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MINUTES OF GENERAL BODY MEETING OF THE KUNJ VIHAR
COOPERATIVE GROUP HOQUSING SOCIETY LTD.
HELD AT 10.00 HRS ON 13.07.2008

l. The Special General Body Meeting of the members of the Kunj Vihar
Cooperative Group Housing Socicty Ltd. was held - at its site location at Plot No. 19.
Sector-12 Dwarka. New Delhi-110078 at 10.00 hrs on 13.07.2008. Since. the quorum,
required for. the meeting. was not complete by 10.00 hrs. therefore. the meeting was
adjourned for one hour and recommenced at 1 1.00 hrs on the same day and same venue.
And again the quorum required for the meceting was not complete by 11.00 hrs, therefore,
the meeting was adjourned for half an hour and recommenced at 11.30 hrs on the same
day and same venue. The meeting was attended by 78 members who signed the SGBM
register in token of their presence and resolutions passed in the SGBM. The meeting was
presided over by Sh Satvir Singh. Administrator. The following was the agenda for the
meeting :- |

(a) To Discuss and take decision for the contractor to carry out the balance
work i.c (i) Internal Civil & Electrification works and (ii) External Development works in
Kunj Vihar Cooperative Group Housing Society Ltd. Plot No. 19, Sector-12, Dwarka,
New Delhi-110078 in view of the resolution passed in the last General Body Meeting
held on 07.06.2008. :

(b) Any other points related to agenda no. | as above.

2 The Administrator weicomed all the members present in the meeting. The

4N

Administrator informed the members about legal opinion as to whether in the changed
circumstances the work should now be awarded to M/s Techno Construction for

completing the balance Civil work and also as to whether under the changed
circumstances. the compromise award dated 02.06.2008 passed by Mr. Justice (Retd)
Anil Dev Singh in the arbitration case in question. needs to be challenged. The
Administrator read out the opinion furnished by the advocate of the society on the above
mentioned points and ‘nformed the members, present in the meeting that the Advocate
has opined that since the conduct and deeds of the firm and its proprietor have already
come under scanner of the investigating agency and awarding of fresh contract for the
completion of the balance work may again lead the construction work to stand still
keeping in view of the involvement. hence the contract for the remaining / balance should
1ot be awarded to the firm or its proprietor. though there is no legal bar as the matter is
still under investigation, and no final verdict has been passed by the THon'ble Court. With
regard to opinion on the compromise award. the Administrator informed the members
present in the meeting that the advocate has opined that an award which is bascd upon the
forged and fraudulent documents is of no value in the eyes of the law, since investigating
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and that the tender documents Sllbl\.\illel h]y 'll}’C ;ouyuliv
Well ag filed by Sh. Vinod kumar Singhal. hence are nn; g‘c?uxlgco:l};odgng:"flié
"elore, the very basis of the compromise / scll|cm.cn‘l (rl‘]'k‘l( wls h-“-%d ot the said
“Cumenty (render document) relied upon by both the parties whic ]I ki ;'(ls e 77'1~rcnl
“Cuments has now turned out to be vitated by |m'gcl')’: I~n ol K,I. wo med : l'(-i s
YCUment jrself has now been investigated to be 1'01';;9(1. therefore the impugned award is
Yased upon forgery and deception should be got set aside.

0 l‘r‘CCr K
as
the

as categorically taken a st

-~
3

" Keeping in view the opinion of the advocate of the socicty, as _‘ilsc“‘gs/?ld ‘;‘\33%}\:
the Administrator sought the views of the members, present in the meeting. S/Sh. ?1() |
Nurich (\.No. 159) Jagdish Kurich (M.No. 29), A 1. Mendirata (M.No. 678), Inderpa
Kaur (M.No, 629). R KbChoudhzn'y (M.No. 551). Sarabjit Singh (MN(‘- -’()(_))f PK Siiho()
(M.No. 595). Balvinder Singh Mahay (M.No. 402) and Ashwinder Pal l.’l.ll'l (M;NO- -}22)
expressed their views that the societé’ should not give the work in question to .§h. Vinod
Kumar Singhal of M/s Techno Constructions. Sh. Jagdish Kurich further mentioned that
the society should ignore the persons who are involved in criminal case. Mrs. In.del.'Dﬂl
Kaur also further expressed that the society should keep itself away from criminal
Persons as due to them only the society went into problem.

