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NINUTES OF SPECIAT GENERAL BODY MEETING OF THE KUNJ VIHAR
COOPERATIVE GROUP HOUSING SOCIETY LTD.
HELD AT 0930 1IRS ON 25.5.2008

1. H.w Special - General Body Mccting of the members of the Kunj Vihar
Cooperative Group Housing Society Lud, was held at its site location at Plot No. 19.
Nector- 12 Dwarka, New Delhi- | 10078 a1 09.30 hrs on 25.5.2008. Since. the quorum.
m.‘“”“' for the meeting, was not complete by 09.30) hrs. therefore, the meeting was
.’l»\'l(\lll'llul lor one hour and recommenced at 10.30 hrs on the same day and same venue.
Lhe mecting was attended by 96 members who signed the SGBM register in token of
their presence and resolutions passed in the SGBM. The meeting was presided over by Sh
Navir Singh, Administrator, The following was the agenda for the meeting :-

(iv) Do apprise the members about the permission granted by Hon'ble Lt.
Govemor of Delhi for extension of time for belated construction and 1o
restart construction to complete the balance work at site at the earliest so
thaat process of allotment of Mats to the aggricved members can be

completed.
(h) To appoint contractors to complete all types of bal.a11ciy()rks at site.
(¢) Any other rclcvzmﬂnts,
2. All the members present in the meeting were welcomed by the Administrator.

The Administrator spoke few words in appreciation on the working of the members of
the Advisory Committee for taking decisions on the quotations received from various
firms/  companices for the work namely Internal Civil work & Eleetrification work,
External Development works, Installation of lifts, Fire Fighting Systéms and ESS and
external clectrifications. The members present in the mecling, also appreciated working
of the of Advisory Committee.

3. EXTENSION OFTIME FOR BELATED CONSTRUCTION

The Administrator informed the members that the Ton.ble Lt Governor ol Delhi
has  granted the Extension of Time for belated construction up to 31.3.2009 and the
period  forexiension of Administrator has been extended upto 30.9.2008. The
Administrator further informed the members  that although the society has not received
any written communication from the office of the Registrar Coop. Socictics but the
society has now requested DDA for caleulation of zomposition fee for belated
construction & Ground Rent upto 31.3.2000 and send the same to the socicty so that the
same can be deposited at the earliest and the drawings may be submitted to DDA for
revalidation,
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N Compromise with M/s Techno Constructions ~

Phe Admiisteator .||\|\|-iml the members, present in the mecting, regarding the B
in the last Gieneral Body Mecting held on 01.3.2008 relating to

tesolunnon passaed
Arbitration case pending before the

compromise with Moy Fechno Constructions in
Arhitrator My Justive (Retdy Anil Dev Singh. The Administrator informed the members,
present i the meeting, that the members ol the Negotiations committee, formed in the
last General Body Meeting with the approval of the SGBM, held negotiation with Sh.

Vinod Kumar Singhal of Ms Techno construetions on 02.03.2008. The following

members of the Nepotiations commitiee i question attended the meeting of negotiations

comnutiee

1. Dr. R K Chowdhury
20 Mo A K Roy

30 Mr Mahesh Goel
40 Mo Navin Chandra
S0 Mreo A K Sharma

6. Mr. Sarabjit Singh
Mr, Anil

~J

5 Remaining members of the negotiation committee namely Ms. Kavita Jha , Mr.
NManoj Dass . Mr. A K Kapoor and Mr. § K Passi, did not attend the meeting of the
negotiation committee despite telephonic information 0 them. Besides the aforcsaid 7
members of the negotiation committee, $/Sh M. Cariappa Appaiah, Mr. Virender Singh
and Ms. Kusum Sharma W/o Sh. A K Sharma, also attended the meeting of ncgotiation
committee. After detailed deliberations and discussions and perusal of relevant papers
and documents and after considering all pros and cons, the members were of the view
that they should try to minimize the amount to be paid to Sh. Vinod Singhal of M/s
Techno Construction as compromised amount. Accordingly Sh. Singhal was aiso called
in the meeting. All the members of negotiation and Advisory committee, as mentioned
above, discussed the matter with Sh. Singhal in detail and after detailed deliberations.
various compromise formula including interest, the final scttlement was made at Rs. 2
Crore only as a full & final payment to M/s Techno Constructions being the compromise
amount. After detailed and prolong deliberations, Sh. Vinod kumar Singhal agreed to said
of Rs. 2 Crore and terms & conditions. The members ol the negotiation
and other members of advisory committee as mentioned above further decided
nade after preparation, and filing the compromise document in
Justice (Retd) Anil Dev Singh and award by the Arbitrator.

amount
committee
that payment will only be !
the court of Arbitrator Mr.

