IN THE COURT OF THE JUMIDR CIVIL JUDGaE:
COY (AL monn AT SECUNDERABAD
RN N AN F 2002
Hoteeen:
Meamsd Chandra Modi Sho e Yol
-"mmd G0 years, occupation: o
e 153109, ?. G.Raad,
'-J%t cunderabad, FLAYNTIFF
AND
L AP CrDCy
Represenied hy ¥s Masaging Sk ector
Hawvirn thow C‘or;-wai‘e e b Sgareat fhavar,
) Red Hills, Hydorahad
S
L &;L Divizional Exgine sy
{ina uhon" DXV, damos Sireat
C ity V, Secunderahad,
jut, Acwunts Gificer
N Paradise
seocunderabad,
4, Sti Radheshvam ¢ Slo rol kiown to Maint fF
aged ahout 50Q years, Proprictar
M/s.Salors Tnn Festanm ant
Rfo 1971, Paigah Cola v
5.9, Road, Secunderal i, DEFENDANTS
PLAINT ¥

S/ kie Sl Manilal Modi, aned o yoars,

.

pir L-B-169, PUGRoad, Secunderahad,

The address for sotvaen of alt nolices, summons and o

.

- Fymas kad o 1§
QUESs 8id, o

the  plamtiff 5 0 inenloned  shove and of  his counzal

1L C Balagopal, Sog

i’.?

Arnsarunnss eaum, SrLE Vhay

SrCV.Chandia Mouli snd v, Bizzpathy, Advocater, Hat Mo, i0sa,

Harivilly Apartment:. Road Mo, 11, Weut Marredpally, Secun ri» vakbad,

1:, Description of the Nofendants:

LOARCPD.CL Romosertod by ity Manaqing Tirecter, Having ther

Corporate Office at Tingaren; Bhavan, Red Hillg %i ST




Iz,

3

[ES

[

Poie

Asst. Divisional Engineer, Operations DXVIHI, James Strest, Cu
Secunderahad,

’

ALY
Voox

Asst, Accounts Officer, EROQ-VI/Paradise, Secunderabad.

Sri Radheshvam /o not known 1o Maintiff, aged about SO ya:

Sodae iy

Proprietor, Mfs.Sailors Inn Restaura nt, Rfo 19/1, Paiaah Colony,
S.P.Road, Secunderapad.

The address for service of ail notices, summons and process ete. o
the defendants are as mentioned shove,

Facts of the case:

The Plaintiff is tha owner of tha premises hearing No. 1 <t 163

P.G.Road, Secundarabad, 11 the vear 1991, one M/s. Saila e 1

Restaurant the 4" Defandant obtainad the above premisss or
lease from the Plaintif and was cunning a Restaurant in the caw
premises. The said tenant vacated the premises in the yea; 1907
and handed over peacefy! possession of the same to the 2awddy

herein and Plaintiff hag et out the: same to a new tenzant.

On 26.02.2008 the Plaintiff receved a letter from the Duofcnidane

MNo.2 stating that a sum of Rs.3,75,948/- was due from the alove
said M/s.Sailors Inn Restaurant towards a case booisd o
27.3.1993 with regard pilferage of electricity. After receint of e
above said letter on  26.07.2008, the Plaintiff rnada
representation to the Defendant MNo.2 vide letter dated ¢.8.2008
stating that the dispute is betweon the old tenant of the plaimnlt,
i.e, 4" Defendant. Az a owner of the st schedule proparty e
Plaintiff i1s no way connected with the above said disputes ard
demanding the ahove sum under letter dated 26.07.2008 is illeg 1!
and the Defendants 1 to 3 hive no rght to discormact the
electricity supply to tha suit schedyls property,

Subsequently, the Plaintiff contacted the former tenant znd e
said tenant vide lstter dated 18.9.2008 informead the Plaintiff thiat
it has won the casa against the Defendants and the Conpeton:,

court has held that there was no tamperi pifersge of
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4,

electricity and b b toking steps for the rofund of the money he
has already pa< to the department and also clearly statad that he
was not due ary amount Lo the Defendants 1 to 3 . Subsequantly,
again the Plaicifl received 2 latter from Defendant Mo.3 sialing
that an amewmt of Re,61,810.05 5 due from zarlier tenart and
2y the same rmourwdiately, The officials of the Deferdants orally
‘threatened the Plaintif o pay the above Qald sum immediately
otherwise, sleciricity supply will be disconnacted Lo the suit
schedule properiy, '

