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Sanjeewa Perera vs. Department of Irrigation

RTIC Appeal (In-Person Hearing)/501/2018- Order adopted as part of a formal meeting of the
Commission on 21.01.2019.
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)

Commission Members: Mr. S.G. Punchihewa
Dr. SelvyThiruchandran
Justice RohiniWalgama

Director-General Mr. PiyathissaRanasinghe
Appellant: SanjeewaPerera
Notice Issued to: Director General, Department of Irrigation

Appearance/Represented by:
Appellant (Represented by) W.R.K. Perera
PA K.Ariyasiri,

I.O.M Wellala, Engineering Assistant

RTI Request filed on 20.03.2018
IO responded on 10.04.2018
First Appeal to DO filed on 18.04.2018
DO responded on No response
Appeal to RTIC filed on 01.06.2018

Brief Factual Background:

The Appellant by request dated 20.03.2018 had requested the following information with regard
to the construction of the irrigation system built in Madawalagama, Anuradhapura with the
purpose of directing surplus of water.

1. Who proposed to build the irrigation system while there was another method for the
surplus water to port?

2. Was there a need to build the system according to the proposal?
3. Did the Public Authority notify the land owners and farmers who will be negatively

affected by this construction?
4. Has the Public Authority reserved consent from the land owners and farmers who will be

negatively affected by this construction?
5. Has the Public Authority taken official consent from the necessary authorities for the

construction?
6. The estimated expense for the construction
7. Has the construction been included to the activities plan for the year 2017?
8. Has the construction been included to the funding plan of the year 2017?
9. What is the procedure followed to choose building constructors for the construction?
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10. How many constructors applied for the procedure ad the amount of tender each
constructor forwarded?

11. The name of the chosen constructor.
12. The amount of money paid to the constructor as at 01st of March 2018.

The Information Officer on 10.04.2018 responded providing all the information in relation to the
12 items contained in the information request. Dissatisfied with the response of the Information
Officer the Appellant lodged an appeal with the Designated Officer on 18.04.2018. As the
Designated Officerfailed to respond within the time period stipulated under the Act the Appellant
preferred an appeal to the Commission on 01.06.2018.

Matters Arising During the Hearing:
The Appellant was represented by his Brother. The Appellant submitted that he was not satisfied
with the response given to thefirst item of the information request.Providing more clarification to
the first item of the information request, the Public Authority submitted thatthe spill had been
constructed only at the Madawalagama catchment which is considered to be the most suitable
point for the surplus water to port. Hence it was constructed for the convenience of the public
and farmers. Therefore the Public Authority submitted that the answer to thefirstitem of the
information request was that the farmers of the village society proposed that the irrigation system
be built.

Order:
The Commission directs that the Public Authority release the information which is in the
possession, custody and control of the Public Authority as per Section 3 (1) of the Right to
Information Act No. 12 of 2016.

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).

The Appeal is concluded.

************


