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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Gurpreet Singh s/o Sh. Sulkhan Singh

r/o Vill. Lakhowal, Tehsil and District Gurdaspur.



……………..Complainant.

Vs

The Public Information Officer, 

o/o the District Manager, Central Cooperative Bank, 

Gurdaspur.
 






……………....Respondent

Complaint Case No. 3872 of 2010 

Present:-
None on behlaf of the complainant.



Shri Harit Sharma, Advocate on behalf of the respondent.

Order



None has appeared on behalf of the complainant.  Notice issued to the complainant has not been returned undelivered by the postal authorities.  Issue fresh notice to the complainant for 22.4.2014.  In the meantime, the respondent is called upon:-

(i) To place on record a copy of its Bye-Laws/Regulations governing the working of the respondent-cooperative bank.

(ii) To place on record an affidavit clearly bringing out whether government has any share capital in the Central Cooperative Bank, Gurdaspur or  has the government given any financial assistance directly or indirectly to the institution and if so, the quantum of assistance received.

(iii) To place an affidavit on record, whether there are any government nominee as director/member on the governing body of respondent-bank and if so their numbers with names and designations.


The above details shall be placed on record before the next date of hearing, which is fixed for 22.4.2014. 

2.

The complainant is also called upon to adduce evidence in support of his contention that the respondent-institutions is a public authority within the meaning of Section 2(h) of the Right to Information Act, 2005.

3.

To come up on 22.4.2014 at 10.30 A.M.












(R. I. Singh)

March 12, 2014.






Chief Information Commissioner
                  




          





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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Yogesh Mahajan, Bureau Chief, Anti Corruption Movement,

Shop NO.2, Chamera Guest House, 

Mission Road, Pathankot.


                                  ……………..Complainant.

Vs

The Public Information Officer, 

O/o the Hindu Cooperative Bank Ltd., Pathankot.

……………....Respondent

Complaint Case No. 642 of 2006

Present:-
None on behlaf of the complainant.



Shri Harit Sharma, Advocate on behalf of the respondent.

Order



None has appeared on behalf of the complainant.  Notice issued to the complainant has not been returned undelivered by the postal authorities.  Issue fresh notice to the complainant for 22.4.2014.  In the meantime, the respondent is called upon:-

(i) To place on record a copy of its Bye-Laws/Regulations governing the working of the respondent-cooperative bank.

(ii) To place on record an affidavit clearly bringing out whether government has any share capital in Hindu Cooperative Bank or has the government given any financial assistance directly or indirectly to the institution and if so, the quantum of assistance received.

(iii) To place an affidavit on record, whether there are any government nominee as director/member on the governing body of Hindu Cooperative Bank Ltd. and if so their numbers with names and designations.


The above details shall be placed on record before the next date of hearing, which is fixed for 22.4.2014. 

2.

The complainant is also called upon to adduce evidence in support of his contention that the respondent-institutions is a public authority within the meaning of Section 2(h) of the Right to Information Act, 2005.

3.

To come up on 22.4.2014 at 10.30 A.M.










(R. I. Singh)

March 12, 2014.




Chief Information Commissioner
                  




          



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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Sukhwant Singh Grewal,

H.No.469, Sector 37-A, Chandigarh-160036.


……………..Complainant.

Vs

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Manager, Central Cooperative Bank Ltd., 

Ludhiana.







……………....Respondent

Complaint Case  No.1532 of 2008

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.



Shri Ashwani Prashar,advocate on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



None has appeared on behalf of the complainant.  Notice issued to the complainant has not been returned undelivered by the postal authorities.  Issue fresh notice to the complainant for the next date of hearing, which is fixed for 25.4.2014.  The respondent has filed written preliminary objections/submissions, which are taken on record.  In the meantime, the respondent is called upon to furnish following documents:-
(i) To place on record a copy of its Bye-Laws/Regulations governing the working of the respondent-cooperative Society.

(ii) To place on record an affidavit clearly bringing out whether government has any share capital in the respondent- bank or has the govt. given any financial assistance directly or indirectly to the institution and if so, the quantum of assistance received.

(iii) To place an affidavit on record, whether there are any government nominee(s) as director/member on the governing body of respondent-bank Ltd. and if so their numbers with names and designations.
2.

To come up on 25.4.2014 at 10.30 A.M.










(R. I. Singh)

March 12, 2014.




Chief Information Commissioner
                  




          



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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Ramesh Kumar Rawal, H.No1115, Behind Arya Smaj,

Pathankot, Distt. Gurdaspur.




……………..Complainant.

Vs

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Manager The Gurdaspur Central Coop. Bank Ltd.,

Gurdaspur.





 

……………....Respondent

Complaint Case No. 2761 of 2010 

Present:-
None on behlaf of the complainant.



