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Involuntary Resettlement Due Diligence and Socioeconomic Assessment, 

Road Maintenance contract package for North Central Province in 

Anuradhapura District  
 

1 Introduction 
 

1. The population of Sri Lanka is about 20 Million and it spreads over 9 provinces covering land 

area of   65,610 km
2
. Improvements to the road infrastructure and transport facilities have been 

identified as one of the priority development needs in the Government Development strategy 

(2015 to 2020). According to the information from Road Development Authority (RDA) Sri Lanka 

has the highest road density among countries in South Asian Region. Improvements to National 

highways (Class A and B roads) and rehabilitation of provincial roads (Class C and D roads) have 

been given significant place in the development agenda of the previous and present 

Governments and as a result significant percentage of the road network has been improved. 

Improvements to the existing road network including all categories of roads are a felt need of 

the country to facilitate the distribution of economic and social wellbeing of the people in 9 

provinces. The policy makers and planners of the road sector have better understood the 

significance of connectivity impacts of the road network and therefore, projects and programs 

are being implemented to improve the roads in all the categories from national to rural. The 

expressways constructed and proposed to construct will also add significant contribution in 

promoting connectivity impacts of the road network improvement.   

 

2. Government o Sri Lanka (GoSL) has requested financial assistance from the Asian Development 

Bank (ADB) for the investment Program which is officially called as Integrated Road Investment 

Program (iRoad). This investment Program is iŶ liŶe ǁith the goǀerŶŵeŶt’s seĐtor oďjeĐtiǀe, 
ǁhiĐh is to ͞estaďlish a ŵoderŶ transport system that will enable the acceleration of economic 

groǁth͟. 
 

3. The projeĐt is to ďe eǆeĐuted as a Multi‐traŶĐhe FiŶaŶĐial FaĐilitǇ ;MFFͿ. MiŶistrǇ of HighǁaǇs 
and Road Development will be the executing agency for the project while the RDA will 

implement the project. The Program has two components as Conventional Road Contracts (CRC) 

and Road Maintenance Contracts (RMC):   

1. Conventional Road Contracts (CRC): The conventional measure and value contracts, 

requiring detailed contract supervision, will be used for the rehabilitation of provincial, 

local authority, and isolated national road sections. Initial construction is to be 

completed in the first 1-2 years, followed by a 3 year maintenance period.  

2. Road Management Contracts (RMC): These contracts are based on simple bidding 

documents developed by the World Bank for Output and Performance-based road 

contracts. Within each package a significant portion will require rehabilitation in the first 

1-2 years, with the remainder possibly requiring periodic surfacing throughout the 

contract period (7 years in total). Routine maintenance of the entire length throughout 

the contract period is part of the work. 
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4. The program is operational in 5 provinces of the country including North Central Province (NCP). 

The project mainly focuses on rehabilitation of existing carriageway to suit all weather 

conditions. The improvements will be done within the available Right of Way (ROW) of the 

candidate roads. Therefore, Involuntary Resettlement impacts (IR) are not expected in many of 

these roads being implemented or proposed to implement under the Integrated Road 

Investment Program.  

  

5. Three Class B roads, namely Kakirawe to Thalawe (B213), Kakirawe to Ganewalpola (B212) and 

Ganewalpola to Dhachchi Halmillawe (B133) has been selected for improvement under RMC 

package in Anuradhapura District in NCP. This report is on involuntary resettlement, due 

diligence and socioeconomic assessment for the above 3 road sections. This report has two (2) 

sections. Section one deals with involuntary resettlement and due diligence while section two 

discusses the socioeconomic aspects of the communities related to the candidate roads. 

Gender-related aspects and community view on the project based on consultations were also 

carried out during the study. 

 

Project Description 
 

6. Three national roads selected under the integrated road investment program, for the 

improvement and maintenance of RMC package spread in six Divisional Secretariat Divisions in 

NCP are shown in Figure 1-1, Figure 1 2 and Figure 1 3. 
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Figure 1-1: Location Maps of the 3 Roads 

  

 
 

Figure 1-2  : Road Map of Kakirawe - Thalawa and Kakirawe -Ganewalpola Sections 
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Figure 1-3: Road Map of Ganewalpola –Dachchihalmillewa Section 
 

7. The 3 roads proposed for improvement are connected to main national roads running across 

Anuradhapura district towards other districts of the country. The first road, Kakirawa- Thalawe 

(B213) is connected to Anuradhapura – Padeniya Road (A028) at Thalawa and connected to 

Kandy – Jaffna Road (A009) at Kakirawa. The second road section, Kakirawe –Ganewalpola Road 

(B212) starts at Kakirawa and terminates at Ganewalpola. The 3rd road section proposed for 

improvement is from Ganewalpola to Dathchihalmillawe (B133) which terminates connecting to 

Puttalam – Trincomalee Road (A012) at Dachchihalmillawa. The details of the 3 roads with their 

connectivity to other national roads and their land use patterns are shown in Figure 1-4, Figure 

1-5 and Figure 1-6. The details of the DSDs and GNDs that are located in the project influential 

area are shown in table 1.2.  

Table 1-1:  Project Location 

Province District DS Division GN Division 

North 

Central 

Anuradhapura Kekirawa 01. Maminiya 
Rambewa 

09. Ihalagama 

02. Moragoda 10. Mudaperumagama 

03. Nawakkulama 11. Ganewalpola 

04. Malawa 12. Ebulgaswewa 

05. Neekiniyawa 13. Mankadawela 

06. Mailagaswewa 14. Maldenipura 

07. Karukkankulama  15. Kuda Kekirawa 
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Province District DS Division GN Division 

08. Shasthrawelliya 16. Kekirawa Town 

Thirappane 1. Uttupitiya 3. Muriyakadawala 

2. Sadapagama 4. Alagollewa 

Galenbindunuwewa 1. Yakalla 6. Ilukbadayagama 

2. Ihala Galkulama 7. Galenbidunawewa 

3. Hurulu Jayapura 8. 21 Colony East 

4. Sunanda Mawatha 9. Ella Wewa 

5. Gomarankalla 
 

Kahatagasdigiliya 1. Punchi Halmillewa 3. Sampathgama 

2. Konwewa 4. Dachchihalmillewa 

Ipalogama 1. Hiripitiyagama 5. Kadiyangalla 

2. Kunchikulama 6. Gonapathirawa 

3. Ganthiriyagama 7. Sangattewa 

4. Ipalogama 8. Mahailuppallama 

Thalawa 1. Ihalagama 8. Eliyadivulwewa 

2. Keledivulwewa 9. Palugaswewa 

3. Galmaduwa 10. Kiralogama 

4. Medagama 11. Meegasegama 

5. Kiriamunakole 12. Kurunduwewa 

6. Eppawala 13. Ihala Thalawa 

7. Ihala Siyambalewa 
 

 
 

Table 1-2: Anuradhapura District Road List and Details of Proposed Activity 

Road Code Road Name 
Length 

(km) 

Present 

condition 
Type of Activity 

B213 
Kakirawe- Thalawa 

Road 
37.41 

First 10 km is 

Improved 

Rehabilitation and improvement 

work and routine maintenance 

there after 

B133 

Ganewalpola – 

Dachchahalmillewa 

Road 

45.86 Not improved 

Full rehabilitation and improvement 

work and routine maintenance 

there after  

B212 
Kakirawe- 

Ganewalpola Road 
6.95 Not improved 

Full rehabilitation and improvement 

work and routine maintenance 

there after 

 

8. The total length of 3 roads proposed for improvement is approximately 90 km. All improvement 

and rehabilitation works are to be conducted within in the existing ROW. Therefore, it is 

expected that any, land acquisition leading to IR shall not occur due to the proposed project 

interventions. 
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Figure 1-4: Kakirawe- Thalawa road (B213) 

 

 

Figure 1-5: Kakirawe- Ganewalpola Road (B212) 
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Figure 1-6: Ganewalpola – Dachchahalmillewa Road (B133) 

 

9. The existing environment at the start and end points of each road section are presented in 

below figure, table 1.3 represents the details of existing ROW and carriage width of each road 

section. 
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Road Start End 

Kakirawe- Thalawa(B213) 

  

Kakirawe Ganewalpola(B212) 
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Road Start End 

Ganewalpola- 

Dachchahalmillewa(B133) 
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Table 1-3: Characteristics of the Road 

 
 

10. Average ROW within the town limits is around 15m and beyond the town area, it is greater than 

16m. The proposed typical cross section is having 7 m carriage width, 1.5 m hard shoulders in 

both side of the road and to provide drainages where it is necessary. The typical cross sections 

are given in the following figure.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

No Road Section Name 
Route 

No. 

Average Width of the 

existing carriageway (m) 

Section Length 

(km) 

1 Kakirawe - Thalawa B213 4.0 – 5.5 37.41 

2 Kakirawe - Ganewalpola B212 3.9 – 4.5 6.95 

3 Ganewalpola - Dachchahalmillewa B133 4.0 - 5.5 45.86 

Sub Total 90.22 
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Figure 1-7: Proposed Cross Section for the Development (Source: RDA)
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Section 1 
 

2  Involuntary Resettlement Due Diligence 

11. Table 1-3 presents the details of 3 roads that have been included under RMC package in 

Anuradhapura district in North Central province. A total length of about 90 km has been selected 

under these 3 roads for improvements. The 3 roads will be rehabilitated but the construction 

activities will be confined to existing ROWs of the roads. An Involuntary Resettlement (IR) due 

diligence was carried out on these roads during the months of January and February 2018 to 

verify and confirm that no IR impacts shall arise due to proposed works under this Program 

interventions.  

 

Methodology used to carry out the due diligence 

12. The consultants carried out following chronological activities to identify likelihood project 

affected structures used by community members for their livelihood activities (Table 2-1). The 

qualitative data was also collected from each owner of the structures to document their views 

on the possible impacts.  During the field inspection, any road section that was observed to be 

narrow (such as sections between two parapet walls, two live fences or double cut) were 

measured to confirm the available width. As explained in the Resettlement Framework (RF) the 

available corridor for improvement is considered to be the space between fences to fence or 

roadside drain to drain. Hence, any structure between the fence/ drain and the existing road 

edge was recorded. 

 

13. The existing ROW was considered as the distance between wall to wall, fence to fence or drain 

to drain. Hence any structure between the fence/ drain and the existing road edge if observed 

was recorded during the present study. Few rounds of individual consultations were also 

conducted as part of this present study. Specific attention was paid to the structures which were 

observed during the previous study. 

 

Table 2-1: Chronological methods followed to identify roadside structures  

Step Activity 
Time 

period 
Outputs and Type of data collected 

1 Visiting of Road relevant DS and GN 

offices to make them aware of the 

intended activity 

18 - 

19/1/2018 

Awareness of the DSs and GNs about the 

walkthrough survey for identification of 

vulnerable properties (structures) 

2 Walk along the roads to identify any 

vulnerable structures to be damaged 

or create negative impacts during 

construction 

12 - 

13/2/2018 

Basic information of the structures identified 

(name of the owner, type of structure, income, a 

photo and his willingness to shift  the structure  

to set back if required 

3 Preparation of the profile of 

vulnerable structures 

20 - 

21/2/2018 

List of all the vulnerable structures in each road 

(summary in Chapter 2 of the report and further 

details are in Annex - 1 
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Summary of field observations and verification 
 

14. ROW available in each road is sufficient for the proposed improvement works, and there shall be 

no requirement of acquiring land strips from adjacent lands. Nevertheless, the consultants 

during the site visits observed eight (08) structures (04 in B133, 01 in B212 and 03 in B213) 

where some parts of these structures facing to the existing road edges. The current use of these 

structures and their location with respect to road side of the three roads are summarized in 

Table 2-2, Table 2-3 and Table 2-4. Details of each structure ;iŶĐludiŶg their ĐurreŶt oĐĐupaŶt’s 
details) are presented in Annex 1.  

