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Sound Syndicate Lid., a public company, its articles of association empower
the managing agents to borrow both short- and long-term loans on behalf of
the company, Mr. Liddle, the director of the company, approached Easy
Finance Ltd., a non-banking finance company for a loan of ¥25,00,000 in
name of the company.

The Lender agreed and provided the above said loan. Later on, Sound
Syndicate Ltd. refused to repay the money borrawed on the pretext that no
resolution authorizing such loan have been actually passed by the company
and the lender should have enquired about the same prior providing such loan
hence company not liable to pay such loan.

Analyse the above situation in terms of the provisions of Doctrine of Indoor
Management under the Companies Act, 2013 and examine whether the
contention of Sound Syndicate Ltd. is correct or not?
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Naveen incorporated a “One Person Company” making his sister Navita as the
nominee. Navita is leaving India permanently due to her marriage abroad. Due to
this fact, she is withdrawing her consent of nomination in the said One Person
Company. Taking into considerations the provisions of the Companies Act, 2013
answer the questions given below.
(a) If Navita is leaving India permanently, is it mandatory for her to withdraw her
nomination in the said One Person Company?
(b) If Navita maintained the status of Resident of India after her marriage, then
can she continue her nomination in the said One Person Company?
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Kartik agreed to sell his laptop to Vasant for a price to be fixed 3 by Kusum a
hardware engineer. However, before the delivery of the laptop, Kartik changed his
mind and did not share any particulars and configuration of the laptop with Kusum,
which made her unable to do the valuation. Kusum refused to do valuation. Vasant
needed laptop for his project, so he promised Kartik that, if the laptop is delivered to
him, he would pay a reasonable price for it. However, Kartik decided not to sell his
laptop to Vasant. Now, Vasant wants to know from you, being a legal expert, whether
Kartik is bound by his promise as he agreed earlier to deliver his laptop to him at a
reasonable price. If he does not agree to deliver what is the other remedy available to
Vasant ? Advise, referring to the provisions of the Sale of Goods Act, 1930.
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M/s RK Traders (Buyer) made a contract with M/s CK Traders (Seller) for purchase of 2000 kg
of basmati rice specifically grown in Chhattisgarh State should be packed in pink colour bags
of 25 kg each to identify the place of origin by specifying the mode of packing of basmati
rice. The seller agreed for specific packing of rice grown in Chhattisgarh State. However, by
misunderstanding staff of seller packed the quantity of 1800 kg of basmati rice grown in the
State of Maharashtra in white colour bags of 30 kg each and the remaining quantity of 200
kg, grown in Chhattisgarh State, in pink colour bags of 25 kg each. Referring to the provisions
of the Sale of Goods Act, 1930 analyse, whether the buyer has the right to reject the entire
quantity of basmati rice supplied by the seller. On the other han{: what is the remedy
available to buyer if he has to accept the entire quantity to fulfil his other contracts with other
parties ?
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