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Provizo of Sechon 7(1) states that where the imformation sought concerns the life and liberty of a person, the same
shaall be provided within fortv-eight hovrs of the receipf of the requiest. This provision has to be apphed only m exceptonal
cages and the nonn 15 that mformaton should be provided withon thuty days from the receiving date Whether the
information songht concemns the hife and hberty of a person haz to be carefully scrutimzed and only in a very limited
number of cages Gus ground can be relied upon. The government machinery 12 not designed m a way that responges to all
RTI] Applications can be given within fortv-eight hours. A broad interpretation of “life and liberty’ would result in a
substantial diversion of manpower and resources towards replving 1o RTI Appheabons which would be unjushfied
Parhament has made a very speaal excephon for cases mvolving “life and hberty” 2o that it wounld be used only when an
umminent threat to life or hiberty iz involved.

! provision can be a

1ed only in cazes where there 12 an imminent danger to the life and hiberty
ead to death or Lury

Liberty of a person 12 or he 1# going to be mearcerated or has already been incarcerated and the dizclosure
of the mformation may change that situation. If the disclosure of the mformaton would obviate the danger then 1t may be
considered under the proviso of Section 7(1). The imminent danger has to be demonstrably proven. The Commssion 15
well aware of the fact that when a atizen exercises lus or her fundamental nght to information, the information disclosed
may asgist lum or her to lead a beffer fife. Bul in all such cases, the provizo of Secton 7(1) cannot be mvoked unless
imminent danger to hfe and liberty can be proven

The Commission has pemsed the RT1 Applicaton filed by the Complainant and has come to the conclusion that
non-disclosure will not lead to an ymminent threat to life or liberty of the Complainant. However, the Complanant may
approach the appropnate First Appellate Authonty or the Commission if he 18 aggneved by the response sent by the PIO,
DU watlun tharty daye from the date of receiving the RTI Apphicabon.
Decision:
The Complamnt 15 dismissed.
The Complainant must wat for thirty days from the date on which the RTI Application was receiv
betore approaching the appropnate First Appellate Anthonty or the Commission

Motice of this decision be given free of cost o the parties,
Ay mformation mocomgliance with this order will be provided free of cost as per section T(6) of RTT, Act, 20035,

Du

Shailesh Gandhi
Information Commizssioner
3 September 2009



