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OF 1 X or TH C - R L REGT TRAR OF -OPERATI L 'JerI 

Krishi Bhaw n. e v Delhi 
Dated the 1 1 February. 201 

Chi f Prom ter of ational Coopcrati\ Dev lopm nt nd Ad\isory Council Ltd. 
A-35, Priyadarshini Vihar Laxmi agar, Delhi-92 has lIbmittcd u proposal for 
reg istrati n und -r the pro isiolU of MSC Act 2002. 

On scrutiny. following d ficiencies ha e been found in the proposal:

1.	 The nam ofth Soi -ty i' mi leadin a , it gives an impre ion a it is eing p troniz d 
by the Govt. of lndia and the w I'd 'National' gi es an impr ion that it is pan-
India s ciety. 

2.	 Rsoluti ns have ot been enclosed Wilh the application. 
3.	 Definition ofth Society is not menti ned in bye-Iav. no.2. 
4.	 Be-law no. 3.15.1 is vague a hare can b transferred to members on! 
5.	 lnstad of ubmitting th Ban Certificate In original, Lhe ociety has n losed its 

phot copy. 
6.	 me ofthe ill proof attached by the so iety are not clearly visible. 
7.	 ye-Ia'i nos. 3.17.3, 7. 7.1 & 72 relate to credit for whi 'h the following 

docum	 nts ba eben made mandatory for the propo ed redil societies to 
ubmit along with their propo al of regi tralion, which are not eoc\o cd b· the 
ociety:
A.	 No objection Certificate from the Registrar of Cooper Live S cieti of lh 

State /U. . here the area of operation 0 the so ie e tends. 
B.	 A ertificate to the e feet hat the credential f th Chi f PromoterfProll1oter 

members hay been verified by the Registrar of operative ocieties of the 
States" 'her th he d office i proposed to be located. 

8.	 Usaae of the word' Council' in the name of the society is n t p ropri t . 

9.	 B Law .5.1 is not on isrent with ection 41 of the MSCS Act, 2002. 
10. Bye Law .. 5.1 i against the principles ofdemocralic management ofC peratives. 
11. B 'e La 0.10.1 is not cons! lent with the winding up provi iOlls of the M C Act, 

2002. 
12. By Law No. 11.1.2.1 & 11.1.2.2 is vague. 
13. By Law No. 5.2.5 is vague. 
14. Th bjects mentioned in the bye la do not indi ate th ervice which will be offered 

t th member. 
15.	 he procedure of amendment mentioned in bye lavv o. 8.1 i not con i.tent with the 

provisions menti ned in the S Act. 2002. 
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In vi \ .. of til above defi'ien ie . y u are hereby called uro lO sh \\ (u· a. lO \ h,' 
th registration r th propose so i ty in the name ofationaJ ooperative DC\elopm ot 
And dvi ry ouncil Ltd. A-35, Priyadar, bini Vibar Laxmi 1 a ar. Dclbi-92 und r lhe 
Multi- tat Cooperati\e S ci t) Act. 2002 and th I'll I mad then:' und r. hal! n 1 be refu ed, 
nle Chief Promot r of the society I' in I is ab n' any promoter member authort d h) hi 1 
i called up n to a pe r before th C ntra! Regi trar of Cooperauve 'ocleti s n 18/02/20J 
at 9:00 .M. in Ro m o. 22~, Kri hi Bha van, ew Delhi. 

If none at pear for hearing, it "vould be presumed that vou ha e nothing to sa) in the 
mutter nd a'cordingly appropriate order shall be pa. ed. ex-parte. 

Thi i 'ue with the approval entral Registrar of Cooperative cieties. 

r,.c.~~ 
(P. ampatb) 

Director (Co-operation) 
To. 

hiefPromoter ( hri Hemant harma), 
ational Co perative Dev lopment .t\nd Advisory Council Ltd. 

KF/B-7. ~ a
 
Ghaziabad
 




