
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT MADRAS

DATED: 13.07.2018

CORAM

THE HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE K.KALYANASUNDARAM

WP.No.24733 of 2013
& M.P.No.1 of 2013

B.Karthiyayani ...Petitioner
                                                      
                                 Vs.

1. The General Manager / Information Officer,
Tamil Nadu Ware Housing Corporation,
New No.82, Annasalai, Guindy,
Chennai - 32.

2. T.S.Nirmalanadhan  ...Respondents

PRAYER: Writ  petition  filed  under  Article  226  of  the
Constitution of India praying for issuance of Writ of Mandamus
to forbear the 1st respondent from issuing copies of service
records of the petitioner on the demand or written request of
the 2nd respondent in his written request dated 01.07.2013.

For Petitioner :  Mr.P.V.Arul Hazam Nee
For Respondents :  Mr.V.Shanmuga Sundar, Spl.G.P., for R1

   Mr.A.M.Amutha Ganesh
   for M/s.Norton and Grant, for R2

ORDER
 

Heard the learned counsel for the petitioner, the learned
Special  Government  Pleader  for  the  first  respondent  and  the
learned counsel for the second respondent. 

2. This writ petition has been filed for issuance of a writ
of mandamus forbearing the first respondent from issuing copies
of service records of the petitioner on the demand of the second
respondent.

3. The writ petitioner is the brother-in-law of the second
respondent.  While  the  petitioner  was  working  as  a  Deputy
Manager  in  the  Head  Office  of  the  Tamil  Nadu  Ware  Housing
Corporation, the second respondent has sought information with
regard to the service records of the petitioner.
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4. According to the learned counsel for the petitioner, it
is  a  personal  information  of  the  petitioner,  hence  as  per
Section 8 (d), (e), (g) and (j) of the Right to Information Act,
the first respondent ought to have rejected the request of the
2nd respondent.

5.  The  learned  counsel  for  the  second  respondent  would
submit that at the time of filing the application under Section
7 of the Right to Information Act, the petitioner was in service
and the second respondent is also not interested to get the said
information of the petitioner.

6. Recording the submission of the learned counsel for the
second respondent, this writ petition is closed, as no further
adjudication  is  required  in  this  writ  petition.  No  costs.
Consequently, connected miscellaneous petition is closed. 

               Sd/-
     Assistant Registrar

    //True Copy//

     Sub Assistant Registrar
pvs

To
The General Manager / Information Officer,
Tamil Nadu Ware Housing Corporation,
New No.82, Annasalai, Guindy,
Chennai - 32.

+1cc to M/s.Norton & Grant, Advocate Sr.No.46378
+1cc to M/s.P.V.Arul Hazam Nee, Advocate Sr.No.46984

VGII(CO)
sm:27.7.2018
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