STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Shailesh Mani Tripathi, Advocate,

Chamber No.-404, District Court Complex

Sector-43, Chandigarh.





 
-------------Appellant.
Vs. 
The Public Information Officer (By name)
o/o Director General of Police,

Punjab, Chandigarh.

First Appellate Authority-

o/o Director General of Police,
Punjab, Chandigarh.






         -------------Respondents.

Appeal Case No. 1681 of 2015
Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.

Shri Nanak Chand, SI on behalf of the respondents.

ORDER



The appellant is absent without intimation. He was also absent on the last date of hearing i.e. on 23.9.2015 and was advised to revert back to the authorities in case he finds any deficiency in the information so provided to him on 15.9.2015.  He has not reverted back to the authorities and to the Commission so-far.  
2.

In view of the above, the appeal case filed in the Commission on 13.5.2015 is closed and disposed of.


           





( S.S. Channy)



October 28, 2015.     



          Chief Information Commissioner
                        




   
          

Punjab

           STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Balwinder Singh Bhatti,

s/o Shri Kirpal Singh,

r/o Village- Sardarpur,

Post Office- Baja Chack, Tehsil- Dasuya,

District- Hoshiarpur,

M- 9463438025.





      -------------Complainant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer (By name)

o/o Chief Agriculture Officer,

Hoshiarpur- 144205.


The Public Information Officer (By name)

the Chief Agricultural Officer, Hoshiarpur



  
  -------------Respondents.

Complaint Case No. 77 of 2015

Present:-
Shri Balwinder Singh (M.No.9463438025) complainant alongwith Shri Surinder Singh.

Shri Pawan Kumar (M.No.9814922929), Superintendent on behalf of the respondents.

ORDER




This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated 23.09.2015 vide which the respondent was asked to refund remaining amount of Rs. 3634/- after deducting the amount of Rs.11366/- @ Rs.2/- per page for 5683 pages and pay a sum of Rs.10,000/- as compensation for detriment , he suffered. 
2.


The complainant states that he has not received the refund of 
Rs. 3634/- and compensation of Rs. 10,000/-, which was ordered to be paid to the complainant. 
3.


The representative of the respondent-Shri Majhail Singh, APIO was asked to send a letter stating that no information is available except that which has already been supplied to the complainant .which was supposed to be sent to him till date.  The complainant states that he has not received the letter, which was written in his hand.  The same be produced on the next date of hearing and be also sent by way of registered post to the complainant..
4.


It is, therefore, a fit case to issue a notice under Section 20 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 to the PIO to show cause why penalty should not be imposed on him and enhancement of compensation to be awarded to the complainant.  The written explanation of the PIO may be filed before the next date of hearing when he may also avail the opportunity of personal hearing.

5. 


To come up on 1.12.2015 at 11.30 A.M. 


  

         






( S.S. Channy)

  October 28, 2015.   





Chief Information Commissioner
                        




   
          


Punjab

                    STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Kawaldeep Singh,

r/o House No.- 501/2,

Dooma Wali Gali,

Patiala- 147001.





             -------------Complainant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer (By name)

o/o Director General of Police, Punjab, 

Chandigarh.






PIO/Crime Wing 

o/o the Director General of Police, Punjab, Chandigarh
   -------------Respondent.

Complaint Case No. 128  of 2015

Present:-
Shri Kawaldeep Singh, appellant in person.



Shri Nanak Chand, SI on behalf of the respondents.

ORDER



The representative of the respondent-PIO submits a letter dated 26.10.2015 stating that inquiry in the case of the complainant cannot be conducted again as the case of appellant has been sent and challan has been presented before the Court of Law. Now the inquiry from an officer out of the district of Amritsar could be conducted only after the order of the Court.  A copy of the same has been handed over to the complainant but the complainant wants to have the answers of all his queries in writing. The respondent is directed to file pointwise reply/information to the Commission for its perusal.

2.

To come up on 8.12.2015 at 11.30 A.M.

 . 



           




( S.S. Channy)



October 28, 2015.     




Chief Information Commissioner
                        




   

          

Punjab

  STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Mohinder Singh, 
ex-Joint Director and Advocate,    
r/o House No.- 2952, Sector- 42/C, Chandigarh,
M- 9815296739.



                        
-------------Complainant.
                Vs. 
The Public Information Officer
o/o Principal Secretary to Govt. of Punjab,
Finance Department, Chandigarh.




-----------Respondent.
Complaint Case No. 1133 of 2015
Present:-      
 Shri Mohinder Singh (M.No.9815296739) complainant in person.
Shri Paramdeep Singh (M.No.9814720629), Senior Assistant on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

 
This order may be read with the previous order dated 23.9.2015 vide which they were asked to file their written reply as to whether Shri Pyara Singh was given additional increment on promotion or not and also whether one additional increment was given when he was appointed as Assistant Treasury Officer in the time scale of Rs.750-1300 to 800-1400 w.e.f. 9.6.1982. The respondent was further required to file whether two additional increments in the year 1990 were given to him on account of hardship or not.  
2.

In compliance with the above order, the respondent vide their letter dated 26.10.2015 has filed their reply to the satisfaction of the complainant.  The case filed in the Commission on 30.4.2015 is closed. 
            ( S.S. Channy)        
October 28, 2015.                            
Chief Information Commissioner               
  Punjab
         STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Tushar Kumar,

s/o Shri Parvesh Kumar,

r/o House No.-3165/1, Sector-41/D,

Chandigarh, M-9888029500.




      -------------Appellant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer (By name)

o/o Deputy Inspector General of Police (Crimes),

Punjab, Chandigarh.

