05 July 2012

RTI Matter
To, 

Central Information Commission,

August Kranti Bhavan

Bhikaji Cama Place

New Delhi-110066

Second Appeal under Section 19 of the RTI Act 2005

1. Name and contact details of the Appellant: 

Name: Sangh Priya
Contact: D239, R. P. Hall, IIT Kharagpur, Paschim Midnapur, West Bengal, PIN – 721302.
2. (i). Name and address of the Central Public Information Officer against the decision of whom this appeal is preferred: 

PIO, Ward-83, Department of Trade and Taxes, Vyapar Bhavan, IP Estate, New Delhi-110002, and PIOs of various other wards who gave similar replies none of which addessed the queries raised in the RTI application.  

(ii) Date of Application

Xxxxxxxxxxxxxxxx 2011
(iii) Date of reply of the PIO 

11-01-2012. Each ward has been sending similar type of replies, which applicant is continuing to receive. It is not known when this sequence of receiving individual letters from so many wards will stop.   
3. Name and address of the First Appellate Authority: 

First Appellate Authority-cum-Additional Commissioner-III, Department of Trade and Taxes, Vyapar Bhavan, IP Estate, New Delhi-110002. 

(i) Date of First Appeal

18-04-2012 (resent by registered post on 18-05-2012) 
(iii) Date of reply
No-reply

4. Particulars of the Order, if any
No order passed or communicated to appellant by First Appellate Authority-cum-Additional Commissioner-III, Department of Trade and Taxes, Vyapar Bhavan, IP Estate, New Delhi-110002. 

5. Brief Facts leading upto the Appeal:

RTI application (copy attached) dated xxxxxxx 2011 had been sent with requisite fee to PIO, Department of Trade and Taxes, Vyapar Bhavan, IP Estate, New Delhi-110002, asking for certain information. Various replies from Dept of Trade and Taxes have been received, like letter reference Ward- 83/930 dated 11-01-2012, however none of the replies address the queries raised in the RTI Application. Each ward has been sending similar type of replies, which we are continuing to receive. It is not known when this sequence of receiving individual letters from so many wards will stop.   

On 18-04-2012, First Appeal was sent to First Appellate Authority-cum-Additional Commissioner-III, Department of Trade and Taxes, Vyapar Bhavan, IP Estate, New Delhi-110002, but no reply has been received. On 18-05-2012, reminder was sent by registered post, yet there was no reply.  
6A. If appeal is preferred against deemed refusal, particulars of application including number and date, and name and address of Central Public Information Officer to whom the application was made

RTI Application had been made to: PIO, Department of Trade and Taxes, Vyapar Bhavan, IP Estate, New Delhi-110002. Applicant's file reference is 8946. 

PIO replied vide file number Ward- 83/930 dated 11-01-2012 and others.
First Appeal dated 18-04-2012 had been made to: First Appellate Authority-cum-Additional Commissioner-III, Department of Trade and Taxes, Vyapar Bhavan, IP Estate, New Delhi-110002.
First Appeal was not replied despite reminder, which is deemed refusal. 

7. Prayer or relief sought

Please order PIO, Department of Trade and Taxes, Vyapar Bhavan, IP Estate, New Delhi-110002 to provide:

1. appropriate reply to the RTI application and information asked for, especially in light of observations of CAG of loss of over Rs3000/ crore sales tax in Delhi/NCR alone in single past year.

2. An incident of Dwarka region of Delhi has been also mentioned in the RTI application, to which no reply has been received. PIO to reply and provide information regarding actions to be taken.

3. PIO to arrange one consolidated reply on behalf of the Department Of Trade And Taxes instead of scores of letters from different wards.

4. PIO to ensure to mention applicant's file reference no. 8946 while replying, else response cannot be studied.  

If the CIC at the time of deciding this appeal is of the opinion from the facts of the case that the Public Information Officer and First Appellate Authority have, without any reasonable cause, refused to receive the application or the First Appeal for information, or have malafidely denied the right for information, or knowingly given incorrect, incomplete, or misleading information, or destroyed information which was the subject of the request, or obstructed in any manner the furnishing of the information, or have done any of the above persistently, then the CIC is empowered and required to act under Section 20 (1) and (2) of the RTI Act. 

