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'DEPOSIIION OF WITNESS.

1 THE COURT OF THE 11 ADDL, BENI OR CIVIL JUDGE; R.R.DISTRICT,
AT LBNAGAR

caNo. 1223 OF 2007

l i ' ; M
WITHESS HO. P wal : . 4 17.

o

NAME: ©-.Bala yrishna {0 v e 3wamy

AGE 58 YEARS,0CCi vt Employee. R/ O

valithanayer, Ramnagar gund [
: W W & PITy Azinns of nam act,
Oath administerad in accordance with th : E e O e o
14 of 1965 by ori K. Venkat PTara“ana F&ddv Bac. Bl 1 5
Cavil Ju 1dge, Ranga Reddy Dm‘mc’r

Ccross examination oq behalf of Dezendant-

1, Tt is true that it is mentloned in Ex.Al legal notice.

dt ,12-3-2007

that the plaintiff and defzndant
entered into an agreement of sale,dt. 18-10-2006., It is true
tnat vefore = 1osuapce of the legal nqtlge 1 made .my 51gnatures T

on the Bookiny form,dt. 1&-9—2006:&& witness adds I made the

signature on'blank'p form. I do not Lnow any person by name
,.--—v-'__-—.——‘_-7 d

Chandrakala., It 1is not true to :uggesh that I did not made
_____.___/—'_'__—’.

the signature on blanm t\rm anda that 1 made my 51onature aftwr

all the blanks illleG on that ‘form. Lt is trub that < Gld not

mentioned inmy legal notice Ex.Al or in the plglnt or in my

W

eviaence affjdvit ?hat I made my signature on Ehe blank form.
It isnot true to sﬁcgest that the derendanf afso sent noticeé_
to me that I shall maue my signature ‘pefore &xw i6- 10—2006

1 Jid not raceLVed th%said notice, I 9o not kdow the person f'
by name Chanqrakala. It is tzue that the defenJant issued. reoly
notice, at. 29-3- 2J07 My aQVOLaLe dld not told me that he

received thereply notice. A oral agreement has been taken

Loce and Lha* ic ims agreed tnat an amount ot Rs .7 lakhs and.

"*_ofpald pp ix 4 lngtalmentv before the uelivery ofi the Flat,
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the vlues are increase l Illed the faloe s;;it. It isnct

in the suit, The form signed by me is Ex.nl,

‘Re exdmination: NIL
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I atd not uald the instqlment.s, It isnot uyue to sugges
that the derenaant also issued: a {km&:&i} noflice to me can
the agreement. It is notf true to suggest that I committeti

Gerault ano failed tI pgrform the c:onu.ract on my part and as 3

true to suggest that I am not entitle for tne relief claimed
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it Addl. 5. Chil Judge
" Ranga Reddy Dist.
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D,W.l, ' ot 31-3-2009
Kanaka Rao ' Subba Rao
V- T AR =.' MG Road,Secunderabad.
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cross.examihation'on behalf of Plaintiffs

—r i, I am working as General Manager of the defendant
company Since the year 1983 onwards. 1 did not filed any
jaentification card into tpecourt showing my designation.
1 have not filed any authorisation certificage before the
Court to give eviaence. I do not remember wk;ether the defendant
filed any documents into thecourt in ‘respect of the constructions
made under seveal projects. I have got prepared the written
s£3temen; filed in the eu;t. Wiénese again éays the Managing
Director f£iled the written statement; I know:the contents in the
written statement. It is true that the contents in Ex.Bl werse
wrigﬁeﬂbith pen. Ex.Bl 15 having the signature of chandrakala
e Fg%\% purc'naser.
2, chandrakala is the wife of plaintiff, Ex B7 is aigned
by Chandrakala, but in the document Ex.B7 tne name of Chandrakala
is not mentioned. It is not trudto suggest that a oral agreement
was held in between plaintiff and defendant. Ex.B4 isalso signedky
that chandrakala. Ex.BS-end B@ also signed by Chandrakala.

3. The plaintiff paid an amount of Rs.}0.000/- at the

* time of booking. 1t is true tht .the plainf.:l.ff also made payment
W of "Rs. 50,000/~ . It is not trué to suggest hhat the plaintiff also
L epared a Demand draft for Ra. 6 ,655000/- n favour of defendant

qu D.h.JNo, 853730 Stace Bank of India I do not know about




Ex.A3. There is a Written agreement in betwen, plaintiff

and defendant for an amount of Rs.7 »25,000/~, but that
agreement is signed by chandrakala the wife of the plaintiff

It is not true to suggest that though the plaintiff prepared

a Demand draft for Rs.6,65,000/~ we refused to receive the

same as tfle value of the property was ilncreased, we already

send cancellation notices to the plaintiff, It is not true to

suggest that the plaihtiff has not received any cancellation
notice fréamthe de'fendémt, bui:. it was signed by chandrakala, -
It is not. true to suggest that I have ne right to give evidanc
and that I depos.tng false evidence.

Re examindtion; Nip,

Certified by ma typed fo my dictation/®rittan

o ﬁ: m by me in open coust réad sver and explained
E (’!T @F TH 'I iﬁlgT & and Insterpiated to ts wiasss and admmed

ad by himvher to bs corrsit.
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Awrotedes Filed o - | € L °5 " Ranga Reddy Dist.
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