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IN THE COURT OF THE PRL ., SENIOR CIVIL JUDGE:R.R,DISTRICT:
AT.L.B.NAGAR: HY DERABAD: .

PRESENT: SRI S.VEN }G\TARAMANAIAH B COM B, L.
PRL. SENIOR CIVIL JUDGE’
RANGAREDI¥ DI STRICT,

DATH) THIS THT 33 DAY OF JULY 9003

0.3.NC.5¢6n /85

B ETWEEN ¢

Dr,D,Vanlatah “howdary. .. PLAINTIFF
AND

1, Sot.V.Nargsamma,

.7.. v Yaﬂaq{ri

3. Y. Faxman R _ DEFENDANT S

CLAIM: Syip for specific performance dracting A=fanlants
to recelieva ths ba lance of gale considsration an4
axeocut » the gdle deed in favour of the pvlaintiff or in
his nomineasg in rsspect of tha suit schraluls pmperty

-any for the costs of tha suit,

his suit is coming on tMe —1av bcsfo§n me for final

qisposal in the presence of Sri D, Mashava Ran, adwéat» for

plaintiff and of Sel E,V,
and upon verusal of the mat erial mApers on record,

made tha following:

Murthv, advocate for defeniants,
this court

JUDGEMENT .

'E‘lai.ntiff is cal 1A abgent., No repressntation is maqge.

Mo costs paid. The plaintiff is not showing any interest since

saveral aAajournments, though the suit {5 of the vear 1995,

Haonce, the suit {s AL smissed, =ut in the clrcumstances

each party 40 bear their own costs,

I3’ictate:¢‘! to S*nno-typist, transcrihed by hoer, correcte?}
and pronounced by me in the Ynen Court on this thea 3r3Y day of

Julv, 20013,

‘PRL « SENIOR CIVIL JUDGE
RANGARED™Y DI STRICT.-

N/ contﬂ..?..
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IN THgR COURT OF THE PRL.SWNIOR-CIVIL JUDGE:R,R.DISIRICT:
AT L,B.NAGAR: HY DERABAD: _

PRESENT: SRI S.VENIATARAMANATAH B.COM B.L.
PRL. SENIOR CIVIL JUDGE
RANGAREDTY DISTRICT.

DATE THIS THE 34 DAY OF JULY 3nn3

O0.S.NO.5¢6n /95

B ETWEEN:

Dr,D,Vanlaiah “howdary. | .. PLAINTIFF
AND :

1, Sut,V.Nargamma,

2. V.¥asagirt

3. V.laxman R _ DEFENDANT S

CLAIM:  Syit for specific performance directing A-fendants
to receleva the ba lance '0f sale consigj-ration anA
exacut o the s3le deed in favour of tha plainti<f or in
his nomineses in raospect nf tha guit gebalulese pmnarty

and for tha costg of tha suit,

This suit {s coming on thi.s aav bnfoae me for final

Aigrosal in the presence qf Sri D Mashava Rao, aswéats for
plaintiff and of S E V, ° Myrthy, aqvocate for Aefenlants,

an? upon perusal of the matertal napers on record, this court
made ths following:
JUDGEMENT -

gla*ntiff is cal lyd abgent. No represantation is made,

No costs paiid, The plaintiff is not showling any interest since

saveral adjournments, though the suit is of the year 1985,

Heonce, the suit 1s Aismissed, "ut in the circumstances

aach party 4o bear thair own costs,

uictataﬂ to %cno—typiqt, transcribed by har, correct~3
ani pronouncad by me in the Ypen Court on this the 3r* dav of

July, 2003,

R

PRL « SENIOR CIVIL JUDGE
RANGAREDY DI STRICT.

" Cont 1, .2
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LHIDULE OF PROP FRTY

A11 that part andq parcel of lanq in Plot Nog,5,6 & 7

wlth oremises bearing No,1-10-75/A/6/B anq 1-10-76 /& 1n
alrv No,17 situated at churnpet avenue Villana,
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AMENDED FLALWT S ;
- in the “ourt of the : rincipal Sub vudgedr |2 Distric:
at o~1 ornagar® ‘ftyderakad.
U,eS.v 0. of 1995,
Between

Dr.D.Venkalah Chowdary s/o late Sri. D.

Subrahmanyam, Findu, aced 60 years.,

occ® Medical rrectitioner rso Hevo.3l, ¥ & i Colany,
Secunde rabad. Plaintitf.

