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(Prayer: Petition filed under Article 226 of the Constitution of India, praying for
issuance of a Writ of Certiorarified Mandamus to call for the records relating to the
proceedings of the first respondent made in case
No0.34236/MA.tha.tha.thaaa/2014, dated 5.1.2015 and quash the same and
consequently direct the second respondent to furnish the informations sought by
the petitioner in RTI petition dated 9.7.2014.)

1. This writ petition is filed challenging the order of the first respondent, dated
05.01.2015, and consequently, to direct the second respondent to furnish the
information sought for by the petitioner under the RTI Act through petition, dated
09.07.2014.
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2. Heard the learned counsel appearing for the petitioner and the learned counsels
appearing for the respondents.

3. The petitioner through his application, dated 09.07.2014, sought for three
informations from the second respondent temple with regard to the number of
cases filed by the temple between 2002 and 2012 before the District Court, Sub-
Court and District Munsif Court in respect of lands covered under Abolition of Inam
Act and granted patta as well as their numbers and the expenses so far made by
the temple towards such cases.

4. The second respondent temple issued a reply on 31.07.2014 calling upon the
petitioner to furnish the relevant provision, under which the patta was granted, so
as to give the details sought for by the petitioner. Challenging the said
communication, the petitioner filed an appeal before the first respondent, who in
turn dismissed the appeal by confirming the communication passed by the second
respondent.

5. | find that the only grievance of the petitioner is that the second respondent
temple has not furnished the details of cases filed by them with their numbers
before the courts concerned in respect of the lands covered under the Inam
Abolition Act. | do not think that the temple is justified in seeking the provision of
law under which the patta was granted, which, in my considered view, is not
necessary for furnishing the simple information sought for by the petitioner as
stated supra. Needless to say that if suits are filed before the concerned court,
such details namely, the case number and the court in which the same is pending
can be finished to the petitioner. However, insofar as the third question, namely,
the expenses made by the temple in respect of those cases are concerned, | do
not think that the temple will be in a position, at this stage, to furnish such
information, if those cases are still pending.

6. Therefore, this writ petition is partly allowed and the orders passed by the
respondents are set aside and consequently, the second respondent temple is
directed to furnish the information sought for by the petitioner in respect of
guestion Nos.1 and 2, within a period of eight weeks from the date of receipt of a
copy of this order. No costs.
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