The Administrator furthey informed the members, present in the meeting, that
during the meeting of Advisory Committee held on 24,05.2008, also discussed the
modalities/ manner in which the amount of compromised and negotiated amount of’ Rs 2
Crore will be paid to M/s Teehno Constructions in terms of full & final settlement with
em in the Arbitration Case pending before Mr. Justice (Retd) Anil Dev Singh. The
mbers of the Advisory committee attended the mecting:-

0.

following me
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> Sh N Canappa \ppaiah
VoONh Ahwoder Palanph
4 ShoLakhvinder Ao

S ShoAlek Kahia

6 Sho KK Tuthia

TN R Kahita

N Nh Vaender Siph

- ' A . 1
Restde the atoresad members of the Advisory Comnuttee, following member, of

the sovtety also participated in the sand meeting-

Q. Sho A K Roy

10CSh K Jain

11, Sh. P K Nahoo
8. Afier due discussions and deliberations the members of the Advisory Commutiee
and other members of the society, as mentioned above, took the final view that an amount

of Rs. 80 Lakhs as deposited in FDs with Hon'le Arbitration Court plus accrued interest,
may be paid immediately after the Award by the Hon'ble Arbitration Court and the
remaining amount may be paid to M/s Techno constructions in next three months subject
to approval in the forthcoming General Body Meeting.,

9. The Administrator put the aforesaid decisions of the negotiation committee dated
1.3.2008 as well as Advisory Commitiee dated 2:1.5.2008 to the members present in the
meeting as to whether the decision taken by them are aceeptable to the General Body or
not. All the members present in the meeting, aceept Sh. Arjun Lal Mendirata, agreed and
passed the resolution accordingly. The Administrator further intormed the members
present in the meeting that now  the compromise agreement with M Techno
Constructions can be prepared and filed in the Court of the Hon'ble Arbitrator on the next
date of hearing fixed on 30.5.2008 1o pass the consent award on the aforesaid terms &
conditions and also various others terms & conditions, as may be suggested by the
counsel of the society. All the members except Sh Mendiratta agreed for the same and
passed the resolution accordingly.

10. Ouotations for Fire Fighting Svstem

The Administrator informed the members, present i the mecting, that imtally the
quotations for fire fiphting works were called from the tollowing finms companies -

L. NM/s Dynapro Fire Safety System (1) £
20 MY Fireteeh Engineer & Consultants

3. Mis Global Fire Protection

A0 M/ ACE Fire Systems (1) Ll

S. M/s Devie Naainin Fire System
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11, But out of the aforesaid 3 firms, only M/s Global Fire Protection Slll)miUCd the
quotation. Therefore. it was decided to call for quotations I'rlnm other companies s0 thuE
the rates can be compared, Accordingly, the quotations for this work were called from the
following firms companies - '

(1) M/s Millennium Engineers
(b)Y MUSIBM Engineering Projects,
(©) M/s Mangalam Engineers.

12. Accordingly. all the aforesaid three firms submitted the quotations. T-hc
quotations  received from the aforesaid threc firms as well as from M/s Global Firc

Protection, which was received earlier, were opened by the members of the Advisory
Committee on 11.5.2008.