First Appellate Authority (By Name)-

o/o Deputy Inspector General of Police (Crimes),

Punjab, Chandigarh.   




 
   -------------Respondents.

                                          Appeal Case No. 226 of 2015

Present:-
Shri Rajiv Bhatia on behalf of the complainant.

Shri Nanak Chand, Sub Inspector on behalf of the respondents.

ORDER



The representative of the respondent-Shri Nanak Chand, SI has supplied 286 pages containing the information to the representative of the appellant during the hearing.  The appellant is advised to go through the same and revert back to the authorities in case he finds any deficiency in the information within a period of 15 days.  The authorities are directed to remove the deficiencies on receipt of the response from the appellant before the next date of hearing.

2,

To come up on 1.12.2015 at 11.30 A.M.








                        ( S.S. Channy)



October 28,  2015.   




Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          

   Punjab

               STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Ashwani Kumar, ASI,

r/o 786/FZR, Head Clerk,

DPO/ Senior Superintendent of Police,

Office- Ferozepur,

M- 9814990727.





      -------------Complainant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer (By name) (By name)

o/o Assistant Inspector General of Police (Personnel),

Police Headquarters, Punjab,

Chandigarh.                                                                            -------------Respondent.

Complaint Case No. 459 of 2015

Present:-                  None on behalf of the complainant.

Shri Hari singh (M.No.9592708600) Superintendent on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER




The respondent vide their letter dated 30.9.2015 submitted that information containing 29 pages collected from the Commissionrates and Range Offices has been sent to the complainant.
2.


The complainant vide his fax received in the Commission on 26.10.2015 submits that legal action may be taken against the APIO for supplying late and incomplete information/record time and again, due fine may also be imposed and compensation be awarded to him.
3.


The complainant is advised to revert back to the authorities to send his response in writing to the respondent and to the Commission stating deficiency in the information so provided.  On receipt of the response from the complainant, the respondent is directed to give specific reply before the next date of hearing. The rest of the issues will also be considered on 1.12.2015.
4.


To come up on 1.12.2015 at 11.30 A.M.
                                                                     


     ( S.S. Channy)



 October 28, 2015.




             Chief Information Commissioner
                        




   
          
        

      Punjab

           STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Bhagat Singh, 

r/o Village- Chimne Wala, 

Tehsil and District- Fazilika M- 9465511949.


          -------------Complainant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Additional Chief Secretary to Government of Punjab.,

Home Affairs and Justice Departments,

(Home Branch- 3), Chandigarh.




          -------------Respondent.

Complaint Case No. 988 of 2015

Present:-

Shri Bhagat Singh (M.No.9465511949) complainant in person.

Shri Hari Singh, Superintendent-cum-APIO  o/o the Director General of Police, Punjab, Chandigarh alongwith Shri Rajeev Kumar, Superintendent and Ms. Parveen Kaur, Senior Assistant  (Home Branch-3) and Shri Harmesh Kumar, ASI on behalf of the respondents.

ORDER




This order may be read with reference to the previous orders dated 20.10.2015. In compliance with this order, the Senior Superintendent of Police, Faridkot has passed speaking order on 27.10.2015 after a delay of nearly one year and eight months mentioning that the complainant was remained absent since 29.08.1992. The complainant has made his submissions regarding extension in service on 24.02.2014 after a delay of about 3 months in response to the order dated 28.11.2013 passed by the Hon'ble Punjab and Haryana High Court. It is, therefore, a fit case to issue a notice under Section 20 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 to the PIO to show cause why penalty should not be imposed on him as well as compensation should also not be awarded in this case.  The PIO/Senior Superintendent of Police, Faridkot is directed to file his written explanation before the next date of hearing when he may also avail the opportunity of personal hearing. 
2.


The PIOs o/o the Additional Chief Secretary to Government of Punjab, Department of Home Affairs and Justice, Chandigarh, Director General of Police, Punjab, Chandigarh and Senior Superintendent of Police, Faridkot are directed to come present personally and give in writing when the orders dated 28.11.2013 of the Hon'ble Punjab and Haryana High Court was received in their offices with proof..
3.

To come up on 1.12.2015 at 11.30 A.M.










( S.S. Channy)



October 28, 2015.     





Chief Information Commissioner
                        




   
          


Punjab

CC:-

1. The Additional Chief Secretary to Govt. of Punjab, Departments of Home Affairs and Justice, Chandigarh (by name).
2. The Director General of Police, Punjab, Chandigarh.
3. The Senior Superintendent of Police, Faridkot.

    STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Sardavinder Goyal, Advocate,

r/o House no.- 385, 1st Floor,

Sector-9, Panchkula.






……………..Complainant.

Vs

The Public Information Officer, 

O/o Managing Director,

College of Engineering and Management,

5th KM Stone, Goindwal Sahib Road,

Kapurthala-144601. 



 


……………....Respondent

Complaint Case No. 1972 of 2014

Present:-
Shri Sardavinder Goyal (M.No.9041983187) complainant in person. 

Shri Avnit Avasathi, Counsel for the respondent-institute alongwith Shri S.K. Sharma (M.No.9814405031), Advocate from All India Council for Technical Education.

ORDER



This case was listed for hearing on 28.10.2015 specially the arguments of the counsel for the respondent-institute, which they wanted to adduce almost jointly being the case of similar nature. 
2.

Arguing counsel-Shri Vikas Kuthiala, Advocate, who is engaged in cases bearing No. CC-3744/2012, CC-762/2015 and CC-960/2013 is not feeling well and he has sent a request for an adjournment.  The Counsels for other respondent-institutes also pray that their cases be also adjourned and heard when Shri Vikas Kuthiala, Advocate is in a position to argue his cases on the next date of hearing.
3.

