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IN THE COURT OF THE XI ADDL. CHIEF METROPOLITAN
MAGISTRATE AT SECUNDERABAD

C.C. No. OF 2009
Between: ‘

M/s.Mehita and Modi Homes, a partnership firm

‘having their registered office at 5-4-187/384,

11 Floor, Soham Mansion,

‘M.G.Road, Secunderabad ’

_rep. by his Authorised Signatory Mr.Ramacharyulu

:S/o L.Raghavendra Rao, aged 48 years,

' R/o Vanasthalipuram, Hyderabad. Complainant

AND

- Smt.P.UMA KUMARI W/o P.Thakur Prakash

- Aged 49 years, '

- R/o Plot No.71, Silver Oak Bungalows

 Phase I, Sy.Nos.35 to 39,

' Cherlapally, Hyderabad. . .. ACCUSED

i .
: COMPLAINT FILED UNDER SEC. 200 OF Cr.P.C.
FOR THE OFFENCES COMMITTED U/s. 138 & 142 OF N.I. ACT.

(fomp!ainant ; Mehta and Modi Homes, a partnership
: Firm rep. by its Authorised Sighatory
Mr.Ramacharyulu

i
i
!
)

2.  Nameof the Accused :  Smt.P.Uma Kumari

-3, [?)ate, time and place of

Offence : Cheque No.056305 dated 20.09.2009

for Rs.3,11,000/- and Cheque
No.056306 dated 29.09.2009 drawn
on Mahesh Co-Op Bank, Hyderabad.

Cheques presented for C.ollection
through HDFC Bank, Secunderabad
Branch:

The Cheques returned for reasons
‘Insufficient funds” on 06.10.2009
And 10.11.2009.

On 27.10.2009 Complainant got
issued Notice of Demand for payment
to the Accused address.as shown in
the cause title. ; :

4. f\iature of offence : Thé Cheques were retur}ned for the
s reason of “Insufficient Funds”.

5. bffence Under Section Offénce U/s, 138 and 142 of N.I. Act.

6. Penal Section : U/S. 138 of N.I. Act.
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bond dated 8™ July 2009 agreeing to certain ‘conditions imposed by the
Accused. On the execution of the above said indemnity bond, the Accused has
issued a letter dated 8.7.2009 agreeing to pay a ‘sum of Rs.23,20,118/-
towards full and final settlement (lumpsum) of the balance sale consideration
including charges like VAT, service tax, stamp duty, registration charges and
charges for additions and alterations, maintenance charges and interest on
delayed payment etc. and issued four post-dated cheques towards the said
balance sale consideration and other charges as follows:

: S.No. Ch.No. Date Rs.
1 167363 11.07.2009 Rs.12,26,000/- '
C 2. 056304 28.08.2009 ‘Rs.2,58,118/-
3. 056305 20.09,2009 Rs.3,11,000/-
4, 056306 29.09.2009 Rs.5,25,000/-
A

Il cheques drawn on Mahesh Co- -Op. Bank, Hyderabad

with a promise to honour the said post-dated cheques as and when they were
presented.

4. The Complainant presented the first and second cheque and they were
cEeared But third and fourth cheques were not presented on its due dates at
the request of the Accused i.e., cheque bearing No.056305 dt.20.09. 2009 for
Rs.3, 11 000/- and Cheque N0.056306 dt, 29.09.2009 for Rs.5,25,000/- drawn
on A, P Mahesh Co.0Op Bank, Khairtabad Branch Hyderabad were presented,
but to utter shock and surprise of the Complalnant the said cheques were
dlshonoured with a Banker's memo dt.6" October, 2009 and 10™ October,
2009 respectlvely with an endorsement “insufficient funds®”. The Complainant

mformed the Accused about the dishonour of cheques and the Accused .