13, The Administrator further informed the members present in the meeting that M/s
Mangalam Engineer has quoted lowest rates. M/s Millanium Engineer was second
lowest and M/s JBM Engincering was highest. Since, M/s Global Fire Protection has not
submitted their project profile/technical bid etc., therefore, their quotation has not been
considered and the comparative statement was prepared showing rates of the aforesaid
three firms only. In order to negotiate, M/s Mangalam Engineers and M/s Millenium
Engineers were called for negotiations on various occasions. Some additional items.
which were required for this work, which were not included in the quotations, were also
included by the lowest M/s Mangalam Engineers. amounting to Rs. 7,68,325.00. Initially.
M/s Mangalam Engineers negotiated at Rs. 64,82,396.00 which include the cost of
additional items. But afier prolong discussion, negotiation and dcliberation M/s
Mangalam Engineers accepted the quotations at Rs. 63.50 lacs including all items. The
members of the Advisory Committce in the meeting held on 20.5.2008 decided to accept
the quotations of said M/s Mangalam Engineers subject to approval by the SGBM.

\/ Accordingly, the Administrator put the aforesaid proposal/ decision of the

p
“

members ol the Advisory Commitiee before the SGBM and wanted to know whether the
quotation of M/s Mangalam Engineers may be accepted or not. All the members, present
i the mecting accepted the same and passed resolution accordingly,

INSTALLATION OF LIFTS

15. The Administrator informed the members present in (he mecting that  the
quotations for installation of lifts, were earlier called from M/s Schindler India (P) Ltd,
M/s KONE Elevators India Pvt Lid and M/s OTIS Elevators India P
these companies M/s KONE Llevators India Pyt Ltd and M/s Schindler India Pvt Ltd had
submitted the quotations. THowever, these quotations were not opened carlier as the
members of the Advisory Committee decided in the meeting held on 27.2.2008 that the
quotations for lifts will be opened and considered only o :

op : N reecipt of quotations from M/s
OTIS Elevators. The Administrator further informed the members present in the meeting
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that the quotations for lifts were openced by the members of the Advisory Committee on
14.5.2008 atler receipt of quotation from M/s OTIS also. M/s OTIS quoted total amount
of Rs. 2.42.58000.00 for 12 passenger lilts and 3 goods lifts. M/s KONE quoted an
amount of Rs. 3.03.42000.00 and M/s Schindler quoted an amount of Rs. 2,84,25,000.00
CThe Administeator further informed that M/s OT1S and M/s KONE Elevators  werc
short _lis.lcd by the members of the Advisory Committee’ for further clarifications and
negotiations.  Subsequently. M/s Schindler was also called for negotiations and
clarifications. Negotiations with M/s OTIS by the members of the Advisory Committee
were not considered as they were reported to be supplying only geared lifts and for
gcarlgss lifts they will have to contact their China's office. They were also asked 0
submit the revised quotations as the quotations submitted by them were not valid an
account of revision in the rates with effect from 14.5.2008. As per the prolonged
discussions. negotiations and deliberations by the members of the Advisory Committce

\\'it!] the (?fﬁcials of M/s OTIS. M/s KONE and M/s Schindler, following submitted the
revised offer as below :-

(@) M/s KONE Elevators offered Rs. 17.80 lcas per lift for 13 passengers
gearless lifts and 20.00 lacs per lift for 15 passengers (Goods).

(b)  M/s Schindler Elevators offered Rs. 15.45 lacs per lift for 12 passengers
gearless lifts and Rs. 17.15 lacs each lift for freight elevators.

Jé./ The Administrator further informed the members  present in the meeting that
keeping in view the revised offer, as mentioned above, the members of the Advisory
Committee in their meeting held on 24.5.2008 arrived at the conclusion that the lifts of
M/s Schindler will be economical & safe and therefore decided to accept the offer of M/'s
Schindler subject to approval in the SGBM.

17.  The Administrator put up this decision of the members of* the Advisory
Committee before the members present in the meeting as to ‘Whether they accept the
offers of the M/s Schindleer%\not. All the members present in the meeting agreed for the
same and passed resolution accordingly.

ESS & EXTERNAL ELECTRIFICATION WORKS

19.  The Administrator informed the members present in the meeting that the
quotations for the aforesaid work were called from the fotlowing firms/companics :-

(a) M/s Lohia Electric Co.

(b) M/s Enkey Clectrical Pvt Ltd.
(c) M/s Piecco Power Projects.
(dy M/s Johnson Engineers.