 

Table 2-2: Structures facing to the road edges/ B133 Ganewalpola Dachchi Halmillawa (Starting from 

Ganewalpola) 

Type of structure No of structures in LHS No of structures in RHS Total affected structures 

Food stalls 1 0   1 

Fruit stalls 0 0 0 

Vegetable stalls 0 0 0 

Lottery selling stalls 1 0 1 

Temporary aquariums 0 0 0 

Boutiques 1 1 2 

Total 3 1 4 

 

Table 2-3: Structure facing to the road edges/ B212 Kakirawe Ganewalpola (Starting from Kakirawe) 

Type of structures No of structures in LHS No of structures in RHS Total affected structures 

Boutiques 0 0 0 

Food stalls 1 0 1 

Fruits stalls 0 0 0 

Total 1 0 1 

 

Table 2-4: Structure facing to the road edges/ B213 Kakirawe Thalawa (Starting from Kakirawe) 

Type of structures No of structures in LHS No of structures in RHS Total affected structures 

Hardǁare’s 0 1 1 

Vegetable stalls 0 1 1 

Fruit stalls  0 1 1 

Total 0 3 3 
 

15. As observed during the field visit, the occupants of these eight structures have constructed 

temporary structures (roof and shelves) projecting towards the existing road edge (within the 

existing ROW). Therefore there is a possibility that such projected structures would need to be 

adjusted to carry out the proposed development works.  

 

16. As mentioned in the methodology section of this chapter the consultants met all of the owners 

of these structures and made them aware of the intended work. All the occupants of these eight 
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structures are happy with the proposed improvement works and agreed to give their fullest 

corporation by shifting these projected structures to assist the development works. They also 

stated that such shifting shall have no impact on their businesses (on the income). A detail 

aĐĐouŶt of eaĐh oĐĐupaŶt’s respoŶd to the proposed iŶterǀeŶtioŶ is also iŶĐluded iŶ AŶŶeǆ ϭ.   

 

2.1.1 Other impacts observed and mitigation measures 
 

 

 

17. Except scatted located townships such as Kakirawe, Mahaillupallama, Ipalogama, Andagala, 

Eppawela and Thalawe in B213 road, Kakirawe and Ganewalpola in B212 road and 

Galenbidunuwewa in B133 road the rest of the sections in 3 roads run across less populated 

areas. Therefore, the social impacts during construction in all 3 roads will not be significant. 

However, some temporary impacts can be expected during the construction phase of the 

Program. These temporary impacts are described below:  

 

18. Disruption of traffic / Temporary loss of access:  Movement of Traffic will be interrupted with 

the construction work. As mentioned above only a few scatted townships are located and traffic 

will be a significant issue in such townships. Traffic controllers and flagmen shall be deployed at 

townships to minimize the traffic congestions. The access to houses, institutes and business 

ventures will be disturbed; therefore, temporary access shall be provided using planks, steel 

plates or boards during construction. 

 

19. Shifting of utility supply lines:  There can be disturbances to the drinking water pipelines, 

electricity distribution lines and telecommunication/telephone lines during the construction 

phase of the Program. These impacts can be mitigated through proper coordination with utility 

supply institutes such as National Water Supplies and Drainage Board, Ceylon Electricity Board 

and Sri Lanka Telecom.  

 

20. Dust, noise and vibration:  impacts will be felt by the people living near road sections during 

construction works. High vibration levels may damage structures close to the road edges. These 

structures are mainly found in the road sections run across townships (most of the townships 

are small). The Civil contracts should include appropriate measures to avoid/ manage the issues 

of dust, noise. It is also required to carry out a property condition survey within settlement areas 

close to the candidate roads (mainly within townships) prior to the commencement of the 

construction activities. Civil contracts should also include a 3rd party insurance to compensate 

any damage of property caused by vibration during the constriction.  

 

21. Disturbances to the sensitive common properties and places:  The sensitive institutions such as 

schools, hospitals, Religious centers and other community gathering places will have some 

temporary disturbances during the construction period. Care should be given to avoid any 

accidental damages to such common properties such as Shrines and water wells located close to 

candidate roads. Assisting the communities to rehabilitate any common property such as 
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Shrines, water wells could positively help the Program. The details of the common properties 

(social institutions) observed are shown in Annex 5. 

Table 2-5: Summary of the Common Properties  

Road Name 
Num. of Religious 

Places 

Num. Education 

Institutions 

Number of Community 

Service Institutions 

Kakirawe- Thalawa(B213) 10 8 8 

Kakirawe Ganewalpola(B212) 1 2 2 

Ganewalpola- 

Dachchahalmillewa(B133) 
3 11 6 

 

 

 

22. Field observations verified that the boundaries of these common property places and all 

permanent structures are located well outside the existing ROW. Hence these properties shall 

not be affected due to this road rehabilitation and improvement works. Please refer the IR 

checklist which has been attached to this report as Annex 06.  
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Section 2 

3  Socioeconomic Assessment and Gender Participation Report 

Methodology used to carry out socio-economic and the due diligence 
 

23. Field verification was carried out covering 3 candidate roads in Anuradhapura district in North 

Central province to satisfy the requirement of socio-economic and due diligence. The site visits 

were carried out during months of January & February 2018. The Google online maps, 

topographic and land use maps were also used for the field investigations. Based on the 

guidelines given in the resettlement framework (RF), a 20% household sample was drawn out 

considering the total number of households within 54 Grama Niladari divisions located along the 

road corridors.  

 

24. A household questionnaire survey was conducted with 20% of the sample households of 3,897 

selected from the GNDs relevant to the road corridors. Ten Focus Group discussions and   75 

One on one interviews were conducted to ascertain the public view on the Program. The 

consultants carried out following chronological activities to identify likelihood project affected 

structures used by community members for their livelihood activities (Table 3-1). The qualitative 

data was also collected from each owner of the structures to document their views on the 

possible impacts.   

Table 3-1: Chronological methods followed to identify roadside structures 

Step 
Activity Time Period Outputs  

1 

Visiting of Road relevant DS 

and GN offices to make them 

aware of the intended activity 

18.01.2018 to 

19.01.2018 

Awareness of the DSs and GNs about the 

walkthrough survey for identification of 

vulnerable properties (structures) 

2 

Walk along the roads to 

identify the vulnerable 

structures to be damaged or 

create negative impacts during  

construction 

05.02.2018 to 

10.02.2018 

Basic information of the structures identified 

(name of the owner, type of structure, income, 

a photo and his willingness to shift  the 

structure  to another location if required etc 

3 
Preparation of the profile of 

vulnerable structures 

01.03.2018 to 

05.03.2018 

List of all the vulnerable structures in each road 

(summary in Chapter 2 of the report and further 

details are in Annex - 1 

  

25. Two of the three candidate roads (B213, B212) under RMC package are located connected to 

each other in Kakirawe township in Anuradhapura district. The third road (B133) studied 

originates from Ganewalpola and ends at Dachchihalmillawe.  These 3 roads run through 6 

Divisional Secretariat Divisions (DSDs) for which the sample socioeconomic survey was carried 

out. The names of DSDs through which the 3 RMC roads are located and the number of 

households surveyed in each DSD is summarized in Table 3-2. Further details on the sample 

households selected for the survey are shown in Annex 2.  

 
 



17 | P a g e  

Table 3-2: The number of households surveyed in each project relevant DSD. 

District DSD GND 
Estimated No. of 

Households 

Required 

Sample Size 

(20%) 

Enumerated No. 

of Households 

Anuradhapura 

Kekirawa 

Kekirawa Town 273 54 63 

Malawa 363 72 100 

Neekiniyawa 314 62 43 

Mailagaswewa 195 39 29 

Shasthrawelliya 135 27 29 

Ihalagama 186 37 39 

Mudaperumagama 210 42 43 

Ganewalpola 363 72 51 

Maminiya Rambewa 312 62 62 

Moragoda 274 54 55 

 Nawakkulama 270 54 54 

Ebulgaswewa 184 36 38 

Ganewalpola 363 72 41 

Kuda Kekirawa 412 82 87 

Maldenipura 316 63 63 

Mankadawawla 182 36 36 

Ipalogama 

Hiripitiyagama 498 99 105 

Kunchikulama 1416 283 254 

Ganthiriyagama 432 86 86 

Ipalogama 321 64 64 

Kadiyangalla 407 81 83 

Gonapathirawa 575 115 116 

Sangaththewa 457 91 91 

MahaIlluppallama 361 72 72 

Thalawa 

Keledivulwewa 433 86 89 

Galmaduwa 263 52 53 

Medagama 397 79 80 

Kiriamunakole 442 88 87 

Eppawala 530 106 106 

Ihala Siyabalawewa 543 108 110 

Eliyadivulwewa 483 96 95 

Palugaswewa 586 117 107 

Kiralogama 406 81 92 

Meegasegama 519 103 103 

Kurunduwewa 518 103 106 

Thalawa 595 119 119 

Thirappane 

Uttupitiya 208 41 34 

Sadapagama 158 31 40 

Muriyakadawala 139 27 28 

Alagollewa 194 38 40 

Galenbindunuwewa 
Yakalla 559 111 126 

Ihala Galkulama 379 75 77 
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District DSD GND 
Estimated No. of 

Households 

Required 

Sample Size 

(20%) 

Enumerated No. 

of Households 

Hururulu Jayapura 245 49 49 

Sunanda Mawatha 307 61 57 

Gomarankalla 227 45 49 

Illukbadayagama 474 94 94 

Galenbindunawewa 456 91 91 

21 Janapadaya 186 37 41 

Ellawewa 463 92 93 

Kahatagasdigiliya 

Punchi Halmillewa 175 35 25 

Konwewa  321 64 77 

Sampathgama 340 68 68 

Dhachchi-Halmillewa 285 57 57 

Total 19650 3926 3897 

 

A Description of Key Physical and Socioeconomic Features of road relevant areas 

3.1.1  Anuradhapura District 

26. Anuradhapura is one of the 2 districts located in North Central Province (NCP) of the country. 

The other district of NCP is Polonnaruwe. The population in NCP is 1,266,663 and it is 6.2% of the 

total population of the country (population in Sri Lanka is about 20 million).   Since 

Anuradhapura district is the road relevant catchment the information relevant to socio-

economic aspects in Anuradhapura district is described in this section.  

 

27. According to the data in the Department of Censuses and statistics in 2017 (Mid-Year Estimate 

Census and stat.), the population in Anuradhapura district is 918,000 comprising 448,000 (49%) 

male and 470,000 (51%) female. Majority of the population in Anuradhapura district is Sinhalese 

(90%).   Tamil population is 0.49%. The second highest population next to Sinhalese is Muslims 

occupying 8.17% of the total population of the district.  

 

28. Agriculture is the dominant livelihood activity of the people in Anuradhapura. The approximate 

total area under agriculture in the district is 312,112 ha (Department of Census and Statistics). 

The area under paddy cultivation in Anuradhapura District is about 141,769 ha (Census and 

Statistic 2014/2015). The area occupied by paddy cultivation is 45% of the total agriculture area. 

