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INTRODUCTION 
 

Corruption is the greatest enemy of good- governance and cause harm to democracy and development 

of a country. Every year the world celebrates 28 September as Right to Know Day, this day signifies the 

importance of people‟ s right to access information held by their governments. Acknowledging the 

rights of people to access government information, Indian Parliament passed the Right to Information 

Act, 2005 which has been used by social activists, civil society to tackle corruption and bring 

transparency and accountability in the government. The scope of the enactment is one of the widest, 

from village panchayat to parliament of the country every public authority is within the ambit of the 

enactment. It has been held that RTI act is fast emerging as an effective anti- corruption tool.1 Around 

the world more than 80 countries have enacted right to information laws. These laws grant citizens the 

legal right to access information held by their governments. The Right to Information Act, 2005 has 

been recognized internationally as a strong and effective law to tackle the menace of corruption in 

India. Right to Information Act, 2005 is being used to investigate government policies and decisions 

and expose corruption and misuse of government resources. 2 RTI Act, 2005 is used by ordinary 

citizens to unearth corruption in government departments for instance in 2010, K.S. Sagaria, a resident 

of Kushmal village in rural Orissa, filed an RTI application seeking information on the number of 

ponds constructed in his village under the government‟ s national wage employment scheme, the 

application disclosed that the ponds had never been constructed even though money had been 

allocated and spent following such revelations the local administration was forced to take action and 

suspend the officials involved in the said pond scam.3 Irregularities regarding allocation of tenders and 

contracts in 2010 commonwealth games were unearthed using RTI applications. Corruption flourishes 

where there is lack of transparency, lack of accountability, lack of institutional machinery and lack of 

information sharing the right to information tackles all these problems and establishes a mechanism 

wherein the public authorities are obligated to provide information seeked through right to information 

 
 

1Mandakini Devasher Surie, Right to Information in India: An effective tool to tackle corruption, Asia foundation, Sept. 

28, 2011. https://asiafoundation.org/2011/09/28/right-to-information-in-india-an-effective-tool-to-tackle-corruption/. 
2 Mandakini Devasher Surie, Right to Information in India: An effective tool to tackle corruption, Asia foundation,  

Sept. 28, 2011. https://asiafoundation.org/2011/09/28/right-to-information-in-india-an-effective-tool-to-tackle- 

corruption/. 
3 Mandakini Devasher Surie, Right to Information in India: An effective tool to tackle corruption, Asia foundation,  

Sept. 28, 2011. https://asiafoundation.org/2011/09/28/right-to-information-in-india-an-effective-tool-to-tackle- 

corruption/. 
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applications thereby reducing the scope of corruption. Right to Information Act, 2005 has adequate 

teeth to bring in transparency and reduce corruption4
 

 

INTERNATIONAL PERSPECTIVE IN RELATION TO RIGHT TO INFORMATION 

ENACTMENTS 
 

Recognition of the right to information as a human right was formalized with its inclusion in the 

Universal Declaration on Human Rights 1948 under Article 19 of the declaration. The first RTI law  

was enacted by Sweden in 1766, largely motivated by the parliament's interest in access to information 

held by the King. Finland was the next to adopt, in 1951and Norway, which passed its laws in 

1970.Scandinavia and United State of America were the one of the first nations which provided its 

citizens with the comprehensive statutory right to information as early as the 1960s. In Japan Article 21 

of the constitution protects freedom of expression which covers within its ambit right to know has held 

by the Supreme Court of Japan. The Constitution of the Republic of South Africa is an unique 

example, Article 32 of the constitution provided the guarantee of freedom of information and also 

casted a responsibility on the government to adopt national legislation to give effect to this right, within 

three years of its coming into force as a result Promotion of Access to Information Act, 2000 was 

enacted. The Freedom of Information Act, 2000 came into force in the United Kingdom 0n 1st  

January 2005. It has given any person (including foreign nationals) a general right of access to 

information held by UK public authorities. Between 1992 and 2006, 25 countries in Central and 

Eastern Europe and the former Soviet Union passed RTI laws, of which Hungary and Ukraine were 

among the first. More than 5.5 billion people live in countries that include in their domestic law an 

enforceable right, at least in theory, to obtain information from their governments. The region least 

touched by the right to information movement is the Middle East. Only Jordan, Yemen and Israel have 

laws; moreover Jordan's law is weak and adoption was driven by the government rather than civil 

society. Though all around the world RTI acts are used to increase participation of citizens in the 

government but Zimbabwe's Access to Information and Privacy Act has been used more to suppress 

information in the name of privacy than to make information available and accordingly sometimes 