'prom|sed to pay the amount covered under the said cheques W|thm a couple

of days but she failed keep up her promise,

5. It is respectfully submltted that thereafter the complainant through
its Advocate got issued a legal notice dated 27.10. 2009 to the Accused
demandmg for payment of the said Cheques amount within 15 days from
the date of receipt of the said notice and the said legal not:ce sent through

Registered Post with Ack, Due was served on the Accused on 29.10.2009
but fau!ed to compiy with the notice,

6. It is respectfully submitted that issuing cheques W|thout having
sufﬁcuent funds in the bank account is an offence pumshable under Section
138 of Negotiable Instruments Act, 1881 as amended by Act 55 of 2002.
Therefore the Accused is liable for her ilfegal acts and om:ssuons which
also amounts to an offence punishable U/S 420 of Indian Penal Code.

o
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LIST OF DOCUMENTS

e ——— e et e AN B )

S.No. Date

Description of documeht

1. 20.09.2009 | Cheque No0.056305 for Rs.3,11,000/-
drawn on Mahesh Co-Op Bank - copy

2. 29.09.2009 | Cheque No.056306 for Rs.5,25,000/-
drawn on Mahesh Co-Op Bank - copy

3. 06.10.2009 | Return m:emo - copy

4, 10.10.2009 | Return memo - copy

5, 27.10.2009 | Legal Nofice - Xerox copy

6. 29.10.2009 | Postal acknowledgement - copy
Authorisation letter of the Complainant
firm :

The originais of all the documer%ts will be submitted at the time of trial.

SECUNPERABAD
DATE: 18.11.2009

COMPLAINANT

COUNSEL FOR THE COMPLAINANT

"3
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MEHTA & MODI HOMES

# 5-4-187/3 & 4, |l Fioor, Soham Mansion, M.G. Road, Secunderabad - 500 003.

Phone : +91-40-66335551, Fax :

TO WHOM SOEVER IT MAY CONCERN

This is to certify that Mr. Rarr;acharyulu, S/o. Shri L. Raghavender Rao, legal officer for

M/s, Mehta & Modi Homes

a registered partnership firm having its office at 5-4-187/3&4,

Scham Mansion, 11 floor, M.G. Road, Secunderabad. Fe is duly authorized. to represent
M/s. Mehta. & Modi Homes to give an evidence and appearance in C.C. No. of 2009 to

e attend |in The Court of the XI Aéddl. Chief Metropolitan Magistrate at SEcunderabad between
o Ms/. Miehta & Modi Homes and P. Uma Kumari.

Date:

Place:

Mekta & Modi Homes,

Soham Modi
Managing Partner.
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Having received more than Rs. 15 Lakhs after conciliation settlement
have now gone back on the same and without even doing balance works as

agreed demanding my client to give.the money is not correct on your client’s
part. :

As such the same amounting to failure of the conciliation by direct
‘hegotiation continued till date and as such the same is terminated and the left

‘out process of appointment of Arbitrator only is left out from your client’s

‘side for amicable settlement of the issues in between the parties as per the
‘Agreement. 3

If your Client failed to do so the Construction Agreement given (o
your clients is terminated forthwith and the rest of legal action as per
Arbitra‘tion & Conciliation Act, 1996 be adopted by my client’s making your

liable for costs and consequences by taking the possession of the building as
per La ‘ :

Hence it is hereby further demanded by my client under this reply
notice to your client not to recourse to any legal action under section 138 of
N. 1. Act. for cheque no’s: 056305 dated 20-9-09 for Rs. 3, 11, 000/- &
056306/ dated 29-9-00 for Rs, 5. 25, 000/ drawn on A. P. Mahesh Co.
()perati\ée Urban Bank Limited, Khairtabad Branch, Hyderabad as the same
outside jthe purview of the Agreement and as such the said cheques were

given under the conciliation by direct negotiations which was filed in view

~of youriclients in action in discharging the terms and conditions mutually

decided there under. W
%\M

(CH. LAKSHMI NARAYANA)
| ADVOCATE.







C. BALAGOPAL

i Door No. 10-2-278, Flat No. 103,

Qn:zg;unnlsachggum Suresh Harivillu Apts. Road No. 11,
- Vijayasaradhi _ West Marredpally, Secunderabad-ZG

C.V.Chandramoutli ‘ Ph.: 64570512

Advocates '

* Cell: 944
Reqd Post Ack/due 1782451, 92461 72988
Date: 22-12-2009

To !
Shri CH. Lakshmi Narayana
Advocate |
102, 120, Road No.3,
! S.R.K. Puram, Dilsukhnagar
" Hyderabad.

REJOINDER

_ This is a rejoinder to your reply dated 03.12.2009 on behalf of your client
Smt.P.Uma Kumari W/o P.Thakur Prakash the same has been placed in our hands
for a suitable rejoinder/reply.

1. Our client denies all the adverse allegations contained in your reply If any
allegation is|not specifically demed it should not be deemed to have been admitted.