20.  All the aforesaid except M/s Johnson Engineers, submitted the quotations and
werc opened by the members of the Advisory Committee in the mecting held on
24.2.2008 but could not take decision earlier as the quotations for main work namely
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Internal Civil & Fleetritication works could not e finalized, The Adminisator yecs
mormed  that the members of the Advison Comhittee e thei meeting held on
11.5.2008 considered the guotaions ol Ny ol Flectric Con N7y 1okey Bleetrieal and
\'s Pieco Power Projects which wete opened cnrlier on 24,2 2008, Ihe Administrator
I'xl"_‘hcr informed that M 1ohin Fleetrieal quoted the ates  amounting Lo R
:.)’7‘52‘:35‘”“‘ M s Fukey PFlectrical quoted rates amotnting to 1. 1.57.09311.00 and
s Pieco Power Project quulcd ates amounting oo R 1AL TRTO00. Fhs the
pembers of Advisory Commitiee short listed Pieco Power Moject and M7y Linkey
li‘icclricnl for negotiations and rejected the guotation of M/s 1ohia Eleetricals being the
highest quote. ‘

AL "l'hc Administrator further informed the members present in the meceting that the

quotations called for the aforesaid work were in respeet of single point connection for

which 1.hc society has to arrange every thing including ransformers ete. But it has been

oscertained from the BSES that they have now stopped providing single point connection

:.“nd are providing only multi point connections as per approved proposal of the society.

For ll.m multi point connection, the socicty is required to construct 5SS room as per the

-\lra\\'-m‘g of BSES and thereafter hand it over to BSES for (urther actions including
yroviding and installation of transformers cte. and the socicty is required to make
payment to the BSES for the same. Accordingly, various items including supply and
installation of transformers and other related Hems were deleted from the quotations
already received and opened. After deletion of such items the quotations of M/s Pieco
Power Project comes (o 1.03.24.370.00  and the quotations of M/s Enkey Eleetrical
comes to Rs. 1,05.82.020.00. And thus M/s Picco Power Projects still lowest.
Accordingly, the members of the Advisory Committee negotiated with M/s Pieco Power
Project on 24.5.2008. After prolong discussion, negotiations and deliberations with M/s
Picco Power Project, the firm offered 9% rebate for the aforesaid amount on the
following payment terms :-

5% Advance with order.

55% on rcceipt of material at site. -

25% on installation of material.

5% on getting approval of clectrical connection (demand note) from
BSES.

5. 10% affer testing, commissioning and getting power supply and getting
approval from all statutory authoritics.

W

\/.(2? The Administrator further informed the members present in the meeting that after

due consideration and deliberations at length, the members of the Advisory Committee

and some other members of the society decided to accept the offer of M/s Pieco Power
Project subject 10 approval in the SGBM.

ﬁ. The Administrator put up this decision of the members of the Advisory

Committee before the members present in the meeting as to whether they aceept the

offers of the M/s Picco Power Project or not. All the members present in the meeting
agreed for the same and passed resolution accordingly.
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SALANCE INTERN WOl ULECTRINICAIIGS WORK __AND

M
EXTERN AL DEVELOPMUNY WORKN

au i the meeting that for this wark

dhe embiors prose

N i N R Vot o

o RN \\'."."" ALt AR R A TS IR S AU LR

. . T B v, 3 \ O
el called o the rollonw g s mpanu

' 1 vt Y 3Ny e
N\ DT Badean

(M A Mathura Dass A& Sons
W) A1 s Pramiot intraaiueiiy
W Wos B Azanal
&) A4 s Sana Nanan
B A1 s Riasin Constraction U,
S TR Adminisnaor fwher premed that ot of the atoresaid, only Mos Mudit
wiruetion Lo, submitted  their

Buildeon. Ms H B Agarwal and W Bhasin v
wotations. The quotaions Wew openad by the members of e
N ln this comection, ihe Admstrater turther mtormed
Buildeon and M s Bhasta Construction Co submitied the quotations
Siw M s Mudit Buildeonin their letter dated 20.

<31 N R (o
sollowing conditions W il

N

Advisary Commitiee on
that M/s Mudit

as conditional. The

22008 -

Y
~.