Zimbabwe is not included in countries with RTI laws. Bangladesh adapted Right to Information (RTI) 

legislation in 2009 but it is by no means a guarantee of the right to information. The mechanisms that 

enforce and implement these laws are just as important as the legislation itself. RTI has been passed in 

response to international and domestic pressure but the mechanism for its implementation is not 

present in the country as a result Bangladesh law has become a paper law as the Official Secrecy law  

still exists. There is psychological barrier in the mind of citizen that all documents hold by authorities is 

secret and officials have no intention to reveal relevant information as per the RTI law. Maldives on 11 

January 2014 enacted their Right to Information Act The civil society of Maldives hailed the ratification 

4 Understanding the key Issues and Constraints in implementing the RTI Act, June 2009. 
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of the act as major step forward for good governance and transparency. Under the act protection is also 

provided to whistle blowers publishing information regarding corruption or breach of the law. Under 

the act, requests are to be answered in 21 days, or 48 hour if the information is relevant to an 

individual‟ s liberty or protection of a person‟ s life. The state is not required to disclose any information 

designated confidential by law, or information that could cause legal action against the government for 

breach of confidence, or which could prevent future communication of such information to the 

government. The act further states that neither is the government obliged to reveal information that 

harms the immunities of the parliament and the courts, information of a closed trial, personal or  

judicial records which could harm the dignity of a child below 18 years, and information regarding 

victims of sexual abuse. As of now hundred countries around the world have right to information 

enactments. 

 

LEGISLATIVE PROVISIONS OF RIGHT TO INFORMATION ACT, 2005 
 

Right to Information Act, 2005 was enacted by repealing the Freedom of Information Act, 2002. The 

objective of enacting new enactment was to make the legislation dealing with dissemination of 

information more progressive, participatory in nature. The amendments that were brought forth in 

Freedom of Information Act, 2002 established an appellate machinery with investigating powers to 

review decisions of the Public Information officers, providing penal provisions for failure to provide 

information as per law, ensuring maximum disclosures and minimum exemptions. The enactment in 

present form provides effective framework for effectuating the right of information recognized under 

Constitution of India 5 and for routing out corruption from the country. The provisions of the 

enactment which specifically deal with the menace of corruption have been analyzed in this research 

paper.  The preamble of the enactment provides that the legislation aims at promoting transparency  

and accountability in the working of every public authority which in turn aims at ensuring that 

corruption is eradicated from public institutions. The preamble of the enactment also acknowledges 

that a successful democracy requires an informed citizenry and transparency of information which are 

vital to contain corruption and to hold governments and its instrumentalities accountable to the 

governed. The enactment has defined information 6 in very broad terms and covers all possible 

conventional and non-conventional sources in which information related to an organization can be 

stored such as circulars, opinions among others such a wide definition ensures that all the information 

is capable of being made publically available as and when sought through proper right to information 

application. The enactment has enlarged the scope of public authority7in such a manner that it includes 

even those private organizations which are substantially financed by funds provided by the state 

 
5 INDIA CONST. art.19. 
6 The Right to Information Act, 2005, No. 22, Act of Parliament, 2018 (India). 
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machinery, provision of such a wide scope to the definition of public authority clearly highlights the 

legislative intent of legislature to eradicate corruption completely from the institutions of the country. 

The court of law functions on the basis of evidence, as per Indian Evidence Act, 1872 there are two 

types of evidences oral evidence and documentary evidence. In cases of misappropriation of funds or 

cases related to corruption oral evidence is not usually available as the whole exercise is done in a secret 

manner therefore in such cases documentary evidence is usually relied upon by the courts for 

adjudication. In order to ensure that evidence of corruption is made available to the applicant for 

litigation purposes the enactment casts a duty upon the public authority to provide certified copies of 

documents, electronic form of information and right of inspection to the applicant among others8 this 

ensures that sufficient evidence is available before the court of law to determine the innocence of the 

accused in a corruption case which arises out of right to information application. The enactment has 

casted a duty upon the public authorities to maintain all the records in a manner that facilitates the right 

to information, the enactment also casts a duty upon the public authorities to publish and maintain 

records about the financial transactions that take place in the organization, directory of its officers and 

facilities available to citizens among others. This information needs to be disseminated among citizens 

in order to bring in transparency and eliminate corruption.9 The enactment states that the request for 

information needs to be made in a written form and that the applicant is not required to provide the 

reason for seeking such information10, this provision is beneficiary in bringing out corruption as the 

public authority providing the information is not aware about the intent of seeker. The public 

information officer needs to dispose an RTI application within a period of thirty days11 time bound 

provision ensures that there is no scope for delaying the provision of information and that the 

proceedings if any can be initiated in a swift manner. Section 8 of the enactment provides certain 

exemptions under which an RTI application can be rejected and information seeked can be denied. 

