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A. M. M. Rizvi v Ministry of Education

RTIC Appeal (In person) /95/2018 (Order adopted as part of a formal meeting of the
Commission on 03.04.2018)
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 Members: Ms. Kishali Pinto-Jayawardena

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

Present: Director-General Mr. Piyathissa Ranasinghe

Appellant: Mr. A. M. M. Rizvi
Notice issued to: Secretary Ministry of Education

Appearance/ Represented by:

Appellant - Mr. A. M. M. Rizvi
PA - Prasad Weerasiri, Director – National Operations
RTI Request filed on: 17.07.2017

IO responded on: 09.08.2017 (RTI 02-
Acknowledgment), 20.09.2017

First Appeal to DO filed on: 25.09.2017

DO responded on: No response

Appeal to RTIC filed on: 22.11.2017

Brief Factual Background

The Appellant has requested the following in his information request dated 17.07.2017;
“As per letter No. ED/04/60/07/05/01/�u-2012 the interview for the Principals Service-2-11
was held on 2012.06.09. I need the total marks anddetailed information from 01-18 as per
interview calling letter.”
The Appellant had attached a copy of his interview calling letter No. ED/04/60/07/05/01/�u-
2012 dated 04.05.2012. It had requested that the applicants bring the 18 documents listed to the
interview.
The IO had responded on 20.09.2017 attaching a signed statement by one Mr. H.U. Premathileka
(Additional Secretary) who had informed the IO that the Appellant had obtained 127 marks for
the written examination and 55 marks for the interview which added up to a total of 182 marks.
The Appellant had thereafter lodged an appeal with the DO on 25.09.2017 stating that the IO had
refused to provide information in the format requested. In the Appellants original request he had
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requested an inspection of the relevant work, documents, records and to take notes, extracts or
certified copies of documents or records. The DO had not responded. The Appellant thereafter
preferred an appeal to the Commission. He contended that he requested the marks obtained by
him under each criterion, mentioned in the interview/call letter received by him.

Matters Arising During the Course of the Hearing:

The PA submitted that since there were issues with the interviews conducted at the provincial
level, the PA (the Ministry) had decided to call applicants for interviews again. The PA further
explained that the marks allocated therein were not provided according to the 18 documents that
were required to be produced at the interview as per the letter sent to the Appellant, but based on
the announcement published in the newspapers, titled ‘Notification to all applicants for
recruitment to the Sri Lanka Principals Service Class 2 grade II scoring between 113-154 marks
at the limited competitive examination held on 06.05.2006,’ subsequent to the decision of the
Supreme Court (SCFR 212/2010, SCM 26.02.2012). Accordingly 12 criteria were listed in the
said notification.

Order:

In the instant appeal, the PA has provided a breakdown of the marks given to the Appellant and
has clarified that marks were assigned in accordance with the newspaper announcement titled
‘Notification to all applicants for recruitment to the Sri Lanka Principals Service Class 2 grade II
scoring between 113-154 marks at the limited competitive examination held on 06.05.2006,’ and
not according to the letter calling the applicants including the Appellant for the interview.

The PA is directed to provide the Appellant with a copy of the said Newspaper notification
which constitutes the basis in which the marks were allocated according to the 12 criteria in
accordance with the Decision of the Supreme Court in SCFR 212/2010 (SCM 26.02.2012).

The Appeal is concluded.
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