Rl
N\,
-~

Khs as the work left out is only

1 Retention money shall be puanimum five
finishing Homs,
A N insurance shall be made as i s required for strueture as the same has
con done by some other Ageney,
3 Water and Flectricity atone pont shall be given tree ot cost.
<. dorformance Quaraniee <hall not be given by us,
s Pavments of Running Aceount bills submitted by us shall be released

=30, within three day s and balanee within ten davs from the date ol

submission of bills.
0. \obilization advance of twenty five lacs shall be paid the same shall be
deducted on pro-rata basis from our Nird bill onwards.

6. \I's Bhasin Construction Co. laid down the Tallowing conditions:-

L. As alwans huge amount of seurity is pending with the society, so there
is no requirement of pertormance cuarantee and we will not ‘;l‘\\\'i\lc the
ame.

2 730, pavment shall be made within 3 davs atter submitting the Ml & rest

250 atter cheeking the Ml within T davs.

Since., the quotations ot atoresaid Mx Mudit Buildeon and NS Bhasin
Construction Cowere conditional - especially - that they were: not providing awy
performance guarantes which is considered o be the most nportant condition (1\ e
puard the interest of the society, theretore, the quotations were not acceptable o the
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e Il e Syttt s decnded i the mecting: lldd on 2722008, As
bt ol M e Spwal g capeerned s Hie /\"“”“""""“_',i“"‘”.”“"d !hc
A e I e g ity ey aecepted all the conditions ineluding
I P taney podtangec o :,nlm-.“..v.nly they oltered o pe [ornsnee gaarantee 1
P ol PO i e shape ol bk praasantee/ DTG po) their Tetter dated 29,2,2008,
W b el Bt dated o 82008 ey ol fered 3 perfonmance puarintee on total
POt b e ol s entioned caier i eis letes dited 29,0, 2008,

R e Nehmistaton funiher indonmed e members present in the meeting that the
s nl e Advisony Copnitiee and oflier severnl members ol the society again
Mov s e untations ol N I Agarwal o the meeting held on 3.5.2008. After
Pl discomsstonddeliberanons among e members of the - Advisory Committee and
C I Ol e sociely decided thin sinee the teehnical bids of M/s 111 Agarwal was not
S e otk apesue a b progect and apprebended tat i the work in question
e st Ns T Apanwal, they sty not he able to exceeute the same efficiently

Al i et hedule And s |||¢'_\‘ dJearded o “-i“'[ (|||()|n[in|15 of M/s HB /\gnrwnl also
e tocalb ton sl quotiions from different firms/companies,

Mo e Adminiatitor further informed the members present in the meeting that after
due disewssiona, deliberntions ind perwsal of profiles made available to the society by
memhers ol tis society o well as other society, fresh quotations for internal civil &
clectihientions works and externnl development works, were called on 3.5.2008 from the

Follonwing: Hims/compinies to submit the quotations by 14,5.2008 and also decided to
apen the same on the sume day -

| M/ Bankay Boildeon

D, M7 Delhi Bngineering Construction Co,

I M/ Gupta Bros (Indin),

1. M/s Compliinee Constsuction Contract (Pvt) Lad,

Yhe Administitor Turther informed the members present in the meeting that out
ol the atoresnid fims, only - M/s Fmkay  Buildeon and  M/s Delhi Engineering
Constraction Coosubmitted the quotations within the stipulated period. On being
contacted, M/ Complianee Construction refused to submit the quotations and M/s Gupta
Wros (Indiay informed that they may be submitting the quotations by 8.5.2008 or
195 2008, Sinee only two quotations hiave been reeeived, therefore, the members of the
Advizory Committee decided in the meeting held on 14,5.2008 1o wait for the quotations
of M/s Guptin Bros (India) and open all the quotations on 19,5.2008. The Administrator
further informed that sinee M/s Gupti Bros did not submit their quotations even by

19.5.2008, and informed that they may be submitting the quotation by morning of

20,5,2008, therefore, the members of the Advisory Comumittee decided to open the
quotitions of M/ Tankay Buildeon and M/s Delhi Engineering Constructions Co on
20,5,2008, But M/s Gupta Bros again failed 1o submit the quotations on 20.5.2008 also
and therefore, the members of Advisory Committee opened the quotation of M/s Emkay
Buildeon and M/s Delhi Engineering on 20,5 2008, ‘The Administrator further informed
the members present in the meeting that M/s Delhi Engineering Construction Co had not
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aulmntted vaious papen ol the BOO along with the «|uumlinll‘i which wee, however,
cbintted Dy them subseqguently, The rates quoted by M/ Fankay  Buildeon were
amonnting to Rs, VLTSS ATLON For hoth the works and total rites, quoted hy M/ Delhi

Fnpinecting for both e works were amonnting o [ 13,05.90,085.00.

