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IN THE COURT OF APPEAL OF THE DEMOCRATIC SOCIALIST  

REPUBLIC OF SRI LANKA 

----------------------------------------------- 
 

In the matter of an application in the nature of a writ of 

Certiorari and/or a writ of Mandamus and/ or writ of 

Prohibition under Article 140 of the  Constitution of the 

Democratic Socialist Republic of  

Sri Lanka.  

 

 Wijeratne Mudiyanselage Deskon Bandara 

Abeyratne of No. 34-E, Sangarajaha Mawatha,  

Kandy. 

           

          Petitioner 

C.A/WRIT/App/No. 567/2008   -Vs- 

1. State Timber Corporation  

“Sampathpaya” 

No.82, Rajamalwatta Road, Battaramulla. 

 And thirty (30) others. 

     Respondents 

BEFORE   : S.SRISKANDARAJAH, J, 

     D.S.C.LECAMWASAM, J  

      

COUNSEL : Upul Ranjan Hewage with W.H.Sumanasiri for the 

Petitioner. 

 M.Gunathilaka SSC for the Respondents.  

Argued on   :  25.11..2009 



 2 

Written Submissions on :  13.01.2010 (Petitioner) 

     26.02.2010 (Respondent) 

Decided on   :  22.06.2010 

 

S.Sriskandarajah, J. 

The Petitioner is employed as a permanent employee in the State Timber Corporation (1st 

Respondent). The Petitioner made an application for the promotion to the post of Deputy  

Chief Internal Auditor  of the 1st Respondent Corporation. The 1st Respondent held an 

interview for the selection of suitable candidates to the said post. The Petitioner was not 

selected to the said post and the 16th Respondent was selected and was appointed to the 

said post by the 1st Respondent. On the resignation of the 16th Respondent the 15th 

Respondent was selected to the said post as the 16th and 15th Respondent had been placed 

1st and 2nd respectively in the list of candidates interviewed. 

 

The Petitioner in this application is seeking a writ to quash the appointment of  the 15th and 

the 16th Respondents and a mandamus directing the Respondents to appoint the Petitioner 

to the post of  Deputy  Chief Internal Auditor. 

 

The learned Senior State Counsel raised a preliminary objection that the Petitioner cannot 

have and maintain this application as the relief sought in this application is in relation to a 

contract of employment. 

 

This Petitioner has filed a similar application in this court in CA (writ) 234/2009 challenging 

the appointment of the Chief Internal Auditor of the 1st Respondent Corporation. A 

preliminary objection was raised by the State Counsel on the same grounds that the 

appointment of the officers of the 1st Respondent is of a contractual nature and an 

application of judicial review cannot be maintained in relation to contractual transaction. 

The Court upheld the preliminary objection and delivered its order on 14.06.2010. The same 

order will apply to this case as well and this court uphold the preliminary objection raised by 
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the learned Senior State Counsel and dismiss this application as the appointment challenged 

and/sought by the Petitioner is of a contractual nature. 

 

The application of the Petitioner is dismissed without costs. 

 

Judge of the Court of Appeal  

D.S.C. Lecamwasam, J,     

    I agree,  

       Judge of the Court of Appeal  

 