Coconut is also a significant crop cultivated in the district. The extent under coconut cultivation 

is 14,134 ha (5% of total agricultural land). The labour-force in Anuradhapura are involved in 

various sectors for their livelihoods. Nearly 49% of the employed population is involved in 

agriculture, forestry and inland fishery activities. The second largest sector is business and motor 

mechanism related activities. The data on number of persons involved in different economic 

activities is shown in Table 3-3. 
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Table 3-3: Economic activities in Anuradhapura District 

Main Economic Activities Number Rate 

Agriculture, forestry and fishing 169,751 48.7 

Mining & quarrying 1,096 0.3 

Manufacturing 35,887 10.3 

Construction, Electricity, gas, steam and air condition repairs  20,902 6 

Wholesale and retail trade, repair of motor vehicles and motorcycles 44,917 12.9 

Transportation and storage 11,611 3.3 

Accommodation and food services activities 1,372 0.4 

Information and communication 605 0.2 

Financial and insurance activities 5,587 1.6 

Professional, scientific and technical activities 729 0.2 

Administrative and support service activities 1,452 0.4 

Public administration and defense compulsory social security  32,026 9.2 

Education 12,185 3.5 

Human health and social work activities 4,734 1.4 

Other service activities 2,512 0.7 

Activities of households as employers 2,260 0.6 

Other 636 0.2 

Total 348,262 100 

Source: Economic Census 2013/14 Final Report for Construction, Trade and Services (Formal Sector) 

Department of Census and Statistics Ministry of National Policies and Economic Affairs. 

 

3.1.2 Statistics of Road relevant Divisional secretariats (DSDs) 

29. The 3 roads selected for the improvements run across 6 DSDs in Anuradhapura district. The total 

population in these 6 DSDs is 312,916 and it is 35% of the population in Anuradhapura district. 

The highest population is reported from Thalawe DSD. The data related to population in road 

relevant DSDs is shown in Table 3-4. 

 

Table 3-4: Population in road relevant DSDs 

DS Division No of Families  Population 

Kakirawe 19,911 66,867 

Thirappane 10,207 31,458 

Galenbindunuwewa 16,442 55,011 

Kahatagasdigiliya 14,435 48,257 

Ipalogama 13,594 42,323 

Thalawa 20,521 69,000 

Total 95,110 312,916 

Source: Department of Census and statistics 2012 
 

30. The female population is little higher than male population in the country in general. This 

situation is different in 6 DSDs relevant to the roads. Except Galenbidunuwewa DSD the male 

population is little higher than female population as shown in Table 3-5.  
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Table 3-5: Gender Segregated Population in DSDs 

DS Division 
Female population Male population 

Total Population 
No % No % 

Kakirawe 32,752 49% 34115 51% 66,867 

Thirappane 15,100 48% 16358 52% 31,458 

Galenbindunuwewa 28,031 51% 26980 49% 55,011 

Kahatagasdigiliya 23,358 48% 24899 52% 48,257 

Ipalogama 20,093 47% 22230 53% 42,323 

Thalawa 33,710 49% 35290 51% 69,000 

Total 153,044 48.9% 159,872 51% 312,916 

Source: Department of Census and Statistics-2012 

 
 

31. About 25% of the total population in road relevant DSDs is less than 5 years and more than 55 

years in their ages. Nearly 22% of the population can be categorized as persons within schooling 

age (6 to 18). About 51.3% of the population falls under labor force (19 to 55). Even though the 

Department of Census and statistics categorizes the labor force including the population within 

age groups of 15 to 55 it is difficult to calculate the percentage of the persons within 15 to 18 of 

ages due to the limitations of tabulated data available in the resource profiles of project relevant 

DSDs (table 3.6). The average labor force in the country is about 53.8% (Census and Statistic 

2014/2015).  The population in road relevant DSDs with age differences are shown in Table 3-6. 
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Table 3-6: Population with Age Differences in Road Relevant DSDs 

DS Division 

Age Range 
Total 

Population 
0-5 6-18 19-35 36-55 55< 

No % No % No % No % No % 

Kakirawe 5,114 8% 15,567 23% 15,487 23% 14,985 22% 15,714 24% 66,867 

Thirappane 2,123 7% 7,201 23% 7,252 23% 9,628 31% 5,254 17% 31,458 

Galenbindunuwewa 4,563 8% 13,503 25% 12,247 22% 15,985 29% 8,713 16% 55,011 

Kahatagasdigiliya 2,756 6% 10,851 22% 10,751 22% 14,310 30% 9,589 20% 48,257 

Ipalogama 3,687 9% 8,728 21% 11,198 26% 11,981 28% 6,729 16% 42,323 

Thalawa 5,274 8% 15,109 22% 16,987 25% 20,086 29% 11,544 17% 69,000 

Total 23,517 7.5% 70,959 22.6% 73,922 23.6% 86,975 27.7% 57,543 18.3% 312,916 

Source: Department of Census and Statistics-2012 
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32. About 87% of the population in road relevant DSD area is Sinhalese. This is little lower than the 

percentage of Sinhalese population in Anuradhapura district as whole (it is 90%). Muslim 

population in DSDs is about 11% and it is 8% in Anuradhapura district. A small percentage of 

Tamil population is also reported from DSDs (1%).  The data on ethnic diversity of the population 

in road relevant DSDs are shown in Table 3-7.  

 

Table 3-7: Population in Road Relevant DSDs with Ethnic Differences 

DS Division 

Ethnicity 
Total 

Population 
Sinhala Tamil Muslim Other 

No % No % No % No % 

Kakirawe 51,214 77% 1,591 2% 14,047 21% 15 0% 66,867 

Thirappane 29,396 93% 44 0% 2018 6%   0% 31,458 

Galenbindunuwewa 53,120 97% 1,808 3% 69 0% 14 0% 55,011 

Kahatagasdigiliya 37,598 78% 267 1% 10,392 22%   0% 48,257 

Ipalogama 35,153 83% 80 0% 6,850 16% 240 1% 42,323 

Thalawa 68,015 99% 207 0% 747 1% 31 0% 69,000 

Total 274,496 87.2% 3,997 1.2% 34,123 10.9% 300 0.1% 312,916 

Source: Department of Census and Statistics-2012 
 
 

33.  The data on education levels among the population in 6 DSDs indicate the moderate situation. 

The percentage of people with no formal education is 4.2% and it is little lower than the national 

average (4.7% at national level). The percentage of the population with university Degrees is 

1.6% and it is less than national situation (3%). The percentage of persons with post-graduate 

degrees is 0.5% and it is 0.3% at national level. The education level related data on 6 DSDs is 

shown in Table 3-8. 

 

34. Agriculture is the main livelihood activity of the population in road relevant DSDs and also in 

Anuradhapura district as whole. The data on persons involved in non-agriculture employment 

shows that nearly 50% of the people within employable ages in DSDs are involved in different 

scale of business activities. The percentage of people involved in public sector employment is 

16% and this is similar to the national situation (15%). The private sector employment in DSDs 

show low level figures (9%) this is nearly 40% in the country as whole. The data on non-

agriculture employments of the people in 6 DSDs is shown in Table 3-8. 
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Table 3-8: Education level of the road relevant DSD 

DS Division 

Education Level 

Pre- School Non-Educated Grades 5-8 Grade 9-10 O/L A/L Graduated 
Post 

Graduated 

No % No % No % No % No % No % No % No % 

Kakirawe 5,192 8% 2,254 3% 12,139 18% 21,404 32% 14,907 22% 8,143 12% 1,300 2% 1,528 2% 

Thirappane 2,123 7% 1,025 3% 6,731 21% 8,244 26% 7,998 25% 4,932 16% 391 1% 14 0% 

Galenbindunuwewa 5,676 10% 1,547 3% 10,495 19% 15,135 28% 13,195 24% 7,985 15% 925 2% 53 0% 

Kahatagasdigiliya 2,522 5% 1,647 3% 9,206 19% 15,320 32% 12,551 26% 6,413 13% 574 1% 24 0% 

Ipalogama 2,774 7% 3,063 7% 9,137 22% 12,620 30% 9,112 22% 4,809 11% 747 2% 61 0% 

Thalawa 5,651 8% 3,809 6% 9,423 14% 28,350 41% 14,382 21% 6,068 9% 1,222 2% 95 0% 

Total 23,938 7.6% 13,345 4.2% 57,131 18.2% 101,073 32.3% 72,145 23% 38,350 12.2% 5,159 1.6 1,775 0.5 

Source: Resource profiles of Roads relevant DS Offices (2017) 

 

Table 3-9:Employment in Non Agriculture sector of the 6 DSDs 

DS Division 

Employment Composition 

Total No of 

Employees 
Government Private Labor Business 

Self-

Employment 
Abroad Other 

No % No % No % No % No % No % No % 

Kakirawe 5,667 19% 4,764 16% 4,902 16% 9,013 30% 1,740 6% 2,087 7% 2,366 8% 30,539 

Thirappane 2,200 14% 962 6% 1,153 8% 7,763 51% 918 6%   0% 2,261 15% 15,257 

Galenbindunuwewa 4,533 12% 1,277 3% 4,891 13% 20,822 53% 1,206 3%   0% 6,339 16% 39,068 

Kahatagasdigiliya 5,307 24% 2,952 13% 2,445 11% 7,624 34% 1,595 7% 790 4% 1,550 7% 22,263 

Ipalogama 2,564 18% 1,957 14% 2,685 19% 4,010 28% 930 7% 1,203 9% 759 5% 14,108 

Thalawa 4,945 16% 2,184 7% 4,251 14% 12,764 43% 657 2% 943 3% 4,249 14% 29,993 

Total 25,216 16.6% 14,096 9.3% 20,327 13.4% 61,996 50% 7,046 4.6% 5,023 3.3% 17,524 11.5% 151,228 

Source: Resource profiles of Roads relevant DS Offices (2017) 
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3.1.3 Road relevant Grama Niladhari Divisions (GNDs) 

35. The 3 candidate roads run through 54 GNDs in 6 DSDs. The population in these GNDs can be 

categorized as project corridor communities. The total number of families in 54 GNDs is 19783 

comprising 80320 populations. The total population in 54 GNDs is about 26% of the population 

in 6 roads relevant DSDs. Further details of the GNDs through which, 3 roads are running 

through are given in Annex 2. 

 

36. About 53 % of the population in GNDs can be categorized as the labor force. This is about 48% in 

the DSDs level population. The population with age differences in road relevant GNDs are shown 

in Table 3-10.  

Table 3-10: Population with age differences in road relevant GNDs 

Age No % 

0-5 5,713 7 

6-18 18,622 23 

19-35 18,929 24 

36-55 23,184 29 

55< 13,125 17 

Total 79,573 100 

Source: Department of Census and Statistics-2012 
 

37. Similar to the situation with DSDs the male population in GNDs is 51% and therefore, the male 

population is little higher than female population in 54 GNDs relevant to 3 roads.  

 

38. The highest percentage of the population in GNDs is Sinhalese, 87% and this is similar to the 

Sinhalese population in road relevant DSDs (87.2%).  The percentages of other ethnic-related 

population from GNDs are more or less similar to the DSDs.  The details of road relevant GNDs 

populations with ethnic distribution are shown in Table 3-11.  

