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Facts:
1. The appellant did not avail of the opportunity of personal hearing on
27/8/2008. The appeal is, therefore, examined on merit.

2. The appellant, a retired employee of the respondent, has grievances
relating to service matters. In this context, he has sought to know as to why he
could not be promoted while he was in service.

3 The CPIO has fumished a point-wise response and indicated that he could
not be promoted because he was not eligible. A part of information relating to
the DPC, in which his name was considered, has been denied u/s 8(1)(j) of the

Act.
4. Being not satisfied with the response, the appellant has pleaded for

disclosure of complete information

Decision:

5. The CPIO has duly replied. Since the selection process s complete and
over, there is no justification for withholding any part of information relating to the
BPC, which considered the appellant s candidature for promotion.

6. The CPIOQ is, therefore, directed to furnish a copy of the minutes of DPC in

which the appellant's name was considered for promotion, within 15 working
davs from the date of issue of this decision

T. The appeal is thus disposed of.
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