The complainant has taken the issue during the hearing with regard to AICTE Hand Book for subsequent years to the Writ Petitions in which any regular order (if any) or  interim orders were passed are carrying provisions of Handbook with regard to the appointment of PIO under the RTI Act etc. alongwith the nominations from different instrumentalities of the Government.  We need clarity on that issue as to whether the subsequent Handbooks to those interim orders stand good or not.  AICTE-counsel has promised to provide necessary clarification before the next date of hearing.
4.

The complainant further argues that the order which was passed by the Hon'ble Supreme Court of India in C.W.P. No.89 of 2011 titled Jaipuria Institute of Management & Ors., Vs. AICTE decided on 17.3.2011 was perhaps with regard to Post Graduate Management Institutions only and not for other engineering/polytechnic diploma institutions.  This also needs to be clarified so that the Commission is properly assisted by the AICTE counsel to proceed further in the matter.  

5.

To come up on 2.12.2015 at 12.30 P.M.
(Parveen Kumar ) 
(R.S. Nagi )      (H.P.S. Mann )      (Chander Parkash)     (S.S. Channy)

      S.I.C. 
          
     S.I.C.

    S.I.C.
     
       S.I.C

    C.I.C

    Punjab.
          
   Punjab

   Punjab
  
     Punjab

  Punjab

October 28, 2015. 

CC 
PS/ CIC for the kind information Hon'ble CIC,

PS/ SIC (C) for the kind information of SIC (C)

PS/SIC(H) for the kind information of Hon'ble SIC (H), 

PS/SIC (R) for the kind information of Hon'ble SIC (R) and

PS/ SIC (P) for the kind information of Hon'ble SIC (P)

    STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Sardavinder Goyal, Advocate,

Flat No.606, Chinar Apartments,

Peer Mushalla, Dhakoli,

Via Zirakpur, District Mohali.






……………..Complainant.

Vs

The Public Information Officer, 

O/o Managing Director,

GTB Khalsa Institute of Engineering and Management,

Chhapianwali, Malout, District Mukatsar.



 

……………....Respondent

Complaint Case No. 3393 of 2012

Present:-
Shri Sardavinder Goyal (M.No.9041983187) complainant in person. 

Shri Varanpreet Singh, Lecturer alongwith Shri Deepak Gupta, Advocate and Shri S.K. Sharma, counsel from The All  India Council for Technical Education, Plot No.1-A, Sector 36-A, Chandigarh.

ORDER



This case was listed for hearing on 28.10.2015 specially the arguments of the counsel for the respondent-institute, which they wanted to adduce almost jointly being the case of similar nature. 

2.

Arguing counsel-Shri Vikas Kuthiala, Advocate, who is engaged in cases bearing No. CC-3744/2012, CC-762/2015 and CC-960/2013 is not feeling well and he has sent a request for an adjournment.  The Counsels for other respondent-institutes also pray that their cases be also adjourned and heard when Shri Vikas Kuthiala, Advocate is in a position to argue his cases on the next date of hearing.

3.

The complainant has taken the issue during the hearing with regard to AICTE Hand Book for subsequent years to the Writ Petitions in which any regular order (if any) or  interim orders were passed are carrying provisions of Handbook with regard to the appointment of PIO under the RTI Act etc. alongwith the nominations from different instrumentalities of the Government.  We need clarity on that issue as to whether the subsequent Handbooks to those interim orders stand good or not.  AICTE-counsel has promised to provide necessary clarification before the next date of hearing.

4.

The complainant further argues that the order which was passed by the Hon'ble Supreme Court of India in C.W.P. No.89 of 2011 titled Jaipuria Institute of Management & Ors., Vs. AICTE decided on 17.3.2011 was perhaps with regard to Post Graduate Management Institutions only and not for other engineering/polytechnic diploma institutions.  This also needs to be clarified so that the Commission is properly assisted by the AICTE counsel to proceed further in the matter.  

5.

To come up on 2.12.2015 at 12.30 P.M.

(Parveen Kumar ) 
(R.S. Nagi )      (H.P.S. Mann )      (Chander Parkash)     (S.S. Channy)

      S.I.C. 
          
     S.I.C.

    S.I.C.
     
       S.I.C

    C.I.C

    Punjab.
          
   Punjab

   Punjab
  
     Punjab

  Punjab

October 28, 2015. 

CC 
PS/ CIC for the kind information Hon'ble CIC,

PS/ SIC (C) for the kind information of SIC (C)

PS/SIC(H) for the kind information of Hon'ble SIC (H), 

PS/SIC (R) for the kind information of Hon'ble SIC (R) and

PS/ SIC (P) for the kind information of Hon'ble SIC (P)

            STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Sardavinder Goyal, 

r/o House no.- 385, 1st Floor,

Sector-9, Panchkula.





     ……………..Complainant.

Vs.

1.
The Public Information Officer

o/o Director DAV Institute of Engg. and Technology,

Kabir Nagar, Jalandhar.



2.
The All India Council for Technical Education,

Plot No.1-A, Sector 36-A, Chandigarh.

    ……………. Respondents.

Complaint Case No. 3741 of  2012

Present:-
Shri Sardavinder Goyal complainant in person.

Shri Parminder Pal Sharma, Advocate on behalf of the respondent alongwith Shri S.K. Sharma (M.No.9814405031), Advocate from All India Council for Technical Education.

ORDER



This case was listed for hearing on 28.10.2015 specially the arguments of the counsel for the respondent-institute, which they wanted to adduce almost jointly being the case of similar nature. 

2.

