
State of RTI in India
Based on the recent report by RTI Assessment & Advocacy Group (RaaG)

Peoples’ Monitoring of the RTI Regime in India 2011-
2013

Anjali Bhardwaj

@AnjaliB_

Didith
external disclaimer



Who uses the RTI act and for what?

� Estimated four million RTI applications filed in 2011-12 of 

which approximately 300,000 to 500,000 (7.5-12.5%) 

applicants were from rural areas. In 2005-08, estimated 2 

million RTI applications filed with approximately 400,000 

(20%) applicants from rural areas

� In 2011-13 only 8% of the applicants were women, down 

from about 12% in 2005-08

� In 2011-13, all the RTI applicants of the rural sample and 

more than half of the urban sample were from below the 

poverty line. 



� 67% RTI applications sought information that should have been 

provided without people having to file an application under the 

RTI Act-

�49% of RTI applications sought information that should have 

been proactively provided under section 4 of the RTI Act 

�18% sought information on acknowledgement / response 

etc. that should have been available even without the RTI 

Act.

� Similar result of 69% of prev. study.

� 16% sought information which seems directly or indirectly 

related to a complaint or grievance.

� Less than 1% of RTIs found to be vexatious or frivolous or 

infringing on privacy in both studies.
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State of Proactive Disclosures

� Basic information about the RTI Act-

� In 65% of the public authority premises inspected, no board displaying 
details of the PIO, fee, timings etc. could be found. 

� 10% of websites analysed did not provide information on the name of the 
PIO while 73% did not provide information on the quantum of application 
fee

� Compliance with provisions Section 4 (proactive disclosures) of 

the RTI Act

� 23% of PA websites analysed did not have a link to section 4 disclosures 

� In 59% of the PA premises inspected, no records detailing the categories 
of information listed under section 4 were available for inspection 

� Innovations- wall painting, boards, webcast of Assembly 

proceedings, detailed MIS with granular information down to the 

village level 





Challenges in performance of 

information commissions

�Pendency

�Poor quality of orders

�Lack of penalty imposition



Estimated time for an appeal/complaint filed on January 1, 

2014 to come up for hearing before the IC

IC Pending as 
on 

31-12-2013

Monthly 
disposal rate 

reported by ICs

Time before new 
appeal is heard

MP 14,977 21 60 years & 10 months

WB 8,506 40 17 years & 10 months

RAJ③ 13,538 341 3 years & 4 months

ASS 1,378 43 2 years & 8 months

KER④ 5,789 213 2 years & 3 months

AP① 12,456 681 1 year & 6 months

UP 48,442 3,044 1 year & 4 months

CHH② 3,867 256 1 year & 3 months

KAR 14,686 1,027 1 year & 2 months

CIC③ 26,115 1,986 1 year & 1 month

MAH 32,390 2,560 1 year & 1 month

GUJ 8,017 898 9  months

ODI 4,234 488 9  months

ARU 38 10 4  months

HAR 1,537 464 3  months

PUN 1,484 522 3  months

UTT④ 1,076 392 3  months

HP④ 205 92 2 months

NAG 3 2 1 month

MEG 1 4 0

MIZ - 1 -

SIKK - 11 -

TRI - 3 -



FUTURE DIRECTIONS

�Need for greater awareness about the RTI Act, especially in rural areas and 
among women

� Effective proactive disclosures (Section 4)- accountability of Sec 4
� Improving capacity, performance and accountability of information 

commissions
�Need for the Lokpal Bill to be activated
�Need for a grievance redress framework
�Need for whistleblowers protection bill
�Need to ensure that systemic changes result, otherwise the danger of an 

RTI divide
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