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Brief Factual Background:
The Appellant by his letter dated 24.05.2018 had requested the following information in order to
prevent any breach of peace that may arise in relation to the 20 perches bearing lot No. 50.

1. From which year can the Appellant receive confirmation that he has been residing in the
land?

2. Written evidence of the action taken against the Appellant if he has not presented himself
to the confirmation of the land test.

3. The action taken by the Authority against those who have resided unlawfully since 2002?
4. What are the letters confirmed by the Authority when receiving water, electricity and

bank loans? The Appellant requests for copies of the certificates presented by him in
relation to the above.

5. Requests written information of the number of perches given to lands No. 50 and No. 51.
6. Was it because the Authority intended to create future disputes that itrefrained from

taking any action to clear Land No. 50, despite the requests made by the Appellant since
2002? Has a land dispute arisen because necessary action was not taken by the Authority?
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7. For how many investigations has the Appellant presented himself to legitimize the land
prior to 2017? If the Appellant has been rejected consequent to the aforementioned
investigations, the copies of the letters that informed the Appellant about such rejection.

8. Are the documents given by the Appellant before 2017 for investigations by the Authority
kept safe? If not, what has happened to those documents? Are the copies of the
documents sent to the main office kept safe at the Authority? Can the Appellant receive
information from the dockets containing the documents?

9. Why did the Appellant have to face an investigation in 2017, while he has been residing
in the land since 2002?

The Information Officer on28.05.2018 acknowledged the Information request. The Appellant
lodged an appeal with the Designated Officer on06.06.2018. As the Designated Officer failed to
respond within the time period stipulated under the Act the Appellant preferred an appeal to the
Commission on 13.08.2018.

Matters Arising During the Hearing:
The Commission noted the letter sent by the Office of the Resident Project Manager-System ‘H’
dated 14.08.2018responding to the queries by the Appellant and received by the Appellant on
05.01.2019. The Public Authority submitted that the certificate which is the response to the first
item of information request is that certified by the “Grama Niladhari” which shall be provided to
the Appellant upon a request being made clearly by the Appellant to the relevant Grama
Niladhari. In relation to the second item of the information request the Public Authority
submitted that no legal action will be taken against lands illegally acquired and that instead the
Public Authority would carry out an inquiry and handover the lands to those who are eligible. In
relation to the third item of the information request the Public Authority had stated that in the
year 2002 an inquiry had been held to confirm the legal ownership of the lands concerned.

The Public Authority submitted for the fourth item of information request it would peruse the
relevant files and release the information if available and if in its possession. In relation to the
fifth item of the information request, the number of perches given to lands No. 50 is stated as
19.1 perches. In relation to the 7th item of the information request the Public Authorities
submitted that the Appellant had been a party to the investigation carried out in the year 2009
and 2017 and his name had been included in the register. The PA further stated that the same had
been forwarded for a formal investigation on 26.09.2017 and thereafter to the Office of the
Resident Project manager for approval on the 17.03.2018. The PA submitted that the documents
provided by the Appellant are kept safe by the Public Authority (item 8). The response to the 9th
item of information is the same as that provided or the 7th item.
The Appellant submitted that he needs to know from which year his file had been maintained
with regard to these investigations conducted.

Order:
As the Appellant is not satisfied with the information provided, the Appellant may make a
request to the Public Authority to peruse his file and to acquire the relevant information. The
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Public Authority is willing to permit such inspection. The Appellant is directed to inform the
Commission of the receipt of the information. The Appeal is concluded.

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).

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


