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,
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

&

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  Mrs. Manjit Kaur and Shri Vineet Malik, Appellant in person.
Shri Gulzar Singh, Assistant Registrar alongwith Shri Amrik Singh, Junior Assistant  and Shri Surinder Kumar, Clerk o/o Puncham Cooperative House Building Society.

ORDER



The respondent places on record a certified copy of the order of the Hon'ble Punjab and Haryana High Court dated 12.12.2013 in LPA No.1210/2011 ( O & M) in Puncham Cooperative House Building Society Ltd. vs. State Information Commission, Punjab and another.  The respondent also places on record a copy of the order of the Hon'ble Supreme Court of India in Thalappalam Ser. Coop. Bank Ltd and others vs. State of Kerala and others.  The respondent places on record a copy of the order issued by the Deputy Registrar, Cooperative Societies, Roop Nagar vide his endorsement No.PA/3189-92 dated 13.07.2012.  As per this order, the Deputy Registrar, in exercise of powers conferred by Rule 45 of Punjab Cooperative Societies Rules, 1963 has delegated the authority to Assistant Registrar for making payment to the employees of the respondent society and for meeting water and electricity bills.  The plea of the respondent is that the powers of the Assistant Registrar are limited to these two functions.
2.

The plea of the information-seeker on the other hand is that the respondent-society is controlled by the State Government within the meaning of Section 2(h) of the Right to Information Act, 2005 and therefore it is a public authority. The information-seeker further argues that Assistant Registrar is exercising full control over the affairs of the society and that from time to time, the Assistant Registrar has passed orders touching all aspects of day to day management of the Puncham Society including transfer of ownership of flats etc.
3.

Let the Assistant Registrar files an affidavit that subsequent to the order of D.R. dated 13.7.2012, the Chairman-cum-Assistant Registrar has not exercised any powers other than those specified in that order.  The complainant may also give evidence in support of their contention that the Assistant Registrar is in full control of the society.
4.

To come up on 7.7.2014 at 10.30 A.M.

5.

The files be returned to the Registry for constitution of a fresh Bench, in view of the fact that I will be demitting office on completion of my tenure at the end of June, 2014.

6.

A copy of this order shall be placed on each case file in which the respondent is the party and the  issue involved is the same whether the Puncham Coop. House Building Society is a public authority or not i.e. CC-1835/2007, CC-1851/2007 and AC-824/2010..









( R.I. Singh)



May 21, 2014





Chief Information Commissioner
                        




   
          


Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Karan Deep Singh,

President, People for Literacy (Regd.)

7 Indira Market Gill Road, Ludhiana.



……………..Appellant.

Vs

The Public Information Officer, 

O/o Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana

FAA-Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana. 




The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Director Local Government, Punjab,

Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.



 

……………....Respondents.

Appeal Case No.532/2013.

Present:-
Shri Karandeep Singh complainant in person.



Shri Om Parkash, Clerk on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



Shri Harpreet Singh Ghai, Assistant Town Planner-cum-PIO was issued a Show Cause Notice under Section 20 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 as to why penalty should not be imposed on him. He was given an opportunity to appear for personal hearing.  Shri Harpreet Singh Ghai has not appeared, nor he has filed any explanation for the delay in furnishing of the information.  However, Shri Om Parkash, Clerk has appeared and submitted a letter bearing No.1954/ATP dated 16.5.2014, wherein it has been pleaded that the information relating to Sr. No. 3, 4 and 5 of the RTI application dated 17.11.2012 is held by the Director Local Government, Punjab, Chandigarh and that they have written to that authority to furnish the information.  However, so far the Director Local Government, Punjab, Chandigarh has not responded.  It is, therefore,  ordered that the PIO/Director Local Government, Punjab, Chandigarh be impleaded as a responden in the present case.
2.

Last opportunity is also granted to Shri Harpreet Singh Ghai, Assistant Town Planner-cum-PIO for personal hearing as to why penalty should not be imposed on him for inordinate delay in furnishing of the information.
3.

To come up on 25.6.2014 at 10.30 A.M.










( R.I. Singh)



May 21, 2014






Chief Information Commissioner
                        




   
          


Punjab

CC
Shri Harpreet Singh Ghai, Assistant Town Planner-cum-PIO o/o Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Pritam Singh, 

Village Naushehra (Saderabad),

Near Shri Gurbax Singh Flour Mills,

Malerkotla (Sangrur).





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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o The Director General of Police, Punjab,

Sector 9, Chandigarh.





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

Complaint Case No. 395  of 2014

Present:-
Shri Pritam Singh complainant in person.

ASI Ajaib Singh alongwith Shri Rakesh Kumar,  Senior Assistant, SI Jagjit Singh and SI Surinder Bhalla on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



Shri Jagjit Singh, Investigating Officer, Police Station (City), Sangrur has submitted a written statement clarifying that in case No.43 dated 30.5.2012, Police Station, Amargarh,  no blood stained shirt was submitted by Shri Pritam Singh, the present information-seeker, nor such a shirt was recovered from the spot. No such shirt is part of the spot recovery.

2.

In view of the above clarifications given by the respondent, information stands furnished.  Hence, I close the present complaint which was filed in the Commission on 23.1.2014.









( R.I. Singh)



May 21, 2014





Chief Information Commissioner
                        




   
          


Punjab