2. Your client had entered |nto an Agreement for purchase of a Bungalow from
our client M/s:Mehta & Modi Homes Your client had issued certain cheques. which
were dishonoured and our client had filed a case before XI Addl. C.MM. at
Secunderabad. Your client came forward for a compromise for which our client had
agreed and accordingly it was agreed {o pay a total sum of Rs.23,20,118/- towards
full and final settlement and accordingly, 4 cheques were issued by your client with a
understanding that the same were honoured on presentation. The first and second
cheques were cleared and the third and fourth cheques ie., Cheque bearing
No.056305  dt.20.09.2009 for Rs.3,11,000/- and cheque bearing No0.056306
dt.29.09.2009 for Rs.5,25,000/- drawn on Mahesh Co-Op Bank, Hyderabad were
dishonoured on presentation and as such, our client was forced to once again file
another Criminal Complaint U/s 138 of N.I. Act before the XI Addl. C.M.M. at
Secundercba'd which is coming up for your client’s a'ppearancej on 30.01.2010.

3. Our client never agreed for any arbitration proceedlngs in fact you had
approached our client for arbitration for which our client had refused as per the letter
dated 08.07.2009 addressed to our client. There is no provision for any arbitration.
The agreement between your client and our client does not come under Arbitration
and Conciliation Act as such your client cannot hold our client responsible under the
Act. The cheques were given as part payment for the full and final settlement as

agreed upon between your client and our client. The construction agreement cannot
be unilaterally terminated by your client.

Therefore, our client has got every right to file the complaint U/s 138 of N.I. Act.

(C. QMAL)

ADVOCATE
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4. Further in the Sale Agreement at clause 6, C'nntp]ai nmKategorically declared that

the said scheduled property is “Free [rom all Encumbrances of any nature....” In

trust and conﬁdehce Accused has :paid Rs.2, 00, 000 Lakhs on 06-11-06, which

was eolleeted by the Co'mf:lainant hiding the fact of scheduled preperty being

under mortgage;éA's ‘the Accused is Staying in 1 phase of the said silver Oak

Bungaiow Veflﬁllé_e 'she-was shocked to sce the Play-Card Boards installed by your
elie'ﬁt'ab'bi.it the-is'i{:heduled property being under mortgage after the First installment
was pald On gathermg facts ‘Accused has surprised to note that the scheduled
property was mortgaged to HUDA authorities under a reglstered Mortgage deed
executed by the?Complamam on 4th of January” 2006 itself and the scheduled
property.was _noté to be sold evén on mandatory obligation with the Augthor_ities.

5. The Complainant had sent a letter to the Accused on 9-12-2006 that the plot is
rriortgeged witt_i' HUDA and applied for NOC for releasing the same on or before
31-01-2007 and failed to do so till daté. The Accused has made payment of Rs 19,
77, 500/- On 11-12-2006 basing on letter and as per the terms in Sale Agreement.
The Corﬁplainarrt has to pay the losses ircurred for the false statements. On 23"
November’ 2907 the Agreement of Construction was ent'ered into by the parties by

enclosing-the proposed construction and the same was registered. The Accused had

' demanded the Complamant to furmsh the copy of sanction of HUDA, Wthh was

not furnished and as such the same could be able to obtain by Accused with great

: difﬁculty'-and came to know that there are deviat;ons to the sanction plan in the

actual construction of bu:ngalows. The same was brought to the notice of the
Complainant bdt did net tﬁm—ed up. Tt is known fact that in view of GOMS No: 86
dated' 3-3-3006 the same ;shall‘not be regularized at future poirlt of time even on
payment of penallchargesé. The Accused had demanded for constructing the same

as per the sanction plan By rectifying the reg'istéered sale deed at their cost as the

L




pue K[ommdes sa81ey) uONBLSISNY pred £00Z-11-1 UO pam‘a:t‘; 9 OSIW *XB]
so;mas _LV A Jo aarsniout 10[d Jo 1500 (€101 YL &]amlpaulmr paddoip 3q 01 3[qeY]

eurerdo)) £q pensst 6007-v-9 Palep IMOU 1e35] 91 UDIYM 0] 10V s1ueumnsu1

2]qeno8aN AY1 JO € UOTDAS Iopun 90{13}}6 0] SJUNOUNE JOU S30P spunj jusdynsul -

Jo punoid keqs, uo wIngel sy pue senyed oY) JO Bugpums,tap.unr oY) 0} Amnuo:_a
ounb §1 8 anbeqa awres aqa Junuosard Jo uonsonb 34} 0F "0OSe pred Apaama SBM
-/001°89" W $y JO JUNOUIE UE SE PISNI0Y £q stuswnISuY S[qENO3IN ammdas apm
uaAId jou aJsm syuewried oy 18y} PAINASIP 10U ST Y[ PISNOOY 0y qme; POO3 Ytm

