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1. Dr. P. Raghavan — respondent No.2 herein, a retired IAS officer, then
he was, filed an application seeking certain information from the
petitioners. Some of the informations were supplied, whereas
information relating to complaint received by the Government on Food
Park to be set up at Durg District and file containing notes of different
authorities were denied. Likewise, information relating to
departmental promotional committee proceeding to the post of
Additional Chief Secretary along with notes were also denied.
Respondent No.2 straightway filed second appeal before the State
Information Commission and the State Information Commission
accepted that the departmental promotion committee proceeding
cannot be supplied, whereas allowed the appeal to the extent of
directing the State to supply information relating to complaint received
by the Government on Food Park at District Durg and also the notings
of different authorities suggesting actions and decisions taken from

time to time against which this writ petition has been preferred.
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. Learned State counsel appearing for the petitioners submits that such

information is exempted under Section 8(1)(g) of the Right to
Information Act, 2005, which provides that there shall be no obligation
to give any citizen, information, the disclosure of which would
endanger the life or physical safety of any person or identify the
source of information or assistance given in confidence for law
enforcement or security purposes. Therefore, the State Information
Commission is absolutely unjustified in directing for furnishing of

information.

. None present for respondent No.2, though served.
. | have heard learned counsel for the petitioners/State.

. The Public Information Officer has clearly held that complaint has

been received regarding Food Park to be set up at Durg and the
matter is under scrutiny by the Government, therefore, the information
has been denied, yet such information is exempted under Section
8(1)(g) of the Right to Information Act, 2005. It is correct to say that
at that stage, the matter was under consideration and certainly that
kind of information is exempted under Section 8(1)(g) of the Act, as
the same would identify the source of information as to who have
made complaint in the case of establishment of Food Park.
Therefore, the impugned order passed by the State Information

Commission to that extent is set aside.

. The writ petition is allowed to the extent indicated herein-above. No

order as to cost(s).
Sd/-
(Sanjay K. Agrawal)
Judge



