Twld T, WHICHT 2005 T deHH 2(2)
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308 SPd wadnenmy) ¥®e AT 0. {(Creation of Informaticn : YInder 2(j) of the

RTI Act 2005 only information as held by or under the control of any public
authority can constitute a right to information for which a citizen can claim
access. This cannot be construed to demand creation of information as has
been sought in the first case in this matter, asking measurements to be
taken. Here too even if Chief architect is to considered custodian of
information it is not clear how he can be asked to take create information if
not in his possession. (CIC/WB/A/2006/00379, 00380 & 00381 21/12/2006).
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T 1R wGNCS. (To complle or not to compile — Information is to be provided in

the form in which it is sought, provided of course the information is
available in that form. The appellant should therefore ascertain whether the
information that he needs are available in the form required by him. The
appellant for instance, has sought certain statistical information, such as the
number of disputed cases-settled under different schemes, which sheuld be
given, provided it exist in the_form in which the appellant has asked for.
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They ought not to be manipulated in any form, lest the purpose of
scrutinizing of public action by the civil society should get defeated. — 225/IC
(A)/2006- 31.08.2008). q
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Processing stage information need not be given
Case No. 1329\2006 dated 2.8.2006 Opinion of the Commission to TNPSC:

As far as this Commission is considered all the details regarding selection
process, after the selection process is completed are no longer exempted
from RTI Act.

It is our considered view that the TNPSC has been set up for fair and
independent selection of candidates to fill various posts in Government and
this function of TNPSC shall remain supreme without bearing any
interference by any query under the RTI Act. Once this function has been
discharged, the jurisdiction of Information Commission cannot be excluded
and the transparency requirement cannot be denied.
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“The logic of the argument of the respondents is compelling. The spirit
and the letter of sub-section 9 of Section 7 of the Act is that even when it is
established that given information is to be disclosed, it may still not be given
to the appellant if it can be shown that its disclosure would involve
disproportionately large diversion of resources of the public authority. The
information now requested by the appellant, undoubtedly, falls in this
category. I am, therefore, constrained to hold that disclosure of the
information urged by the appellant could not be authorized in view of the (
CIC/AT/A/2006/00300-13.12.2006 ).”
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1. Details of notice inviting tenders or decisions on tenders published in publish in
the STB

2. Complete details pertaining to tendering of this project- including technical and
financial bid.

3. Details of negotiation, if any with lowest evaluated responsive bid.

4. Signed minutes of the tender opening.

5. Copy of signed work order.
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o3BT, eor Ik walseny) Iz IR IR (Creation of Information : Under 2(j)

of the RTI Act 2005 only information as held by or under the control of any
public authority can constitute a right to information for which a citizen can
claim access. This cannot be construed to demand creation of information as
has been sought in the first case in this matter, asking measurements to be
taken. Here too even if Chief architect is to considered custodian of
information it is not clear how he can be asked to take create information if
not in his possession. (CIC/WB/A/2006/00379, 00380 & 00381 21/12/2006).
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the form in which it is sought, provided of course the information is
available in that form. The appellant should therefore ascertain whether the
information that he needs are available in the form required by him. The
appellant for instance, has sought certain statistical information, such as the
number of disputed cases settled under different schemes, which should be
given, provided it exist in the form in which the appellant has asked for.
They ought not to be manipulated in any form, lest the purpose of
scrutinizing of public action by the civil society should get defeated. — 225/IC
(A)/2006- 31.08.2006).
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Processing stage information need not be given
« Case No. 1329\2006 dated 2.8.2006 Opinion of the Commission to
TNPSC:

As far as this Commission is considered all the details regarding selection
process, after the selection process is completed are no longer exempted
from RTI Act.

It is our considered view that the TNPSC has been set up for fair and
independent selection of candidates to fill various posts in Government and
this function of TNPSC shall remain supreme without bearing any
interference by any query under the RTI Act. Once this function has been
discharged, the jurisdiction of Information Commission cannot be excluded
and the transparency requirement cannot be denied.
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“The logic of the argument of the respondents is compelling. The spirit
and the letter of sub-section 9 of Section 7 of the Act is that even when it is
established that given information is to be disclosed, it may still not be given
to the appellant if it can be shown that its disclosure would involve
disproportionately large diversion of resources of the public authority. The
information now requested by the appellant, undoubtedly, falls in this
category. I am, therefore, constrained to hold that disclosure of the
information urged by the appellant could not be authorized in view of the (
CIC/AT/A/2006/00300-13.12.2006 ).”