LS® 99’7160 :5,0Uu onbayo Y} PAULINGAL PUE ¢ sjuowfed SJUDW[EISUT OM] 91{1 Po12[00

sty Jueure[dwo)y SyL, ssnbaq;) pampun oYy Wl 0} pue. mg maan emmmdo _

-0)) ysauBy ‘J'V woy pajerdwos >{10m a1 Jo ssa.lﬁold ag} .Iad se syuswiled
renSo1 o) wiwlqo 03 Junyenspun syunoure 9afdadsal IO_I psnssx uoMm
pRqRISpUNOSg ‘Yourld peog ‘0 W ued ueql() oalersdo-0d qsaq‘ew d "y uo
umeap 6S 9 85 ‘LS 9gp[60 :s,0U enbsqo ABurp10ooy * Aueq :aup, ur pajussard
aq 0} jou snbsyo ANHN0Ls’9LT OuU Moleﬁgnq 10 sanbay) YL ar}baqo qov@ Io
IPIS 2STOADI Y} UO PISIOPUS paénoov _'satiba_qo_eqa, 0 9IS 2519491 et‘{a, UO SUIES O}

Furuondes pue asodind ALINSS JOJ ORI FuLIoA0D B q;p&x SUIBY. ULILY ToU) Ut UaAId

aq 01 sonbayo pajepun Inoj nsst 0} pasndov pet;senbel peq’ 1uéﬁ§eiqu;j QY LO0T -

-1 1-7g Uo uonensi3ay pas( Sfes 3o Wi aqs, v pamaosl snyj sjustifed pue Sfuég

w Fuigeduow oduris 0] pINWQNS siom suswmoop [euIB) Ay A{%mp.toooe

© pue £00T BN JO GpI 1A W opIA Sued ueqin aAnmldooo- UsOUEA -

"V 01103333 ST} 01 I5113] € PANSST pue SUres 343 0 paaide sey jueure[dwo) ay; pue
yueg oy woyy sjustied Joueleq 9 1051{00 oy wy Suronnsul p meu;e{dmo:)

oy 01 108] aq:; ‘pouLIojul pue ued u‘eq.Iﬂ gma,exedo-og qsaq'ew Y. WOl

UBo] Y298 0) SUSWISBUELIE PRIl SBY pasnoov 3PN ‘98 :ON SWOD _;o a%’pegmom{ '.

iy Sutaey JEjOp [RUOHUSIUL pue a:)ua‘.é‘q‘aau opn ey o) enp sem QuIes

W




C.P- FITTINGS

under bonafide faith that the possession as per sanctioned plan will be given
shortly by the Comp]ainant. The Bank has paid two installment payments. The
Bank has point'e,;d out the lapses and the Complainant was informing both the Bank

and Accused tliat‘the deviation of the Approved plan will be carried out and

payments shall be collected. Further claim of the Building ready for Possession is

also not correct as the building even as of date is not ready as the following works
as per the Registered Construction Agreement Annexure-A are not fcorﬁpleted till

date and fQ be carried out: -

Item o DELUX BUNGALOW

EXTERNAL PAINTING - EXTERIOR EMULSION
INTERNAL PAINTING | LUPPAM FINISH WITHOBD
"SANITARY. ..*-. % . " - PARRYWARE OR SIMILAR MAKE

777 PARRYWARE OR SIMILAR MAKE
KITCHEN PLATFORM GRANITE SLAB (finished)
2 FEFT CERAMIC TILES DADO,
'SS SINK NOT INSTALLED

6. Wlthout rectlfymg the same had sent a letter by Complainant demanding to pay

the balance due of Rs.16, 54, 790/- (Rupees Sixteen Lakhs Fifty Four Thousand’s

and Seven Hundred and Ninety only) for plot. The same was replicd on pointing

- out the left out works to be completed and queries hereupon to be complied under

* 'bonafide faith to the Complainant and waiting fér possession of the plot. There is

even difference in due amount to be received by Complamant as per the bank loan
letter i.e., Rs. 17, 53, 000/- not Rs. 17, 52, 500/- as s demanded.