Table 3-11: Ethnic diversity of the population in road relevant GNDs 

Ethnicity No % 

Sinhala 69,692 87 

Muslim 1,075 1 

Tamil 9,507 12 

Other 46 - 

Total 80,320 100 

Source: Department of Census and Statistics-2012 
 

39. The percentage of people with no formal education in GNDs is 5.7% and it is little higher than 

national figure (National figure is 4.7%). The percentage of persons with university degrees is 2% 

in GNDs and national level is 3%. The details of the education levels in 54 GNDs relevant to 3 

roads are shown in Table 3-12 
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Table 3-12: Education levels in road relevant GNDs 

Education Level No % 

Pre- school 6,098 8 

Non-Educated 4,607 6 

Grade 1-5 12,740 16 

Grade 6-10 26,847 33 

O/L 18,620 23 

A/L 9,559 12 

Graduated 1,665 2 

Post graduated 184 - 

Total 80,320 100 

Source: Department of Census and Statistics-2012 

 
 

40. As in the case of DSDs, the major livelihood activity in road relevant 54 GNDs is also agriculture.  

Apart from agriculture-based livelihood activities the persons work-force ages are involved in 

various non-agriculture sector employment activities. The percentages of persons involved in 

various business activities are the prominent employment activity reported (34%). This is similar 

to the situation in road relevant DSDs (50%). The details on non-agriculture employments in 54 

GNDs are shown in Table 3-13 and further details are given in Annex 2.  

Table 3-13: Non-agriculture sector employment in GNDs 

Employment No % 

Government  6,541 18 

Private 3,504 10 

Labor 6,715 19  

Business 12,392 34  

Self-Employment  1,382 1 

Abroad 907 3 

Other  4,844 13  

Total 36,285 100 

Source -Resource Profiles of Road relevant DS offices- 2017 

 

3.1.4 The road types available in Anuradhapura District 

41. The proposed three B types roads are connected to the road network in Anuradhapura district. 

The road network is a critical input for the economic development and distribution of economic 

benefits to the people in the area. Table 3-14 includes the details of different classes of roads as 

the network available in Anuradhapura district.  
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Table 3-14: Types of roads available with length in North Central Province (Road Length Summary)
 Date: 29/7/2013 

District 
Road Length (km) 

Total(km) 
A B C D SL IL DL 

Anuradhapura 332 421 575 479 901 131 13 2,852 

Polonnaruwa 127 256 652 210 738 98 25 2,106 

Sources: Provincial Road Development Authority (PRDA) & RDA 

 

Abbreviations: - A Class A Roads 

   B Class B Roads 

 C Class C Roads 

 D Class D Roads 

    SL Single Lane 

   IL Intermediate Lane DL 

   DL Double Lane 
 

 
 

Analysis of the Sample Socioeconomic Survey  
 

42. Key findings of the sample household survey are presented below. The results are discussed 

under subtopics on key demographic features, housing condition, sanitary and energy, 

vulnerable groups and gender and perception of community on the project. However, it should 

be noted that some questions had multiple responses. The tables with such information are 

separately highlighted. 

 
 

 

3.1.5 Key demographic information of the sample survey 
 

Distribution of households by family size and age 

43. Family size: The distribution of family size in each DSD of Anuradhapura relevant to the 

candidate roads is presented in Table 3-15. About 70% of the families in Thirappane, 

Galenbidunuwewa and Kahatagasdigiliya DSDs have more than 5 members in their families. 

Majority of families in Kakirawe, Ipologama and Thalawe recorded 3 to 4 members.  

 

 

Table 3-15: Family Size of the Households Surveyed 

District DSD 
Family size (No. of members) 

01 -  02 03 -  04 More than 5 

Anuradhapura 

Kakirawe 20.5% 56.9% 22.5% 

Ipalogama 29.3% 58.0% 12.6% 

Thalawa 23.5% 56.3% 20.2% 

Thirappane 6.6% 15.8% 77.6% 

Galenbindunuwewa 6.0% 14.4% 79.5% 

Kahatagasdigiliya 5.3% 12.7% 82.1% 

Source-Sample Socio-Economic Survey conducted in 2018 
 

 

44. Age distribution: Nearly 65% of the population in sample population falls within the age limit of 

15 to 59 years, which is the economically active population of a country. The dependent 
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populatioŶ ;populatioŶ ďetǁeeŶ Ϭ‐ϭ4 Ǉears aŶd aďoǀe 6Ϭ ǇearsͿ within the project area is about 

35%. 
 

45. This could be taken as a positive factor in the project as there may be people willing to work in 

civil works. The wage they earn will also be a saving as the dependency on such economically 

active person is low. Table 3-16 includes the age distribution of the sample household 

population. The population above 60 years of age is 9%.  
 

Table 3-16: Age Distribution of the Population in Surveyed Households 

District DSD 

Age group (Years) 

0-14 15-59 Above 60 

Male Female Male Female Male Female 

Anuradhapura 

Kakirawe 9.69% 9.58% 33.13% 33.80% 6.86% 6.93% 

Ipalogama 9.24% 9.10% 33.65% 36.28% 5.90% 5.83% 

Thalawa 9.34% 9.44% 35.05% 34.22% 6.35% 5.60% 

Thirappane 9.58% 12.57% 29.14% 36.33% 6.59% 5.79% 

Galenbindunuwewa 12.13% 10.62% 31.80% 32.58% 6.67% 6.20% 

Kahatagasdigiliya 13.68% 10.74% 33.94% 31.99% 6.23% 3.42% 

Source-Sample survey conducted in 2018 
 

Educational Attainment 

46. The level of education in a region is important for the development of that area. Sri Lanka has 

recorded a higher literacy rate compared to many countries in the region. Table 3-17 below 

presents the level of educational attainment of sample population. Data collected show slight 

lower level of educational levels among female population. The following information indicates 

the educational situation of sample population and the difference between male and female. 

The information on percentage ranges shows the situation of households interviewed from 6 

DSDs.  
 

Table 3-17:Percentage Ranges Show The Situation Of Households Interviewed 

Indicator Male-percentage range reported Female-percentage range reported 

No formal education 0.36 to 0.86% 0.7 to 3.7% 

University Graduates 1.8 to 5.5% 0.25 to 2.2% 

Post- graduate qualified 0.03 to 1.9 0.0 to 0.1 % 

Source-Sample survey conducted in 2018 
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Table 3-18 : Education Level of Sample Household Population 

DSD 

Level of  educational attainment 

No 

schooling 
Minor Grade  1-5 Grade 5-10 

Up to 

G.C.E O/L 

Pass G.C.E 

O/L 

Up to G.C.E 

A/L 

Pass G.C.E 

A/L 
Graduate 

Post 

Graduate 
Other 

M (%) F (%) M (%) F (%) M (%) F (%) M (%) F (%) M (%) M (%) F (%) M (%) F (%) M (%) F (%) M (%) F (%) M (%) F (%) M (%) F (%) 

Kakirawe 3.35 2.78 0.36 0.82 3.17 3.53 7.70 7.70 8.67 8.78 8.08 7.18 6.80 6.51 5.64 5.53 2.03 1.90 0.10 0.08 9.29 

Ipalogama 2.64 2.34 0.77 1.32 2.85 2.59 7.95 6.98 8.38 9.19 8.12 8.97 10.17 4.47 4.81 1.87 2.51 0.00 0.04 7.15 6.89 

Thalawa 2.10 2.43 0.82 1.10 2.38 2.35 5.66 4.76 9.26 8.86 8.38 9.68 9.17 5.97 4.81 1.30 1.81 0.03 0.00 9.51 9.60 

Thirappane 1.23 2.21 0.25 0.74 2.46 2.21 9.34 10.32 7.86 9.34 6.88 3.19 9.09 11.79 2.46 4.91 0.25 1.47 0.00 0.00 14.00 

Galenbindunuwewa 3.08 2.58 0.40 0.71 2.42 2.63 5.91 6.41 7.93 8.33 9.44 8.43 5.71 5.25 6.01 5.51 2.22 1.97 0.05 0.10 14.90 

Kahatagasdigiliya 2.59 2.73 0.86 0.86 2.73 2.16 5.47 5.04 11.80 8.92 5.90 6.62 8.78 6.91 4.46 4.03 1.29 1.29 0.14 0.00 17.41 

Source-Sample Survey conducted in 2018 
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Occupation of Household Heads 

47. Most of the household heads are involved in agriculture and in public or private sector 

employment activities. The percentage of heads of households involved in business is also 

significant.  The percentage (ranges) of the households involved in different employments in 6 

DSDs are shown below for a summarized description of the employment profiles of the 

household heads in sample households interviewed.  

 

Table 3-19: Occupation Details of Household Heads 

Employment 
Percentage ranges of Male 

HHs 

Percentage ranges of female 

HHs 

Farmers 28-44 1-5 

Public sector/private sector 18-33 1-2 

Skilled labor 2-5 0-0.5 

Business 11-15 0.09-2 

Self-employment 3-20 0.5-1.4 

Wage labor 0.9-4 0.09-0.5 

Fishermen 0.7-5.5 0.09 

Foreign Employment 0.5-0.0.8 0.09-0.2 

Dependents 1-3 0.09-1.5 

Source-Sample survey conducted in 2018 

The percentages of Household heads involved in different employments are shown in 3.17. 
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Table 3-20: Occupations of Household Heads 

District DS 

Type of employment 

Farmer 

Public/ 

Private 

sector 

Skilled 

labor 
Business 

Self - 

Employment 

Wage 

Labor 
Fisherman 

Foreign 

employment 
Dependent 

M F M F M F M F M F M F M F M F M F 

Anuradhapura 

Kakirawe 56% 7% 14% 1% 7% 0% 0% 0% 9% 0% 1% 1% 2% 0% 0% 0% 2% 0% 

Ipalogama 30% 3% 34% 3% 5% 0% 11% 2% 4% 1% 1% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 2% 4% 

Thalawa 35% 3% 33% 2% 4% 0% 11% 1% 4% 0% 1% 0% 0% 0% 1% 0% 2% 3% 

Thirappane 44% 2% 19% 1% 2% 0% 0% 0% 17% 2% 5% 1% 6% 0% 1% 0% 1% 0% 

Galenbindunuwewa 34% 3% 32% 1% 2% 0% 1% 0% 20% 1% 3% 0% 2% 0% 0% 0% 1% 0% 

Kahatagasdigiliya 44% 2% 25% 1% 5% 1% 0% 0% 15% 1% 2% 0% 1% 0% 0% 0% 3% 0% 

Source - Sample Survey Conducted In 2018 
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Average Household Income and Expenditure  

48. Nearly 29% of the households interviewed draw monthly income Rs 30000 to Rs.50000. The 

percentage of households drawing more than Rs 100000 monthly income is 1.2% of the total 

households interviewed. About 7% of the households are reported as households drawing 

monthly income below Rs 5000. Table 3.18 includes the data on monthly income and 

expenditure of the households interviewed. About 52% of the households spend about Rs 15000 

to 30000 per month for their household needs.  

 

Table 3-21 : Monthly income and expenditure of the sample households 

Income Category Average monthly Income (SLR) Average monthly Expenditure (SLR) 

5000< 6.59% 3.99% 

5001-15000 11.42% 21.76% 

15001-30000 41.34% 51.85% 

30001-50000 29.31% 14.91% 

50001-75000 7.71% 2.47% 

75001-100000 2.43% 1.04% 

100000> 1.20% 3.99% 

Source-Sample survey conducted in 2018 
 

Movable Household Assets 

49. Radio, TV and mobile phones are the commonly available movable household assets in 

considerable percentage of households. About 15% to 17% of the households of the total 

interviewed have TV and Radios and mobile phones. The data on types of household assets and 

the percentage of households is shown in Table 3-22.  