4. Dr. H C Sachdeva (M.No. 399). Capt. Dua (father in law of Smt. Neera Dua M.
No. 121), Sh. Rupender Choudhary (M.No. 666), Sh. Madhavan Narayana swamy
(M.No. 549), Sh. S C Marwah (M.No. 615), Sh. § K Wadhawan (M.No. 649), expressed
their views that keeping in view the terms & conditions accepted by M/s Techno
Constructions, and also keeping in view wastage of lot of time, the work in question
slould be awarded to Sh. Vinod Kumar Singhal of M/s Techno Constructions.

5. Dr. R K Chowdhary further expressed his views that the work in question should
be got completed through 2-3 petty contractors to complete the work at the earliest or we
cen invite open tender by publication in the/news papers. e further suggested that the
minimum work, which is required for filing the paper to obtain POC from DDA should
be done and extra work like fixing of inside doors etc. should be ignored at present. S/Sh,
A K Hasijja, P K Sahoo, and A K Roy, aiso suggested for retendering of the work and

also suggested for clection in the society. Sh: Sarabjit Singh and various other members
also suggested for election in the society.,

6. Dr. H C Sachdeva further expressed his views
in thc meeting that in the last SGBM it was decided {
in which Sh. Vinod Singhal was involved. He infor
Crore with M/s Techno Constructions which was done only afier negotiations with Sh.
Vinod Singhal by the negotiation committee as well as by the members of the Advisory
Committee. Sh. Mahesh Gocl also suggested that if this scttlement would have not been
done, there could have been problem in the construction work and we should not be
scared of for any thing. On this Sh. Jagdish Kurich expressed that when the document in
question is forged then we should cancel the agreement. Smt. Surpriya Sehgal was also of
the view that if we file casc against M/s Tcechno Construction then we gan sa\;’e Rs, 2
Crore and can start the work side by side. She also wanted to know the effect if the

and informed the members present
o obtain legal opinions on the casc
med about the settlement of Rs. 2
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rmed to that in such casc posscssion of flats
will not be made as per orders of Hon'ble High Courts. Sh. Sarabjit singh expressed his
views that Sh. Vinod Singhal can never stop any work and we should start the work and
Jeave other things to be decided by the court. Sh. P K Sahoo also expressed his views that
Sh. Vinod Singhal can not do any thing and we should ignore him. He also expresscd that
nothing has been done so far and the members who are contributing a lot for the society

should be elected by the members to form the managing committec and (o
ignore the things happened in the past. Sh. Sarabjit singh also suggested that only
and responsibility should be

members can complete the remaining work of the socicly

given to 10-20 members to complete the remaining work as awarding the work to any
contractor will result in cost cscalation. le also requested the members present in the
meeting that the members should forget their house problems and give time and money to
(he socicty in time and work 24 hours and sct an cxample that the members have
completed the construction work of the society, and ignore the court case of Vinod
Singhal. I1e also suggested that il the members who are sclected in the clection, do not
complete the work then such members would be liable for explanation. Sh. Jagdish

Kurich also corroborated the version of Sh. Sarabjit Singh.

arbitration casc is not decided. She was info

presently.

! Sh. J K Jain informed the members present in the meeting that we arc mixing
arbitration case and award of work of construction. He further expressed his views that if
L is decided in the court that document in question is forged then the settiement with Sh.
Vinod Singhal will be cancelled. He also expressed his views that petty contractors can
not complete the work and we can facc many problems therefore we should award onc

contract.
7

8. Mrs. Supriya Sehgal wanted to know Prons & Cons about awarding the work to

M/s Techno_Constructions. On this Dr. H C Sachdeva informed thc advantages for

awarding the work to M/s Techno Constructions. He informed that Sh. Vinod Singhal
rore whercas other contractors

agreed for three vears performance guarantec of Rs. 1 C

» = B S N e MR e

did not agree for such amount and were agreed for one year guarantee. Sh: Vinod Singhal
also agrccw from every R/A Bills to be paid after completion of the work.
ble by the other contractors. Sh. Singhal also agreed for