‘and
tindu, aged 60 vyrs.,

2. V.*adagiri s/o Late Rramaiah,Hindu,
aged 31 years.,

| 1. Smt.V . arsamma w/0 late Ramaiah,

3. V.baxman s/o late Ramaiah #indu,
aged 33 years.,,

all residents of Hovo. 1-11-201/20

Begumpet, Secunderabad rep. by their

irrevocable uFA Holder oriP.Sudashan s/o Rxxamziaky
b.¥entaiah, ‘*indu, aged 40 yrs.,ucct: business

r/o 6-2=-399, Bholakpur, Secwumderabad. vefendants,

‘ 4, surudev siddhapeeth Attomey :
wnended  as rep. 'by 1ts dxecutive awvheriey/sSri Satish Modi,
per do;ders s/o Mznilal CModi aged 56 yrs.,

?asse ;é%% . r/o Saritha Apartrents, «oad ivp.4,

A NO.(b L”' Da““jara' Hills, “Yderaba_d. Defendants-
ELRP A \ n\oL- :

sult for dpecific Ferforrmeace.
Plaint pres-ated under ©ec.26, “rder 7 rules 1 &2 cp-,

Plaintiff above named submi 8 as follows 3

L. | the address of the Flaintiff for the purpose of

service of summonses, notices, processes etc, ls that

v

of thelr Counsel?

Y4 /5 DJWtadhava Rao,
vearinivasulu,
. H N Kuma r,
P o2 G ‘1\lu rthy;
Advocates, :
. . Flat “0.22, Sukhmani Apartmensg,
‘ ‘ . 8.D.Roads wecunde rahad=500 003.

2. th= addiess of the befendahss for the purpose of

f service of summonses, notices,processes etc. is as

set  out in the cause title.|
3. Flaintiff submits that under an Agreempnt ‘of oale

dated 28-1-1991 entered 1nto between the blaintiff and

the sefendants and the uJe-endantsS through| their UpA lioclder

have impressed upon the Plaintiff that they are the
owners of the CultiVating cenants of thE?agriCUltPrql land

covered under Survey #0.37 to ;s extent of 1 azc 35 gts
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within the limits of Begumpet Revenue Village, Chikoti

!

Garden, vecunderabad R.R.“/1istrict and that the patta rights

in respect of the above property have been mace, over. to

these de:endants and as per the Revenue i=oords, the

uedendanys héve. cbme to rcguire rightjand title in
| .
respect of;the property - which shall hereinafter be

referr=d to as thz schedule property.
.. got .
4. +*he Defendants herein havegres/constructed a single

room dwelling units in the plots and which plots have

been assignud with Municipel pumbers by the sunicipal

authorities and takes are being paid to the DNunic ) al

eferidants have spproached this Flaintiff
with a reque€st to purchagse Plot Nos. 5, 6 & 7

in all admeasuring a total extent of 804 sq. yards

along with ,premises bearing Ho.1=10-72/A/6/5 and
|
1-10-76/E in 5nzvey;"o.37 of:Begumﬁet Revenue Village,

Secundeérabad. Flaintiff had believed the representations
1

made Ay the Defendants through their GPA Holder,

and agreed to purchase the' Same, at Ehé rate .of R.1000/~

per 8g. yds and accordirigly on  the date ©of agreement

an amount’ of B.?S,OOO/- was paid by chegue # 0.887991

Adnted 28~1=1991 towards advahce anct the Defendants have
a&reed to execute the sale ai er turnlshlng all the
rnquirvd forms and after they got mutation done

1W the MRO' g Oirice. Uefendants have- also agreed to

furnish all the copies as may. . be required to establish the

riaghts and title of the nropertyr 4+t was furtfier @greed

between the parties that P1laintiff can eithelr obtain

registration on his onw name or in the nam ~ of his

nomilees after the Defendant produced the mutation order

showir-- the Vefendants as Fattadars to the property. 4t

was agreed that the balance consideration will be r-id
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in the ©presence of the Sub-RegiStrar. This ¥ laintiff

was ever ready am# to pay the balance _5ale cansidecation,
but, however, Defendants through their "¢ Holder have

not appreached with any positive decisibn for executing the

-ale Deed .5 agalnst the background of the Plaintiff
his willi!mq’less

showing

and ever ready to perform his part of

obligation i1 terms of the agreement. sSince the agreement

was e*ecuted in the year 1991 and this ¥Flaintiff had been

only %hoping that Defendants would px®x comply with all
the conaitions of agreement. of dale and get the sale deed

registered for the consideratlion paid thereon.

