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FACTS IN APPEAL ALBITE BRIEF ARE AS FOLLOWS:

The Appellant by her request dated above to the Information Officer of the

Public Authority has urged the disclosure of the information inter alia;

1. Selected list and waiting list of grade 1-2018 to Colombo Muslim Ladies

College, including the marks, address and category.

2. Current list of names of Muslim Ladies College, of Grade 1A,B,C,D,E,F, in

2018 the children who were studying in Grade 1 of the above school.

The instant appeal to this Commission reveals that the Appellant was not

successful in receiving above information from the IO and DO from the Public

Authority. Consequently the Appellant appealed to the Commission to obtain the

afore said information.

The Commission after receiving the appeal had noticed both parties to appear

before the Commission on 03.06.2019 for the hearing of the appeal.

Matters Arising During the Course of the Hearing:

When the appeal was taken up for hearing on the above date both parties were

present. The Principal of Colombo Muslim Ladies College was present and informed

the Commission that she has already issued the above requested information to

the Appellant which position was admitted by the Appellant too. But nevertheless

the Appellant impugned the veracity of the said information. The Principal in fact

admitted that there had been some errors in the entries in the above documents.

The appellant alleged corruption in the selection process adopted by the school.

Appellant’s contention was that as his elder daughter is attending the same school

and therefore his second child is entitled to gain entry to the same school.

It is relevant to note that the Commission can act only within the four corners of

the RTI Act, but not to deal with the substantive issue thereto.



Order:

For the reasons contained here in before, the Commission is inclined to conclude

the appeal.

Thus the appeal is concluded accordingly.

Order is hereby 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).

*****


