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   IN THE HIGH COURT OF ORISSA AT CUTTACK 
 

 

W.P.(C) No.3462 of 2010 
 
     

Paradip Port Trust …. Petitioner(s) 
 

Mr. S. Mohanty, 

Advocate 
 

 

-versus- 

 
 

 

Central Information Commission & 

Anr. 

…. Opposite Party(s) 
 

Mr. S. Ghose, 

Addl. Govt. Adv. 
 

                        CORAM: 

                        JUSTICE BISWANATH  RATH 
 

             
  

Order No. 

ORDER 

14.12.2022 
 

 

 

 
 
 

 

                    03. 1.  Heard the submission of learned counsel for Petitioner. In spite 

of service of notice and appearance of a set of Counsel, nobody is 

showing interest to argue on behalf of the Opposite Party No.2. 

 2. Taking into consideration the restriction through the provision 

at Section 8 of the R.T.I Act, 2005, though this Court is not satisfied 

with the application of any of the provision at Section 8 of the R.T.I. 

Act, 2005 to the case at hand in prohibiting supply of documents at 

clause 2, but however, for there is no contest shown by the Opposite 

Party No.2, this Court while disposing of this Writ Petition blocks 

supply of copy, but however with a rider that in the event any cause of 

action still survives, such copy may be supplied only in the event the 

Opposite Party No.2 turns to the authority and asks for supply of such 

copy. This order shall not create any precedent in similarly situated 

case. 

 3. The writ petition stands disposed of with the above order. 

  

                                                                        (Biswanath Rath) 

               Judge 
Ayaskanta Jena 


