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This Appeal was considered as a documentary proceeding. The parties were directed to file
written submissions and the matter was considered based on submissions by the parties. In an
information request sent to the University of Jaffna on 13.06.2017 the Appellant requested
the following information:

1. The official written acknowledgment for receiving his filled nomination for the
Universities Pension Fund date 13.06.2017.
2. Certified true copies of both sides of his nomination for the Universities Pension Fund
with the signatures of the Head of the Department with official seal as the first witness and
the certification signatures of the Registrar and the Head of the Institution with official seals
in the prescribed places for signatures in the form
3. The confirmation letter of the relevant authority that his nomination for the Universities
Pension Fund form was correctly filled and preserved in the relevant file.

The Appellant received a response on 07.07.2017 acknowledging receipt of the Appellant’s
nomination form and stating that he would be notified once the completed form of
nomination for University Pension Fund is filed in his personal file. The response stated that
the information officer (IO) had forwarded the nomination form to the Head of the
Department for signature as he had not signed. The Appellant had appealed to the Designated
Officer (DO) on 28.06.2017 but had not received any response. The Appellant had received
the response of the IO only after that. He then preferred an appeal to the RTI Commission on
21.07.2017.

Subsequent to notices being sent, the PA responded on 22.01.2018 stating that as per the
guidelines for the Pension Nomination Fund the contributor should sign the nomination form
in the presence of the Head of the Department. The IO had then informed the Appellant to
obtain permission from the Vice – Chancellor to enter the University premises to complete
these formalities as he was debarred from entering the premises by the University Council in
connection with an inquiry on alleged misconduct. A further response from the PA was
received on the 02.02.2018 wherein it was stated that the Vice- Chancellor had granted
permission to the Appellant to enter the University premises on 05.02.2018 to sign the
document. On 05.02.2018, the PA informed the Commission by facsimile that the Appellant
had signed the form in the presence of the Head, Department of Music on that day and that
the issue had been settled.

Order

The Public Authority has informed the Commission that the Appellant has signed his
Nomination for Pension Fund application in the presence of the Head of the Department and
that the matter had been settled. The Appellant has to date not submitted any objections. In
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these circumstances, the Public Authority is directed to provide items 2 & 3 of the
information request to the Appellant with copy to the Commission within two weeks of
receipt of this order.

This Order is directed to be 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).

The Appeal is concluded.
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