2 e Admustator forthe mformed the members present in the meeting: that simee
the members of the Advisors

A Fmkay Banldeon quoted the lowest e, theeetore, ‘
Committee called them tor furthen pepotiation on I1.5.2008 and accordingly, after
Ao deliberations with Sh Mobin Khan ol M/s amkay Buildeon, they

profong discussions ‘
letter dated 2352008 which are s follow:, -

submitted the ey sed conditions vide their

I Performinee puarantee will be aubmitted @i 2.5% on the tender mmount
A Nobilization advance shall he released and the same may be recovered
from our RZA bills at pro-rata hasis.

750, secured advance shalf be released on the material laying at site.

1, 205 rebate may be considered on clectrical items on behalf of MLS. Boxes

‘s

lined.

The Administrator further informed the members: present in the meeting that the
members of the Advisory Committee and three other members of the society (namely
S/Sh A K Roy, J K Jainand P K Sahoo) perused the revised offer of M/s Emkay
Buildeon and found that from the conditions laid down by M/s Emkay Buildeon, it can be
ceen that there are some hidden intentions of said M/s Emkay Buildeon which include the
conditions of 75% secured advance. Further they have offered performance guarantee (¢
the extent of 2.5% only against 10%. Further, it was also found that while Sh, Mobir
Khan has signed the Cheqae of EMD for Rs. 2 lacs as proprictor of the firm whereas their
profile indicates that the firm is a partnership firm ol 5/5h Mobin Khan and Balra®
Kapoor. It created doubts and confusions in the minds of the members in guestion anc
apprchended that il the work is awarded (o them, they may not be able to complete th
work as per schedule and society may again face serious problems. Accordingly, the
members of the Advisory Committee and other members of the socicty took view that th
quotations of M/s Emkay Buildcon are not acceptable and hence rejected in the meeting
held on 24.5.2008.

30.  In this connection, the Administrator further informed the members present in th
meeting that M/s Gupta Bros also sent their quotation by courier on 24.5.2008 received:s
1.15 PM. Since the quotations for the work in question were alrcady opened, therelor
the quotations now received from M/s Gupta Bros have not been opened and will b
returned to avoid any unpleasant situation. On this, S/Sh Virender Singh, Manoj Dast
Kamal Goe) and few other members suggested to open the quotations of M/s Gupt
Brothers also and take decision, After, the Administrator told them the consequences ¢
opening of such quotations now, the members agreed for the same ie., not to open thi
quotations and return the same as it is and passed resolution accordingly.

31. Now, the Administrator informed the members present in the meeting that all
quotations for Internal Civil & Electrification Works and External Development Wor
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and assessed by the members of the Advisory (Iommntlcz, are _:'tatn(:‘
od the vie P is subject. The nistrato

reiected and invited the views from the members on this subject. ijht. A lml S

oo { i ! e ’ ‘ o

fl'lthcr informed that since the Hon'ble [t Grovernor has frgranted time extensio

ur at e

. n srefare the construction work
ampleting the balance construction work by 310.3.2009, therefore, "h_" construction wo!
comj < formalitics/requirements ic.

