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Learned counsel for all the Parties when this case came up on 2017-07-03
before us, agreed to have this case disposed by way of written
submissions, dispensing with their necessity of making oral submissions.
They agreed that this Court could pronounce the judgment after
considering the written submissions they would file. Therefore, this
judgment is based on the material that has been adduced by parties in

their pleadings and the written submissions.

The Petitioner- Appellant (hereinafter sometimes referred to as the
Appellant) had filed an application in the Provincial High Court of the

Southern Province holden at Matara praying for a writ of Certiorari to




quash the decision contained in the document marked P_6 which appears

to be a decision made pursuant to an appeal.

It could be seen that the main basis upon which the Appellant had sought
a writ of certiorari was an alleged failure to observe the rules of natural
justice. However the learned Provincial High Court Judge had concluded in
his judgment dated 2002-09-25, that such an allegation cannot be
sustained in the light of the available material. Thus, the learned Provincial
High Court Judge had refused to issue a writ of certiorari and had
proceeded to dismiss the application. It is against that judgment that the

Appellant has filed this appeal in this Court.

This Court considered the judgment of the learned Provincial High Court
Judge with a view of ascertaining whether intervention of this court is
required in this case. However, this Court is satisfied after perusal of the
judgment of the learned Provincial High Court Judge that the conclusions
arrived at and the reasons given thereto by him are in order and thus

requires no intervention by this Court.

This Court had granted time for the parties to file written submissions

setting out their respective positions in this case. However, this Court is




unable to extract any valid ground for its consideration from the facts set

out in the said written submissions.

Thus, this Court has to proceed on the basis that the Appellant has failed
to put forward a single ground for his appeal. It would follow that this
Court has no basis to quash the conclusions arrived at by the learned

Provincial High Court Judge.

In these circumstances, this Court affirms the judgment of the learned
Provincial High Court Judge dated 2002-09-25 and proceed to dismiss this

appeal with costs.
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K K Wickremasinghe J

I agree,
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