TRES TH, VRICHTL 2005 T AR 8(1) (R) FHeSR ]F) BRCOBT Z5oLSN T TODE
ZoTW I, LTTICH JIRCPNERY, Tene TRLINTR, WERACRDZTOCH 3, HRICHR, JYTHOBLS
WIRAYROT S9BTRNT.
= gﬁdw% ToWoRATWOZ 3. dTI0TCT, WPOPOIT wWRHTO-1, Wondesd eazpdéag TRTT, 8.
WPred, oF, Bonwe-560020 BT d:wesa TYRTTTNTTT. B IRWE 20303 3=, Iz
OFRTTR 9GS 1 I T 30 DFNERYTRN TR HOIICHIY, YT TWPFTE, TYTWETNS.
Sabe QTR

(e30°.
oz, TEWRT TR év O Tone TORFTPOF
WPCHOITT. TRV PIdhs Jgwn-3, Bo.0.Tm, M
\gm\m BoneRTL.

4 ~ oo o,
L3, el ::A FILIITERE & wu oo, GonwsTs 560 020

T s cdanink D I Wamaneannels \\f T & BN isnea \/‘nn')n Flaresmailo > 200U K700 I vevabhvdadidioemd saaan



N SonsseTe Do &2 ST ,0F=T

g ( ks e

/Bangalore Development Authority
:30936: aﬂow@/ﬁ@/m,ﬁaa—yowmm-ﬂ Qz003: 18.07.2016
Q=OR,

X80 .QF°.S0°

SEY Bdonded JIWS,

#3238, T, BeowsE, 7 Re 2’ daéas,
33¢ 7, 33¢ R,

3ReoZonY,

WBonLRTI-560034.

=RRg,

QW TRbd T, WRICHI 2005 T ok 6(1) Iy 7(1)3 Hedh R
BOATE w2rod QFeos: 14-07-2016.
k Kk %k %k Kk Kk k k %k

0F), 35:@ VVFADY zswoss TIFOTROW ATPEED TRTWLL YUTFAATHT AT e B Wi =8
3930 maoéﬁeéaaq LBNRTOZ 30D,

1. Copies of public opinion/ objections received (E mails and Personal /
Physical requests)
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T BY ﬁ@wd. (To complle or not to compile — Information is to be provided in

the form in which it is sought, provided of course the information is
available in that form. The appellant should therefore ascertain whether the
information that he needs are available in the form required by him. The
appellant for instance, has sought certain statistical information, such as the
number of disputed cases settled under different schemes, which should be
given, provided it exist in the form in which the appellant has asked for.
They ought not to be manipulated in any form, lest the purpose of
scrutinizing of public action by the civil society should get defeated. — 225/IC
(A)/2006- 31.08.2006).
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Processing stage information need not be given
Case No. 1329\2006 dated 2.8.2006 Opinion of the Commission to TNPSC:

As far as this Commission is considered all the details regarding selection
process, after the selection process is completed are no longer exempted
from RTI Act.

It is our considered view that the TNPSC has been set up for fair and
independent selection of candidates to fill various posts in Government and
this function of TNPSC shall remain supreme without bearing any
interference by any query under the RTI Act. Once this function has been
discharged, the jurisdiction of Information Commission cannot be excluded
and the transparency requirement cannot be denied.
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“The logic of the argument of the respondents is compelling. The spirit
and the letter of sub-section 9 of Section 7 of the Act is that even when it is
established that given information is to be disclosed, it may still not be given
to the appellant if it can be shown that its disclosure would involve
disproportionately large diversion of resources of the public authority. The
information now requested by the appellant, undoubtedly, falls in this
category. I am, therefore, constrained to hold that disclosure of the

information urged by the appellant could not be authorized in view of the (
CIC/AT/A/2006/00300-13.12.2006 ).”
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