Project

Temp ID :

(iv) Promoter :

Project :

Temp ID :

(v) Promoter :

Project :

Temp ID :

Present:

Item No. 107.12

(iii) Promoter :

“Maruti Kunj, Phase-3” - Affordable Residential

Gopﬂ] mt”h n
“Maruti Kunj, P

Colony to be devel

22.82 acres in Sector-

RERA-PKL-783-2019
AND : '. i B 1

Gopal Hitech Infra Developers Pyt. Lﬁ. r"ﬁ.*:
“Maruti Kunj, Phase-2” - Affordable ' .
Plotted Colony under DDJAY on land m

14.96 acres situated in Sector-24, Dk
Rewari.

RERA-PKI.-799-2020
AND i
Gopal Hitech Infra Developers Pvt. Ltd.

Plotted Colony under DDJAY on land
measuring 12.31 acres situated in Sector-24,
Dharuhera, Rewari.

RERA-PKL-800-2020

Sh. Vikas Bishnoi and Sh. Ashok Kumar Gupta

Directors of the Company, Sh. K.L. Bishnoi,
Authorized Representative of the Company, Sh.
Vanket Rao, Counsel for Sh. Ashok Kumar
Gupta, Sh. C M Sharma, CFO, and Sh. Tanay
Pareek, counsel for M/s Unique Mantra Reality.
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promoter company M/s Gopal Phtech |
the land owners. Since, those obhgatxons have n:m beei; v
dispute has arisen between the developer company and g.af the

Oowners. e

The argument of Sh. Ashok Kumar Gupta, Director put forth by -
Sh. Rao is that without clearance of the already incurred liabilities
towards the land owners, application for registration of the project should
not have been filed. Further, proper authorization has not been granted
by the Board of Directors of the company to go ahead with the project
and to file this application for registration. He states that the application

is unauthorized as it is not supported by a resolution of the Board. -

3 Contradicting the contention of Sh. Ashok Kumar, Sh.
Krishan Lal Bishnoi, claimed representative of the company states that
the Board of Directors of the company had passed a resolution which was o

sent to Sh. Ashok Kumar Gupta for signatures, but he refused.

- The Authority observes that if resolution was not approved by r
one of the two directors, it cannot be called a lawful resolution. If a
dispute has arisen between the directors, that must be resolved in

accordance with the provisions of company law. )
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7. Regarding the contention of Sh. |
observes that it has no authority to direct any applicant of a|
fulfil their liabilities towards its lenders. If there are any liabili
encumbrances on the project, the same have to be disclosed in he
application for registration. The Authority directs the promoter that if 1 F._
they decide to file the application again, in that application, the
information regarding outstanding liabilities ;gainst the project will be
disclosed.

8. To come up on 28.09.2020 to decide on the show cause notice

to the applicant as to why this application should not be rejected for the
aforesaid reasons. '

~True copy

EXOCBM

\}IRERA, Panchkula )
A copy of the above is forwarded to CTP, HRERA Panchkula, for | 1 f
< information and taking further action in the matter, k.
Ot - |
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