These exemptions protect the sovereignty, economic and strategic interests of the country, the 

exemptions have been reduced in the Right to Information Act, 2005 as compared to Freedom of 

Information Act, 2002. The legislation states that information which cannot be denied to legislature 

cannot be denied to a citizen.12The information commissions constituted have been entrusted with the 

power to inquire into complaints wherein the applicant has been denied information, or where the 

applicant does not receive the seeked information in stipulated time period.13 These provisions ensures 

that there is maximum disclosure of information and that information is not withheld by public 

authority due to the fear of unearthing of corruption. The powers entrusted to information 

 
 

8 The Right to Information Act, 2005, No. 22, Act of Parliament, 2018 (India). 
9 The Right to Information Act, 2005, No. 22, Act of Parliament, 2018 (India). 
10 The Right to Information Act, 2005, No. 22, Act of Parliament, 2018 (India). 
11 The Right to Information Act, 2005, No. 22, Act of Parliament, 2018 (India). 
12 The Right to Information Act, 2005, No. 22, Act of Parliament, 2018 (India). 
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commissions ensure that corruption if any held does not goes unnoticed and that the offenders are 

tired for the said commission of the offence. The enactment presumes that any information related to a 

public authority is capable of being disseminated to public, in case the information is denied then the 

onus lies upon the public authority to prove that the said information is an exemption as provided in 

section 8 and 9 of the enactment14, thus the enactment is based on the presumption that all information 

related to a public authority is capable of being made public. The enactment has been drafted with the 

aim to bring in informed citizenry and creating public authorities that are accountable and transparent 

in their functioning thereby reducing the scope of corruption with this objective the enactment imposes 

penalties15 upon public information officers if they deny information sought by malafidely or provide 

improper information. The objective of the enactment to eradicate corruption from the country is the 

basis of the enactment and therefore though section 24 of RTI Act, 2005 bars RTI applications in 

intelligence and security organizations setup by government but such applications made in order to 

unearth suspected corruption in such organizations is not barred. The research paper is of the opinion 

that the legislation has been drafted in such a manner that if it is implemented in spirit then not even 

one instance of corruption in public authority can go unnoticed. 

CONTRIBUTIONS OF RIGHT OF INFORMATION TOWARDS CURBING CORRUPTION MENACE 
 

Right to information has become an important tool in order to bring out few of several scams 

happening frequently in India. These scams not only hamper the public welfare system but also it 

weakens the country‟ s economy and places a financial stress on the nation. Above all, when these scams 

are executed out of a result of the assistance of top bureaucrats and political figures – a sharp edged 

tool like Right to information actually helps out in bringing out a lot of such shams which are contrary 

to public policy and social order. Right to Information has helped draw out several swindles in India, 

some of them being Adarsh scam, 2G scam, Coalgate scam, Vyapam scam and Indian Red cross 

Society scam. In Adarsh Scam, the provision of flats available to the higher authority beings such as 

politicians and bureaucrats at a much lower rate than the normal market rate which did create a lot of 

uproar by the public. This is the most relevant instance so as to portray how higher authorities and 

privileged misuse the law for their personal benefits. Reserve bank in a reply to RTI application 

revealed that banking frauds worth Rs 62,000 crores took place in last three fiscal years beginning from 

2014 -2015 onwards. A reply to RTI application in 2017 unearthed a catering scam in Indian railways, 

the reply provided that the railway‟ s catering department purchased certain food items like curd at 

price of Rs. 9,720 per kg which was several times higher than the MRP. During 2004 and 2009 

Government of India allocated 194 blocks of coal to various organisations at a price lower than the real 

value. This resulted in a loss of Rs. 1.86 lakh crore to the exchequer, this scam too came to light when 

 