Arguing counsel-Shri Vikas Kuthiala, Advocate, who is engaged in cases bearing No. CC-3744/2012, CC-762/2015 and CC-960/2013 is not feeling well and he has sent a request for an adjournment.  The Counsels for other respondent-institutes also pray that their cases be also adjourned and heard when Shri Vikas Kuthiala, Advocate is in a position to argue his cases on the next date of hearing.

3.

The complainant has taken the issue during the hearing with regard to AICTE Hand Book for subsequent years to the Writ Petitions in which any regular order (if any) or  interim orders were passed are carrying provisions of Handbook with regard to the appointment of PIO under the RTI Act etc. alongwith the nominations from different instrumentalities of the Government.  We need clarity on that issue as to whether the subsequent Handbooks to those interim orders stand good or not.  AICTE-counsel has promised to provide necessary clarification before the next date of hearing.

4.

The complainant further argues that the order which was passed by the Hon'ble Supreme Court of India in C.W.P. No.89 of 2011 titled Jaipuria Institute of Management & Ors., Vs. AICTE decided on 17.3.2011 was perhaps with regard to Post Graduate Management Institutions only and not for other engineering/polytechnic diploma institutions.  This also needs to be clarified so that the Commission is properly assisted by the AICTE counsel to proceed further in the matter.  

5.

To come up on 2.12.2015 at 12.30 P.M.

(Parveen Kumar ) 
(R.S. Nagi )      (H.P.S. Mann )      (Chander Parkash)     (S.S. Channy)

      S.I.C. 
          
     S.I.C.

    S.I.C.
     
       S.I.C

    C.I.C

    Punjab.
          
   Punjab

   Punjab
  
     Punjab

  Punjab

October 28, 2015. 

CC 
PS/ CIC for the kind information Hon'ble CIC,

PS/ SIC (C) for the kind information of SIC (C)

PS/SIC(H) for the kind information of Hon'ble SIC (H), 

PS/SIC (R) for the kind information of Hon'ble SIC (R) and

PS/ SIC (P) for the kind information of Hon'ble SIC (P)      
    STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Sardavinder Goyal, Advocate,

r/o House no.- 385, 1st Floor,

Sector-9, Panchkula.







……………..Complainant.

Vs

The Public Information Officer, 

O/o Managing Director, Global College of Engineering and Technology,

Kahnpur Khui, Garhshankar Road, 

Anandpur Sahib,  District Ropar-140117.





…………....Respondent

Complaint Case No. 3744 of 2012

Present:-              Shri Sardavinder Goyal (M.No.9041983187) complainant in person.

Shri Rakesh Kumar, Clerk on behalf of Shri Vikas Kuthiala, Counsel for the respondent-institute alongwith Shri S.K. Sharma (M.No.9814405031), Advocate from All India Council for Technical Education.

ORDER



This case was listed for hearing on 28.10.2015 specially the arguments of the counsel for the respondent-institute, which they wanted to adduce almost jointly being the case of similar nature. 

2.

Arguing counsel-Shri Vikas Kuthiala, Advocate, who is engaged in cases bearing No. CC-3744/2012, CC-762/2015 and CC-960/2013 is not feeling well and he has sent a request for an adjournment.  The Counsels for other respondent-institutes also pray that their cases be also adjourned and heard when Shri Vikas Kuthiala, Advocate is in a position to argue his cases on the next date of hearing.

3.

The complainant has taken the issue during the hearing with regard to AICTE Hand Book for subsequent years to the Writ Petitions in which any regular order (if any) or  interim orders were passed are carrying provisions of Handbook with regard to the appointment of PIO under the RTI Act etc. alongwith the nominations from different instrumentalities of the Government.  We need clarity on that issue as to whether the subsequent Handbooks to those interim orders stand good or not.  AICTE-counsel has promised to provide necessary clarification before the next date of hearing.

4.

The complainant further argues that the order which was passed by the Hon'ble Supreme Court of India in C.W.P. No.89 of 2011 titled Jaipuria Institute of Management & Ors., Vs. AICTE decided on 17.3.2011 was perhaps with regard to Post Graduate Management Institutions only and not for other engineering/polytechnic diploma institutions.  This also needs to be clarified so that the Commission is properly assisted by the AICTE counsel to proceed further in the matter.  

5.

To come up on 2.12.2015 at 12.30 P.M.

(Parveen Kumar ) 
(R.S. Nagi )      (H.P.S. Mann )      (Chander Parkash)     (S.S. Channy)

      S.I.C. 
          
     S.I.C.

    S.I.C.
     
       S.I.C

    C.I.C

    Punjab.
          
   Punjab

   Punjab
  
     Punjab

  Punjab

October 28, 2015. 

CC 
PS/ CIC for the kind information Hon'ble CIC,

PS/ SIC (C) for the kind information of SIC (C)

PS/SIC(H) for the kind information of Hon'ble SIC (H), 

PS/SIC (R) for the kind information of Hon'ble SIC (R) and

PS/ SIC (P) for the kind information of Hon'ble SIC (P)

    STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Sardavinder Goyal, Advocate,

r/o House no.- 385, 1st Floor,

Sector-9, Panchkula.






……………..Complainant.

Vs

The Public Information Officer, 

O/o Managing Director,

Gian Jyoti College of Engineering and Technology/

Gian Jyoti Group of Institutions, Banur,

Ambala Highway, Shambhu Kalan,

Rajpura, District Patiala-140417.


 


……………....Respondent

Complaint Case No. 340 of 2013

Present:-
Shri Sardavinder Goyal (M.No.9041983187) complainant in person. 

None on behalf of the respondent.

Shri S.K. Sharma (M.No.9814405031), Advocate from All India Council for Technical Education.

