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Briefly stated facts in appeal:

The appellant by his request dated on 10.09.2018 made to the Information Officer,

requested the information inter alia;

The salary particulars from 2001- 2018 maintained at the Zonal Education Office at

Kegalle.

As the IO has provided incomplete information the appellant has lodged an appeal

with the Designated Officer, and the DO too has refused access to the above

information. Consequently the Appellant preferred an appeal to the Commission.

The Commission on receipt of the instance appeal, noticed both parties to appear

before the Commission for the hearing of the appeal on 02.09.2019.

Matters arising during the hearing of the appeal:

The core issue of the instant appeal relates to an information sought by the

appellant re his salary. It was submitted by the PA that the requested information

has been provided to the appellant on 22.03.2019.

But it is alleged by the Appellant that he is not satisfied with the information

provided as the salary particulars are not accurate. Further at the hearing of the

appeal the appellant indicated that he needs particulars of his salary from the year

1999. It was admitted by the PA that the relevant documents will be available at

the Registry, and was agreeable to allow the appellant to peruse the documents

and copy any information contained in the documents thereto.

Order;

For the foregoing reasons the Commission was convinced of the fact that the

appellant could reach the target. Hence the Commission moved to conclude the

appeal
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Appeal is concluded hereby.

Order is hereby conveyed to both parties in terms of Rules 27(1) of the

Commission’s Rules on Fees and Appeal Procedures (Gazette No. 2004/66, 03.02.2017.)


