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In the Court of G. S. Sandhy, TAS. Financinl Coomissioner,
Cooperation, Funjab; Chandigazh: (Exercisipg the powers of

‘the Government under EﬁntiﬂFHlfi a{ the Purjad Coopesrative

Societies Ret, 1961). Tk |
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Revision Pﬁtffibﬁsﬂn.:lil-ﬁf 2096

Swaran Singh s/6 late Sh. Harbatt Singh. 20¢7%, Phase X,
Monhali. .

2. Balbir Singh s/c Sh. Arjan Singh, ~£/o H. Mo, '569, Phase
Y, Mehali.

3, Baldev Singh s/o late Sh. Mohinder Singh, 234, 1% Floor,
United Cooperative House Buudinq Sncimy Ltd. Sector
68, Mohali. wall

4. Bhupinder Kaur wife of qﬂ, Kuldesp ,Ging-m, r/o Kethi No.
441, Phase 1, thali
8 i ke
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1. The Additionsl Registrar (C), Cooperstive Societies,
Bunjab, nandiga:he; g ' N 4 :

2. The Deouty HRegistrar Cﬂdpixative Societ .es, Rnpnr.
3. The Assistant Regiatrar Cnﬂporativn Snni*tiaa. Huhili

Respondents

Present: Dh. D.V.Sharma, Advocate for the pe iticners

S5h., Malkeet Singh, Advocate for impleade:
respondant ((Sh. Besant Singh) .

This is a revision ?ﬂtitlun under Zagticn 69 of the
Punjab Cooperative Societies Act, 1961 (hersinafier referred

to as the Act) against the order dated 26.5.2005 passed by
Addl. Registrac ‘{C}, Cooperative 5o:'tﬁ1n iy Punjab,
Chandigarh and order datnd. 14 5.2006 passed| by thu Deputy
Registrar Cooperative Sncietiul, Ropar. -
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Committee of the United Cooperative House bullding Seciety
Ltdd. Dacn (Mohali) {(hereinafter referred to as tiie Soclety)
was: placed under suspension under Section 27(.) of the Act hy
the Ueputy Reglstrar vide his order dated 24.%.2006 for
Ll eanl encolmant of moemboers, tranafer cf nares and
financial irregularities etc. .The petitioner filed an appeal
before the Additional Registrar (C}, who vide his order dated
23.6.2006 held chat .as the Aasistant Registrar :uppé}ative
Societies, Mohali had issued a show “cause notice to the
Managing Committee of the Soclety whose ceply wus awaited,
the petitianei: were directed to file their reply Lo-the show
cause notice within 15 days.with a further direction to the
Deputy Registrar to deéide tp_n matter in another 15 days.
However, the auapansim qg-f i:he' Committes rl-g_g_._ nat stayed.

Hence this revision petﬁtiﬁ,‘_'_ 4 cAl '."Jﬂ. =
{ s
3: I have heard the counsel for the petitioners. I

have also heard the counsel of applicant Sh, 'ﬁlﬂmt Eingh who
had filed an application for :Inpluaﬁinq ‘as :I:pbnde_m: iq this
case belﬁg an interested * y. - The mﬁiei the
petitionar argued that urdn:r: r.l.ltnd 24.5.2006 has been paaséd
by the Deputy Registrar Cooperative Societies, Reopar without
application cof mind &nd no tanglble reasons have been given
for suspending the Managing Committee of the Socciety under
section 27(2) of the Act. Even the Additional Registrar (C),
who had earlier stayed the order of the Deputy Reglstrar wide
his order dated 6.6.2006, dismissed the appeal without giving

any tangible reasons. The counsel further mentioned that the
managing ceommlttee of the Society was elected, only thrae
menths prior te the order of the Deputy Rugistrar and no
ocassion has arisen for suspending the duly einc* 2d managing
committee in such a short period. Sh. Malkiat Singli, Advocate
mantioned that there have been large scale irregularities as
has been reported by the Assistant Regist-ar Cooperative
Socletles, Mohall and therefore, the Deputy Registrar vide

s dmpugned order was justifled In suspending Lhe managing
committee, '
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i. I have considered the arguments sdvanced by the
counsel and have gone through the record of the case. I find
that the order o¢f the Deputy Registrar dated 24.5.2006 wvide

whigh the Managing Committee has been suspenced to be wvery

perfunctory. 1In & guasi judicial order, the Deputy Registrar
ig expected to pass a well reasoned speaking order elearly
bringing out the irregularities (if any) ‘and his fi:ndings on
oarregulagitiss. A mere reading of the impugne: foiérr of
the Deputy Registrar deoes not give any rdason for takinag such
a4 drastic action against ‘a legally elected managing committee
of & cooperative soclety. Even order dated 20.6.2006 passed
by the Additional Registrar in the appeal givas no tangible
grounds as to why he has qn,nfihnd the order of the Deputy
Registrar regarding suspension of the Manac¢ ing Committes.
The order dated 26.6.2006 of the Additional Registrar is very
sketchy and non speaking. Accordingly, the Depucty Registrar
15 directad Lo pass a reasons
considering the reply filed by
notice issued to it undar see

End self speaking crder after
& managing ch:&ttup ‘to the
27 uf t.ht J\tt. The Btputy
k. . whis has H"léd an
mr &“thnr member  of the

1 in” the instant case. ! The
Deputy Registrar will pass a 'f-f-z_ml order under section 27 of
the Act within a period cf two months. In the mean tims, \'.I'u;
petitioners. (managing committee) will neithar enrul any new

member nor make any fresh allotment of tha flats peing
canstructed by the Sociaety. :
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Annouriced. Financial Co ﬁflrinnar
21.08.2006 9% Cooperation, Punjab
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