
          

              

                 

               

               

                

            

              

                  

              

               

             

        

             

           

                  

               

                

           

              

                

                

                

        

            

              

             

     

 

RTI Petition filed by Advocate on behalf of a client 

An advocate filed a petition under the RTI Act seeking certain information 

stating that it was required in connection with a suit to be filed on behalf of his 

clients in a court. Pointing out that though the petitioner could demand 

information as a citizen, he had sent an application in this case in his professional 

capacity as a lawyer on behalf of other citizens who happen to be his clients, the 

Information Commission dismissed the second appeal after observing that it would 

be appropriate for the petitioner to advise his clients to apply under RTI Act 

directly. It also pointed out the risk that when a lawyer applies for information on 

behalf of a client, some information could be denied as third party information. 

The petitioner moved the high court to quash this order of the commission, citing 

the Information Commission as the first respondent. In the order cited second 

above, the Hon’ble High Court observed as follows: 

“The first respondent dismissed the appeal on the premise that the petitioner 

being a practicing advocate cannot seek information relating to the cases 

instituted by him on behalf of his client. As a citizen he can personally ask for 

information but not as an advocate on behalf of his client. The reasoning given 

by the first respondent cannot be faulted at all. The second appeal filed by the 

petitioner has been rightly rejected, as otherwise, every practising advocate 

would invoke the provisions of the RTI Act for getting information on behalf of 

his client, which situation does not advance the objects of the scheme of the RTI 

Act. The laudable objects of the RTI Act cannot be used for personal ends and 

should not become a tool in the hands of the advocate for seeking all kinds of 

information in order to promote his practice. 

In such circumstances, the order of the first respondent dismissing the second 

appeal filed by the petitioner does not suffer from infirmity and does not call 

for interference. Therefore, the writ petition is devoid of merits and substance 

and the same is dismissed.” 