14 The Right to Information Act, 2005, No. 22, Act of Parliament, 2018 (India). 
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an application was filed in 2007 demanding details of coal block allocations. Irregularities pertaining to 

allotment of 2G spectrum licenses were unearthed through RTI application, these irregularities led to a 

loss of Rs. 1.76 lakh crores to the exchequer which turned out to be the biggest scam of telecom 

industry which was discovered through the RTI act. Diversion of funds meant for economic 

development of Schedule Caste to various Common Wealth Games projects by the Delhi Government 

and unearthing of Common Wealth Games scam came in public domain on the basis of reply to a RTI 

application filed by Housing and Land Rights Network. The infamous Vyapam scam was unearth due 

to efforts of RTI activists. Irregularities in conducting of exam, admission process and recruitment 

came to light in 2013 on the basis of a reply to a RTI application filed to make an inquiry in working of 

Vyapam. Right to Information was one of the major tools so as to bring out such instances of fraud 

which violates the standards set by the law of the nation for general public. This Act is basically to 

prevent the authorities from becoming autocratic and in order to prevent the „rich from getting richer 

and  poor  from  getting  poorer.‟   These  frauds  give  a  brief  picture  of  misuse  of  the  power  by  the 

custodians of law and who have been empowered with a responsibility of ensuring public welfare. RTI 

thus leads to demystification of the corrupt activities of the top functionaries of government. 

 

JUDICIAL PRONOUNCEMENTS ON RIGHT TO INFORMATION ACT, 2005 
 

In RBI v. Jayantilal N. Mistry16 the issue for consideration before Supreme Court was whether all the 

information sought for under the Right to Information Act, 2005 can be denied by Reserve Bank of 

India and other banks to the public at large on the ground of economic interest, commercial 

confidence, and fiduciary relationship with other banks and if such denial is not allowed then to what 

extent the information under Right to Information Act, 2005 can be shared with the public. It was 

contended by the Petitioners that RBI in its capacity as the regulator and supervisor of the banking 

system of the country has access to various information collected and kept by the banks. The  

inspecting team and the officers carry out inspections of different banks and much of the information 

accessed by the inspecting officers of RBI would be confidential therefore cannot be disseminated to 

public at large through RTI applications. The petitioners submitted before the court that as per the RBI 

policy the reports of the annual financial inspection and scrutiny of all banks/financial institutions are 

confidential documents, which cannot be disclosed in public domain. The court held that the RBI does 

not place itself in a fiduciary relationship with the financial institutions. The Supreme Court held that 

RBI is liable to provide information regarding inspection report and other documents to general public 

even asked for through RTI applications. The court further held that the ideal of “Government by the 

people” makes it necessary that people have access to information on matters of public concern. The 

free flow of information about the affairs of Government paves way for debate in public policy and 
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fosters accountability in Government. It creates a condition for “open governance” which is the 

foundation of democracy. The Hon‟ ble bench concluded that no provision of section 8 was attracted 

and that RBI is bound to provide information sought by through RTI applications when such 

information related to inspection reports conducted by RBI. The Supreme Court held that Inspection 

reports, documents obtained by the Reserve Bank of India from private bodies fall under the purview 

of Information as defined in the enactment. Supreme Court in CBSE V. Aditya Bandopadhyay17 held that 

the courts and information commissions enforcing the provisions of the RTI Act have to adopt a 

purposive construction, involving a reasonable and balanced approach which harmonizes the object of 

enactment to make available information to public related to functioning of various government 

departments and at same time protecting confidential information which prejudicially affects the 

interests of the state. The Supreme Court in State of U.P. v. Raj Narain18 held that it is a Government‟ s 

responsibility to make all the agents of the public responsible for their conduct, there can be but few 

secrets. The people of this country have a right to know every public act, everything that is done in a 

public way, by their functionaries. The right to know, which is derived from the concept of freedom of 

speech, though not absolute, is a factor which should make one wary, when secrecy is claimed for 

transactions which can have no repercussion on public security. The Supreme Court in Union of India V. 

Association for Democratic Reforms 19 held that right to get information in democracy is recognized all 

throughout and it is a natural right flowing from the concept of democracy. The Supreme Court in 

Common Cause v. Union of India20 held that it is essential that the website of Credit Information Bureau 

(India) Ltd. should contain full information about all defaulters of nationalized banks and public sector 

financial institutions. The court further held that if there are any rules/guidelines/confidentiality 

agreements which come in the way of such disclosure, these should be immediately amended to bring 

them in line with such disclosure, which in any case is required under the Right to Information Act, 

