
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT MADRAS

DATED : 19.03.2019

CORAM

THE HONOURABLE Mrs. JUSTICE PUSHPA SATHYANARAYANA

W.P.No.5951 of 2016

M.Kasirajan  .. Petitioner

Vs.

1. The State Information Commissioner,
    O/o.Tamil Nadu State Information Commission,
    Teynampet, Chennai-600 018.

2. The Commissioner,
    Kovilpatti Corporation,
    Tutukudi District.      .. Respondents

* * *

Prayer  :  Writ  Petition  filed  under  Article  226  of  the
Constitution of India praying for a Writ of Mandamus directing
the respondents to furnish the information as per application
dated 24.11.2014 under Section 6(1) of the RTI Act. 

* * *

For Petitioner : Mr.D.Bharathy

For Respondents : Mr.Niranjan Rajagopal,
Standing Counsel for R1

Mr.P.Srinivas,
Standing Counsel for R2

O R D E R

The prayer of the petitioner is to direct the respondents to
furnish  the  information,  as  per  his  application  dated
24.11.2014. 

2.  The  petitioner  claimed  that  he  sought  for  certain
information from the second respondent, which was not provided
to him properly.  Hence, he filed an appeal under Section 19(1)
of the Right to Information Act on 27.12.2014.  Even thereafter,
there is no proper reply furnished to him by the officers of the
second respondent leading to the filing of the second appeal
before the first respondent under Section 19(3) of the said Act
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on  13.04.2015.   The  first  respondent  passed  the  order  dated
14.10.2015  directing  the  Public  Information  Officer  of  the
second  respondent  to  furnish  the  correct  information  to  the
petitioner.  However,  the  second  respondent,  only  after  the
petitioner filing a complaint under Section 18(1) of the RTI
Act,  passed  an  order  dated  31.12.2015  giving  certain  limited
information.  Hence, the petitioner is before this Court seeking
a  direction  to  the  second  respondent  to  furnish  him  the
information  sought  for  by  him  in  the  application  dated
24.11.2014. 

3. Heard the learned counsel on either side and perused the
materials placed before this Court. 

4.  Upon  instructions,  learned  counsel  for  the  first
respondent  submits  that  within  six  weeks  from  the  date  of
receipt of a copy of this order, the request of the petitioner
will be complied with. 

5. Recording the submission of the learned counsel for the
first respondent, this writ petition is disposed of.  There will
be no order as to costs. 
                              
                              Sd/-

     Assistant Registrar(I Cell)

    //True Copy//

     Sub Assistant Registrar
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To

1. The State Information Commissioner,
   O/o.Tamil Nadu State Information Commission,
   Teynampet, Chennai-600 018.

2. The Commissioner,
   Kovilpatti Corporation,
   Tutukudi District. 

+1cc to Mr.P.Srinivas, Advocate, S.R.No.26589
+1cc to Mr.Niranjan Rajagopal, Advocate, S.R.No.26035
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