ORDER



This case was listed for hearing on 28.10.2015 specially the arguments of the counsel for the respondent-institute, which they wanted to adduce almost jointly being the case of similar nature. 

2.

Arguing counsel-Shri Vikas Kuthiala, Advocate, who is engaged in cases bearing No. CC-3744/2012, CC-762/2015 and CC-960/2013 is not feeling well and he has sent a request for an adjournment.  The Counsels for other respondent-institutes also pray that their cases be also adjourned and heard when Shri Vikas Kuthiala, Advocate is in a position to argue his cases on the next date of hearing.

3.

The complainant has taken the issue during the hearing with regard to AICTE Hand Book for subsequent years to the Writ Petitions in which any regular order (if any) or  interim orders were passed are carrying provisions of Handbook with regard to the appointment of PIO under the RTI Act etc. alongwith the nominations from different instrumentalities of the Government.  We need clarity on that issue as to whether the subsequent Handbooks to those interim orders stand good or not.  AICTE-counsel has promised to provide necessary clarification before the next date of hearing.

4.

The complainant further argues that the order which was passed by the Hon'ble Supreme Court of India in C.W.P. No.89 of 2011 titled Jaipuria Institute of Management & Ors., Vs. AICTE decided on 17.3.2011 was perhaps with regard to Post Graduate Management Institutions only and not for other engineering/polytechnic diploma institutions.  This also needs to be clarified so that the Commission is properly assisted by the AICTE counsel to proceed further in the matter.  

5.

To come up on 2.12.2015 at 12.30 P.M.

(Parveen Kumar ) 
(R.S. Nagi )      (H.P.S. Mann )      (Chander Parkash)     (S.S. Channy)

      S.I.C. 
          
     S.I.C.

    S.I.C.
     
       S.I.C

    C.I.C

    Punjab.
          
   Punjab

   Punjab
  
     Punjab

  Punjab

October 28, 2015. 

CC 
PS/ CIC for the kind information Hon'ble CIC,

PS/ SIC (C) for the kind information of SIC (C)

PS/SIC(H) for the kind information of Hon'ble SIC (H), 

PS/SIC (R) for the kind information of Hon'ble SIC (R) and

PS/ SIC (P) for the kind information of Hon'ble SIC (P)

          STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Sardavinder Goyal, 

r/o House no.- 385, 1st Floor,

Sector-9, Panchkula.






……………..Complainant.

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o Managing Director,

St. Soldier Institute of Engineering and Technology,

St. Soldier Group of Institute, Jalandhar-Amritsar Bye Pass,

NH-1, Near NIT, Jalandhar.





……………. Respondent.

CC No. 343 of  2013

Present :-
Shri Sardavinder Goyal (M.No.90419-83187) complainant in person.

Shri Inderjit Kumar (M.No.9888177431) Assistant Professor alongwith Shri Amarjit Singh, Assistant Professor on behalf of the respondents alongwith Shri S.K. Sharma (M.No.9814405031), Advocate from All India Council for Technical Education.

ORDER



This case was listed for hearing on 28.10.2015 specially the arguments of the counsel for the respondent-institute, which they wanted to adduce almost jointly being the case of similar nature. 

2.

Arguing counsel-Shri Vikas Kuthiala, Advocate, who is engaged in cases bearing No. CC-3744/2012, CC-762/2015 and CC-960/2013 is not feeling well and he has sent a request for an adjournment.  The Counsels for other respondent-institutes also pray that their cases be also adjourned and heard when Shri Vikas Kuthiala, Advocate is in a position to argue his cases on the next date of hearing.

3.

The complainant has taken the issue during the hearing with regard to AICTE Hand Book for subsequent years to the Writ Petitions in which any regular order (if any) or  interim orders were passed are carrying provisions of Handbook with regard to the appointment of PIO under the RTI Act etc. alongwith the nominations from different instrumentalities of the Government.  We need clarity on that issue as to whether the subsequent Handbooks to those interim orders stand good or not.  AICTE-counsel has promised to provide necessary clarification before the next date of hearing.

4.

The complainant further argues that the order which was passed by the Hon'ble Supreme Court of India in C.W.P. No.89 of 2011 titled Jaipuria Institute of Management & Ors., Vs. AICTE decided on 17.3.2011 was perhaps with regard to Post Graduate Management Institutions only and not for other engineering/polytechnic diploma institutions.  This also needs to be clarified so that the Commission is properly assisted by the AICTE counsel to proceed further in the matter.  

5.

To come up on 2.12.2015 at 12.30 P.M.

(Parveen Kumar ) 
(R.S. Nagi )      (H.P.S. Mann )      (Chander Parkash)     (S.S. Channy)

      S.I.C. 
          
     S.I.C.

    S.I.C.
     
       S.I.C

    C.I.C

    Punjab.
          
   Punjab

   Punjab
  
     Punjab

  Punjab

October 28, 2015. 

CC 
PS/ CIC for the kind information Hon'ble CIC,

PS/ SIC (C) for the kind information of SIC (C)

PS/SIC(H) for the kind information of Hon'ble SIC (H), 

PS/SIC (R) for the kind information of Hon'ble SIC (R) and

PS/ SIC (P) for the kind information of Hon'ble SIC (P)

    STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Sardavinder Goyal, Advocate,

r/o House no.- 385, 1st Floor,

Sector-9, Panchkula.






……………..Complainant.

Vs

The Public Information Officer, 

O/o G.G.S. College for Modern Technology,

Chandigarh-Ludhiana Highway, Kharar, Distt. Mohali.


……………....Respondent

Complaint Case No. 762 of 2013

Present:-
Shri Sardavinder Goyal (M.No.9041983187) complainant in person.

