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M.A.D. F. De Alwis v. Sri Lanka Land Reclamation and Development Corporation

RTIC Appeal/1486/19- Record of Proceedings under Rule 28 and Motion for Withdrawal of an
Appeal under Rule 30 of the Right to Information Rules of 2017 (Fees and Appeal Procedure) -
adopted as part of a formal meeting of the Commission on 21.01.2020

Chairperson: Mahinda Gammampila
Commission Members: Kishali Pinto-Jayawardena

S.G. Punchihewa
Dr. Selvy Thiruchandran
Justice Rohini Walgama

Director-General: D.G.M.V. Hapuarachchi

Appellants: M.A.D. F. De Alwis
Notice Issued to: Designated Officer, Sri Lanka Land Reclamation and Development.

Corporation

RTI Request filed on 22.08.2017
15.03.2018

IO responded on 17.11.2017
27.03.2018

First Appeal to DO filed on 11.04.2018
DO responded on No response
Appeal to RTIC filed on 10.05.2019

Brief Background Facts

The Appellant had requested the following items of information, by an information requests
dated 22.08.2017 and 15.03.2018:
22.08.2017

(a) Has the Sri Lanka Land Reclamation & Development Corporation granted any
approval and/or preliminary approval and/or conditions for development of the Land
more fully describes under paragraph 3 below?

(b) If any such preliminary approval and/ or approval and/ or conditions for
development has been granted by the Sri Lanka Land Reclamation & Development
Corporation;
(a) By which formal and specific order was any such approval given?
(b) Is such formal specific preliminary approval and/ or approval and/or conditions

for development, if any still in operation?
(c) Please provide copies of any such preliminary approval and/ or conditions for

development, certified as true by you.
(c.) Has the Sri Lanka Land Reclamation & Development Corporation carried out a study of
the flooding of the areas lyikng around Diyawanna Oya and more particularly the rain water
management of Morris Rajapakshe Mawatha, prior to granting any such approval referred
to in 2 (b) (1) above?
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(d.) Has the Sri Lanka Land Reclamation & Development Corporation issued a letter
bearing reference No L.M/5040 and dated 21.06.2017 in respect of the land morefully
described in paragraph 3 below?

15.03.2018
“I refer to the application submitted by me under the Right to Information Act No 12 of
2016 (“the Act”), which has been duly registered under the captioned number. I also
acknowledge the information which was provided to me by your letter dated 17th
November 2017.

In terms of Section 27 (3) of the Act, I request you to permit me to inspect the documents
and records pertaining to the Land described under paragraph 3 of my request, which
are in possession/ custody/ control of Sri Lanka Land Reclamation & Development
Corporation, particularly the file mentioned under the reference L.M/5040 and to take
notes, extracts or certified copies of documents or records, and to obtain information in
the form of disketts, floppies, taps, video cassettes or any other electronic mode or
through printouts were such information is stored in a computer or any other device.”

The IO on 17.11.2017 and 27.03.2018 responded stating that,

2017/11/17
“This is to inform you that in accordance with Section 25 (1) of the Act we have decided to
provide you with the information requested by you through application dated 22.08.2017
with the registration number RTI/6/2017.”

2018/03/27

“This is to inform you that we have decided to reject your request for inspection of file
under the reference of LM 5040 with Registration Number RTI/06/2017 dated 15 March
2018. As it is exempted information covered by Section 5 of Right to Information Act, No
12 of 2016, the file LM 5040 which is in the possession, custody or control of Sri Lanka
Land Reclamation and Development Corporation has included information relates to
personal.”

The corporation permit to inspect the relevant documents which was submitted to you.

Dissatisfied with the response of the IO the Appellant lodged an appeal with the DO on
11.04.2018
As the DO failed to respond with the time period stipulated under the Act the Appellant preferred
an appeal to the Commission on 10.05.2019

Matters Arising During the Hearing:

By letter dated 11.07.2019 the Public Authority with copies to the Commission, informed the
Appellant that it had decided to provide information as requested by the Appellant through the
appeal dated 11.04.2018.
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By email dated 20.01.2020 the Appellant wrote to the Commission informing that,

“The reference number is RTIC APPEAL/1486/19. Please be good enough to terminate
proceedings as the Public Authority has complied with the request. My humble Apologies
for not informing the commission earlier.”

Rule 30 (1) of the Right to Information Commission Rules of 2017 (Gazette No 2004/66
published on 03.02.2017) states that

The Appellant, while an Appeal is pending, may at any time withdraw the Appeal by
forwarding to the Commission a memorandum in writing with reasons stated signed by
himself / herself a copy of which is served on the other party(ies), and the Commission
shall forthwith inform every other party of the withdrawal.

Rule 30 (3) of the Right to Information Commission Rules of 2017 states that

If the Commission is satisfied with the reasons stated for withdrawal in sub-rules (1) and
(2) above, it shall allow the withdrawal of the Appeal.

The Commission, under and in terms of Rule 30 (3) of the Right to Information Commission
Rules of 2017 (Gazette No 2004/66 published on 03.02.2017), being satisfied of the reasons
provided, permits the withdrawal of the Appeal.

****


