
At the Right to Information Commission of Sri Lanka

G.S. Wijewardene v. Kurunegala Plantation Ltd

RTIC Appeal 1224/2019- 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 09.09.2019.

Chairperson: Mr.Mahinda Gammampila

Commission Members: S.G. Punchihewa
Dr. Selvy Thiruchandran
Justice Rohini Walgama

Appellant: G.S. Wijewardene
Notice Issued to: Designated Officer, Kurunegala Plantation Ltd

RTI Request filed on 12.12.2018
IO responded on No Response
First Appeal to DO filed on 07.01.2019
DO responded on No response
Appeal to RTIC filed on 31.01.2019

Brief Background Facts

The Appellant had requested the following items of information, by an information request dated
12.12.2018:

1. Does Kurunagala Plantations presently enjoy a position of land known as
HaththitiyaBeddegama? (Also known as Kudalupoththa)

2. Is KurunagalaPlantations Ltd, the current legal owner of this land?
3. When did Kurunagala Plantations take possession of HaththitiyaBeddegama also known

as Kudalupotha Estate? Please provide dates and agreement details (nos of deeds and
plans)

4. Was HaththitiyaBeddegama also known as Kudalupotha surveyed by licensed surveyor
D.M.N DIssanayake of Ganewatta, Nikadalupotha, under the instructions of Director,
Land Reforms Commission, Kurunagala, carried out with due approvals from the
Kurunagala Plantations Ltd.

5. Did Ms. Vidyanatha, PandukaJayasinghe and Nillegoda holding positions of Chairman
and C.E.O of Kurunagala Plantations Ltd demand court proceedings from Mrs.
BandulaWijewardane and Senaka and HiranWijewardane and the reasons to do so.
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As the Information Officer failed to respond within the time period stipulated under the Act the
Appellant on 07.01.2019 lodged an appeal with the Designated Officer. As the Designated
Officer too failed to respond within the time period stipulated under the Act the Appellant
preferred an appeal to the Commission on 31.01.2019.

Matters Arising During the Hearing:
Both Parties were absent. The Appellant by email, dated 05.09.2019, addressed to the
Commission, received on the same date, and submitted that he seeks to withdraw the appeal to
the Commission.

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.
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