IN THE COURT OF THE II ADDL +SENIOR CIVIL JUME!R-MISERICI‘
AR Lo BoNAGARY -

' Qu8S.Now 1223 of 2007

- Batweems

Bala Krishna, o essPlainbire
A N D <

M/5¢Sumit Buudax's.. ‘ " sssDefendants

May it pleasé your Honour,

1). It is respeotfully submits that the defendant has
agreed o sell and the plaintirs has agreed to purchase

- al) that & Flat No.213 on the second flooryadm,775 St
of Super built up area together with proportionste undivided

share of land to the extent of 38475 Sq.yards and a reserved
parking place for two wheeler bearing No+37 in residantial
apartments named as sner m npur‘hnents forning part of

Survey No.390,situsted at Cherlapslly villege,Ghatkesar
Mandal,R.R.Diatriet,bounded by

North 1 Plat Nov2th

' South 1 Flat Noa212

"East 1 6 wide sorridor

West . 1 Open Slys, ,
through Oral agreement of sale deed datadﬁ‘i-ﬂnaonlﬁ for
a valid eonsidemtim of Rs,7, aﬁ,emfmt of vhich the
plaiatift has already paid & sum Of Rss60,000/«towards
pard Ment of iheSsle consideration and the rm
amount was agreed to be paild Wy the plaintiff at the time
of reglstration, The above sald property is hereinafter
referred to as the suit prnpcrty. | |
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2¢ - Tha defmdant has pmised that be will execute &
sale deed in favour o:t tho plaintiff whenever he makes the
- payment after ccmpletion of the fiat, It is pertinent to
mexrtion here that the plaintiff and defendemt agr'aed for
the purchase and aala of the suit schedule property for the
sale conaideration of R8474254000/mon 316=2006 orslly and
the plaintiff has patd a sum of Rs,10,000/~towards booking
anountt the copy o.t the said reeeipt already filed, On
17-10-2006 the da:armms raquaatad plaintitf t0 pay a sum

o

the construction of tha emtments &oscepting the r_equeat of
the defendant pleintiff paid the amount of Rs,50,000/=

%6 defandant on “47+10~2006, for which the defendant bas passed
the ‘seperate racelpt already filed, As the defendsint has

- eollested the ‘sum of rupees 60,000/=from the plaintiff,the
plaintiff asked the defendent to exeoute the registered
agreement of -8ale ih his favour,the defendant on 18=10+06
came to-the -plaintiff and offered t’ol enter ‘mto‘the agreemant
of sale but the terms of the said agreement was not accaptails
by - the :plaintiff so the plaintifr refused to aign the same.
De_fend'an*h aaaure& the plaintifs that he will seon ge‘b-the
register agreensant of sale in his favowr and signed the
agreement of sale whiah he brought with himself and said that the
defendant can keep the same as coziatera; seourity,

e The plaintiff m is rea&y and winlng to perform
his part of ocnnmnt,aince the da'ha of asrqement.tul the
ngh deed :I.aeregistered and ti.u the degree is ﬁnally
‘aa't::l.sﬁad. That on 26-2~2007 Wmuxmmmx
THE PLAINPIFF GO? PREPARED DyDs IN THE NAME OF DEFENDAND AND

REQUESTED ‘1‘0 ACCEPT THE D.D REQISTERED THE SUIT SCHEDULE PROPERTY
IN HIS FAVOUR BUT W% HE DBRLINED.
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ke The defendant oreated written agresment of

S5« That D,V.1e filed his chief Affidavit in pars 1i0a5,

stating that * I subait that the sale agroement dt,5efGw0s
as execuwed In faveur of this plaintsef but
signed by m_ﬂ.m:lmk_ah for ihe reascns
best known to‘tha Plaintitf,n,

The sald sregnent of salg datede18+10+3006 s grasted and
Lopggd, dgoungnt Liled by the defendant signed by the Shangraiigls
in his Sross cxanination D.‘n’.i. states as followsgge |

'Imwormgmcemralﬁmserof the Defendant
cmparwslmthayearwaamwm.denotrua
any identification card into the Court showing oy

" designmtione I have not f£iled any authorisation
oarci.ilogte before the Courti to 8ive evidenve. I do
not remember whether the uefend.at filed any docunencs
iato the Court in respest of the constructions made undep
several projactse It is true that the comtents in
ExeBatewere written with Pems Exedelela having the
sigunature of HANRRAKA P

chmdrakaz.a 1a ot mentdoneds BxeBydituxammockpnet
BieBed and BEx.8 alse signed by ﬁmdmka:.a. The
Pladntif? patd an amount of Rs.‘!0.00Wmt the tizme of
bookings. It 15 true that the plaintiﬁ' alao made paynent
- 0f R34505000/=4 It is not twue to suggest that the
plaintiff alse prepared a Dewend Draft of R346568,000/w
in favour of the defendamt under DeDe1i04853730, urawn
on State Bank of India. It 15 not thus to suggest that
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though the pIRintiff prepmred a Demmiui Drafi £0r Re.6,65,000/-we -

ey r:fused to receive thy same o5 the value ©f the property
was increased.¥.(Ddi talross olosed).

" 'In view of the above mentioned fac.s and oimms’sema

1t 1= prayed that this Hon'ble Court may be pleased te
decree the sult as prayed for In the Interest of justice.

DALED

mmw | Counzel for the Plaintiff
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IN THE COURT. OF THE 1T ADDIPICNAL
SENICR CIVIL JUDCERRGR.DISTRICT:s
AT L.B.NAGAR

nlieliDe 12233 of 2007

Bala Krishnae sesilainticre

And

M/ aeSunnit Bulldersseslefendants

. Filed ong30e6-2009

Oyolo\"

%"
NOHDeSHAFEEQ

Advooate,

Hydevabad,

. Counsel foy the Flainiiff,



