
At the Right to Information Commission of Sri Lanka

A.G.S Raveendra Rajapaksha v. Police Station, Peradeniya

RTIC Appeal 1060/2019- Record of Proceedings under Rule 28 and Motion for Withdrawal of
an Appeal under Rule 30 of the Right to Information Rules of 2017 (Fees and Appeal
Procedure) - adopted as part of a formal meeting of the Commission on 22.07.2019

Commission Members: S.G. Punchihewa
Dr. Selvy Thiruchandran
Justice Rohini Walgama

Appellant: A.G.S Raveendra Rajapaksha
Notice Issued to: Designated Officer, Police Headquarters

RTI Request filed on 23.07.2018
IO responded on No response
First Appeal to DO filed on 14.08.2018
DO responded on No response
Appeal to RTIC filed on 13.09.2018

Brief Background Facts

The Appellant had requested the following items of information, by an information request dated
23.07.2018:

The information related to the complaint made by the Appellant on 09.03.2018 under number CIB 1
30/71 at the Police Station, Peradeniya

1. A certified copy of the complaint.
2. Have a preliminary investigation has been done regarding this? Have the statements of the

Respondents been taken? A certified copy of those notes.
3. A certified copy of documents including the document with the final decision made subsequent

to the inquiry done after 1 week and the statement notes given by the Appellant regarding the
complaint made by R. Keerthi Perera on 16.11.2013 against the Appellant (Page 224 of the C4
Information Book).

4. A certified copy of the letter handed over to the Security Unit of the University of Peradeniya by
Police Sergeant 18380 Bandara informing the Respondents to give statements regarding the
above mentioned complaint.

5. Has the Public Authority made a final decision on this complaint? If so, please mention the
decision and the reason for that decision.

6. The legal barriers to the Public Authority to serve justice and equity by investigate the complaint
based on the concept that every citizen is equal before the law?

7. The reason for not taking an action even after 5 months subsequent to making this complaint?
8. Is the inquiry being carried out in relation to the above complaint or not?



At the Right to Information Commission of Sri Lanka

As the Information Officer failed to respond within the time period stipulated under the Act the
Appellant on 14.08.2018 lodged and appeal with the Designated Officer. As the Designated Officer too
failed to respond with the time period stipulated under the Act the Appellant preferred an appeal to the
Commission on 13.09.2018.

Matters Arising During the Hearing:
Both parties were absent on 22.07.2019. The Appellant by letter dated 05.07.2019, addressed to
the Commission, submitted that he seeks to withdraw the appeal to the Commission as he has
been given information form the Public Authority.

Rule 30 (1) of the Right to Information Commission Rules of 2017 (Gazette No 2004/66
published on 03.02.2017) states that

The Appellant, while an Appeal is pending, may at any time withdraw the Appeal by
forwarding to the Commission a memorandum in writing with reasons stated signed by
himself / herself a copy of which is served on the other party(ies), and the Commission
shall forthwith inform every other party of the withdrawal.

Rule 30 (3) of the Right to Information Commission Rules of 2017 states that

If the Commission is satisfied with the reasons stated for withdrawal in sub-rules (1) and
(2) above, it shall allow the withdrawal of the Appeal.

The Commission, under and in terms of Rule 30 (3) of the Right to Information Commission
Rules of 2017 (Gazette No 2004/66 published on 03.02.2017), being satisfied of the reasons
provided, permits the withdrawal of the Appeal.
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