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RANGA REDDY GST COMMISSIONERATE, GST BHAVAN

H.NO. 1-98/7/43, VIP HILLS, JAIHIND ENCLAVE, MADHAPUR,
% HYDERABAD-500081

Phone No. 04‘64— 24760795 E-mail:cgst.rrcommr@gov.in
Date: 07.10.2025
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(Passed by Shri D Subhash, Assistant Commissioner of
Central Tax/CPIO, Rangareddy GST Commissionerate, Hyderabad)
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Under Section 19(1) of the Right to Information Act, 2005 the applicant, if aggrieved by
this order, can prefer an appeal within thirty days from the date of receipt of order to
the designated Appellate ‘authority under the Right to Information Act, 2005, ie.,
Shri. Shiv Narayan, Additional Commissioner, Central Tax, Ranga Reddy GST
Commissionerate, GST Bhavan, H.No.198/7/43, VIP Hills, Jaihind Enclave,
Madhapur, Hyderabad-500081.

Sub: - RTI Act, 2005 - Applications (5 Nos.) filed by Shri. Manoj
Balkrishna Patil, Bungalow Number 10, East Street Camp, Next
to Lashkar Police Quarters, Pune 411001, Pin: 411001 - Reg.
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This is in referenée; to the following 5 (Five) RTI applications filed by you
under RTI Act, 2005, through online portal which were transferred to this office
under sub section 6(3) of RTI Act, 2005.

Sl. No. Registration No. Date of filing
1 CECHZ/R/T/25/00049/2 19/09/2025
2 CECHZ/R/T/25/00048/2 19/09/2025
3 CECHZ/R/T/25/00482/2 24/09/2025
4 CECHZ/R/T/25/00481/2 24/09/2025
S CECHZ/R/T/25/00480/2 24/09/2025

2. It is to inform that during the period from 01.01.2025 to 20.05.2025
this office has received 61 RTI applications from you including the above.
Further, it is also to inform that during the period from 01.03.2023 to
04.09.2025 this office has received 212 RTI applications alone from you.

3. It is to bring to your" notice that as you are repeatedly filing applications
under RTI Act, which leads to wastage of public resources, diversion of the
precious manhours of One TA/Inspector, One Superintendent and One Group-
A officer daily in this organization who are being paid by the Government of
India from the Public Money credited in the form of Taxes.

4. It is further to i;iform that as per Section 7(9) of the RTI Act, 2005 “An
information shall ordinarily be provided in the form in which it is sought unless




it would disproportionately divert the resources of“ the public authority or
would be detrimental to the safety or preservation of: the record in question”. In
other words, if the application filed under RTI Act, 2005 leads to diversion of
resources disproportionately, there is no need of furmshmg the information. As
you are filing the applications repeatedly and continuously targeting the CPIOs,
this office has proposed to reject all your applications since the resources are
being diverted considerably leading to hitch of the regular & other productive
work like collection of Revenue and arresting the leakage of Revenue. Another
reason for proposal to reject your applications is:the absence of “public
interest” or “larger interest” or “larger public 1nterest” in the information sought
by you which otherwise appears to be vexatious. £

5. It is noticed that the RTI queries raised by you are repetitive in nature.
In this regard, attention is invited to the decision of CIC, vide its Order No.
CIC/AD/A/2013/001326-SA dated 25.06.2014 in the case of Ramesh Chand
Jain Vs. Delhi Transport Corporation, where in the CIC held that if the
applicant seeks the information again and again , the PIO, the First Appellate
Authority and the Commission would be forced toispend their time on this
repeated application, and in the process the authorities would lose their much
time to address other RTI applications will amount to clog the office of the
public authority and CPIO would be justified in refusmg the same with
intimation of reasons thereof. The repeated RTI apphcatlons prevent the officers
from performing their general duties attached to their office.

6. Your attention is also invited to the Hoﬁorable Supreme Court's
decision in the case of Central Board of Secondary Educatlon & Anr. Vs. Aditya
Bandopadhyay in Civil Appeal No. 6454 of 2011 Wherem it was held that
impractical demands under RTI Act for disclosure of all and sundry
information would be counter-productive as it will adversely affect the
efficiency of the administration and result in the executwe getting bogged down
with the non-productive work of collecting and furmsh}ng information.

7. As the information sought by you in the aoove RTI applications is not
readily available and collection/compilation of such 1nformat1on would lead to
wastage of public resources, public finance and d1vert the precious manhours
of the officials, the information sought by you could not be provided as per
Section 7(9) of the RTI Act,2005 as discussed supra. 2

ORDER :
Accordingly, all the applications as above filed by the applicant are disposed.
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Shri. Manoj Balkrishna Patil, Bungalow Number 10, East Street Camp, Next to
Lashkar Police Quarters, Pune 411001, Pin:411001. -



