Table - 1: Number of Public Authorities with Different Levels of Transparency

Number of Public % age of Public
Grade/ Sooreof Miaxic Authorities Authorities
A
158 19%
(90-100) %
B
157 19%
(80-89) %
C
118 14%
(70-79) %
D
113 13%
(60-69) %
E
292 35%
(Below 60% )
Total PAs 838 100 %

Table - 2, presents the parameter-wise and grade-wise disclosure status of PAs. Over 85% of

PAs do not disclose information relating to: budget and programme, publicity and public

interface and E-governance. On the key parameters such as these, PAs have been reluctant to

ensure mandatory disclosures, as evident from the results shown below.
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112 MSME-DI Mumbai 97%
113 Narmada Control Authority 98%
114 | National Anti Doping Agency(NADA), M/o Youth Affairs 91%
115 National Company Law Tribunal, Kolkata Bench 97%
116 National Cooperative Development Corporation (NCDC) 96%
117 | National Council of Educational Research & Training 100%
118 ll\ﬂde‘lltlit(;n;ll II}Stitl..lt.e-fOI' Empowerment of Persons with 94%
ple Disabilities(NIEPMD)
119 | National Institute for Social Defence 100%
120 gﬁlgﬁal Institute of Abiotic Stress Management (ICAR)- 9 0%
121 Fg&(ﬁn;}ll(;l:ggute of Animal Nutrition and Physiology 98%
122 | National Institute of Biologicals 93%
123 ﬁm&%ﬁm OF PLANT GENOME 99%
124 | National Institute of Technology, Surthkal 90%
125 National Institute of Unani Medicine (NIUM) 92%
126 | National Law University, Delhi 98%
127 ﬁzt;gg::nlziﬁteamh Centre for Integrated Pest 95%
128 National Research Development Corporation 100%
129 | National Seeds Corporation Ltd. 99%
130 | NIAH,Baghpat 92%
131 NISTADS, New Delhi 93%
132 ;):S:tilof the Chief Commissioner of Customs, Mumbai 9 5%
133 gi;fgc:;:l Liquidator Ranchi, Ministry of Corporate 100%
134 0il Industry Development Board (OIDB) 93%
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