7. As per the Contract the plots shall be delivered before January’ 2009 1o
Accused. As per the terms; an amount of Rs. 1,:6(-)0/- per month per plot to be paid
for every ?nonth delay to 'Azccused by the Complainant. |

8. All these acts arﬁount to cheating with i'élse declaration, negligence and willful
defauit apart from _deﬁcien{:y éf service with costs and consequences. |
9; For prope.f adjudic;ation: of the issues as per the contract by

Conciliation/Arbitration as per Arbitration & Coniliation Act, 1996 through both

™

e




2q 10U p]noo jrom. %’urplmq éqq sB cfsm 1\earsy], ‘peqmapunoag Fa;ensg%’ew

upu]odo.ugw JomD [euomppv TX o JO 3y 2Y) U0 600T IO 665 sou aseo €|
TONI9S .19111139 2y} MRIPUIIA O} U RLSpUN pue po1o(dwod Seam UOHONISUOD MU

oy Ji s pguonuaul SBA. UWIES Y} pamaoal 3q 0} sey 1u9u1[1msut feuy >{ueg{ oy SV

‘sonped sm i0q £q paudis AP 6007-L-8 UO papn[ouoo pue psAusp sem JUSTIS[11OS - _
B ouwes 91{1 uo Suiseq Jjeyeq 1By UL S)oB [gpssu {8 0p 01 JojeIgly /mmmouoo ’

se amompv o) O] JSWEWS ST PAISTIUD PISNOOY 1 6002-9-6C U0 &lﬂurpmoov 01

pasnoov aqn, Aq

6002-p-€7 petep sonou Kjda1 sepun saotonbasuoo pue §)$09 10] alqm_[ yueureidwo))

2y Bunjewr SATPoSI Imwanbasuoo pue worssossod 10J 9661 PV uoum[touo;) %
UonEnIqIy oY) JO 6 UONISS :;apun QINSEOW WISUI IO} ﬁutqaeo.ldde &q uodn a19j}
ueye) 8q [[i¢ uoissassod oY) pug paeIUeRd 39 TitA juswedide ) 9572 Jo[pw (A
: -uoIssassod

oY} IOAO 3ug§ueq 13 6002 ‘A;tenue[ wo.lé -1009°1 S¥ JO JUnowe ue Ked o1 puv ( Aj
'peqéjapun:iag ‘peoé};{ ‘0) " poNwr] Yueg Ueqi) 9!\.!_1'819(.210 0D

I.{SGI{BW d TV wolj sjunouie IdjiLs sk Q)iT[ se syunowie pres a1} DAT3021 UBD S I0M

aAoqe ay3 Jo uopopdwod Joye pue ptqmapumas ‘proy "D W ‘P ued .

ueqi() 2Ane1ado-00) Yseyely ‘d 'V UO UMEID yoed -/00S ‘LY ‘| sy 10} 65¥160

% 85H160 S.0U épp\ KJInogs [eI9¥e[[00 S8 uoAId senbayo pajepun 5 wnjel oy (If

“3Beys sty Je ofqissod iou J1 pasnooy 0} Aed 03 pue sogueto qoﬁs 10¥
1500 1} MeWINs? 03 Jojpue ueld uog;ou%es o SuiBueyd £q aqqissod J1 UONIjOWAP JO

21} 1049 S1 2194} Se ue[d pauonouEs 10d se suduet__;xap teors&yd oy Suwseie Ag (11

g10adse [[e ur 910]dW00 UOTONNSHOD PUR ued pasoidde oy Jod se PIIONIISUOD

A7ing uotssassod 10s0puey O} S€ 08 aﬁeéuout J0 Juises|al s VANH Wiy DON Qa

JOURI 9ALORYFS.

pue Apsads 1oy serued 41oq Aq'p:aidaoon [[e 18 J1 Juasuod [erqnu A‘% sonzed sy




commenced the Accused again stopped the payment and the case also not
“ withdrawn. As the same was not complied the 2™ cheque payrnent was withhold
and only after \;Nithdrawal of the case the pay order was released and the returned
chet;ue was taléc_ert back by the Accused on the undertaking to ﬁnish the entire

balance works of the building vide letter dated 17-9-2009. Keepmg the [linal

installment cheque to be presemed for collection on 9-10-2009 with undertakmg fo- -

—Q
complete the finish the works in the mean while. Quite contrary o the same the