Shri Harit Sharma, Advocate on behalf of the respondent.

Order



None has appeared on behalf of the complainant.  Notice issued to the complainant has not been returned undelivered by the postal authorities.  Issue fresh notice to the complainant for 22.4.2014.  In the meantime, the respondent is called upon:-

(i) To place on record a copy of its Bye-Laws/Regulations governing the working of the respondent-cooperative bank.

(ii) To place on record an affidavit clearly bringing out whether government has any share capital in the Central Cooperative Bank, Gurdaspur or has the government given any financial assistance directly or indirectly to the institution and if so, the quantum of assistance received.

(iii) To place an affidavit on record, whether there are any government nominee as director/member on the governing body of respondent-bank and if so their numbers with names and designations.


The above details shall be placed on record before the next date of hearing, which is fixed for 22.4.2014. 

2.

The complainant is also called upon to adduce evidence in support of his contention that the respondent-institutions is a public authority within the meaning of Section 2(h) of the Right to Information Act, 2005.

3.

To come up on 22.4.2014 at 10.30 A.M.










(R. I. Singh)

March 12, 2014.





Chief Information Commissioner
                  




          



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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Raghu Nath Sharma, Indira Colony, Gali No.1

Near Hanuman Mandir, Pathankot.



……………..Complainant.

Vs

The Public Information Officer, 

o/o the Manager, Hindu Cooperative Bank Ltd., 

Pathankot-145001.   




       ……………....Respondent

Complaint Case No. 2905 of 2010 

Preseent:-
Shri Raghu Nath Sharma complainant in person.

Shri Harit Sharma, Advocate on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


Heard the parties. In view of the recent judgment of the Hon’ble Supreme Court of India in Thalappalam Service Coop Bank Limited’s case, following directions are given to the respondent:-

(i) To place on record a copy of its Bye-Laws/Regulations governing the working of the respondent-cooperative Society.

(ii) To place on record an affidavit clearly bringing out whether government has any share capital in the respondent bank or has the govt. given any financial assistance directly or indirectly to the institution and if so, the quantum of assistance received.

(iii) To place an affidavit on record, whether there are any government nominee(s) as director/member on the governing body of the respondent-bank. and if so their numbers with names and designations.


The above details shall be placed on record before the next date of hearing, which is fixed for 22.4.2014 at 10.30 A.M.
2.

The complainant is also called upon to adduce evidence in support of his contention that the respondent-institutions is a public authority within the meaning of Section 2(h) of the Right to Information Act, 2005.










(R. I. Singh)

March 12, 2014.




Chief Information Commissioner
                  





          



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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Vineet Malik, # 4963, D-Block, Pancham Society, 

Sector 68, Mohali.






……………..Appellant

Vs

The Public Information Officer, 

o/o the Assistant  Registrar, Cooperative Societies, 

Mohali.

FAA-Joint Registrar, Cooperative Societies, Patiala.
……………....Respondents

Appeal Case No. 824 of 2010

Present:-
Shri Harcharanjit Singh on behalf of the complainant.

Shri Surinder Kumar, Clerk o/o Pancham Cooperative House Building Society alongwith Mrs. Bhupinder Kaur, Superintendent o/o Assistant Registrar, Mohali and Mrs. Jaspreet Kaur, Superintendent o/o the Joint Registrar, Cooperative Societies, Patiala for the respondent.

ORDER


Heard the parties. In view of the recent judgment of the Hon’ble Supreme Court of India in Thalappalam Service Coop Bank Limited’s case, following directions are given to the respondent:-

(i) To place on record a copy of its Bye-Laws/Regulations governing the working of the respondent-cooperative Society.

(ii) To place on record an affidavit clearly bringing out whether government has any share capital in Pancham Cooperative House Building Society or has the government given any financial assistance directly or indirectly to the institution and if so, the quantum of assistance received.

(iii) To place an affidavit on record, whether there are any government nominee(s) as director/member on the governing body of Pancham Cooperative House Building Society Ltd. and if so their numbers with names and designations.


The above details shall be placed on record before the next date of hearing, which is fixed for 11.4.2014. 

2.

The complainant is also called upon to adduce evidence in support of his contention that the respondent-institutions is a public authority within the meaning of Section 2(h) of the Right to Information Act, 2005.

3.

To come up on 11.4.2014 at 10.30 A.M.











(R. I. Singh)

March 12, 2014.





Chief Information Commissioner
                  





          



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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Mrs. Manjit Kaur, #4851, 

B-Block Pancham House Building Society ,

Sector 68, Mohali.






……………..Complainant.

Vs

The Public Information Officer, 

O/o President, Pancham Cooperative Housing Society Ltd.,

Sector 68, Mohali.



 
                    
…………....Respondent

Complaint Case  No.1851 of 2007

Present:-
Shri Harcharanjit Singh on behalf of the complainant.