Table 3-22: Movable Assets in households 

Type of Asset Kakirawe Ipalogama Thalawa Thirappane Galenbindunuwewa Kahatagasdigiliya 

Television 86.88 96.56 94.33 89.44 88.04 90.31 

Radio/CD 72.20 89.44 89.01 78.87 82.87 81.06 

Sewing Machine 21.56 28.93 32.26 38.73 30.72 24.67 

Electric Fan 30.94 47.53 51.35 61.97 66.62 45.37 

Fridge 30.11 35.36 45.25 34.51 47.86 31.72 

Gas Stove 13.53 19.06 15.00 40.85 25.70 23.35 

Kerosene Stove 2.25 4.13 2.44 7.75 3.84 7.93 

Air Conditioner 0.76 1.15 0.87 0.00 0.30 0.00 

Motor Cycle 34.74 47.07 61.90 54.93 64.55 55.51 

Bicycle 23.79 33.87 24.06 28.87 27.33 26.87 

Three Wheeler 10.59 12.06 17.00 9.86 17.28 10.57 

Motor Car/ Cab 7.80 5.63 6.63 2.82 6.35 3.08 

Motor Bus/ Van 3.01 2.41 1.92 2.11 2.51 1.32 

Water Pump 4.28 6.77 8.89 12.68 19.05 15.86 

Washing Machine 4.58 3.67 2.62 11.97 3.25 3.52 
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Type of Asset Kakirawe Ipalogama Thalawa Thirappane Galenbindunuwewa Kahatagasdigiliya 

Computer 11.17 5.51 5.23 16.90 4.58 9.25 

Mobile Phone 80.49 81.40 86.75 82.39 82.42 78.85 

Tractor 2.85 3.10 3.14 2.11 4.14 4.41 

Dimo- Butta 0.15 1.38 1.48 0.70 1.92 2.20 

Lorry 1.35 1.84 3.57 2.82 3.84 1.32 

Land Master 1.43 2.87 3.66 1.41 4.28 5.73 

Cultivation Related 

Machines 
0.00 0.34 0.09 0.70 0.74 0.44 

Other 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.70 0.00 0.00 

Source - Sample Survey Conducted in 2018 
 

3.1.6 Housing Condition, Sanitary Facilities, Energy and Water Sources of Sample Households 
 
Housing Condition 

50. More than 90% of the residential housing structures of the sample households interviewed are 

permanent structures. The percentage of households having temporary structures is negligible 

(ranges from 0.44 to 4.5%). The farming community in B 133 road and B 213 roads catchment 

area are actively involved in paddy and other field crop cultivation under irrigation systems 

(Mahaweli system H and Huruluwewa scheme) and therefore, they have been able to construct 

permanent houses. Even the farmers in Ganewalpola and Kakirawe road area are involved in 

high-value vegetable cultivation. The data on types of housing structures is shown in Table 3-23.  

Table 3-23: Types of housing structures 

District DSD 
Type of housing structure 

Permanent  Semi - Permanent Temporary 

Anuradhapura 

Kakirawe 93.41% 2.03% 4.56% 

Ipalogama 95.62% 3.23% 1.15% 

Thalawa 96.15% 3.50% 0.35% 

Thirappane 99.29% 0.00% 0.71% 

Galenbindunuwewa 94.53% 4.73% 0.74% 

Kahatagasdigiliya 97.80% 1.76% 0.44% 

Source-Sample Survey Conducted in 2018 
 

Sanitary Facilities  

51. Except negligible percentage of sample houses in Kakirawe and Galenbidunuwewa DSDs all 

others have access to sanitary latrine facilities. More than 80% of the households in all the 

project relevant DS divisions have water-sealed latrines in their households (water sealed 

latrines include flush type latrines as well). According to the interviews with community 

members during the socio-economic survey, it was found that establishment of water sealed 

latrine is considered as an essential need of the households. Therefore, in near future, most of 

the households in the area will have water sealed latrines. The data on sanitary latrine facilities 

available in sample households is shown in Table 3-24. 
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Table 3-24: Sanitary latrine facilities 

District DSD 
Type of Sanitary system available 

Flush  Water sealed  Pit latrine  None 

Anuradhapura 

Kakirawe 23.21% 62.35% 14.30% 0.13% 

Ipalogama 17.39% 75.15% 7.47% 0.00% 

Thalawa 15.72% 82.70% 1.58% 0.00% 

Thirappane 5.04% 94.96% 0.00% 0.00% 

Galenbindunuwewa 14.99% 84.11% 0.60% 0.30% 

Kahatagasdigiliya 3.52% 96.48% 0.00% 0.00% 

Source-Sample survey conducted in 2018 
 

Availability of Electricity  

52. The percentage of households with no electricity facilities is negligible in the entire sample 

households (less 1%). More than 99% of the households in Kakirawe, Thirappane, 

Galenbidunuwewa and Kahatagasdigiliya DSDs have obtained electricity from the national grid.   

The information on sources of electricity of the sample households is shown in Table 3-25.  

Table 3-25: Sources of electricity in Sample households 

District DSD 
Source of electricity  

National Grid  Solar Power and Other Sources  No Electricity  

Anuradhapura 

Kakirawe 99.62% 0.13% 0.25% 

Ipalogama 99.54% 0.46% 0% 

Thalawa 99.39% 0.17% 0.44% 

Thirappane 99.29% 0.00% 0.71% 

Galenbindunuwewa 99.56% 0.00% 0.44% 

Kahatagasdigiliya 99.56% 0.44% 0.00% 

Source-Sample survey conducted in 2018 
 

Source of Drinking Water 

53. More than 80% of sample households in Kakirawe, Ipalogama and Thalawa DSD areas have 

access to pipe born water provided by the National Water Supplies and Drainage Board (NWSDB).  

Tube wells and Shallow wells are the main sources for drinking water in households located in 

Thirappane, Galenbidunuwewa and Kahatagasdegiliya. Community water supply schemes are 

also becoming popular in some areas of these DSDs. The data on sources of drinking water is 

shown in Table 3-26. 

Table 3-26: sources of drinking water facilities. 

District DSD 

Source of Water 

NWS & DB 
Well/ Tube 

Well 

Community 

Well 

Community 

Water Supply 

Anuradhapura 

Kakirawe 72.65% 23.66% 1.15% 2.54% 

Ipalogama 99.54% 0.46% 0.00% 0.00% 

Thalawa 99.39% 0.18% 0.44% 0.00% 

Thirappane 6.34% 79.58% 4.23% 9.86% 
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District DSD 

Source of Water 

NWS & DB 
Well/ Tube 

Well 

Community 

Well 

Community 

Water Supply 

Galenbindunuwewa 17.14% 65.13% 2.38% 15.35% 

Kahatagasdigiliya 1.76% 90.31% 4.41% 3.52% 

Source - Sample Survey Conducted in 2018 
 

3.1.7 Analysis of vulnerable households and gender-related details 

54. Three indicators are used to categorize socially and economically vulnerable households in 6 

DSDs. The majority of the households are categorized as vulnerable due to their household 

heads having more than 60 years of age. The percentage of households with old age heads range 

from 47% to 63% among 6 DSDs.  The families drawing less than Rs. 5000 monthly income are 

categorized as vulnerable families. Except Galenbidunuwewa and Kahatagsdegiliya in other 4 

DSDs the percentage of families having less than Rs.5000 monthly income indicates low figures. 

A considerable percentage of households headed by female is also significant among sample 

surveyed. The details of the vulnerable families reported in the sample are included in Table 

3-27. 

 

Table 3-27: vulnerable families in sample households. 

Type of                                    

Vulnerability           

                            DSD 

Kakirawe Ipalogama Thalawa Thirappane Galenbindunuwewa Kahatagasdigiliya 

Family with elderly 

household  heads (age > 60 

years) 

59.15% 58.16% 63.83% 59.32% 47.69% 54.81% 

Family with monthly income 

< SLR 5,000 
7.89% 6.23% 7.90% 5.08% 32.56% 21.15% 

Female headed families 30.14% 35.61% 28.27% 23.73% 16.92% 18.27% 

Families with disabled 

members 
2.82% 0.00% 0.00% 11.86% 2.82% 5.77% 

Source - Sample Survey Conducted in 2018 

 
 

The contribution of female members in family matters and community organizations  

55. The women in households interviewed play a significant role in some of the significant matters in 

the family. A significant percentage of women always participate in household decision making 

progress. About 62% of the householders mentioned that their female members contribute as 

bread earners of their families. About 65% of the householders indicated that their female 

members participate in community based organization activities representing their households.  

Some female members also involve in organizing community programs in their localities. The 

details of the participation of women in activities within and outside of households on behalf of 

their families are mentioned in 3.25. 
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Table 3-28: Female involvement in family matters and community activities. 

Type of involvement Always Sometimes Rarely  If Request  
Do not 

Participate 

Decision making in family 

matters  
2,783 (71%) 833 (21%) 90 (2%) 25 (1%) 166 (4%) 

Bread earner  2,366 (61%) 983 (25%) 176 (5%) 99 (3%) 273(7%) 

Participation in CBO activities  2,439 (62%) 766 (19%) 230 (5%) 199 (5%) 263(7%) 

Organize community 

programs  
508 (13%) 435 (11%) 129 (3%) 2,432 (62%) 393 (10%) 

Note- Some of the sample householders did not respond to some questions of the questionnaire   

Source-Sample survey conducted in 2018 

 

Type of involvement of female family members in the project 

56. The opportunity for the female members getting involved in the project was also analyzed as a 

gender perspective for the project. The number and percentage of households indicated their 

willingness and unwillingness to get involved in the proposed project activities were analyzed. 

Only small percentages of households are willing to involve their female members in the project 

activities. This is mainly because most of the females in agricultural households of the project 

area are heavily involved in helping their male members in farming activities. The information on 

willingness to get female involved in project activities is included in Table 3-29. 
 

Table 3-29: Households Willing and Unwilling to Involve Female Members in Project Activities 

DSD Agree to Involve Do not Agree to Involve  

Kakirawe 93 (13%) 643 (87%) 

Ipalogama 110 (12%) 761 (88%) 

Thalawa 90 (8%) 1,031 (92%) 

Thirappane  14 (10%) 128 (90%) 

Galenbindunuwewa  59 (9%) 618 (91%) 

Kahatagasdigiliya  16 (7%) 211 (93%) 

Source-Sample survey conducted in 2018 

 

57. As mentioned above only a small percentage of sample households expressed their willingness 

to get female members to participate in project activities. The percentage of householders 

expressed their views on the type of activities that female members can participate during the 

project implementation. The information on this aspect is shown in Table 3-30. 

Table 3-30: Type of activities that female members can participate 

DSD Kakirawe Ipalogama Thalawa Thirappane Galenbindunuwewa Kahatagasdigiliya 

Type  of involvement             

Provide wage labor 

during construction/1 
14 10 11 5 10 2 

Provide wage labor 

for maintenance of 

road/2 

4 21    1 2 3 0 
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DSD Kakirawe Ipalogama Thalawa Thirappane Galenbindunuwewa Kahatagasdigiliya 

Provide meals to 

work force as a small 

business/3 

77 80 82 14 49 14 

Source-Sample Survey Conducted in 2018 

Note-There were people who gave multiple answers 
 

 

 

3.1.8 Community perception about the project 
 

Community Awareness about the Project  

58. A small percentage of householders responded to this question, awareness of the proposed 

project. It was observed that most of the community leaders and grass root level officers 

especially in GNDs and DSDs are aware of the iRoad project but they are not fully aware of the 

proposals to improve B133, B212 and B213 under iRoad project. This may be the reasons for the 

majority of the householders to be neutral to this question. The responses given by the 

householders interviewed are mentioned in Table 3-31. 