. —— —
cheques were presented on 6-10-2009 and that too without startmg the balance
| - ——a

works having recerved more than Rs. 15 Lakhs in July and September 2009 and

got rssued the legal notice under seetlon 138 of the N. L. Act on 27 10-20(}9 Left

no other altematrve the Accused was f‘orced o reply on 3- 12-2009 as concrhalron
failed the arbltratlon procedune should be followed as per the Contrael and the

Constructron agreement was cancelied by the Accused wrth an adwse not to

recourse to Section 138 case for which the Complainant had falsely filed the same

quite contrary to the Contract entered into by the parties as well as Arbitration &

o, : N yra—

. Conciliation Act, 1996, A rejoinder was sent by the Complainant on 22-12-2009

-on all false and baseless allegations. As per the aéreed terms dated 17-9—2009 these

cheques shall be presented on 9-10-2009 and not on 6- 10 2009 and as such the

A o Nem—

—

same is contrary to the agreed terms under concrhatron settlement.
Hence it is therefore prayed that this Hon’ble Court may be pleased to
dismiss the case as the conciliation settlement entered into by the parties on 8-7-

2009 & 17-9-2009 is not: compiled by the Complainant and as such the vety

‘ ConStructiort Agreément \iras-terrﬁinated by ‘the Accused on 3-12-2009 with a

advise to approaeh the Arbitration Procedure as |per the Construction Agreement

- Contract term No: 26 and pass necessary order/ s in the ends of justice.

(P. UMA KUMARI) Dated 26-6-2010.
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- —\
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From.
Mrs. Umd Kumari (Bungalow No. 256),
Mrs. A. Shsheela (Bungalow No. 228)

Hvderabad —Il. : -Date: 17.09.2009

Dear Sir,

With reference to our letier dated 8.7.2009 we have provided PDCs bearing no. 036304 for an
amount of Rs. 2.38,118/- dated 28.@8.2009 and 827457 for an amount of Rs. 1,75,000/- dated
28.8.2009 be returned to us as we have arranged payorders bearing nos. 306789 for Rs.
2.58,100/- and no. 3,06,780 for Rs. 1,75,000/- dated 14.9.09 drawn on Andhra Bank, Kalyan
Nagar, Phase 1, Hyderabad.

We have given PDCs to be presefnted on 20" September 2009 vide cheque no. 056305 for
Rs. 3.111000/- and 827458 for Rs. 3,23,586/- respectively. The same may be presented to bank

on 4™ October. 2009 for clearance 50 as to withdraw the NIFACH case on 3 October 2
e Ramar. [he return cheque may be given upon received from court in original.

|
As the final installment will be released on 9.10.09, in the meanwhile you are requested 1o finish
the entite final balance works of Bungalows Nos. 259 & 228 so as to receive the final instatiment
as mentioned below and keep ready for occupation,

Two more PDCs dated 29.9.09 bearing nos. 036306 for Rs. 5.25.000/- .827459 for Rs. 5.05.009/-
being final installments towards full and final settlement till date be presented to bank on
09.10.2009 respectively for clearance.

The original cheque bering no. 827460 for Rs. 3,50,000/- of A. Susheela and no. 827457 for
Rs. 1,75,000/- and 056304 for Rs. 2,58,118/- dated 28.8.09 respectively be received and
acknowledged in original on exchanging the same with above payorders as well as the other
payorder released earlier being acknowledged herewith.

Hence this letter may be accepted {or and on behalf of Mrs. Uma Kumari and Mrs. A. Susheela.

< M

- N
Thanking you. ' T 2 5}&?
e
N < - -} . N
Through C.H. Laxminarayaoa ' < ig\{_ I N /\93 ®§9 \
N X et
' L AARN A I NS No
&\@E&*&M (gl - X N 900
A \9’\_\\‘&\ SRR
U v AN
Advocate , A \}5‘ Y
for Mrs. Uma Kumari and Mrs. A. Susheela. e~y 3 \?(‘b\
N A

' Secfmder‘abad.
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‘No.256 which you are proposing to sell by public auction.