5. +he Petendants herein have violated the terms of

agreement and hoce committed breach of contract. AsS the

efendants are not éoming rforward to ;- rform their

6bligation even in spite ' of repeated requests/demands,

Hlaintiff was constrained‘to issue a

legal notice. on

16-6-1995 wherein the facts have been set out and called

upon the Defendants™ Wk GEA Hplder to apphoach the

Flaintitt and to perform his part of obiiga ion as per the

agreement of sale or else legal action would be taken. the
. i
Said Legal notice was got managed and £ returned by the

De€endants UFa Holder, But, however, sensing the £ laintiff

would be approaching the “ourt for xmnﬁxxxxmxl enforc g the
contract, ULefendants Fa Holder had app: ached this ¥laintiff
Jith a request that a further sum pe¢ p td in respect of

=ho npitjtransaction and tnat he would get the entire

thie clvaced fran tne RV s vEfice.rlaintiff once again
had ne Ccutry ondtesnative but to accept and paid an amount

of R.15,000/~ in cash hopiug that the GPA holder wo Lo get all

tne clear wigs  waguilsed ot ot thie Sale e for et L. Even
in spite of receiving the sald awount, Defendants have not
been taking any steps and the Flaintiff has been desperately

waiting for the same, but yet, Defendants through their uFa

.od)
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rnolder dJdid not cowe forward to perform thelr part

bligation and ultimately #&xx driven this Flaintiff to

‘come betore this Hon' ble court for enforcing the terms and

conditions c©i the aAgreement of Sale dated 28-1-1991,
6. 4his ¥l4intiff 1is entitled to enforce the terms and

conditions of t..e Cobiract as they are being violated by

the Deffnfants.and-they'are not showing their inclination

to perfbnn their part of obligation although the Flaintiff

is
ready. 'therefore, the suit for specific performance to the
Agreement dated 28ﬂl-lw91;
1. Cause of action for the suit arose on 28~1-1991 when the

Pllintiff entered into an Agreement of sale with the

Defendants and on 16-6-199% when the Plaintiff got

issued a legal notice to the Defendant's GPA nolder snd on

suLsequent dates within the jurisdiction of this Hon'ble Court.
|

8. “his sicn ble “ourt has' 'got jurisdictionto try the suit

-~

since the schedule ©of propertyj is lying at: EeJumbet

Revenue village, Kk Uistvictfwithin the territorial

jurisciction of this non’ ble Court.

9. ‘laintiff declares that he has not tfiled| any suit or

' (
applic: tion against the Defendants for similpar relief in any

Court of law.

10. - ‘he suit is in time and not barred by limitation.

11[ Flointiff values the suit for the{purpc.e of juriqdiction

ani court fee at K. 8,04 UOO/-f01 specif ic performance and

herewith pays ti.  court fee of Rs.l0,466/- under “ec., 11 of ACy &

oV ACt.



-
12. Plaintitf therefore prays for a judgewent and decree
against the Defendants & e-

i) 4o eanfpxgexkhex direct the Defendants herein to recelve
the balance sale consideration and execute the sale ceed
in favour of the (laintiff or nis nominee in respect of the
uit schedule property ¥x or ltematively this ion' ble- “ourt
ay be pleased to execute the wale beed in favour of
this ¥ laintiff on behalf of the Defendants;

ii) Allow costs o the suit; and

iii)} Pass such other and furthe ordersas this Hon' ble Court
deems fit and proper. ‘
I - (1 h “ '
Counsel tor' therlaintiff, L Flaiitott.
hyderabad. !
pt.l5-y-1995, T

verifications "4, D.Yenkaiah Chowdary, tne Flaintiff herein,
" hereby declare that the facts sew oot in the
v €@ paragraphs are true te the kest  of  ny  knTvledoe,
belief and information which 4+ believe them tc . : true,
Hence, verified on this <the 15th <day oOf cept.lyys =zt
,Hyde:ahad.

N .

o

FiadkiTaFre

" bchedule of property. , |

with premises beariig No.l=10-72/A/6/8 and 1-10«76/E in survey No0.37

All |that part and parcel off: land in Plot iios.b, 6 & 7
s ituated at% Begumpet Revenue Village, KRR District, bound=a n

| North L. 30 ft wide road;
South by - Plot wo.s. 8 & 9,
East by 3C £t wideroad

West by - % 30 £t ide road.
1 FLAINTIFF .
Yocuments accanpanying the ¥laint.

1, 28-1-1991 £ 1tfi < Defendant Agreement of 2ala,
ie 16=6-1995 -3 o= u/c leg na ice,
3¢ o ’ =~do=- Yostal retufned cover,

Hyderabad.. 4 Counse r ¥laintff.

v, & S8-1995
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Amended rlaintg,

in the Court - of the

Frincipal oub Judge,

RR Dist at saroornagar,
at iiyderabad.

UsS No, 560 of 1945,

Between
Urel .Venk%aiah Cha- dary

Plaintiff.

ang

omt.V.J arasamma ana cthers

ouit for specific performance,

amended t laint presented under
sec.26 ~rder 7 rules 1&2 CrC.

£iled on ...6\2\02_
rited bt (ound for Mo 8

B, MADEAVA =7
ADVOCAT -
MWIGH COURT ¢ A3,

10-3-1 738 (21 /9) "+ Slamin,
eojohns T
Opp. Fays B0 a0l

SECUNIN RABAD.
Ph. Na. 1831122, 7634141



