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This appeal was initially fixed for hearing on 17.07.2017. The Appellant was not present due to 

circumstances beyond his control in regard to which he had duly notified the Commission shortly 

before the hearing. N.G.A.L.P. Nanayakkara, Assisstant Director CEA, Kumari Fernando SEO 

(Gampaha) CEA and Pushpani Gamage DEO (Gampaha) CEA represented the Public Authority. 

As the Appellant was unable to appear or send a representative, the hearing was re-fixed. 

At the present hearing of the appeal, the Appellant was present. By letter dated 03.03.2017, the 

Appellant had made an information request to the Director, CEA District Office, Gampaha asking 

for the details of actions, subsequent to several complaints made with regard to activities on the 

part of an import / export company in the area where his residence was situated which gave rise to 

the violation of environmental safety standards. The Appellant in his request alleged that the said 

import / export company that he is complaining of, had not rectified its behavior subsequent to the 

warning letter sent by the PA on 08.01.201 but that no further action had been taken by the PA in 

that regard. 

The Appellant stated that this particular company had built on 8 perches of land after the Appellant 

constructed his house which had become a nuisance due to the fact that it was operating 24 hours 

a day, causing noise and disrupting day to day activities of residents in the area. The Appellant 

submitted that conduct was not in line with what had been approved by the relevant authorities 

such as the Pradeshiya Sabha and the CEA. Further, the Appellant submitted that while he built 

his house certain conditions had been imposed on the construction; however those conditions did 

not seem to have been applied to this particular company by the relevant government agencies. 

The Appellant alleges that an order to close the company was made by the CEA and the Pradeshiya 

Sabha had cancelled its permits but nevertheless that the company continues to operate, flouting 

all these conditions. He asks for relevant documentation in that respect.  
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Order 

Since the instant appeal is procedurally defective in several respects which the Appellant concedes, 

the Appellant is advised to make a fresh information request to the Chairman of the CEA who is 

both the Information Officer and the Designated Officer with a copy to the Commission.  

The Appellant is directed to inform the Commission as to the progress within two weeks once a 

new request is made to the PA.  

The Appeal is concluded. 

***** 


