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Relevant Facts emerging from the Appeal:
Appellant



:
Mr. Mohit Wadhwa






G-I, 317, Shiv Shankar Market,







Mandangir, New Delhi- 110062
Respondent 
:
Mrs. Amrita Parle
Public Information Officer & Associate Professor 


DIPSAR, GNCTD,


Sector III, Pushp Vihar, 



M. B. Road, New Delhi - 110017

RTI application filed on

:
13/08/2010
PIO replied on



:
10/09/2010
First Appeal filed on


:
17/09/2010
First Appellate Authority order of
:
28/10/2010
Second Appeal received on

:
18/01/2011
	S.No.
	Information Sought
	Reply of the Public Information Officer (PIO)

	1.
	When will tender be available for canteen in DIPSAR? 
	As per RTI Act, 2005 only factual available information in official records can be provided. The tenders are floated with due publicity, as per the directions of the competent authority, as and when decided. 

	2.
	To be provided with certified copies of the last three allotted tenders.
	The canteen is being run by the same person for the past three years. Copy of tender document floated at the time was attached. 

	3.
	The duration for which the canteen is allotted to the person whose tender is selected.   
	No such time period is prescribed.

	4.
	The expiry date of the current tender. 
	No such time period is prescribed.


Grounds for First Appeal:

Copy of First Appeal not on record. 
Order of the First Appellate Authority (FAA):

Point wise order:

Query 1- The reply of the PIO is proper and correct. Further, there is no fixed time for calling of tenders and the PIO is right in stating that as and when decided by the competent authority, tenders would be floated with due publicity.
Query 2- The Admn. Officer was directed to issue necessary directions to the concerned to locate the file and provide the desired information to the Appellant at the earliest.
Query 3- That no time period has been prescribed for allotment of tender. However, care shall be taken to ensure that in future, this clause is included while tenders are floated.

Query 4- That point no. 4 has been adequately explained above. 
Grounds for Second Appeal:

Dissatisfied with the order of the FAA and information provided by the PIO. 
Relevant Facts emerging during Hearing:

Appellant : Mr. Mohit Wadhwa;

Respondent : Ms. Amrita Parle, Associate Professor & PIO;

The file in which the records sought by the Appellant would be there is missing in the department. The Police Complaint has been lodged for this with SHO(Saket) on 25/01/2011 by Professor Mr. B. P. Srinivasan and a reminder has been sent on 15/03/2011. The copy of the Police complaint and reminder given to the Appellant. 
The position as described by the Respondent appears to show that some contractor who was running the canteen since last three years  can continue running for life time since the file outlining the conditions and tenders has been stolen/lost. The Commission directs the Director, DIPSAR to look into this and determine how long the present contractor will continue running the canteen before a fresh tender is issued.  
The Appellant states that the FAA did not give him reasonable notice for the hearing. Notice of hearing was issued on 26/10/2010 for a hearing scheduled on 28/10/2010. The FAA should ensure that a notice of hearing is issued atleast five days before the hearing.  
Decision:
The appeal is allowed.

The Commission directs Director, DIPSAR to inform the Appellant how long the present contractor will continue running the canteen before a fresh tender is issued. The Director, DIPSAR will inform the Appellant and the Commission about this before                  30 April 2011.
This decision is announced in open chamber.

Notice of this decision be given free of cost to the parties.

Any information in compliance with this Order will be provided free of cost as per Section 7(6) of RTI Act.  

Shailesh Gandhi

                                                                                       Information Commissioner

24 March 2011
(In any correspondence on this decision, mention the complete decision number.) (RP)
