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S. Dharshanan v Northern Postal Department

RTIC Appeal (In-Person) 129/2018 - 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) – heard as part of a formal meeting of the Commission on
31.07.2018

Chairperson: Mahinda Gammampila
Commission Members: Kishali Pinto-Jayawardena

S.G. Punchihewa
Dr Selvy Thiruchandran
Justice Rohini Walgama

Director-General: Piyathissa Ranasinghe

Appellant: Dr. S. Dharshanan
Notice Issued to: Regional Administrative Officer, Department of Posts, Jaffna

Appearance/ Represented by:
Appellant - Dr. S. Dharshanan
Public Authority - I Sinnappu, Regional Administrative Officer, Department of Posts,
Jaffna

RTI Request filed on 04.12.2017

IO responded on 21.12.2017

First Appeal to DO filed on 18.12.2017

DO responded on 04.01.2018

Appeal to RTIC filed on 09.01.2018

Brief Background Facts

Information requested:
1. A certified copy of the appointment letter of Ms. Mayuri Selvarasah,
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2. All official communications between Ms. Mayuri Selvarasah and any superior officer of
the Department of Post of Sri Lanka regarding the participation in an inquiry at Jaffna
University.

3. (a) Was Ms. Mayuri Selvarasah given permission to be a witness for an inquiry held at
the University of Jaffna on 18 November 2017.
(b) Copy of the official permission letter given to the said Ms. Selvarasah to attend the
said inquiry.

Matters Arising During the Hearing

The Appellant submitted that the said Ms. Salvarasah was a witness against the Appellant in an
inquiry conducted by the University of Jaffna and alleged that during cross examination at the
said inquiry the said Ms. Selvarasah accepted that she has no letter authorizing her to attend
the said inquiry. However the Appellant was unable to demonstrate the relationship between
the request for the letter of appointment and the the fact that Ms. Selvarasah had attended the
inquiry without a letter authorizing her to do so. The Public Authority refused to provide a copy
of the Appointment letter of the said Ms Selvarasah under Article 5 (1) (a) noting that the said
Ms. Selvarasah has not consented to the disclosure of her letter of appointment. The PA
however submitted no documentary evidence of the said refusal.

The Appellant submitted that the lack of formal leave was raised during cross examination at
the inquiry held at the University of Jaffna and the purpose of filing the RTI request was to
obtain proof. The Commission noted that the statement made by the said Ms Selvarasah in the
course of a formal inquiry would amount to proof.

The Public Authority affirmed that the said Ms Selvarasah’s leave was approved to attend the
inquiry against the Appellant at the University of Jaffna.

Order

Article 5(1)(a) of the Right to Information Act No 12 of 2016 provides that [access to
information can be refused, where]:

The information relates to personal information the disclosure of which has
no relationship to any public activity or interest, or which would cause
unwarranted invasion of the privacy of the individual unless the larger
public interest justifies the disclosure of such information or the person
concerned has consented in writing to such disclosure



At the Right to Information Commission of Sri Lanka

3

In circumstances where the third party has refused the disclosure of personal information, the
Commission has to be apprised of the fact that the unwarranted invasion of privacy of an
individual is in the larger public interest in order to direct the disclosure of information.

In this instance, on the facts placed before the Commission by the parties, this Commission is
not satisfied that the disclosure of the the Appointment Letter of Ms Selvarasah is in the larger
public interest. The Commission, therefore affirms, the decision of the Public Authority to deny
the copy of the Appointment Letter of Ms Selvarasah.

The Public Authority has submitted that the said Ms Salvarasah was provided formal leave to
attend the inquiry against the Appellant at the University of Jaffna.

The Appellant notes his satisfaction regarding the information received from the Public
Authority.

The Appeal is hereby 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).

****


