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Brief Factual Background:

The Appellant by his letter dated 01.05.2018 requested the marking scheme of the interview held

on 20.04.2018 at the Public Authority for the post of documentation officer grade II

The Information Officer on 24.05.2018 responded stating the manner how marks were allocated

to the applicants at the interview held on 20.04.2018 for the post of documentation officers.

Dissatisfied with the response of the Information Officer the Appellant lodged an appeal with the

Designated Officer on 24.05.2018. 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

04.06.2018.

Matters Arising During the Hearing:

The Appellant submitted that he received the marking scheme but it does not state the marks

received by him. Thereby his information request has not been addressed properly. The Public

Authority submitted that the information request is made to obtain the marking scheme which

they have already provided. The Appellant further submitted that what he has requested

subsequently is for the marks scored by each applicant. However by the letter dated 08.11.2018

the Public Authority has informed the Appellant with a copy to the commission that due to the

end of the official tenure of the Board of Directors the recommendations of the Board of

interview have not been forwarded to the Board of Directors. It was further informed that a new

Board of Directors was appointed on June 2018 and they ordered to cancel all the previous

interviews and recall the applications for the post of documentation officer grade II, in

accordance with the scheme of recruitment. Therefore the public Authority submitted that the

interview which held on 20.04.2018 had been formally cancelled. Hence new applications will

be called in due course; thereby the Appellant could make a fresh application to the post of

documentation officer grade II. However the public Authority submitted that it is willing to

provide the results of the cancelled interview but it will have no legal validity whatsoever.

DO responded on No response

Appeal to RTIC filed on 04.06.2018
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Order:

The Commission observes that there is no barrier in law to release the results to the Appellant

though it has no validity in law.

The section 3 (1) of the Right to Information Act, No. 12 of 2016 the right of access to

information can be granted if it is available in the possession, custody or control of a Public

Authority which state that “Subject to the provisions of section 5 of this Act, every citizen shall

have a right of access to information which is in the possession, custody or control of a public

authority”. Therefore the commission observes that the information can be released if the

Appellant is also willing to accept the results and orders the Public Authority to release the same.

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.

************