Table 3-31: Community Awareness of the Proposed Project 

DSD Know about the Project Do not know about the Project 

Kakirawe 18% 82 % 

Ipalogama 21% 79% 

Thalawa 19% 81% 

Thirappane 7% 93% 

Galenbindunuwewa 30% 70% 

Kahatagasdigiliya 6% 94% 

Source - Sample Survey Conducted in 2018 

 

Condition of Existing Road to be Rehabilitated by the Project  

59. An only negligible percentage of householders mentioned about easy travelling only during dry 

seasons. 

60. The roads are in physically bad condition compare to other neighboring roads recently 

improved.  

61. More than 50% of the households in all the DS divisions mentioned the roads are bad or very 

bad in their physical condition. An only negligible percentage of households is satisfied with the 

existing condition of the roads. The views expressed by the sample householders interviewed on 

the physical condition of the roads are mentioned in Table 3-32. 
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Table 3-32: Views of the householders on physical condition of the candidate roads. 

DSD 
Condition of the Existing Road Surface 

Good Fair Bad Very Bad Easy To Travel Only Dry Season 

Kakirawe 8% 34% 25 % 30% 3% 

Ipalogama 5% 18% 32% 40% 4 % 

Thalawa 0.18% 9% 34% 57% 1% 

Thirappane 3% 32. % 41% 24% 1% 

Galenbindunuwewa 0.45% 20. % 38% 41% 0% 

Kahatagasdigiliya 3% 23 % 23% 48% 2% 

Source-Sample survey conducted in 2018 

 

Impact of Existing Road Condition on Day Today Activities of Women, Children and Elderly Persons  

62. According to the focus group discussions held in 3 road areas day today activities of women, 

children and elderly persons are significantly affected due to the existing dilapidated conditions 

of the road. Nevertheless, only about 30% of the respondents mentioned about negative 

impacts on women, children and elderly persons due to the poor road condition according the 

results of the questionnaire survey. The details of the responses of the householders 

interviewed are shown in Table 3-33. 

 

Table 3-33: The Views of Interviewed Householders on Impact of Women, Children and Elderly Persons 

DSD Affect the Activities Do not affect the Activities 

Kakirawe 30.31% 69.69% 

Ipalogama 29.65% 70.35% 

Thalawa 21.24% 78.76% 

Thirappane 5% 95% 

Galenbindunuwewa 7.4% 92.6% 

Kahatagasdigiliya 12.3% 87.7% 

Source-Sample survey conducted in 2018 
 

Reasons for such impacts 

63. Damaged road condition is the main reason for creating difficulties for women, children and 

elderly persons. The responses of the householders on reasons for difficulties on these 

community groups are mentioned in Table 3-34. 

Table 3-34: Reasons for difficulties for women, children and elderly persons. 

District Kakirawe Ipalogama Thalawa Thirappane 
Galenbindu-

nuwewa 

Kahatagas-

digiliya 

Damaged Road Condition 22.79% 24.75% 26.22% 32.97% 27.23% 23.90% 

Shrub jungle grown on both sides of the 

road 
19.73% 18.69% 16.44% 8.79% 11.52% 17.54% 

Road side drains not maintained 15.61% 16.07% 14.02% 9.89% 13.61% 21.27% 

Wing wall of culvert and bridges are 

damaged 
9.77% 14.45% 12.74% 18.68% 12.04% 16.45% 

Pot holes on the shoulders 9.90% 11.39% 13.11% 14.29% 13.30% 9.87% 

Road get inundated 7.44% 3.11% 5.67% 7.69% 9.21% 5.48% 
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District Kakirawe Ipalogama Thalawa Thirappane 
Galenbindu-

nuwewa 

Kahatagas-

digiliya 

No sign boards 5.58% 5.37% 6.66% 1.10% 4.82% 1.75% 

Sharp Bends 5.65% 5.03% 4.52% 4.40% 4.61% 1.32% 

Narrow Road Condition 3.52% 1.13% 0.62% 2.20% 3.66% 2.41% 

Source - Sample Survey Conducted in 2018 
 

The willingness of community to participate in the project 

64. Negligible percentage (16%) of householders expressed their interest to participate in activities 

of the project during its implementation phase. The distribution of the views expressed by 

householders in 6 DSDs is shown in Table 3-35. 

Table 3-35: Willingness of Community to Participate in the Project 

DSD Willing to Participate Not interested to Participate 

Kakirawe 153 (19%) 640 (81%) 

Ipalogama 139 (16%) 732 (84%) 

Thalawa 184 (16%) 961 (84%) 

Thirappane 23 (16%) 118 (84%) 

Galenbindunuwewa 90 (13%) 587 (87%) 

Kahatagasdigiliya 37 (16%) 190 (84%) 

Total 626 (16%) 3228 (84%) 

Source - Sample Survey Conducted in 2018 
 
Type of Contribution for the Project 

65. Majority of the community members expressed their willingness to participate in whatever 

programs organized by project developer on community awareness activities. The other areas 

communities expressed their interest to participate include informal monitoring of the quality of 

construction activities and also some possible activities during the maintenance phase of the 

road. The views expressed by the householders on type of contribution are mentioned in Table 

3-36 

Table 3-36: Type of contribution 

DSD 

Type of contribution 

Community 

Awareness Creation 

Involve in Progress 

Monitoring 

Involve in 

Maintenance 
Other 

Kakirawe 70% 8% 15% 7% 

Ipalogama 76% 13% 8% 4% 

Thalawa 76% 8 % 13% 3% 

Thirappane 70% 3% 27% 0 % 

Galenbindunuwewa 68% 19% 13% 0% 

Kahatagasdigiliya 69% 10 % 20% 0% 

Source-Sample survey conducted in 2018 
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Community Perceived Benefits of the Project  

66. All the candidates’ roads ruŶ aĐross the agricultural area in 6 DSDs. Therefore about 15 % of 

respondents mentioned about benefits to the agriculture activities due to the proposed 

improvement to the road. Some other community members mentioned about opportunities 

available for them to get involved in labor-related employments in the construction sites. The 

possible benefits perceived by the community members from the proposed road improvement 

project are mentioned in Table 3-37. 
 

Table 3-37: Community perceived benefits of the project 

DSD Kakirawe Ipalogama Thalawa Thirappane 
Galenbin-

dunuwewa 

Kahatagas-

digiliya 

Develop agriculture sector 15% 12% 15% 15% 17% 17% 

Develop education 

facilities 
12% 15% 18% 9% 11% 10% 

Develop health and 

sanitary facilities 
9% 13% 14 % 2% 5% 6% 

Increase job opportunities 

for villagers 
13% 14% 13% 10% 10% 12% 

Road safety  for Women, 

Elders and Children 
10% 7% 9% 9% 9% 10% 

Develop Public/privet 

transport for villagers 
7% 5% 5% 12% 7% 6% 

Easy travel even at night 

time or time with poor 

visibility 

7 % 6% 7% 9% 7% 7% 

Develop industrial sector 

in rural areas 
5. % 8% 7% 3% 6% 6% 

Reduced the travel cost 

and time 
9.% 12% 8% 13% 12% 11% 

Increase cultural values 1. % 3% 1 1% 3% 4% 

Improve standards of  

living 
9% 4% 3% 17 % 13% 13% 

Develop communication 

with villagers and 

government institutes 

1% 0.48% 0.86% 0.00% 0.70% 0.24% 

Other 0.13% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 

Source-Sample survey conducted in 2018 

 

Public Consultation 

Summary of Focus Group Discussions  

67. The consultants held one on one interviews with a large number of road users in the local area. 

They expressed their views to justify the project for improving the roads. The views they 

expressed are included in Annex 3.  

68. In addition to one on one interviews held with road users Focus group discussions (FGDs) with 

key stakeholders were held during end of February and beginning of March 2018 covering 3 
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roads under Integrated Road Investment Program project. The details of each FGD are shown in 

Annex 4.  

69. The information related to venue, participants, and details in each FGD related to 3 roads is 

included in Table 3-38.  

Table 3-38: Venue, dates and participants of the FGDs 

Road 
Relevant DS 

Division 
Date Venue 

Participants 
Total 

Male Female 

B 133- Ganewalpola-

Dachchihalmillawa 
Kahatagasdigiliya 26/2/2018 

Mosque- 

Ithalwetunuwewa 
20 5 25 

 Kahagasdigiliya 26/2/2018 
GN Office-Koon 

wewa 
13 3 16 

 Galenbidunuwewa 27/2/2018 
Administrative 

Service centre- 
17 5 22 

 Galenbidunuwewa 27/2/2018 
Ellawewa 

Community hall 
16 5 21 

B 212- Kakirawe-

Ganewalpola 
Kakirawe 2/3/2018 

GN Office-

Embulgaswewa 
12 6 18 

 Kakirawe 8/3/2018 

Farmer 

Organization office-

Ganewalpola 

9 2 11 

B 233- Kakirawe-Thalawa Thalawa 5/3/2018 
Community hall- 

Kiralogama 
8 3 11 

 Thalawa 5/3/2018 
Keththarama 

temple-Eppawala 
10 2 12 

 Ipalogama 6/3/2018 
Community hall-

Punchikulama 
11 1 12 

 Ipalogama 6/3/2018 
Bimalpa meeting 

hall-Gonapathirawa 
8 2 10 

 

70. The issues emerged from FGDs held in each road studied are mentioned below as summaries.  

Most of the issues emerged from the FGDs held in each road were relevant to the entire road as 

whole and therefore, summary relevant to the entire road is presented in this section. Specific 

issues emerged at each FGD held in 3 roads are shown in Annex 4.  

 

Kakirawe-Thalawe Road (B233)  

71. Present physical condition: About 10Km from Kakirawe Junction to Hiripitiyagama is improved 

with carpet. The section from Hiripityagama to Thalawe is dilapidated. The culverts are incapable 

of draining storm water during rainy seasons.  There is no properly established drainage canal 

system.  Some sections of the road run through paddy land area in Mahaweli system H get 

submerged during rainy seasons.  

72. The implications on transport facilities:  operators of hiring vehicles such as three-wheelers and 

other good transporters are reluctant to drive due to dilapidated sections of the road. It takes 

more time to reach the desired destinations. The employees and also school population have 

difficulties to reach their institutions at required time.  
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73. Implications on economic activities: This road is used to reach the economic center in Dambulla 

by farmers and transporters of vegetables from areas such as Kalpitiya Nochchiyagama, 

Thambuththegama and some other areas from system H. Agriculture goods especially 

vegetables are damaged during transportation.  The buyers visiting farm gates to purchase 

paddy from system H also are reluctant to drive in this road.  The profit of three wheel operators 

and other hiring vehicle operators has gone down due to their low frequency of driving in this 

road. 

74. The public transport system in this road: This road is heavily used by SLTB and private buses. 

According to the informants interviewed daily travel frequency of private and SLTB buses is as 

follows. 

 Anuradhapura- Kakirawe – 20 SLTB Buses and 35 Private buses  

 Anuradhapura – Kandy – 20 SLTB buses and 45 private buses 

 Anuradhapura – Colombo – 20 SLTB buses and 30 private buses 

75. Present maintenance condition of the road: The Road Development Authority is involved in 

maintenance but the participant of 4 FGDs expressed their dissatisfaction of the maintenance 

program. 

76. Justification for improvement to the road: this is the road that connects A9 highway and 

Anuradhapura- Padeniya Highway. The road runs across one of the major agriculture systems, 

Mahaweli system H of the county. This road is used by agriculture product transporters from 

areas such as Kalpitiya, Nochchiyagama, Thalawa to reach Dambulla economic center. The road 

has not been fully rehabilitated for the last 40 years. Pilgrims visiting places such as Awkana, 

Wijithapura, Anuradhapura, and Kala wewa use this road frequently. Significant institutions such 

as Mahailuppallama agriculture research center and Agriculture faculty Affiliated to Peradeniya 

University are also located in the vicinity of the roads. There are about 50 sub roads connected 

to this road.  

