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M. P. Thilakasuriya v Department of Probation and Child Care Services- Uva Provincial Council

RTIC Appeal/30/2017 (Order adopted as part of a formal meeting of the Commission on 16.10.2017
subsequent to consideration of the matter at a sub-committee of the Commission held on 27.09.2017)

DOCUMENTARY PROCEEDING

Chairperson:Mr. Mahinda Gammampila
Commission Members: Ms. Kishali Pinto-Jayawardena

Mr. S.G. Punchihewa
Dr. SelvyThiruchandran

Present at the Meeting:Mr. Piyathissa Ranasinghe Director-General

Notice issued to: Ms. G. W. C. S. Priyabhashini, Probations and Child Care Services
Commissioner – Uva, Department of Probation and Child Care Services. (Designated Officer)

The Appellant had requested information relating to the legal position on the removal of female students
subject to sexual offences from schools

The Appellant states that the IO agreed to provide the information in the first instance but that the
information itself was not provided within the time frame stipulated under the Act. On appeal to the DO,
the DO responds stating that an in-person meeting is required as there is some inconsistency in the facts
put forward by the Appellant.

The Commission subsequent to an initial assessment decided to take it up as a documentary proceeding
and called for written submissions by both parties. The Appellant acknowledged the receipt of the notice
but has not annexed any further documents/ made any further submissions. Therefore neither a copy of
the initial information request nor a copy of the appeal to the DO is as of now on file. The exact
information requested has to be gauged from the submissions to the Commission by the PA.

The Public Authority in their letter responding to the notice of the Commission, states that Appellant has
made 3 information requests 2017/01, 2017/02 and 2017/03 dated 01.03.2017, 15.03.2017 and
15.03.2017 respectively. Although it cannot be stated conclusively, it appears that the present appeal
relates to information request 15.03.2017 (2017/02). The PA states that they asked the Appellant for extra
time to compile this particular request via an RTI 06 form on 11.04.2017. PA responded with the
information on 28.04.2017 and when the appellant appealed with regard to the same stating that there was
no response on 20.05.2017 the response of 28.04.2017 was forwarded to the Appellant on 23.05.2017.

With regard to request no 2017/03 the PA states it is not within their custody or control. From the PA’s
submissions it appears that the request concerns the views of the DO with regards to the different issues
faced and orders given by him with respect to this are being asked. Therefore the appeal was rejected.

Further the PA has asked the Appellant to come to their office for a meeting since there was a
contradiction between requests 2017/01 and 2017/02 dated 01.03.2017 and 15.03.2017 respectively. The
Appellant had not informed the PA that it was inconvenient for him to meet with them at any point.
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Further the PA states that they asked the Appellant for a meeting not to cause any inconvenience but to
discuss and facilitate the provision of the information.

Order

The question as to whether the information requested on 15.03.2017 can be provided or not or has been
unreasonably refused or whether it contradicts the other information requests made by the Appellant
cannot be ascertained as that request has not been annexed to the Appeal before the Commission. The
Appellant is directed to comply with the request of the Public Authority in regard to presenting himself
for a meeting with the Public Authority in order to clarify the disputed issues and to re-file his
information request before us.

The appeal is concluded.
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