oepared sdiately after completion other
Shoull-di.l:k":l\‘:;‘[tfli.gl“].li]:.].“l:l\l,‘]:;:'\),,\m:;c, \L\t;:h!nn any further delay. On this S/Sh Arjun
l\ci\c‘xlulikixt‘ulla. Anil Goul . .\.Iunn_i Dass and Sanjeev l\'mn'zfr w;mlcq l’() l'<'no?v' w'hclhcr th:
{gndcrs were called by publishing in the newspapers. lh-c /\dm!mstmlm mft()rr.ncd the
members that as advised by members of Advisory Commxllcc_& in ordf:r to avoid delay
and any entry of problem creators. the quotations were called from t\he llmlth cont{rfxct()r
firms afier obtaining their profiles through various members of '1hc socicty. I'hese
members further suggested that since no good offer has been received for this work,
therefore. now. opened tenders may be called by giving advertisement in the nCWspapers.
But this suggestion was opposed by majority of members present in the mectlpg and
suggested to call more quotations from good companics by sending the quotations to
chem. The Administrator invited the members to make available the profiles of good
companics known to them so that the quotations can be called without wasting any time.
On this Dr S K Wadhawan and Sh A K Sharma suggested that this process may cause
further delay as the quotations so reccived may also be not good and it may be never
ending process. They alongwith S/Sh Jagan Tiwari, A K Roy, Ashok Kumar Gupta.
Sanjeev Kumar and various other members suggested that instead of calling the fresh
quotations, the society may issue quotations to old contractor namely M/s Techno
Constructions and ask them to quote the rates as they may be in a better position to
complete the balance work at the earliest since they have already done the maximum
construction work of the socicty. This suggestion was strongly opposed by S/Sh Arjun
Lal Mendiratta.  Anil Goel. Mahender Singh , S M Saini and few others saying that the

society went into trouble due to those persons only and therefore, the society should not
invite further such problems.

received. opened

24)

32, Keeping in view, the seriousness and very sensitive matte; the-Administrator did
not accept the suggestions of aforesaid members to send the quotations 1o M/s Techno
Constructions and  assess the same. But the aforesaid members and various other
members namely S/Sh K R Ravindran, Virender Singh, Dr 11 C Sachdeva. K K Luthra. A
K Hassija, S K Passi. Alok Kalra and various other members stood and desired to
erplore the possibility of good and favorable quotations from the old contractors. On this
most of the members present in the meeting stand up from their seats due to which a chao
\‘v‘as'crcatcd. On this the Administrator requested all the members present in the meeting
10 sit on Their seats and maintain peace and harmony. Thereafter, when peace prevailed,
‘-bc'/\dmmistrator put before the members present in the mecting asking them to raise
taeir hands who are in favour of obtaining the quotations from the old contractor namely
\1» Techno Constructions. Most of the members raised their hand in token of giviné
tnelr consent to obtain the quotations from the old contractor In question. In order to
tr(l)ou th‘c_ mc?mbc.rs, who 'v.vc'rc n(flli’n favour of calling quotations {rom M/s Techno

hnslruc.lmns, the Ad.mmnstrator asked the members present in the meeting that the
:;T::SC \:lf‘lhq arxf 1210.1 in fav'our‘ ql' calling ?hc quoluli(m from M/s T'echno Constructions

- faise their hands. On this S/Sh Mendhiratta, $ M Saini. Anil Goel, Mahender Singh,
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ARR e Administrator informed (e members present in the meeting that. as decided
i this SGBML the quotations will be issued to M/s Teehno Constructions with few more
sUineent conditions within 2-3 days and (herealter, on reeeipt ol (uotations the aforesaid
X Nepotiation Committee will be informed telephonically one day in
allice. open the quotations, assess (he same and negotiate

It was resolved unanimously.

mambers of the
advance 1o Visit the socieny s
wWith M s Teehno Constiucions

33 Sh Arjun Lal Mendiratta wanted that the defaulters, who have not cleared their
dues. should be dealt with strongly so that socicty iy get handsome amount 1o re-start
the work, The Administrator welcomed  his suggestion and informed the members
ceting that despite notices. the defaulters have not cleared their dues and
any further delay to avoid any action as per DCS
The members present in

present in the m
asked them to clear their dues without
Act & Rules and also to avoid delay in re-start_the construction.

the mecting appreciated the same.

33, Dr S K Wadhawan suggested that for smooth progress in the construction work, a
Project Management Consultant may be appointed in the socicty for which he suggested
e name of one Sh Sunil Kala (s/o a member Sh Radhey Shyam) who is an Architect and
can provide some names of cfficient persons who can work as Project Management
Consultant. The Administrator welcomed the suggestion and ‘1formed that the action will
b taken at an appropriate time, if required. There was no other points/suggestions from
any member present in the meeting.

36. The meeting was ended at 1.30 PM with a vote of thanks by Sh A K Sharma.

»

L e
Dated : (mngh)

ADMINISTRATOR
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