The Plaintiff res pectfully submi thal ih any event the Plaintif’ i no
way concarned wolh the dispule between the Dafendantsy 5 o 2
and the 4™ delendart and on the ground of dues from the carlier
tenant, the Ddofondanis U to 3 cannot disconnect the elerfrinity
sunply to the il schedule property. The plaintiff s regudarly
paying tha bilk, Tharefere, the Plaintiff is constrained o §is the
st for declzration that the notice dated 26.07.2008 and
26.02.2008 a: null znd voul and the proposed action of the
disconnection of electricity sypply to the suit schedula propesty is
flagal

Cause_of acbon: the couse of action for the suit arose on 26.07.2008
when the Defendands 10 2 iswued the notices and on 256.02.2008
when the officiale of 1he Dafandant orally threatoned to disconnect
the power supply o the prewoges,

Jurigdiction: The suit o Gled for declaration and injunclion snd the
st schedvle  wemizes 5 situated  in Prenderghast Road
Soecunderabzd, hoerez this HonMis court has jurisdiction to Ly the
suit.

Courk Fee: The prayer no.l for declaration v valued at Re.61,210/-
which is the smomnl involved in the letter and a court lee of
P, pmd herowithy Tha prayer No.? for injuhction iz valued
ot Ry, 20007 and » court feo of Rs 411/ ig paid. Thus, the total value

of the suit e Re {0 801057 and o tots] court foe of P 1o paid

unider sectiont 24 <) and 24 (C) OF AP.C.E-anid SV At
7
-
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VII. Praver: The plaintiff pravs that this Hon'ble court be pleased to Nage
a Judaement and Decree in favour of the plaintiff and agamat e
defendants granting the following raliefs: -

a) To declare that the notices duted 26.07.2008 and 26, 02,2008
issued by the Defendants 1 t» 2 a5 null and void;
b} Consequently grant injunction restraining the Defendaniy Ty,

~disconnecting electri iCity supply to the suit schedule property;
£} grant the cosls of the suit,

d) and to pass such other relisf or reliefs as are just and nece: Lany i

e ity

'

the creumstances of the cage, Ty

* T s
Counsel for Plaintiff | P
SECUNDERABAD AT

Date: 29-09-2008

I, the Plintiff above named, do hereby daclare that the facts stated ar-rw s

are true and correct to the best of my knowledae, hence verified, y ,(>‘;._'
T
SECUNDERABAD , PLAIMTIFY

Date: 29-09-2008

SCHEDULE OF PROPERTY

All that premises bearing No. 1-8-169, situated at Prenderghast f;:n’zi&/
Secunderabad. JPitEe

\ e o .r’)
SECUNDERABAD PLAINTIFE

Date: 29-09-2008

VERIFICATION
Y
1, the Plaintiff above named, do hereby erify that the ahove Sfim('uw‘ f:i
property is true and correcl_ hense varified, /"" -
. ‘.—/_V
SECUNDERARBAD PLAINTIEE

Date: 29-09-2008



h

-

h

WL OF DOCUMENTS

SN, Date __ Parting.

01 26.07,2008 Def 2 Phanalf
02, G.2.2008 Flainliff-Del 2

03,  26,09,200Q Db 3-Phatnddf

SECUNDERARAD
oty 26.09.2008

_..Bascription of Docunent

MNotice
Raply of Plzintifl

Motice

PLAINTIVE




IN THE COURT OF THE JUNIOR
- CIVIL JUDGE:
CITY CIVIL COUR'T AT
SECUNDERABAD

0.5.NO, OF 2004

Betweean:

Pramod Chandra Modi
PLAIR T

AND

APLPD.CL & 3 OTHERS
DEFENDANTS,

PLATHNY

FILED §NDER SECTION 26 OF

€.2.C. FOR DECLARATION
AND INIUNCTION

Filed on: 29.09. 2009

Filad by: Sri.C.Balagopal
Advocate

103, Harwvillu Apartments

Road No.11, West Marredpzify,

Yiecunderabad - 500 026,

Ph: 64570512



#

inthe Courtofthe

AT e ey ;
. (RIS
Mo, of 200
Tiinupery - .
Puoisyeen Plaintif]
N Petitoner

Complatnait
Appellant

Defendent
Respondent

Accused

i/We

e e = ey —— pu—

do Herely appoint and refain

Advocate/s to appear for me/us in the above Sult/AppealiPetition/Cass and to
conduct and prosecute and defead the same and all proceedings that mey be taken in
respect of any application for e ecution of any decree or order passed therein. [/We
empower mylour Advocatels to appear in all miscellaneous proceedings in the above
st or matter till all decrees or cider are fully satisfied or adjusted to compromise and
abtain the return of Documents and. draw any nioney that might be payable to mefus
in the said Suit or matter and W/ do further empower my/our Advocalelfs to accept on
nyyfour behalf, service of notice of all or any appeal or petition. filed in any Courl or
apncal Reference or Revision wilh 1egsrd to the said suit or Matter before disposai of
1his same in Honourable Court.