77. Suggestions for the improvement project: The elevation of sections of the road fallen within 

paddy land area should be raised. The features such as stormwater drainage system and culverts 

need to be improved. Construction site should be managed to minimize the possible difficulties 

to the road users during the construction period.  

78. Possible impact during construction and post-construction phases: There will be opportunities 

for local communities to work as laborers in the construction site. Some local persons may have 

opportunities to hire their tractors and other machinery to the contractors. 

79. Traffic-related difficulties and other construction induced impacts such as dust mud can be 

expected during the construction period. 

80. The improvements to this road would bring a contribution to the local economy especially for 

the agriculture community.  

81. Potential for increase accidents in the post project improvement period can be expected. 
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Mitigatory measures possible during construction and post construction phases. 

82. The contractors should be encouraged to follow effective measures to minimize dust especially 

in the road sections running across townships. The contractor can improve one side of the road 

at a time keeping the other side for road users. 

83. Steel plates may be provided to the owners of shops, houses and other institutions to use to 

create temporary access during the construction period.  

84. The contractors may be encouraged to complete the construction activities within a short period 

of time in the road especially the sections run through townships. 

85. Monitoring may be effectively carried out by the traffic police immediately after improvements 

to the road to minimize potential accidents.  

86. The local communities should be encouraged to participate in the project during design 

preparation period to provide their local knowledge and experience to the design engineers. The 

contractors should also be encouraged to hire local community members to work as laborers. 

 

87. Community suggestion for Grievance redressed mechanism: A committee should be 

established under the leadership of respective Divisional secretary to provide opportunities for 

the community members and other stakeholders to take up their grievances if any. Other 

members of this committee include Grama Niladharies of the area and representatives from 

road user community.  

 

Kakirawe - Ganewalpola road (B212) 

 

88. Physical condition: uneven surface of the road is observed. There is no established stormwater 

drainage canal system. Several sharp bends are observed.  

89. Present transport difficulties: time taken to reach desired destinations through this road is a 

serious difficulty. This is due to seriously dilapidated road with several dangerous bends. 

Operators of hiring vehicles, three-wheelers and vans tend to charge high rates mainly due to 

this dilapidated surface of the road. Hiring vehicle operators mentioned about high consumption 

of fuel and wastage of tires. 

90. Public transport system in the road: this short road section is used to reach different 

destinations covering larger catchment area. The details of the existing public transport system 

are mentioned below. 

 Kahatagasdigiliya – Buses coming from Colombo, Kandy, Kakirawe – travel frequency 10 

buses per day 

 Galenbidunuwewa- Buses coming from Colombo, Kandy, Kakirawe – travel frequency 30 

buses per day 

 From Dutuwewa to Colombo, Kandy, Kakirawe – travel frequency 8 buses per day 
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91. Maintenance of the road:  the road users are not happy about present maintenance activities. 

Patchwork is carried out in scattered locations to fill some potholes.  

 

92. Justification to the improvement: this is the road connect to A11 road which runs from 

Maradankadawala to Batticaloa. This road is also connected to A9 at Kakirawe. Even though it is 

an important road section in terms of connectivity it has not been rehabilitated in the last 30 to 

40 years. This is the road that connects bues coming from Kahatagasdigiliya, Galenbidunuwewa 

and Dutuwewa running towards Colombo. The townships such as Galenbidunuwewa, 

Kahatagasdigiliya, and Kakirawe are connected through this road. 

 

Suggestions for improvement  

 Explore possibilities to straighten the sharp bends. 

 Establish permanent access facilities from road to houses, institutions and business 

ventures.  

 Establish a separate narrow passage for the pedestrians of the Ganewalpola town. 

 Provide employment opportunities for the local community members in the construction 

site. 

 Explore possibilities to hire reputed company as a contractor. 

 

93. Note: All other information discusses in two FGDs conducted on this road are similar to the 

issues discussed on Ganewalpola to Dachchi Hammillawa road (B133). Such information is 

mentioned under the summary of 4 FGDs conducted in Ganewalpola to Dachchi Hammillawa 

road (B133). 

 

Ganewalpola – Dachchihalmillawa road (B133) 

94. Physical condition: A narrow road section is a problem for traffic in certain townships. Road 

surface is uneven. There is no properly established drainage system and existing culverts and 

small bridges are dilapidated and under capacity. 

 

95. Transport related issues:  In certain sections narrow road has become a constraint for 

overtaking. It takes longer time to reach desired destinations. Public transporters are reluctant 

to increase their frequency of running.    

96. Impact: the road is used for transporting agriculture products to Dambulla market. Damages to 

the agri-products especially vegetables is an issue for the transporters. Private transporters tend 

to charge more than expected fees due to dilapidated condition of the road. 

 

97. Public transport system: The following public transport systems are available in this road 

 Kahatagasdigiliya to Colombo-Kandy, Galenbidunuwewa to Colombo – Kandy. 

 Galenbidunuwewa to Kakirawe – Almost every one hour. 

 Galenbidunuwewa – Kahatagasdigiliya 

 



44 | P a g e  

98. Maintenance system: The participants of the FGDs express their serious dissatisfaction on the 

available maintenance system. Even the pothole filling is not done methodically. Some sections 

of the road are partially improved occasionally but, not at satisfactory level.  

 

99. Justification for the proposed road improvement 

 This is an important road section which is connected to Anuradhapura Trincomalee road and 

Maradankadawala Batticaloa road. 

 The townships such as Horowpothana, Kahatagasdigiliya, Galenbidunuwewa and 

Ganewalpola are connected by this road.  

 This is a shortcut to reach Anuradhapura Padeniya road for the Commuters coming from 

Trincomalee area. 

 The farmers in Huruluwewa Agricultural scheme use this road to reach Dambulla Economic 

center. 

 There has been no proper rehabilitation done on this road covering the entire length for the 

last 40 years. 

 The roads such as Galenbidunuwewa – Seeppukulama, Yakalla – Galkulama, 

Galenbidunuwewa – padikaramaduwa are connected to this road. 
 

100. Suggestions for the proposed project: 

 Explore possibilities to hire reputed firm as a contractor. 

 Encourage the contractors to higher local community members to work in the construction 

site. 

 Improve the road with proper drainage system. 

 Rehabilitate existing culverts and introduce new culvert to the required locations. 

 Introduce necessary safety signals to the required locations of the road after rehabilitation. 

 Establish a mechanism to address the complaints and other grievances of the local 

communities and other stakeholders during the construction period of the road. 

 Provide permanent access facilities to the houses, business ventures and other institutions 

adjacent to the road. 

 

101. Possible impacts during construction: 

 Opportunities for local community members to work in construction sites. 

 There can be indirect opportunities for the local community members to provide 

accommodation and foods for construction workers. 

 Some community members may have opportunities to provide vehicles to the 

contractors(tractors/tippers/lorries) 

 

102. Possible measures to mitigate negative impact during construction  

 Frequent use of water to control dust  

 Introduce bypass and other alternative roads to transporters to avoid construction sites. 
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 Carry out construction work on one side of the rod allowing other side of the road for the 

road users. 

 Coordinate with line agencies such as Electricity Board, National Water Supply and Drainage 

board and Sri Lanka Telecom to avoid possible impacts to the communities. 

 

103.  Possible impacts during post construction period: 

 Availability of road without dust and mud during dry and rainy seasons.  

 Possible enhancement of time efficiency of transportation. 

 Potential increase of property value. 

 

104. Possibilities for communities to participate in the project: The local communities may have 

opportunities to express their views to the road designers during planning period. Some 

community members may have opportunities to work as labors in the construction site. There 

can be other opportunities for local people to higher their tractors and their other machinery to 

contractors. 

 

105. Community suggestions for Grievance redress mechanism: A committee headed by 

Divisional Secretary of the road area can be established with the membership of relevant Grama 

Niladharies and representatives of the communities. The public in the road area should be made 

aware of this institutional mechanism and possibilities available for them to reach this 

committee to complain any problem or grievances. 
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4 Grievance Redress Mechanism (GRM) 

106. Grievances are common in involuntary land acquisition and resettlement. If these are not 

addressed timely and fairly, they will give rise to social resistance, political tension and 

unnecessary delays in project implementation, and could stall the project. Chapter VI of the 

Resettlement Framework gives reference to the proposed Grievance Redress Mechanism (GRM).   

The road level arrangements need to be made to receive and facilitate early resolution of 

legitimate concerns and complaints of project affected persons, communities and other 

interested stakeholders.   

 

107.  In Sri Lanka, project affected persons have recourse to the judicial system, public 

administrative system, political system, civil society organizations to resolve disputes. The 

government has also established Mediation Boards (MB) and Special Mediation Boards (SMB) at 

the DS level to amicably settle disputes. However, resolution of conflicts through these systems 

takes long time, incurs expenses, is not open access to some people, and, often causes delays in 

project implementation and increased expenditure to government due to compensation to 

contractors.   

 

108. The GRM, as noted earlier, is a process for joint identification and resolution of grievances 

and concerns as well as a conduit for information exchange that would bring benefits to all 

stakeholders. By setting up GRM the project expects to: 

 Provide a forum for redressing grievances and disputes as much as possible at the lowest 

level 

 Create effective communication between the project and APs 

 Build up productive relationships among all stakeholders 

 Provide access to APs to negotiate and influence the decisions and policies of the project 

where they could adversely affect them 

 Mitigate or prevent adverse impacts of the project on communities and suggest appropriate 

corrective or preventive action 

 To harmonize project activities with those of APs 

 

109. The Grievances management process will include three tier systems starting from the road 

level.  

First Tier 

110.  This is the Grass root level institutional arrangement where complaints will be received and 

handled jointly by the contractor, PIC or PIU representative on site.  

 



47 | P a g e  

 Second tier 

111. This is at project relevant GND level. The Grievances that cannot be resolved at the first level 

are taken up for resolution at this level with the involvement of the respective GNs.   

 Third Tier 

112. This is the highest level of Grievance Redress institutional set for the project. It is at project 

relevant DSD level. The DS of the respective DSD will provide facilitative and other required legal 

support to address the Grievances of the stakeholders related to the project implementation.  

113. There will be Grievance Redress committees at GND and DSD levels. The compositions of the 

GRCs at these 2 levels are shown below: 

 

The composition of GN level GRC 

1   Grama Niladhari of the area                                         Chairman 

2   Representative of PIU                                                    Secretary 

3   Representative of supervision consultant                  Member 

4   Representative of contractor                                        Member 

5   A community member/ religious leader                     Member 

6   Woman representative from the local community   Member 

 

The composition of DS level GRC 

1   Divisional secretary of the area                                   Chairman 

2   Representative of PIU                                                    Secretary 

3   Grama niladhari                                                               Member 

4   Representative of supervision consultant                  Member 

5   Representative of contractor                                        Member 

6   Representative of social organization (NGO/CBO)    Member  

7   A community member/ religious leader                     Member 

8   Woman representative from the local community   Member 

 

114. To make the GRM process gender responsive the GRC will include one female member to 

represent the local community women. Further when grievances or complaints are submitted to 

GRC, both women and men complaints will be treated equally and necessary measures will be 

taken to address the grievances in the best way possible. 

