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KIC 258 APL 2008 __:
KARNATAKA INFORMATION COMMISSION ¥ e
(S S. S. Ranganath vs. Under Secretary to Government, DPAR (Services- 1), KGS, Vidhana Soudha, B’lore)

2 ORDER

oy

1. Petitioner has filed two separate but almost identical requests for information dated 17-01-2008

addressed to UPSC and Under Secretary o Government, DPAR (Services-1), KGS; seeking copies (i)
Proceedings of Selection Committee Meeting for In-service promotion to IAS-2007 (Karnataka Cadre),
(i) C.Rs., integrity certificate (including mtegrity certificate from date of provisional selection to
confirmation), letters of appreciation and other references considered useful bv the selection committee
in the selection of Sri B. G. Nandakumar to IAS. ’ ;
2. “UPSC has provided part of the information. Further, the Respondent has provided the remaining
information except the C.Rs. of concerned officer.

3. Asregards CR’s, Respondent has stated that the C.Rs. of KAS and 1AS officers are maintained in
the Chief Secretary’s office. The Responaent has therefore seni a U.C. note dated 15-02-2008 to Chief
Secretary’s office to make the C.Rs. of the concérned officer available. Petitioner has also stated that
UPSC has also sent this part of the request to the Chief Secretary but the Chief Secretary has not
provided this information. Petitioner has stated that he will be satisfied, if copies of the C.Rs. of the
officer are made available to him. ; :
4. The Petitioner had also filed a first appeal before the First Appellate Authority and the-First
Appellate Adthority had passed an order dated 24-3-08 stating that the information sought by the
Petitioner have been furnished by the Respondent except that the copies of the information provided
were not attested. Therefore attested copies should be provided to the Petitioner. As regards copies of the
C.Rs. the request has been transferred to the PIO in the Office of the Chicf Seoictary 0

..... o~

5. Petitioner has stated that the Respondent has not even complied with the orders passed by the First
Appeliate Authority. Respondent however, has stated that he has complied with the orders of the First
Appellate Authority on [1-11-08. Petitioner has stated that Respondent has not produced any proof for
having sent this information to the Petitioner vide DPAR 53 SAS 2008 dated 11-11-08. Respondent has
stated that he had sent it by RPAD and he would produce the acknowledgement after obtaining it from
R&t section. bit e a ¢ ;

6. Petitioner had stated that the First Appellate Authority had directed that this information should be
provided within one week and therefore, there has been inordinate delay, even if it is considered that the
nformation was provided on 11-11-08.

7. Respondent, Sri Anantha has stated that copy of this order of the First Appellate Authority was not

delivered to him. He came to know of this order of the First Appellate Authority. only after the

.

&

Commission sent him a copy and thereafter he has arranged to send the required information to the-

Commission-as well as to the Petitioner. However, by mistake, R&] section did not send this letter to the
Petitioner and instead sént it to the Commission. The explanation given from R&I department has also
been enclosed by him along with his explanation.

8. Petitioner has stated that he has an acknowledgement for his application dated 18-1-09 and another
copy of his application was also forwarded to Sri Anantha through UPSC. He has stated that since the
orders of First Appellate Authority were not implemented, he has filed this second appeal before the
Commission and he has also filed his written arguments, which are on record.

9. As regards merits, Commission has heard the parties including Sri Krishnamurthy, Additional
Secretary, DPAR. Sri Krishnamurthy has stated that information sought is personal information. He has
also filed an O. M. dated 31-9-07 issued by Ministry of Personnel, Public Grievances and Pensions
staling that the public authority has the discretion to disclose the A. C. R. of an employee to the
employee himself or to anv other person, if the public authority is satistied thai nublic interesy in
disclosure outweighs the harm 1o the profected interests. A copy of the 0. M. has been provided o the
Petitioner.

10. Respondent has also filed a copy of amendment to All India Service (Performance Appraisa!
Report) Rules 2007 according to which the appraisal report shall be made available to the Officer
reported upon. Respondent has argued that the repori may be made available only to concemed officers
and not to anybody else. Petitioner has however argued that under section 20(2) of the Act, the Act
overmnides all the other enactments, circulars, etc.

Il There are only two issues to be decided by the Commission in these proceedmgs:
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