Shri Surinder Kumar, Clerk o/o Pancham Cooperative House Building Society for the respondent.

ORDER


Heard the parties. In view of the recent judgment of the Hon’ble Supreme Court of India in Thalappalam Service Coop Bank Limited’s case, following directions are given to the respondent:-
(i) To place on record a copy of its Bye-Laws/Regulations governing the working of the respondent-cooperative Society.

(ii) To place on record an affidavit clearly bringing out whether government has any share capital in the respondent-cooperative society or has the government given any financial assistance directly or indirectly to the institution and if so, the quantum of assistance received.

(iii) To place an affidavit on record, whether there are any government nominee as director/member on the governing body of Pancham Cooperative House Building Society Ltd. and if so their numbers with names and designations.


The above details shall be placed on record before the next date of hearing, which is fixed for 11.4.2014. 
2.

The complainant is also called upon to adduce evidence in support of his contention that the respondent-institutions is a public authority within the meaning of Section 2(h) of the Right to Information Act, 2005.

3.

To come up on 11.4.2014 at 10.30 A.M.










(R. I. Singh)

March 12, 2014.






Chief Information Commissioner
                  





          



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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Harpartap Singh, #4911, 

Pancham Housing Complex,

Sector 68, Mohali.






……………..Complainant.

Vs

The Public Information Officer, 

O/o President, Pancham Cooperative Housing Society Ltd.,

Sector 68, Mohali.



 


……………....Respondent

Complaint Case  No. 1835 of 2007

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.

Shri Surinder Kumar Office Clerk o/o Pancham Cooperative House Building Society for the respondent.

ORDER



None has appeared on behalf of the complainant.  The respondent represented by Shri Surinder Kumar, Office Clerk o/o Pancham Cooperative House Building Society has given a written submission that Shri Harpartap Singh, complainant, has expired a year back and his legal heir i.e. his wife-Mrs. Surjit Kaur has also expired.  No other person has been nominated by Shri Harpartap Singh.  The plea of the respondent-society, therefore, is that the present complaint has become infractuous.

2.

Notice was issued to the complainant-Shri Harpartap Singh, which has not been returned undelivered by the postal authorities.  However, none has appeared on behalf of the complainant.

3.

To give one more opportunity to the complainant/his legal heirs, fresh notice be issued on the given address of the complainant for appearance..
4.

To come up on 11.4.2014 at 10.30 A.M.









(R. I. Singh)

March 12, 2014.




Chief Information Commissioner
                  




          



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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Mukand Lal, Press Secretary Cooperative Societies, 

Employees Union,

Village Mehndipur, P.O. Kalam,

Nawa Shahar.






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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Citizen Urban Cooperative Bank Ltd.,

Jalandhar.







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

Complaint Case No. 2408  of 2012

Present:-
Shri Mukand Lal complainant in person.



Shri Harit Sharma advocate on behalf of the respondent.

Order


Heard the parties. In view of the recent judgment of the Hon’ble Supreme Court of India in Thalappalam Service Coop Bank Limited’s case, following directions are given to the respondent:-

(i) To place on record a copy of its Bye-Laws/Regulations governing the working of the respondent-cooperative bank.

(ii) To place on record an affidavit clearly bringing out whether government has any share capital in the respondent cooperative bank or has the government given any financial assistance directly or indirectly to the institution and if so, the quantum of assistance received.

(iii) To place an affidavit on record, whether there are any government nominee(s) as director/member on the governing body of the respondent-cooperative bank and if so their numbers with names and designations.


The above details shall be placed on record before the next date of hearing, which is fixed for 22.4.2014. 

2.

The complainant is also called upon to adduce evidence in support of his contention that the respondent-institutions is a public authority within the meaning of Section 2(h) of the Right to Information Act, 2005.

3.

To come up on 22.4.2014 at 10.30 A.M.










(R. I. Singh)

March 12, 2014.





Chief Information Commissioner
                  




          



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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Sham Lal Singla, 

H. No. B-325, Guru Nanak Colony, 

Sangrur






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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer,

o/o Deputy Commissioner , 

Sangrur. 





    

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

Complaint Case No. 4209 of 2013

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.



None on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The complainant has sent a fax message seeking exemption from personal appearance and further stating that information has still not been furnished by the respondent.
2.

None has appeared on behalf of the respondent-PIO nor any written explanation has come forward to show cause why penalty under Section 20 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 should not be imposed for non-furnishing of the information.  The case is adjourned to 17.4.2014 at 10.30 A.M.  to give an opportunity to the respondent-PIO to file his reply.  In the meantime, the complainant is also called upon to give the name and designation of the respondent-PIO before the next date of hearing.









(R. I. Singh)

March 12, 2014.




Chief Information Commissioner
                  




          



Punjab
