
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT MADRAS

DATED  : 16.11.2021

CORAM

THE HONOURABLE MR.JUSTICE S.M.SUBRAMANIAM

W.P.No.15796 of 2016

and

W.M.P.No.13713 of 2016

T.Nagesh                                       ...Petitioner

Vs

1.The State Information Commissioner,

   The State Information Commission,

   No.2, Thiyagaraya Road, Teynampet,

   Chennai – 18.

2.The Chief Educational Officer,

   Tiruvarur, Thiruvarur District.

3.The First Appellate Information Officer,

   The District Elementary Educational Officer,

   Thiruvarur, Thiruvarur District.

4.The Public Information Officer/Personal Assistant,

   The District Elementary Educational Officer,

   Thiruvarur, 

  Thiruvarur District.            ... Respondents

PRAYER  :  Writ  Petition  filed  Under  Article  226  of  the 

Constitution of India, to issue a Writ of Mandamus, directing 

the  respondents  2  to  4  to  implement  the  order  of  the  1st 

respondent  dated  05.08.2015,  by  furnishing  the  information 

sought for by the petitioner dated 16.04.2014 in entirety with 

correct  information  and  further  direct  the  1st respondent  to 

proceed further with the show cause notice issued for imposition 

of penalty, compensate the petitioner and initiate such other 

steps  as  are  provided  under  the  provisions  of  the  Right  to 

Information  Act,  2005,  including  initiation  of  departmental 

proceedings against the person(s) responsible for denying the 

information sought for by the petitioner.

https://hcservices.ecourts.gov.in/hcservices/



For Petitioner  : Mr.P.Haribabu

For Respondents : Mr.Niranjan Rajagopalan (for R1)

        for G.R.Associates

        Mr.C.Selvaraj (for R2 to R4)

        Additional Government Pleader

O R D E R

The grievances of the writ petitioner is that the State 

Information Commission passed an order on 05.08.2015, wherein 

the 1st respondent has directed the respondents 2 to 4 to furnish 

the  information  within  a  period  of  30  days.  The  petitioner 

states that inspite of the orders passed by the 1st respondent, 

the other respondents have not provided information. If at all, 

the order passed by the State Information Commission has not 

been complied with. The petitioner has to approach the State 

Information  Commission  under  the  provisions  of  the  Act  for 

further actions against the officials, who are responsible for 

not implementing the orders or otherwise. However, entertaining 

a writ petition at this juncture became unnecessary, thus, the 

petitioner is at liberty to approach the 1st respondent State 

Information  Commission  for  appropriate  remedy  under  the 

provisions of the Act.

2.With these liberty, the writ petition stands disposed of. 

No  costs.  Consequently,  connected  miscellaneous  petition  is 

closed.

SD/-
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   // TRUE COPY //

 

SUB ASSISTANT REGISTRAR

vs

To

           

1.The State Information Commissioner,

   The State Information Commission,

   No.2, Thiyagaraya Road, Teynampet,

   Chennai – 18.

https://hcservices.ecourts.gov.in/hcservices/



2.The Chief Educational Officer,

   Tiruvarur, Thiruvarur District.

3.The First Appellate Information Officer,

   The District Elementary Educational Officer,

   Thiruvarur, Thiruvarur District.

4.The Public Information Officer/Personal Assistant,

   The District Elementary Educational Officer,

   Thiruvarur, Thiruvarur District.

+1cc to Mr.G.R.Associates, Advocate Sr.58728

+1cc to Mr.Hari Babu, Advocate Sr.58918

+1cc to the Government Pleader Sr.59055

W.P.No.15796 of 2016

and

W.M.P.No.13713 of 2016

gpl[co]

srg 30/11/2021
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