Shri Rakesh Kumar, Clerk on behalf of Shri Vikas Kuthiala, Counsel for the respondent-institute alongwith Shri S.K. Sharma (M.No.9814405031), Advocate from All India Council for Technical Education.

ORDER



This case was listed for hearing on 28.10.2015 specially the arguments of the counsel for the respondent-institute, which they wanted to adduce almost jointly being the case of similar nature. 

2.

Arguing counsel-Shri Vikas Kuthiala, Advocate, who is engaged in cases bearing No. CC-3744/2012, CC-762/2015 and CC-960/2013 is not feeling well and he has sent a request for an adjournment.  The Counsels for other respondent-institutes also pray that their cases be also adjourned and heard when Shri Vikas Kuthiala, Advocate is in a position to argue his cases on the next date of hearing.

3.

The complainant has taken the issue during the hearing with regard to AICTE Hand Book for subsequent years to the Writ Petitions in which any regular order (if any) or  interim orders were passed are carrying provisions of Handbook with regard to the appointment of PIO under the RTI Act etc. alongwith the nominations from different instrumentalities of the Government.  We need clarity on that issue as to whether the subsequent Handbooks to those interim orders stand good or not.  AICTE-counsel has promised to provide necessary clarification before the next date of hearing.

4.

The complainant further argues that the order which was passed by the Hon'ble Supreme Court of India in C.W.P. No.89 of 2011 titled Jaipuria Institute of Management & Ors., Vs. AICTE decided on 17.3.2011 was perhaps with regard to Post Graduate Management Institutions only and not for other engineering/polytechnic diploma institutions.  This also needs to be clarified so that the Commission is properly assisted by the AICTE counsel to proceed further in the matter.  

5.

To come up on 2.12.2015 at 12.30 P.M.

(Parveen Kumar ) 
(R.S. Nagi )      (H.P.S. Mann )      (Chander Parkash)     (S.S. Channy)

      S.I.C. 
          
     S.I.C.

    S.I.C.
     
       S.I.C

    C.I.C

    Punjab.
          
   Punjab

   Punjab
  
     Punjab

  Punjab

October 28, 2015. 

CC 
PS/ CIC for the kind information Hon'ble CIC,

PS/ SIC (C) for the kind information of SIC (C)

PS/SIC(H) for the kind information of Hon'ble SIC (H), 

PS/SIC (R) for the kind information of Hon'ble SIC (R) and

PS/ SIC (P) for the kind information of Hon'ble SIC (P)

        STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Sardavinder Goyal, Flat No.606,

r/o House no.- 385, 1st Floor,

Sector-9, Panchkula.                                                                                 ……………..Complainant.

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o Principal, Punjab College of Engineering and

Technology, Punjab Group of College,

Mallakpur, Lalru Mandi (SAS Nagar).



……………. Respondent.

Complaint Case No. 960 of  2013

Present :-        
Shri Sardavinder Goyal (M.No.90419-83187) complainant in person.

Shri Rakesh Kumar, Clerk on behalf of Shri Vikas Kuthiala, Counsel for the respondent-institute alongwith Shri S.K. Sharma (M.No.9814405031), Advocate from All India Council for Technical Education.

ORDER



This case was listed for hearing on 28.10.2015 specially the arguments of the counsel for the respondent-institute, which they wanted to adduce almost jointly being the case of similar nature. 

2.

Arguing counsel-Shri Vikas Kuthiala, Advocate, who is engaged in cases bearing No. CC-3744/2012, CC-762/2015 and CC-960/2013 is not feeling well and he has sent a request for an adjournment.  The Counsels for other respondent-institutes also pray that their cases be also adjourned and heard when Shri Vikas Kuthiala, Advocate is in a position to argue his cases on the next date of hearing.

3.

The complainant has taken the issue during the hearing with regard to AICTE Hand Book for subsequent years to the Writ Petitions in which any regular order (if any) or  interim orders were passed are carrying provisions of Handbook with regard to the appointment of PIO under the RTI Act etc. alongwith the nominations from different instrumentalities of the Government.  We need clarity on that issue as to whether the subsequent Handbooks to those interim orders stand good or not.  AICTE-counsel has promised to provide necessary clarification before the next date of hearing.

4.

The complainant further argues that the order which was passed by the Hon'ble Supreme Court of India in C.W.P. No.89 of 2011 titled Jaipuria Institute of Management & Ors., Vs. AICTE decided on 17.3.2011 was perhaps with regard to Post Graduate Management Institutions only and not for other engineering/polytechnic diploma institutions.  This also needs to be clarified so that the Commission is properly assisted by the AICTE counsel to proceed further in the matter.  

5.

To come up on 2.12.2015 at 12.30 P.M.

(Parveen Kumar ) 
(R.S. Nagi )      (H.P.S. Mann )      (Chander Parkash)     (S.S. Channy)

      S.I.C. 
          
     S.I.C.

    S.I.C.
     
       S.I.C

    C.I.C

    Punjab.
          
   Punjab

   Punjab
  
     Punjab

  Punjab

October 28, 2015. 

CC 
PS/ CIC for the kind information Hon'ble CIC,

PS/ SIC (C) for the kind information of SIC (C)

PS/SIC(H) for the kind information of Hon'ble SIC (H), 

PS/SIC (R) for the kind information of Hon'ble SIC (R) and

PS/ SIC (P) for the kind information of Hon'ble SIC (P)

    STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Sardavinder Goyal, Advocate,

r/o House no.- 385, 1st Floor,

Sector-9, Panchkula.





……………..Complainant.

