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Decision No. CIC/SG/A/2010/003465/11063
Appeal No. CIC/SG/A/2010/003465
Relevant Facts emerging from the Appeal:
Appellant



:
Mr.  C. Rajaram, 






S/o Shri P.S. Chandrasekhar,







Chamber No. 576-A, Western Wing, Tis Hazari,







Delhi 110054
Respondent 



:           Mr. Rajeet Singh 

Deemed PIO &  Dy. Commissioner (Operations),






Transport Department : Operation Branch







Government of National Capital Territory of Delhi







5/9, Underhill Road, Delhi - 54

RTI application filed on

:
17/08/2010
PIO replied



:
17/09/2010
First appeal filed on


:
01/10/2010
First Appellate Authority order
:
19/11/2010
Second Appeal received on

:
08/12/2010

	Information sought:


	PIO’s reply

	1. Specify details as to the allotment of numbers by the Transport Department to car dealers having power to register car/ four wheelers.

2. Provide details regarding amount of security deposit taken from dealers of cars/four wheelers before allotting numbers to register vehicles to self registered dealers and also provide complete details regarding the amount to be fixed, its derivation and periodicity of allotment of numbers.
3. Provide details regarding the policy framed by Transport Department governing the collection of security deposit from self registered dealers before allotment of numbers and also provide information regarding  such policy being uploaded in the web site of Transport Department.

4. Specify the procedure by which department ensures the amount deposited by self registered dealers as correct and sufficient.
5. Specify the steps taken by Department, more so after the powers of registration of vehicles have been delegated to dealers, in respect to compliance of Section 39 of the Motor Vehicles Act, 1988.

6. Details of date of inspection, audit and comments of audit and reply thereof shall be furnished if the necessary checks in compliance of section 39 of MV Act, 1988 is fulfilled.

7. Specify details of action taken by the department against Self Registered Dealers for non compliance of section 39 of MV act, 1988.
8. Provide details of total number of cars sold by all self registered dealers for the month of with the sale date and allotted number.

9. Furnish with the date of registration of vehicles as mentioned in point 7 and also the amount of registration fees and road tax etc.

	The numbers are allotted to the dealer by the manufacturer depending upon the amount of security deposit submitted by the dealer with the Transport department. After sale when the road tax is deposited with the Department and certificate for the same by the dealer to the manufacturer, the further numbers are allotted to the dealer to the extent of its entitlement. When the dealer exhaust the series, the next new available series is allotted to the dealer upon his application.
Refer to para 6 and 7 of Terms and Conditions ( copy enclosed )

Same as above. Policy is not uploaded on the web site. Hard copy enclosed.

Security amount is decided depending upon the quarterly trend of sale. If the sale increases the dealer either approach themselves or are directed to enhance the security deposit.

Every self registration dealer sends the files to the concerned MLO within stipulated time for issue of RC, who examines the files for any discrepancy with respect to compliance of section 39 of MV Act, 1988.
The dealers deposit the road tax every week in the account branch of the department which reflects the total sale of the dealer on weekly basis. Accordingly they are asked to maintain the security amount.

No such case against self registration dealers has been reported non compliance of section 39 of MV Act, 1988.

A total of 9078 numbers of vehicle have been sold during July 2010 by self registration dealers.The applicant is free to inspect the related record in the concerned zonal office at any working day.

As above 


Grounds for first appeal:

Information not provided by the PIO within the time mandated in the RTI Act.
The First Appellate Authority ordered:

As regards question 1 and 2 Dy Commissioner conveyed his no objection. As regards to question 3 Dy Commissioner stated the policy shall be uploaded on website. As regards question 4 Dy Commissioner stated 15 days tax of the last quarter is taken as norm for security deposit. As regard to question 6 and 7 Dy commissioner stated its duty of MLOs concerned to check such transactions and all information to be supplied u/s 39/192 within 2 weeks. As regards question 8 and 9 Dy Commissioner stated that requisite details shall be obtained from System Analyst.
Grounds for second appeal:

Feeling aggrieved with the decision of the FAA, Transport Department.

Relevant Facts emerging during Hearing:

The following were present

Appellant: Mr.  C. Rajaram;

Respondent: Mr. Rajeet Singh, Deemed PIO &  Dy. Commissioner (Operations),


The Appellant has sought information about the method and process by which collection of Motor Vehicle Taxes and Fees has been outsourced to Private Vehicle Dealers. The Department has authorized private vehicle dealers to collect registration taxes on behalf of the Government and some advance payment has been taken by the Department equal to fifteen days of taxes. From the information so far provided to the Appellant, it appears that a proper reconciliation for 2009-10 has not been done so far. The Department has constituted a committee to reconcile these accounts on 31/12/2010 prompted by the RTI application of the Appellant. The Appellant has also pointed out that as per the agreement between the Government and the Private Dealers monthly returns were to be filed in floppies to the Department. It is evident that his clause was inserted to ensure that it would be possible to reconcile and tally the accounts on computer. The Respondent admits that this condition has been breached and has not been followed so far. Only hard copies have been obtained and as is evident from the statement of the Respondent reconciliation have not been done.  In November 2010 the FAA had ordered that as per the agreement condition, soft copies of the accounts will be obtained from the dealers and provided to the Appellant. The Department has not been able to enforce this on the dealer so far. However, since the information itself is not available on a vital matter like Revenue the PIO has not been able to provide the information so far. 
The Commission notes with concern how unprepared and incapable the department appears to be in the process of handling over revenue collection to private dealers. If the private dealers are honestly giving all the revenue it is only because of the Grace of God and their honesty;- the department appears to be incapable of doing this. If Government Departments enter into such PPP Modes without the capability of proper monitoring and regulating citizens will be short changed completely.   

Decision:

The appeal is disposed. 

The information available on the records has been provided. 

This decision is announced in open chamber.

Notice of this decision be given free of cost to the parties.                                                                                              

Shailesh Gandhi

                                                                                       Information Commissioner

13 December 2010

 (In any correspondence on this decision, mention the complete decision number.)( su )
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