e

Certified thai the executant who is well acquainted with English, read this
vakatatnama that the contents of this Vakalainama were read out and expiained in
Lrdu /HindifTelugu to executant he/shefthey being unacquainied with Engliski who
anpeared perfectly to understand the sama and signed or put hisfher/their name or mark
it Ty presence.

identified by - Sri _

Executed on this the ____ Day of 200 ADVOCATE
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In the Court of the

AT

No. of 200

Betwveen :
Plaintifr
Pailtioner

Appellum
Cowmplainam

AND 'ﬁ*

Defendem
Kesponden

“Accused

VAKALAT

ACCEPTED

Filed on ;
Filed By :

Advocate for

Advocales Co-operative Society, City Civil Court,
Hyderabad. Phone : 2441 8387

Address for Service :



IN THE COURT OF THE JUMIOR CIVIL JUDGE:
CITY CHYL COURT AT SECHRDERABAD

1A, Mo, of 2008
. m
_ _ AR AN OF 2008
Histween:
Pramod Chandra Modi PetitionerPlaintiff
AND

AP CPDCL & OTHERS | Respondents/Dafendanty

AVFIDAVIT

I, Prameod Chande: Modi Sfo late Sri Manilal Modi, aged 60 vears,ooc:
Business, R0 1-8-169, .G Road, Secunderabad do hereby state affirm on
eath as follows:

1. I am the Petitioner harein and Paintiff in the main suit and as such I
am well acquainted with the facts deposed hereunder.

2. - I submit that T ain the owner of the nremises bearing Mo.1-8-169,
P.G Road, Secunderabad. In the yeatr 1991, one M/s.Sailors Inn Restaurant
the 4" Respondent obtained The sbove premises on lease from me snil was
rurmning g Restaurant my the said prermiges, The said tenant \récatad the
premises in the yvear 1097 and handed over peaceful possession of the
same to me I let out the ganie 10 3 new lenant.

2. I submit that on 26.09.2003 1 received a letter from the Respondent
Mo.? stating that a suin of Ru,3.75,948/- was dus from the above said

Mfs. Satlors Inn Restavrant towards a case booked on 27.3.190% with

’
il

<5.07.2008, 1 made a representation to the Respondent No.? vide leiter
dated 6.8.2008 stating that tha dispute i between the old tenant of me,
e, 94" Respondent. As & owner of the petition schedule properly T amno
way conpected with the above said disputes and demanding the above sum
under letter dated 26.07.2008 iz llegn! and the Respondén{s. 110 2 have
no rght to disconnect the eleciricity supply to the petition sohodule

hroperty, 7




<, I submit that subsequently, 1 contacted the former teniant and the
sald tenant vide letter dated 18.8, 2008 informed e that it has won the
tase against the Respondents and the Competent court has  held st
there was no tampering or pitfeiage of electricity and he is taling steps
for the refund of the money he has already paid to the departmant 304
also clearly stated that he wag net due any amount to the Resporvians: 1
to 3. Subsequently, again I received 3 lutter from Respondent No. - etanig
that an amount of R5.61,810.05 is due from earlier tenant and pay ihe -~
same imm_ediately. The officials of the Ruspondents orally thrastened ma to o
pay the above said sum immediately otherwise, electricity supply wilt be
disconnected to the petition schedule property,

6., Isubmit that the Respondents 1 to 3 have no right to disconnect the
electricity supply to the patition schedule property on the ground that the
earlier tenant i.e., 4% Respondent is dua amounts to Respondents 1 to 3 3
submit if the electricity supply to the petition schedule prenises i
disconnec._ted I will be put to serious loss and hardship,

7. I submit that T have 3 strong prima facie case and the halsncs of
convenience is lies in my favour and if 1o interim injunction is grantad e B
praved for in the petition the very purpose of filing of the suit will ha
defeated and T will '.be put to irreparable loss gnd mnjury,

I, therefore pray that this Hor'ble Court may he pleasad to grant 4.~
nterim injunction restraiming Responderts 1 to 2 from disconnecting ihe
electricity supply to the petition schedule property and pass suc: sthier
order or orders as thig Hon'ble Court may deems fir and pruiser/t_jgx".is;r

-

circumstances of the casge, : RS
o A / L

Sworn and signed before me - DWF r

On this the 29% day of September 2008
At Secunderahad.

ADVOCATE | SECUNDERABAD



