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K.T. Chitrasiri,J.

Heard both counsel in support of their respective cases.

This appeal is preferred to have the judgment dated 31.03.1997 of
the learned District Judge of Galle, set aside. By that judgment it had
been decided that the plaintiff is entitled for the reliefs prayed for in the

plaint dated 04.12.1980. Accordingly, the plaintiff became entitled to the

land more-fully described in paragraphs 2 & 3 in the aforesaid plaint
dated 04.12.1980. The land referred to in those two paragraphs is the

land described in the permit bearing No. 9978/HP marked P1 in



evidence. The said land is depicted in the final plan 472 marked X2

which has an extent of one acre. (page 233 in the appeal brief)

Therefore, by virtue of the permit marked P1 issued in terms of the
provisions contained in the Land Development Ordinance, the plaintiff is
entitled to hold and possess the land subjected to in that permit which is
in extent of one acre. The judgment of the learned District Judge also is
to that effect. The appellants have no title what so ever to the aforesaid
land referred to in the permit marked P1 which is described in
paragraphs 2 and 3 in the plaint. Indeed, they have not made any claim
for the aforesaid land claimed by the plaintiff. Therefore, the substituted-
plaintiff-respondent is entitled to have the decree, entered upon the

delivery of the judgment dated 31.03.1997, executed.

For the aforesaid reasons, this appeal is dismissed without costs.

Appeal dismissed.
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