This condition was not agreea
default condition and he can be penalized if do not complete the work within the

stipulated period and everything is transparent. Dr. Sachdeva again mentioned that since
the scttlement in the arbitration casc was decided in the by the Advisory Committee as
well as the Negotiation committee. approved in the last SGBM then why this point is
being raised now. Dr. Sachdeva further informed the members, present in the meeting
that the arrest of Sh. Vinod Kumar Singhal was on the testimony of a person who is also
underground and the persons who are on bail. Since the documents submitted by the
society was also forged then why the case is not made against the old management of the
socicty. Mrs. Supriya Sehgal further wanted to know the_quantum of sufferings if the
work is awarded to M/s Techno Construction. On this Dr. Sachdeva informed the

members present in the meeting that once an arrested person is relcased on bail, he can

not be arrested again.

—

Scanned with CamScanner



; A @)»ﬁzx o2

g sho 8 ¢ Marwah (NMUNoC01S) expressed his views that as per his experience no
I‘;‘“‘ contractor can complete this ‘\\'m'l\ and no other contractor wil! come forward to do
the work even ibwe give anadvertisement in the newspapers. On this Sh. Tagdish Kurich
cugoested that 1 the terms & conditions are put favorably by the society then so many
:. con ractors wWill come forward to complete the work but on the present terms &
f conditions no contractor will come forward and we should amend the terms & condition
' accondingly. On this Do 8 K- Wadhawan, Capt. Dua, and S € Marwah, expressed their
views that 1t such conditions are not laid down then the society may face serious
problems i future, Dr. T C Sachdeva also informed the members present in the meeting
that all the conditions laid down by the society are correct and are in favour of society.

10, Col. Shiv Rana (father of Ms. Maneesha Rana M.No. 702) expressed his views
that we should not go in the past. forget the past and the members should devote time for
the wake of the society and should not raise same point again and again and take decision
in fovour of socicty. He also suggested that the members who do not attend the mecetings
wuld not raise any point. He also suggested that since the matter of settlement of Rs. 2
rore in question was decided in last SGBM, therefore, such points should not be raised
again. He further stressed to decide as to whether the work should be awarded to M/s
Techno Construction or not. He also suggested to have voting on this point. Sh. K R
Ravinder kumar and various other members also suggested for voting on the point as to
whether under changed circumstances, the work in question should be awarded to M/s
Teclno Construction or not.

sl
R

1. Keeping in view the aforesaid facts and circumstances. which indicate that
varicus members, present in the meeting wanted clection in the society and also indicate
that the members. present in the meeting gre divided on the point of as to whether the
work should be awarded to M/s Techno Construction or not and keeping in view of
suggestions of various members for voting on this point, the Administrator put it before
the members prescnt in the meeting as to whether voting should be held or not. On this
almost all the members present in the meeting consented for voting. =~

12. Accordingly all the members present in the meeting were given small papers to

3 vote 1s to whether they want to give the work to M/s Techno Construction or not. S/Sh. K

7 R Ravinder Kumar and Sarabjit Singh rendered help in voting. Out of total 78-members.
who attended the meeting, two members had alrcady lelt before voting. Out of remaining
76 members, 64 members gave consent in writing to award the work to M/s Techno
Constructions. 8 members expressed in writing that the works should not be awarded to
M/s Techno Constructions. The vote of remaining 4 members were invalid as they were
not members and atiended (he meeting on behalf o members. The resolution was passed
accordingly.

13. The Administrator also sought the views of the members present in the meeting as
to whether the consent award dated 2.06.2008 in question should be challenged as opined
by thz advocate of the society as discussed above. On this Sh, Sarabjit Singh and few
other members informed the members present in the meceting that the negotiation
Committee should again negotiate with Sh, Vinod Kumar Singhal and see that the
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balance amount is waived ofl completely or reduced to the maximum, This resotution
was passed unanimously with the request that the negotiation committee already formed
should negotiate with Sh. Vinod Singhal.

14. Keeping in view the suggestion of various members for holding the clection in the
society, the Administrator informed the members  présent in the meeting  that
recommendation will accordingly be made to the office of Registrar Coopcrative
Societies for holding election  of the management committee of the society. But this
resolution could not be passed as various members now ncgated this suggestion.

(Satvir S“§_ ingh)

ADMINISTRATOR
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