Case No, 253 of 2024
Canara Cooperative Group Housing Soclety Ltd,
Vs,
Reglstrar Cooperative Socleties

20.03.2025

Present : None for Petitioner,
Ms. Vibhutl Jaln, Proxy Counsel for Respondent,
RCS.

1. An application under Order 1 Rule 10 Sub-Rule 2 of the Code of
Civil Procedure, 1908 for impleadment was filed by applicant,
Rajiv Parashar on 01.10.2024.  Presently, this Court is
confining itself to decision on this impleadment application.

2. Very briefly the case of the Petitioner Society is that last
elections were conducted in Society on 16.04.2023 through the
Administrator-cum-Returning Officer appointed by the RCS and
éfter election present Managing Committee was elected and
took over the working of the Society. The Managing Committee
received letter dated 23.06.2023 from M/s GKM & Associates,
Chartered Accountants demanding certain documents for
Special Audit ordered by RCS for the period 2016-17 to 2020-
21 when it came to knowledge that during the tenure of the
Administrator, the RCS ordered Special Audit of the Society on
the basis of complaint made by Rajiv Parashar. However, no
record related to said complaint was found in the records of

Society.

3. Thereafter, Managing Committee submitted a letter dated
25.06.2023 to the RCS stating that Soclety has no problem in
conducting the Speclal Audit, however, the Society is not
having sufficlent funds to pay the Auditor. Further, the Special
Audit was ordered on the complaint of single member whereas
there are more than 300 flats In the Society. Rajiv Parashar
purchased flat in the Soclety In February, 2020 and was given
membership in June-July, 2020 and since then he has been
indulging in filing frivolous complaints and RTI against the
Society. The complainant Rajiv Parashar was also involved in

ordering imposition of penalty on the members of the present
\.

(} Scanned with OKEN Scanner



g Committee which has been set aside by this Court

Managl!
dated 12.07.2024 passed in Revision

common ordor

vide
Nos.236/2023 and 22/2024,

petition
oner Soclety In the present revision petition sought

The Petiti
y the RCS i.e. dated

de of varlous orders passed b

setting asl :
09.03.2023 ordering speclal audit, dated 15.12.2023 addressed
to the Divisional Commissioner and dated 29.08.2024
appointing an observer.

impleadment in the

Rajiv parashar is seeking
t is the member of

n the ground that applican
ecessary party to the present matter as he was
and upon his complaint impugned orders were
CS which has been concealed by the Petitioner
just adjudication of present
nt in the array of

The applicant,
present case O
Society and is n
the complainant

passed by the R
n order to ensure

mater, it is necessary to implead the applica
e Applicant filed WP(C) No.11597/2024 before the

The Hon’ble High Court vide order

herein and i

parties. Th
Hon’ble High Court of Delhi.
dated 10.09.2024 disposed of the same as t
been seized on 04.09.2024 and handed over t

the RCS for the purpose of conducting Special A

he records have
o the Auditor by

udit.

t the applicant

The Petitioner Society in response submitted tha
the petition is

is not necessally in present revision petition as
against the RCS for not following the DCS Act and Rules and
also against the principles of nature justice. The plea of the
applicant to get impleaded in the present matter is that he is
the complalnant In the present matter which does not entitle
the applicant to be made a Party. This Court in several matters
where the Impleadment application was filed being the
complainant had dismissed such applications, thus the present
application Is liable to be dismissed on same analogy. Further
the applicant has completely failed to show as to what prejudicel
would be caused to him If he is not impleaded. The law is
e e o e
SreserEe of the Aol . . as a party whereas the
The present revisioip 'Ca.n.t Is. neither necessary nor essential.
by the office of Regpi::;l?nolfs (ajzainSt th'e 1ocel orders passed
-operative Societies and the

(} Scanned with OKEN Scanner



n respect of functioning of the soclaty and et it atey
any particular maomber, The fpplicar®

jesue |5

I mntl_ol'/lssue of

reonNa
Ihl Pollce

Is misusing his official povrers &
whims and

"

rking In De
office of RCS to
ortunity

who s WO
get orders as per his

[
to the Petitioner Society to

influence tl
glving any oppP

fancy without
side properly.

p.-esent their
at the
(Home

s of

t RCS in responseé has submitted th

presence of Section Officer

completed the proces
¢ the Petitioner Society,

Tne Responden

g documents O

ent petition @
s also become non-

ed 08.12.2022, the
g the process of

h and impoundin

pres s infructuous, therefore

response ha

However, by @ letter dat

pondent for initiatin

n the orders under challenge were
S Act & Rules.

| audit, whereupoI
isions of DC
ation made

specia

d in accordance with the provi

passe
nies each and every alleg

The Respondent hereby deé
in the application under reply or otherwise.

d and the submissions of all the
that the RCS had already taken

he Applicant and has ordered

From the documents on recor
parties in the matter, it is noted

cognizance of the complaint of t
special audit of the Society which is being conducted after

seizing the documents from the Society through SDM and the
Observer a
- p?olnted by the RCS. Therefore, there is no further
it se of action remained as far as the applicant is concerned
eref |
" ore, the presence of the applicant is not necessary for
er judi
pargc. idJudlcatlon of the matter as all the parties are
ipati
impleaza ng In the present proceedings. Accordingl
ment application filed by Rajiv Parash o e
er under Order 1

Rule 10 of the C
ode of Civil
dismissed. Procedure, 1908 for impleadment is

Adj. to 11.04
.04.20
025 for further proceedings in th
€ matter.

(} Scanned with OKEN Scanner



