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Dileep Amuthan v Ministry of Finance and Planning, Law and Order, Lands,
Electricity, Housing and Construction, Tourism, Local Government, Provincial
Administration, Rural Development, Motor Traffic and Transport, Northern

Provincial Council

RTIC Appeal(Documentary Proceeding)/915/2019 - 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) – Considered as part of formal meetings
of the Commission on 23.07.2019 and 03.12.2019 and Order adopted on 03.12.2019

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

S.G. Punchihewa
Dr. Selvy Thiruchandran
Justice Rohini Walgama

Appellant: Dileep Amuthan
Notice issued to: Secretary Chief Minister’s Ministry Northern Provincial Council

RTI Request filed on 16.08.2018
IO responded on 03.09.2018
First Appeal to DO filed on 17.09.2018
DO responded on 12.10.2018
Appeal to RTIC filed on 22.10.2018

Brief Factual Background:
The Appellant by request dated 16.08.2018 requested the following information;

Details of the dates on which, C. V. Vigneswaran, the Northern Province Chief Minister
travelled in airplanes during the period 25.10.2013 to 19. 07.2018. (In a report published
on 15.07.2018, the Chief Minister cites speed, health issues, and security and the distance
to Jaffna as reasons for using air transport as a mode of transportation within Sri Lanka.
Further, he stated, though the Ministers of other Provinces, don’t travel by flights, as it
takes seven hours to reach Jaffna from Colombo and vice versa, flights needs to be used
to travel to attend meetings scheduled on the same day or the following day.)
Details verifying that travel by the Northern Chief Minister via airplane were to attend
meetings on the date he travelled or the following day.

The IO responded on 03.09.2018 annexing the information complied by the Information Officer
which contained a general description of the event / meeting attended and the number of such
meetings. The IO further stated that the PA cannot provide all the details as certain invitations to
meeting are received by the Chief Minister directly. Dissatisfied with the response the Appellant
lodged an appeal with the Designated Officer on 17.09.2018. The Appellant stated that he did not
request the number of meetings but the date, month and year between 25. October 2013 and 19th
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July 2018 during which the Chief Minister travelled by helicopter. He did not request
information re C. V. Wigneshwaran in his private capacity but rather in his capacity as Chief
Minster where public funds were used for air travel. The DO responded stating that all
information that has been provided has been confirmed by the Chief Minister. Dissatisfied with
the response the Appellant preferred an appeal to the Commission on 22.10.2018.

Matters Arising During Consideration:

On 19.07.2019 the Appellant informed the Commission that he will not be attending the hearing.
The PA had by letter dated 02.04.2019 stated that the information is as confirmed by the Chief
Minister and had annexed the information with the Chief Minister’s confirmation. The Chief
Minister had also stated therein that the information does not include personal visits for which
payments were made by self. The Chief Minister further states that ‘for security reasons and
possible prejudice that maybe caused to third parties, the dates and details of persons met are
avoided.’

Order:

The PA is directed to provide details of the dates on which the meetings referred to in the
information request took place for which the Chief Minister utilised public funds to travel and in
regard to which, the question of sensitive or personal information as contemplated by Section 5
(1)(a) does not arise given that the mere furnishing of dates of meetings will not attract the
applicability of that exemption. Re said details are directed to be furnished within one month of
receipt of this Order.

The Appeal is concluded.

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).

*****