 

115. Recommended steps with timeline on the operation of the GRM are provided in figure 4.1. 

The complaints contact person will be designated within the PIU to help address all concerns and 

grievances of the local communities and affected parties. Contact details of this person will be 

provided in the project information display board that will be placed at the project site. 
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The flow chart of the GRM is presented in the succeeding figure. 

 

 

                                       

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

             

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Complaints by individuals, groups, 

or institutions 

CoŵplaiŶts ďǇ the people’s 
representatives; political, 

religious, community 

Step 1: GRC secretary  

(Complaints to GRC in written 

form) 

Step 1: GRC meeting 

Step 2: GRC meeting 

Decision of step 2 GRC- convey the decision to public /chairmen 

and other members of step 1 GRC 

Simple issues 

Complex issues 

Decision to be 

taken within 3 

weeks of receipt 

of complaint 

Decision to be 

taken within 3 

weeks of receipt 

of complaint 

 6 weeks 

GRC process ends 
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5 Conclusions and Recommendations 
 

116. The proposed improvements to B 133, 212 and 213 roads under the Integrated Road 

Investment Program will have positive effects in the rural development as expected by GoSL. 

The improvements to these 3 roads will assist in enhancing the connectivity of rural areas with 

economic centers in Dambulla and Thambuttegama in Anuradhapura District. 

 

117. During the consultations with public it was revealed that the communities require a better 

road surface (pavement) but do not see a great necessity of any improvements to road 

horizontal geometry, which leads to land acquisition and involuntary resettlement. 

 

118. Therefore, it is best to design cross sections suiting the existing road corridor. And this 

concept is already embedded in the project scope. Hence there will be no cases of involuntary 

resettlement involved in the project. However, option of land donation is kept open for the 

community to assist the project. There are 8 temporary structures observed within the ROW and 

there is enough backspace available them to shift them easily, hence no impact is expected. 

 

119. It is also important to minimize impacts to the public during construction stage. It is also 

important to establish the Grievance Redress Committees before commencement of civil works. 

As revealed in the socioeconomic analysis the public welcome this project as a positive factor in 

economic development. 
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Annexes  
 

Annex -1- Vulnerable properties of each road  

Structures observed on B133 road 

Structure 

ID 

Type of 

structure 

Location information 
Details of current 

occupant 
File photo Remarks Side of 

road 
Northing (m) Easting (m) 

B133-27 Mobile 

lottery 

stall 

LHS 916481.17 468913.99 Owner 

W. G. 

Gunarathne 
 

 

Address 

Aluthgama Para, 

Akkara 20 
 

 

Mr. Gunarthne welcomed the 

road development project and 

stated that his business will also 

improve with more road users 

being able to use the improved 

road. He does not think that his 

business shall be affected during 

the road improvement works. He 

is more than happy to shift his 

stall to allow the road works 

(without any compensation). 

B133-28 A grocery 

shop 

LHS 916497.20 468916.31 Owner 

Jagath Kumara 
 

 

Address 

673/B, 

Hurulunika 

Wewa 
 

The roof of this grocery shop is 

projected towards the road. The 

Owner Mr. Kauara is happy to 

shift back this structure in order 

to facilitate the road 

improvement works. 
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Structure 

ID 

Type of 

structure 

Location information 
Details of current 

occupant 
File photo Remarks Side of 

road 
Northing (m) Easting (m) 

B133-35 A small 

food 

outlet 

LHS 916697.94 468948.06  Owner 

T.M. Tharanga 

Nadeeshani 
 

Address 

185, Kahatagas 

Digiliya, 

Galenbindunu 

Wewa 

 

The roof of this small food outlet 

is projecting towards the ROW. 

Owner of this structure Ms. 

Nadeeshani, is happy to hear the 

proposed road improvement 

works. She stated that such 

development shall benefit her 

business as more people shall 

than come to the outlet. 

She is happy to adjust the roof if 

required to assist the proposed 

road works. 

B133-39 A grocery 

shop 

RHS 932498.44 472013.99 Owner 

Nazeer 
 

Address 

Ethawetunu 

Wewa, 

Mahapothana  

 

Mr. Nazeer is happy about the 

proposed development project 

and stated that it would be a 

timely investment by the 

government. 

He is willing to adjust the front 

portion of his shop to assist the 

road improvement works.   
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Structures observed on B212 road 

Structure 

ID 

Type of 

structure 

Location information 
Details of current 

occupant 
File photo Remarks Side of 

road 
Northing (m) Easting (m) 

B212-07 A grocery 

shop 

LHS 894418.8 459116.17 Owner 

Lucky 
 

Adreess 

Ganewalpola, 

Kekirawa 

 

 

This is a grocery shop where 

Mr. Lucky has put up a 

temporary stall to keep 

vegetables. This stall and the 

front portion of the roof is 

projecting towards the 

existing road.  

Mr. Lucky stated that he shall 

adjust the roof and shift the 

vegetable stall voluntarily to 

assist the road improvement 

works, which shall bring 

immense benefits to public 

along the road and road users. 
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Structures observed on B213 road 

Structure 

ID 

Type of 

structure 

Location information 
Details of current 

occupant 
File photo Remarks Side of 

road 
Northing (m) Easting (m) 

B213-21 A grocery 

shop 

RHS 895701.81 445235.01 Owner 

Asanka Dewapriya 
 

Address 

Pothana, 

Ipalogama 

 

 

The roof of this grocery shop 

is projecting towards the road. 

Owner of the shop Mr. Asanka 

expressed that he is willing to 

adjust the roof of the 

structure to assist in the 

development project. 

He requested to commence 

the road improvement works 

as early as possible. 

B213-36 A fruit 

stall 

RHS 900332.44 435203.45 Owner 

Nilanka 

Madushani 
 

 

Address 

32, Thalawa Para , 

Eppawala 
 

 

Ms. Nilanka the owner of this 

shop had extended his shop 

towards the road by keeping 

temporary stalls with fruits in 

front of his shop (the 

permanent structure). 

Ms. Nilanka voluntarily agreed 

to take bake these temporary 

stall to allow road 

rehabilitation and 

improvement works. 
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Structure 

ID 

Type of 

structure 

Location information 
Details of current 

occupant 
File photo Remarks Side of 

road 
Northing (m) Easting (m) 

B213-37 A 

vegetable 

and fruit 

stall 

RHS 900371.48 435195.57 Owner 

Pathirana 

 

Address 

Pathirana Stores, 

Eppawala  

 

Here again the owner of the 

shop Mr. Pathirana has put up 

few shelves in front of his 

shop (front of the permanent 

structure). 

He is happy to take back these 

shelves in to his shop to assist 

the road works. He stated that 

these shelves are in fact taken 

inside on a daily basis when he 

closes down the shop. 

He does not expect any 

income loss due to this activity 

(taking back the shelves). 
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Annex 2- Details of the samples selected for the survey 

Table 5.1: Estimated No. of households and enumerated households in each district / DSD / GND 

District DSD GND 
Estimated No. of 

Households 

Required 

Sample Size 

(20%) 

Enumerated No. 

of Households 

Anuradhapura 

Kekirawa 

Kekirawa Town 273 54 63 

Malawa 363 72 100 

Neekiniyawa 314 62 43 

Mailagaswewa 195 39 29 

Shasthrawelliya 135 27 29 

Ihalagama 186 37 39 

Mudaperumagama 210 42 43 

Ganewalpola 363 72 51 

Maminiya Rambewa 312 62 62 

Moragoda 274 54 55 

 Nawakkulama 270 54 54 

Ebulgaswewa 184 36 38 

Ganewalpola 363 72 41 

Kuda Kekirawa 412 82 87 

Maldenipura 316 63 63 

Mankadawawla 182 36 36 

Ipalogama 

Hiripitiyagama 498 99 105 

Kunchikulama 1416 283 254 

Ganthiriyagama 432 86 86 

Ipalogama 321 64 64 

Kadiyangalla 407 81 83 

Gonapathirawa 575 115 116 

Sangaththewa 457 91 91 

MahaIlluppallama 361 72 72 

Thalawa 

Keledivulwewa 433 86 89 

Galmaduwa 263 52 53 

Medagama 397 79 80 

Kiriamunakole 442 88 87 

Eppawala 530 106 106 

Ihala Siyabalawewa 543 108 110 

Eliyadivulwewa 483 96 95 

Palugaswewa 586 117 107 

Kiralogama 406 81 92 

Meegasegama 519 103 103 

Kurunduwewa 518 103 106 
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District DSD GND 
Estimated No. of 

Households 

Required 

Sample Size 

(20%) 

Enumerated No. 

of Households 

Thalawa 595 119 119 

Thirappane 

Uttupitiya 208 41 34 

Sadapagama 158 31 40 

Muriyakadawala 139 27 28 

Alagollewa 194 38 40 

Galenbindunuwewa 

Yakalla 559 111 126 

Ihala Galkulama 379 75 77 

Hururulu Jayapura 245 49 49 

Sunanda Mawatha 307 61 57 

Gomarankalla 227 45 49 

Illukbadayagama 474 94 94 

Galenbindunawewa 456 91 91 

21 Janapadaya 186 37 41 

Ellawewa 463 92 93 

Kahatagasdigiliya 

Punchi Halmillewa 175 35 25 

Konwewa  321 64 77 

Sampathgama 340 68 68 

Dhachchi-Halmillewa 285 57 57 

Total 19,650 3,926 3,897 
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Annex 3 - Details of one on one Interview 
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Annex6 - Involuntary Resettlement & Indigenous People and Voluntary Donation Checklist 

(Due Diligence Activity)  
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INVOLUNTARY RESETTLEMENT IMPACT CATAGORIZATION LIST 

Project: Improvement of B 213, B 212 AND B B133 Roads in North Central Province under Integrated 

Road Investment Program 
 

Probable Involuntary Resettlement Effects 

 
Yes No 

Not 

Known 
Remarks 

Involuntary Acquisition of Land 

1.  Will there be land acquisition?  x   

2.  Is the site for land acquisition known?    Not Relevant 

3.  Is the ownership status and current usage 

of land to be acquired known? 

   Not Relevant 

4. Will easement be utilized within an existing 

Right of Way (ROW)? 

x    

5. Will there be loss of shelter and residential 

land due to land acquisition? 

 x   

6. Will there be loss of agricultural and other 

productive assets due to land acquisition? 

 x   

7. Will there be losses of crops, trees, and fixed 

assets due to land acquisition? 

 x   

8. Will there be loss of businesses or 

enterprises due to land acquisition? 

 x   

9. Will there be loss of income sources and 

means of livelihoods due to land acquisition? 

 x   

Involuntary restrictions on land use or on access to legally designated  parks and protected areas 

10.  Will people lose access to natural 

resources, communal facilities and services? 

 x   

11.  If land use is changed, will it have an 

adverse impact on social and economic 

activities? 

 x  Proposed improvements 

will be implemented within 

ROW 



116 | P a g e  

12.  Will access to land and resources owned 

communally or by the state be restricted? 

 x   

Information on Displaced Persons: There will be no land acquisition and evacuation of persons due 

to the proposed road improvement projects. Therefore, fallowing questions are irrelevant. 

 

Any estimate of the likely number of persons that will be displaced by the Project?          [ X ]   No       [  ]   Yes 

If yes, approximately how many? ___ ________________No Physical displacement is involved in the 

project 

 

Are any of them poor, female-heads of households, or vulnerable to poverty risks?  [ x]   No       [  ]   Yes 

Not Applicable 

Are any displaced persons from indigenous or ethnic minority groups?                     [ x]   No       [  ]   Yes 

Not Applicable 

 

Note:  The project team may attach additional information on the project, as necessary. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 