8. Grounds for prayer or relief sought

The PIO and First Appellate Authority have not provided the information sought, hence appellant has preferred this appeal to CIC under Section 19 RTI Act.

Should CIC reach opinion that conduct of PIO and First Appellate Authority was unlawful, then CIC isempowered and required to act under Section 20(1) and (2).

9. Verification
Verified the contents of this appeal on the 5th day of the month of July of 2012 at Kharagpur.

I, Sangh Priya, hereby confirm that the matters under appeal have not been previously filed or are pending with any court or tribunal or with any other authority.       

INDEX OF ANNEXURES:

1. Copy of RTI application dated xxxxxxxxxx 2011

2. Copy of reply of PIO dated 11-01-2012 and others.

3. Copy of First Appeal dated 18-April-2012

Name (Appellant): Sangh Priya
Address: D239, R. P. Hall, IIT Kharagpur, Paschim Midnapur, West Bengal, PIN – 721302.  
Place: Kharagpur

Date: 05 July 2012

Resent by registered post on 18-05-2012

18 April 2012 

Speedpost
 

Additional Commissioner-III, 

First Appellate Authority for RTI Act 2005.

Dept of Trade and Taxes, Room no:201, IInd floor, Dept of Trade and Taxes, 

Vyapar Bhavan, IP Estate, New Delhi110002

My file reference: 8946. Your file reference: Ward- 83/930 dated 11.01.2012 and others

Appeal Against: 

Public Information Officer, Sales Tax Office, Department of Trade and Taxes,

Copy of RTI Application is attached. Various replies from Dept of Trade and Taxes have been received, like letter reference Ward- 83/930 dated 11.01.2012, however none of the replies address the queries raised in the RTI Application. Each ward has been sending similar type of replies, which we are continuing to receive. It is not known when this sequence of receiving individual letters from so many wards will stop.   

1. Kindly arrange appropriate reply to the RTI application, especially in light of observations of CAG of loss of over Rs3000/ crore sales tax in Delhi/NCR alone in single past year. 

2. An incident of Dwarka region of Delhi has been also mentioned, to which no reply has been received. Kindly arrange appropriate reply regarding actions to be taken.

3.  Arrange one consolidated reply on behalf of the Department Of Trade And Taxes instead of scores of letters from different wards.

4. Ensure to mention my file reference no. 8946 while replying, else your response cannot be studied by us. 

Name of the Applicant: Sangh Priya
Address at which Information is Desired: D239, R. P. Hall, IIT Kharagpur, Paschim Midnapur, West Bengal, PIN – 721302.  

Public Information Officer,
Sales Tax Office, Department of Trade and Taxes,
Govt of NCT and Delhi, VYAPAR BHAWAN,
I.P. ESTATE, NEW DELHI-110 002


Subject: Application for Information under Right to Information Act 2005


1. Give me the Estimated amount of loss of sales tax in Delhi/NCR due to sales without issue of receipts.
2. Due to large amount of sales tax stolen through non-issue of receipts, what measures would be taken to to recover the money lost by the public exchequer? Give me the names and designations of the officers against whom action would be taken? What action would be taken? By when will this action be taken?
3. Give me the details of measures taken to ensure there is no connivance between persons who sell without issuing receipt, and personnel of the Sales Tax Dept, so that they don’t get together to cheat the public exchequer.
4. Give me the total value of sales tax received for transactions of making photocopies from Dwarka Courts Complex in Sector 10 Dwarka, New Delhi for the latest year for which figures are available.
5. On November 2011 a friend of mine had got 480 pages xeroxed, for which the person charged Rs 480/-, but refused to issue receipt, which caused loss to him as these were official papers. Had he got the receipt, he could have claimed refund from his office. What procedure exists in this case to recover the receipt of Rs 480/-?

Name of the Applicant: Sangh Priya
Address at which Information is Desired: D239, R. P. Hall, IIT Kharagpur, Paschim Midnapur, West Bengal, PIN – 721302.  