Vs

The Public Information Officer, 

O/o the Chairman,

Devraj Group's Technical Campus,

Adjoining Dera Radha Swami, Zira Road,

Ferozepur. 




 

……………....Respondent

Complaint Case No. 1400 of 2015

Present:-
Shri Sardavinder Goyal (M.No.9041983187) complainant in person.

                       
Shri Nitish Kumar Vasudeva, Advocate alongwith Shri S.K. Sharma (M.No.9814405031), Advocate from All India Council for Technical Education.

ORDER




This case was listed for hearing on 28.10.2015 specially the arguments of the counsel for the respondent-institute, which they wanted to adduce almost jointly being the case of similar nature. 

2.

Arguing counsel-Shri Vikas Kuthiala, Advocate, who is engaged in cases bearing No. CC-3744/2012, CC-762/2015 and CC-960/2013 is not feeling well and he has sent a request for an adjournment.  The Counsels for other respondent-institutes also pray that their cases be also adjourned and heard when Shri Vikas Kuthiala, Advocate is in a position to argue his cases on the next date of hearing.

3.

The complainant has taken the issue during the hearing with regard to AICTE Hand Book for subsequent years to the Writ Petitions in which any regular order (if any) or  interim orders were passed are carrying provisions of Handbook with regard to the appointment of PIO under the RTI Act etc. alongwith the nominations from different instrumentalities of the Government.  We need clarity on that issue as to whether the subsequent Handbooks to those interim orders stand good or not.  AICTE-counsel has promised to provide necessary clarification before the next date of hearing.

4.

The complainant further argues that the order which was passed by the Hon'ble Supreme Court of India in C.W.P. No.89 of 2011 titled Jaipuria Institute of Management & Ors., Vs. AICTE decided on 17.3.2011 was perhaps with regard to Post Graduate Management Institutions only and not for other engineering/polytechnic diploma institutions.  This also needs to be clarified so that the Commission is properly assisted by the AICTE counsel to proceed further in the matter.  

5.

To come up on 2.12.2015 at 12.30 P.M.

(Parveen Kumar ) 
(R.S. Nagi )      (H.P.S. Mann )      (Chander Parkash)     (S.S. Channy)

      S.I.C. 
          
     S.I.C.

    S.I.C.
     
       S.I.C

    C.I.C

    Punjab.
          
   Punjab

   Punjab
  
     Punjab

  Punjab

October 28, 2015. 

CC 
PS/ CIC for the kind information Hon'ble CIC,

PS/ SIC (C) for the kind information of SIC (C)

PS/SIC(H) for the kind information of Hon'ble SIC (H), 

PS/SIC (R) for the kind information of Hon'ble SIC (R) and

PS/ SIC (P) for the kind information of Hon'ble SIC (P)

        STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Sardavinder Goyal, 

r/o House no.- 385, 1st Floor,

Sector-9, Panchkula.





……………..Complainant.

Vs

The Public Information Officer, 

O/o Adesh Institute of Engineering and Technology,

Sadiq Road, Faridkot-151203.


 

……………....Respondent

Complaint Case No. 3575 of 2012

Present:-
Shri Sardavinder Goyal (M.No.9041983187) complainant in person.

Shri D. K. Raheja, Advocate alongwith Shri S.K. Sharma (M.No.9814405031), Advocate from All India Council for Technical Education.

ORDER



This case was listed for hearing on 28.10.2015 specially the arguments of the counsel for the respondent-institute, which they wanted to adduce almost jointly being the case of similar nature. 

2.

Arguing counsel-Shri Vikas Kuthiala, Advocate, who is engaged in cases bearing No. CC-3744/2012, CC-762/2015 and CC-960/2013 is not feeling well and he has sent a request for an adjournment.  The Counsels for other respondent-institutes also pray that their cases be also adjourned and heard when Shri Vikas Kuthiala, Advocate is in a position to argue his cases on the next date of hearing.

3.

The complainant has taken the issue during the hearing with regard to AICTE Hand Book for subsequent years to the Writ Petitions in which any regular order (if any) or  interim orders were passed are carrying provisions of Handbook with regard to the appointment of PIO under the RTI Act etc. alongwith the nominations from different instrumentalities of the Government.  We need clarity on that issue as to whether the subsequent Handbooks to those interim orders stand good or not.  AICTE-counsel has promised to provide necessary clarification before the next date of hearing.

4.

The complainant further argues that the order which was passed by the Hon'ble Supreme Court of India in C.W.P. No.89 of 2011 titled Jaipuria Institute of Management & Ors., Vs. AICTE decided on 17.3.2011 was perhaps with regard to Post Graduate Management Institutions only and not for other engineering/polytechnic diploma institutions.  This also needs to be clarified so that the Commission is properly assisted by the AICTE counsel to proceed further in the matter.  

5.

To come up on 2.12.2015 at 12.30 P.M.

(Parveen Kumar ) 
(R.S. Nagi )      (H.P.S. Mann )      (Chander Parkash)     (S.S. Channy)

      S.I.C. 
          
     S.I.C.

    S.I.C.
     
       S.I.C

    C.I.C

    Punjab.
          
   Punjab

   Punjab
  
     Punjab

  Punjab

October 28, 2015. 

CC 
PS/ CIC for the kind information Hon'ble CIC,

PS/ SIC (C) for the kind information of SIC (C)

PS/SIC(H) for the kind information of Hon'ble SIC (H), 

PS/SIC (R) for the kind information of Hon'ble SIC (R) and

PS/ SIC (P) for the kind information of Hon'ble SIC (P)

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Sardavinder Goyal, Advocate,

r/o House no.- 385, 1st Floor,

Sector-9, Panchkula.