C. BALAGO PAL Flat No.103, Suresh Harivillu Apartments
' . : ' Road No.11, West Marredpally,

Smt.émeerunnlszi. Begum Secunderabad — 500026,

K. Vijaya Saradhi Ph: 64570512

C.V.Chz‘;mdramouli
Advocates

Date:22-01-2011

To
The Branch Manager

Mahesh Co.Op. Urban Bank Ltd.,
H.No.5-3-989, 11ixrd Floor,

NS Road, |Sherza Estates,
HYDERABAD

Dear Sir

Under instructions on behalf of bm client M/s.Mehta & Modi Homes, represented by its
Managing| Partner Sri Soham Modi, S/o. Sri Satish Modi, with registered office at H. No.5-4-

187/3&4, Ilnd Floor, Soham Mansmn M.G.Road, Secunderabad, we have to address you as
follows: '

Our client is a promoter of the project known as Silver Oak Bungalows situated at Cherlapally
(v), Ghatkesar (M), RR Dist., The project consists of Independent Houses. Smt.Uma Kumari
Poondla W/o. Sri Thakur Prakash Poondla purchased from our client plot bearing No, 256, in the
said progect and also the house to be constructed there on. The total consideration for the said
unit was agreed upon at Rs.56, 50,000/~ excluding VAT, Service Tax, Registration Charges,
charges for additions and alternations, interest and delayed payments etc., In respect of the
amount due to our client Smt. Uma Kumari issued two cheques bearing Nos. 056305 and
056306 dtd.20.9.2009 and 29.9.2009 for Rs.3,11,000/- and Rs.3 ,25,000/- respectively.  The
cheques were drawn on your bank. Qur client was requested not to present the said cheques on
the due dates, but our client was requested to present the same in the first week of October’2009.
On presentation the said cheques were dishonoured and returned with endorsement of bank
stating “INSUFFICIENT FUNDS”. Our client initiated proceedmgs u/s.138 and 142 of NI Act.
The same is pending as CC No.815/10 on the file of the Hon’ ble XI Metropolitan Magistrate,
Secunderabad. As an unpaid builder of the house our client has got a charge on the bungalow

Please intimate the general public that our chent has charge over the house and that the auction
will be subject our client’s claim.

This is for your information and necessary action.

(CBALAGOPAL)
ADVOCATE
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C . BALAGAL ‘ _ : Flat No.103, Suresh Harivillu Apartments

, ¥, L i - : Road No.11, West Marredpally,
Smt.Ameérunnisa Begum Secunderabad — 500026,
K. Vijaya:Saradhi .- Ph: 64570512
C.V.Chandramouli

Advocates
|
Date:22-01-2011
- The Branch Manager

Mahesh Co.Op. Urban Bank Ltd., |
‘H.No.5-34989, Ilird Floor, E .
NS Road, Sherza Estates, i ' R .
HYDERABAD

Dear Sir

Under instructions on behalf of our _clienf M/S_.Mehta & Modi Homes, répresénted by its
Managin i Partner Sii Soham Modi, S/o. Sri Satish Modi, with registered office at H.No.5-4-
- 187/38&4,Hkxd Floor, ‘Soham Mansion, M.G.Road, Secunderabad, we have to address you as -

follows:

- Our c_liené is a promoter of the project known as Silver Oak Bungalows situated at Cherlapally
(), Ghatl%esar (M), RR Dist.,. The project consists of Independent Houses. Smt.Uma Kumari
"Poondla W/o. Sri Thakur Prakash Poondla purchased from our client plot bearing No. 256, in the
said project and also the house to be construt;téd there on. The total consideration for the said
‘unit was agreed upon at Rs.56,50,000/- excluding VAT, Service Tax, Registration Charges,
charges for additions and alternations, interest and delayed payments etc., In respect of the
amount due to our client Smt. Uma Kumari issued two cheques bearing Nos. 056305 and
056306 dtd.20.9.2009 and 29.9.2009 for Rs.3,11,000/- and Rs_.$,25,000/— respectively,  The
cheques v&ere drawn on your bank. Our client was requested notéto present the said cheques on
the due da:tes, but our client was requested . to present the same in the first week of October’2009.
On presentation the said cheques were dishonoured and returned with endorsement of bank
stating “INSUFFICIENT FUNDS”. Our client initiated proceedirilgs u/s.138 and 142 of NI Act.
The same is pending as CC No.815/10 on the file of the Hon’ble XI Metropolitan Magistrate,
: Se_cund'erébad. As an unpaid builder of the house our client has got a charge on the bungalow
"No.256 which you are proposing to sell by public auction. '

Please intimate the general public th?t our client has charge over lthe house and that the auction
- - will be subject our client’s claim....-".. ...

This is for your information and neéessary action. ™

(CBALAGOPAL)
- ADVOCATE




