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Muttukrishna Sarvananthan v The University Grants Commission

RTIC Appeal (In-Person Hearing) 1511/2019- Order adopted as part of the formal meeting of the
Commission on 17.12.2019

Order under Section 32 (1) of the Right to Information Act, No. 12 of 2016 and Record of
Proceedings under Rule 28 of the Right to Information Rules of 2017 (Fees and Appeal
Procedure)

Chairperson: Mr. Mahinda Gammampila
Commission Member: Ms. Kishali Pinto-Jayawardena
Commission Member: Mr. S.G. Punchihewa

Director General: Mr. D.G. Hapuarachchi

Appellant: Muttukrishna Sarvananthan

Notice issued to: Designated Officer, University Grants Commission

Appearance/ Represented by:
Appellant – Absent
PA - S. Wickramaarachchi (Senior Assistant Secretary)

RTI Request filed on 01.04.2019
IO responded on No response
First Appeal to DO filed on 26.04.2019
DO responded on No response
Appeal to RTIC filed on 05.02.2019

Brief Factual Background:

The Appellant had by request dated 01.04.2019 requested for the following information

I had applied for the post of Senior Lecturer Grade 1 at the Department of Economics,
University of Jaffna in December 2017. I was one of the two selected by the selection
Committee on August 08., 2018 after interviewing three potential candidates. I had
obtained the highest marks out of the three interviewed candidates on August 98, 2018,
according to a reply to my RTI request by the University of Jaffna.

In a reply to my RTI request, the University of Jaffna has disclosed to me that they had
written to the UGC dated December 12, 2018, seeking certain “clarification” about my
appointment. I have also been informed informally that the UGC had replied to the
“clarification” sought in February 2019.
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I do hereby request copy/copies of the letter/s sent by the UGC to the University of Jaffna
regarding my appointment.

As the IO failed to respond within the time period stipulated under the Act the Appellant on
26.04.2019 lodged and appeal with the DO. As the DO too failed to respond with the time period
stipulated under the Act the Appellant preferred an appeal to the Commission on 05.02.2019.

Matters Arising During the Course of the Hearing:

The Appellant is absent.

It is noted that the there is a typo of the date of the Appeal to the Right to Information
Commission as it is mentioned as 05.02.2019, a date prior to the dates of the information request
and the appeal to the Designated Officer.

The Public Authority (PA) by letter dated 20.06.2019 informed that the information requested by
the Appellant by way of two separate information requests was provided by the PA by letters
dated 2019.04.09 and 2019.05.07 respectively. The content of the letter dated 20.06.2019 is as
follows,

�� �㬐 2019.06.04 �� �� ��� ���� �� ���� �䙐� A 1888 �䴰� ��� ��
.����
� ��� �㌳���� ��� ��� ���䴰� 2019.04.09 �� �� 2019.05.07 �� ��� ��
��pl ��䴰 ���⿏ ���� ���⿏� ����� ���䴰� ��� � �� �� ����� ���
㬐��. (���� ���� ��)”

In the forgoing circumstances, the PA submitted that it has provided the information requested
and hence, Appellant was appointed to the relevant post. Further it was stated by the Public
Authority that the Appellant had made appeals on identical request on a previous occasions
[RTIC Appeal (In-Person Hearing)/ 1222/2019 M. Sarvananthan v University Grants
Commission] , had appealed to the Commission and thus the Commission ordered the PA to
provide the information.

Order:

It is noted that the PA had by letter dated 20.06.2019 informed that that the information
requested was handed over to the Appellant. Accordingly the Appeal is concluded.

Order is conveyed to both parties in terms of Rule 27 (3) of the Commission's Rules on Fees and
Appeal Procedures (Gazette No. 2004/66, 03.02.2017).
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