2005. The Supreme Court in Khanapuram Gandaiah V. Administrative Officer21 held that a judicial officer 

adjudicating a case is not bound by the provisions of RTI Act to disclose the any reasons on the basis 

of which he arrived at a conclusion. In BSNL v. Telephone Cables Ltd22 hon‟ ble bench of Supreme Court 

headed by Justice R.V Raveendran held that a public undertaking is required to ensure fairness, non- 

discrimination and non-arbitrariness in their dealings and decision-making process. Their action is open 

to judicial review and scrutiny under the Right to Information Act, 2005. The Supreme Court in Institute 

of chartered Accountants of India V. Shaunak H. Satya 23 held that the object of the enactment is to 

harmonize conflicting public interests that is ensuring transparency and containing corruption on one 

 

17 CBSE V. Aditya Bandopadhyay, (2011) 8 S.C.C. 497 (India). 
18 State of U.P. v. Raj Narain, (1975) 4 S.C.C. 428 (India). 
19 Union of India V. Association for Democratic Reforms, (2002) 5 S.C.C. 294 (India). 
20 Common Cause v. Union of India, (2010) 11 S.C.C. 535 (India). 
21 Khanapuram Gandaiah V. Administrative Officer, (2010) 2 S.C.C 1 (India). 
22 BSNL v. Telephone Cables Ltd, (2010) 5 S.C.C 213 (India). 
23 Institute of chartered Accountants of India V. Shaunak H. Satya, (2011) 8 S.C.C. 781 (India). 
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hand and ensuring efficient functioning of the governments and maintaining confidentiality of sensitive 

information on other hand. Supreme Court in Hindustan Times v. High Court of Allahabad 24 while 

adjudicating related to rights of media held that the media ensures that the individual actively 

participates in the decision-making process. The right to information Act, 2005 is fundamental in 

encouraging the individual to be a part of the governing process. The enactment of the Right to 

Information Act is the most empowering step in this direction. The role of people in a democracy and 

that of active debate is essential for the functioning of a vibrant democracy. Supreme Court in ICAI v. 

Shaunak H. Satya25 held that the object of the RTI Act is to harmonize the conflicting public interests, 

that is, ensuring transparency to bring in accountability and containing corruption on the one hand, and 

at the same time ensure that the revelation of information, in actual practice, does not harm or 

adversely affect other public interests which include efficient functioning of the governments. Supreme 

Court in Chief Information Commr. V. State of Manipur 26 held that the right to information, which is 

basically founded on the right to know, is an intrinsic part of the fundamental right to free speech and 

expression guaranteed under Article 19(1) (a) of the Constitution. Right to Information Act thus, 

enacted to consolidate the fundamental right of free speech. Supreme Court in Namit Sharma v. Union of 

India27 held that the Right to Information Act was harnessed as a tool for promoting development; 

strengthening the democratic governance and effective delivery of socio-economic services. The bench 

held that the Act of 2005 was enacted to radically alter the administrative ethos and culture of secrecy 

and control, the legacy of colonial era and bring in a new era of transparency and accountability in 

governance. The apex court held that greater transparency, promotion of citizen-Government 

partnership, greater accountability and reduction in corruption are stated to be the salient features of 

the Right to Information Act, 2005. The court further held that under the regime of Official Secrets 

Act, 1923, the entire development process had been shrouded in secrecy and practically the public had 

no legal right to know as to what process had been followed in designing the policies affecting them 

and how the programs and schemes were being implemented. Lack of openness in the functioning of 

the Government provided a fertile ground for growth of inefficiency and corruption in the working of 

the public authorities. The Right to Information Act is intended to remedy this widespread evil and 

provide appropriate links to the Government. Supreme Court in Cellular Operators Assn. of India v. 

TRAI28 has held that Right to Information Act, 2005 has gone a long way to strengthen democracy by 

requiring that the Government be transparent in its actions, so that an informed citizenry is able then  

to contain corruption, and hold the Governments and their instrumentalities accountable to the people 

of India. 

 
24 Hindustan Times v. High Court of Allahabad, (2011) 13 S.C.C. 155 (India). 
25 ICAI v. Shaunak H. Satya, (2011) 8 S.C.C. 781 (India). 
26 Chief Information Commr. V. State of Manipur, (2011) 15 S.C.C.1 (India). 
27 Namit Sharma v. Union of India, (2013) 1 S.C.C. 745 (India). 
28 Cellular Operators Assn. of India v. TRAI, (2016) 7 S.C.C. 703 (India). 
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CONLCUSION 
 

After analyzing the Right to Information Act, 2005 it appears that there are four major bottlenecks 

which is hindering the optimum achievement of the objectives of the Right to Information Act, 2005. 

