
At the Right to Information Commission of Sri Lanka

U.L. Jahabtheen v. Municipal Council Trincomalee

RTIC Appeal (In-Person Hearing)/[641/2018]- Order adopted as part of the formal meeting of

the Commission on 06/03/2019.

Order under Section 32 (1) of the Right to Information Act, No. 12 of 2016 andRecord of

Proceedings under Rule 28 of the Right to Information Rules of 2017 (Fees and Appeal

Procedure)

Chairperson:Mr.MahindaGammampila

Commission Member: Dr. SelvyThiruchandran

Commission Member: Justice RohiniWalgama

Appellant: U.L. Jahabtheen

Notice issued to: Designated Officer, Secretariat of the Governor

Appearance/ Represented by:

Appellant: Absent

PA:U.Sivarajah, Assistant Secretary, Secretariat of the Governor, Eastern Province

RTI Request filed on 25/05/2018

IO responded on No response

First Appeal to DO filed on 16/07/2018

DO responded on 03/08/2018

Appeal to RTIC filed on 03/09/2018

Brief Factual Background:

The Appellant by information request dated 25/05/2018 requested the following information.



At the Right to Information Commission of Sri Lanka

1. A decision was taken by the Kalmunai Municipal Council on 21/01/2014 to name a road

belonging to the Kalmunai Municipal Council as

‘KadatkaraippalliVithi’(flw;fiug;gs;sptPjp). A certified copy of the permission letter sent

by the Governor of the Eastern Provincial Council to implement this decision.

2. Certified copies of the documents sent to the Government Press by the Governor of the

Eastern Province, regarding the publishing of the name change of the specific road, in the

Gazette.

3. Certified copy of the Gazette in which the naming of the road as

‘KadatkaraippalliVithi’(flw;fiug;gs;sptPjp) was published.

As the IO failed to respond within the time period stipulated under the Act, the Appellant on

16/07/2018 lodged an appeal with the DO. The DO responded on 03/08/2018 stating that the

Secretary to the Chief Minister of the Eastern Province had not made any changes yet, to the

name of the road. Further, no such request has been made by the Governor requesting that the

decision of the Council meeting be implemented. Dissatisfied with the response of the DO the

Appellant preferred an appeal to the Commission on 03/09/2018.

Matters Arising During the Course of the Hearing:

The Appellant was absent. The same matter, as appealed against by other appellants, had arisen

the previous day. It was decided that the matter, had been sufficiently responded to by the Public

Authority. Therefore the matter could be concluded.

Order:

Order is 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.

*****


