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Parti
1} “*...the modern State has an array ol corporate entitics which are formed by
the State or on the directions of the State, 10 engage in a varicty of activities
including the provision of services, administration, manufacturing and
commerce. Though these corporate bodies are legal persons in their own right
and their legal identity is distinct from the State, they often operate in terms of
State policy or are closely associated with the State or perform functions on
behalf of the State or are largely controlled by the State or are financed by the
State. In many cases, they conform to many or all of these characteristics.
Frequently, the power and authority of the State lies behind these corporate
bodies when they deal with the people. They are, in truth and fact, agencies or
instrumentalities of the State which, therefore, must be held to be bound by
Article 4 (d) of the Constitution, which requires all organs of the Government
to respect, secure and advance the fundamental rights which are declared and
recognized by the Constitution.”
Prasanna Jayawardena, PC.J in Captain Channa D. L. Abeygunewardena Vs Sri
Lanka Port Authority ( S.C. F.R. 57/2016, pp. 7--8)
Discuss the scope and applicability of the term ‘executtve and administrative
action’ in Article 126 of the 1978 Constitution of Sri Lanka in the light of the
above dictum.
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Justice Bhagwati in Francis Coralie Mullin v. Administrator Union Territory
of Delhi (A.LR 1981 S.C. 746.)
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Felix, S. (2013). “The Dissolution of Provincial Councils- A Comparative Analysis’,
in Marasinghe, J. & Wickramaratne, L.(ed) 13® Amendment: Essays on Practice,
p.205
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