These four bottlenecks and possible solutions for those bottlenecks are as follows. Increase in number 

of rejection of RTI applications by various public authorities holding that the information sought by is 

exempted under section 8 of the act. In 2016, 9.8 lakh RTI applications were filed with various public 

authorities out of which 40% of the applications were rejected by the public authorities on the basis of 

section 8 of the act. There has been an increase of 20% in rejected RTI applications. The sole objective 

of the act to disseminate information among public is lost when the rejection this high of RTI 

applications. The authors are of the opinion that the percentage of rejection of RTI applications can be 

brought down if the public authorities are mandated with the obligation to provide a detailed speaking 

order for the rejection of the RTI applications. The detailed speaking order should enumerate the 

reasons for rejection of the application. If the sought information pertains to financial transaction then 

the detailed speaking order should also disclose whether any confidential inquiry regarding the same 

was undertaken or not and what was the deduction of the inquiry without comprising with provisions 

of the section.29 Detailed speaking order would enable in eliminating rejection of applications on 

mysterious grounds which is highly common under present regime. Absence of proper investigating 

authority to investigate corruption related cases arising out of RTI Act, 2005. In the present mechanism 

once the applicant receives the information he can then file a complaint under the magistrate for taking 

cognizance of the wrong doing or the applicant can file FIR for alleged corruption. The investigation is 

then conducted either by the police department of the respective state or by the Central bureau of 

Investigation, independence of CBI in functioning is highly questionable the hon‟ ble Supreme Court 

while adjudicating coal block allocation cases held that CBI is a caged parrot which works on the whims 

of the central government. In such circumstances independent investigation of corruption cases 

involving members of ruling party is highly questionable. The authors are of the opinion that a Special 

investigation Unit should be devised which should be a constitutional body independent from political 

interference on the lines of Election Commission and CAG which should be entrusted with the 

investigation of cases related to corruption arising out of the RTI act, moreover the investigation 

should be time bound with the provision of imposing penalty upon officers who were entrusted 

investigation if the fail to complete the investigation in time without a reasonable excuse for not doing 

so. Absence of proper protection mechanism for whistleblowers who bring forth corruption scandals 

through RTI applications. In India there is an act to protect the whistleblowers namely Whistle Blowers 

Protection Act, 2011 but the enactment has not been successful in protecting the whistle-blowers, as 

per September 2017 records total of 65 RTI activists have died under mysterious circumstances. It is 

 

29 The Right to Information Act, 2005, No. 22, Act of Parliament, 2018 (India). 



INTERNATIONAL JOURNAL OF LAW & JURISPRUDENCE 
 

 

 

clear from statistics that the RTI activist‟ s life is in danger if he unearths a corruption scandal involving 

high and mighty. The authors are of the opinion that a special cell can be formed under National 

Human Rights Council which can be entrusted with the task of providing security to RTI activists who 

seek such security through applying for it with the cell. The cell before providing the security can 

conduct a preliminary inquiry as to the actual threat that the activist faces. Absence of proper 

adjudicatory machinery to adjudicate cases arising out of RTI Act. Under the present provisions there is 

absence of a separate adjudicatory machinery to conduct the trial of alleged corruption cases which 

arise out of the RTI Act, 2005. The corruption cases are either tried by the sessions court or by the 

special CBI courts from where the appeal lies to High Court and ultimately to the Supreme Court. The 

whole process thus delays the adjudication process. In opinion of the authors the adjudication process 

related to corruption cases arising out of RTI Act, 2005 should be simplified by constituting a special 

tribunal to adjudicate cases related to corruption arising out of RTI act, there should be a bar on appeal 

from such tribunals and the order should be of final nature and only Special leave under article 136 of 

constitution to supreme court should be allowed against such orders this would reduce the appeals. 

Moreover the authors are of the opinion that the adjudication process should be made time bound. If 

the aforementioned bottlenecks are removed then the Right to Information Act in the opinion of the 

authors would be able to achieve its objectives in true sense. Right to information though has achieved 

its goals in order to curb the menace of corruption to a much extent in India but still it has a long way 

to go. It is a kind of a privilege which is available to the common public of India but in order to ensure 

that the privilege achieves the aim with which it was created – Right to Information still has to undergo 

a systematic transformation in order to secure complete eradication of corruption. The authors second 

Indira Gandhi who said questioning is integral to human progress and in order to strengthen the ability 

of questioning by the people above mentioned bottlenecks need to be addressed. 

“The power to question is the basis of all human progress” 

 
- Indira Gandhi 
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