  ……………..Complainant.

Vs

The Public Information Officer, 

O/o R.I.M.T. Institute of Engineering & Technology,

Near Floating Restaurant, Sirhind Side,

Mandi Gobindgarh-147301.



 

    ……………....Respondentd

Complaint Case No. 3745 of 2012

Present:-
Shri Sardavinder Goyal (M.No.9041983187) complainant in person. 

None on behalf of the respondent.
Shri S.K. Sharma (M.No.9814405031), Advocate from All India Council for Technical Education.
ORDER



This case was listed for hearing on 28.10.2015 specially the arguments of the counsel for the respondent-institute, which they wanted to adduce almost jointly being the case of similar nature. 

2.

Arguing counsel-Shri Vikas Kuthiala, Advocate, who is engaged in cases bearing No. CC-3744/2012, CC-762/2015 and CC-960/2013 is not feeling well and he has sent a request for an adjournment.  The Counsels for other respondent-institutes also pray that their cases be also adjourned and heard when Shri Vikas Kuthiala, Advocate is in a position to argue his cases on the next date of hearing.

3.

The complainant has taken the issue during the hearing with regard to AICTE Hand Book for subsequent years to the Writ Petitions in which any regular order (if any) or  interim orders were passed are carrying provisions of Handbook with regard to the appointment of PIO under the RTI Act etc. alongwith the nominations from different instrumentalities of the Government.  We need clarity on that issue as to whether the subsequent Handbooks to those interim orders stand good or not.  AICTE-counsel has promised to provide necessary clarification before the next date of hearing.

4.

The complainant further argues that the order which was passed by the Hon'ble Supreme Court of India in C.W.P. No.89 of 2011 titled Jaipuria Institute of Management & Ors., Vs. AICTE decided on 17.3.2011 was perhaps with regard to Post Graduate Management Institutions only and not for other engineering/polytechnic diploma institutions.  This also needs to be clarified so that the Commission is properly assisted by the AICTE counsel to proceed further in the matter.  

5.

To come up on 2.12.2015 at 12.30 P.M.

(Parveen Kumar ) 
(R.S. Nagi )      (H.P.S. Mann )      (Chander Parkash)     (S.S. Channy)

      S.I.C. 
          
     S.I.C.

    S.I.C.
     
       S.I.C

    C.I.C

    Punjab.
          
   Punjab

   Punjab
  
     Punjab

  Punjab

October 28, 2015. 

CC 
PS/ CIC for the kind information Hon'ble CIC,

PS/ SIC (C) for the kind information of SIC (C)

PS/SIC(H) for the kind information of Hon'ble SIC (H), 

PS/SIC (R) for the kind information of Hon'ble SIC (R) and

PS/ SIC (P) for the kind information of Hon'ble SIC (P)
          STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
                SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor (In Chamber), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Devinder Kumar, s/o 

Shri Sukh Ram Dass,r/o Plot No.-40, 

Ekta Avenue, Near Malout Carmel School,


Village and Post Office- Kako,

District- Hoshiarpur.





   
-------------Complainant





Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

O/o Principal, Sri Guru Tegh Bahadur Khalsa College,

Chhapiyan Wali, Malout.




                            -----------------Respondant.



Complainant Case No.243/2015
Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.

Shri Vatanpreet Singh, Lecturer alongwith Shri Deepak Gupta, Advocate and Shri S.K. Sharma (M.No.9814405031), Advocate from All India Council for Technical Education.

ORDER



This case was listed for hearing on 28.10.2015 specially the arguments of the counsel for the respondent-institute, which they wanted to adduce almost jointly being the case of similar nature. 

2.

Arguing counsel-Shri Vikas Kuthiala, Advocate, who is engaged in cases bearing No. CC-3744/2012, CC-762/2015 and CC-960/2013 is not feeling well and he has sent a request for an adjournment.  The Counsels for other respondent-institutes also pray that their cases be also adjourned and heard when Shri Vikas Kuthiala, Advocate is in a position to argue his cases on the next date of hearing.

3.

The complainant has taken the issue during the hearing with regard to AICTE Hand Book for subsequent years to the Writ Petitions in which any regular order (if any) or  interim orders were passed are carrying provisions of Handbook with regard to the appointment of PIO under the RTI Act etc. alongwith the nominations from different instrumentalities of the Government.  We need clarity on that issue as to whether the subsequent Handbooks to those interim orders stand good or not.  AICTE-counsel has promised to provide necessary clarification before the next date of hearing.

4.

The complainant further argues that the order which was passed by the Hon'ble Supreme Court of India in C.W.P. No.89 of 2011 titled Jaipuria Institute of Management & Ors., Vs. AICTE decided on 17.3.2011 was perhaps with regard to Post Graduate Management Institutions only and not for other engineering/polytechnic diploma institutions.  This also needs to be clarified so that the Commission is properly assisted by the AICTE counsel to proceed further in the matter.  

5.

To come up on 2.12.2015 at 12.30 P.M.

(Parveen Kumar ) 
(R.S. Nagi )      (H.P.S. Mann )      (Chander Parkash)     (S.S. Channy)

      S.I.C. 
          
     S.I.C.

    S.I.C.
     
       S.I.C

    C.I.C

    Punjab.
          
   Punjab

   Punjab
  
     Punjab

  Punjab

October 28, 2015. 

CC 
PS/ CIC for the kind information Hon'ble CIC,

PS/ SIC (C) for the kind information of SIC (C)

PS/SIC(H) for the kind information of Hon'ble SIC (H), 

PS/SIC (R) for the kind information of Hon'ble SIC (R) and

PS/ SIC (P) for the kind information of Hon'ble SIC (P)

