In the Court of the _Diss ComsumeR FHoRGr

ot LB AL SRR D7sY
- €0 No. 137 - of20%y
Between : Plaintiff
% 5\ M&u{/l /f; Mm ‘Labm Ul%f‘%)m : ~ Petitioner
Complainant
Appellant

‘ : VT Defendent
" H&ob‘ i M” Cmnb\h,u otw : Re:pzﬁziz&

Accused
1/We H oA QLMD'J\JCD""'&WJJGM
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do hereby appoint and retain

C. BALA GOPAL
AMEERUNISA BEGUM
K. VIJAYA SARADHI
€. V. CHANDRAMOULI
ADVOCATES

Advocate/s to appear for mefus in the above SmtlAppeallPet:tlon!Case and to
conduct and prosecute and’ defend the same and all proceedings that may be t\irken in
respect of any application for execution of any decree or order passed thereih. I/We
empower myfour Advocatel/s to appear in all miscellaneous proceedings in the above
suit or matter till all decrees or order are fully satisfied or adjusied to compromise and
obtain the return of Documents and draw any money that might be payable fo melfus
in the said Suit or matter and 1/We do further empower my/our Advocate/s to accept on
mylour behalf, service of notice of all or any appeal or petition filed in any Court or
appeal Reference or Revision with regard to the said suit or matter before disposal of
this same in Honourable Court.
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e Certified that the executant who is well acquainted with English, read this
Vakalatnama that the contents of this Vakalatnama were read out and explained in .
Urdu:/Hindi/Telugu 1o executant he/shelthey bemg unacquamted wnt;h Engiish whuo -

! c.ppeared perfectly to understand the same and mgned or put hlslherithe: name ar. mark
in my- presence BRI A

1dentsf1ed.b.y Sr; C V U/@A/\tlb‘lﬂwwl‘l _
T
Executed on this the" &@"’ A Day of \,UJ\A.!; 2017 ADVOCATE




In the Court ‘of the ! 1f
i - GyuSumMER fppvm AR DE

: AT L%N%l

Between :
Plaintiff
n ”/‘QNS‘J M&\ v)—aM Petitioner
e ‘:}M-— - Appellant
Lomplamant

. .:\. AND

' : I Defendent
Mﬁfh 4 Myds Goibu (lRespondent
- Accused

VAKALAT

ACCEPTED

, Advocatefor OP/DQ ; ﬁ Pﬂ"l{ 77
Address for Sexrvice :

& : OFf. 64570512
e _ Cell: 94417 82451
: e _”;.Tf | o 'wqu 92461 72988

8 - 5 No.72.0.600, Gy GV GoutFoad C BALA GOPAL

. Eé‘““;'f;é‘;'g’i”;“";iié'é?ﬂii’g AMEERUNISA. BEGUM .-
T . Ko VIJAYA SARADHI

G-V, GHANDRAMOULI
© © ADVOGATES.,

Flat No. 103,Suresh Harivillu Apts
fRoad No. 11, West Marredpally
Secunderabad-500 026,



In the Courtof the, K‘Tbm_ﬂ Comsum A, RGN

AT LB -nAL AL RR D7y
CC No. 137 of 201
Between Plaintiff
E}( \ “/ﬁh/u?ﬂ.dﬁ VI}Mm ,,Laﬁ&-ﬂ/u v’%"ﬂm Petitioner
Complainant
Appellant

Hodi + MC@M\?W A eon - R?fgfiﬁiiif

: Accused
I/We W o ¢ Mk Coma T, "'t‘ows '
B g 9/3s MG o~
Se ey foed

" do hereby appoint and retain

C. BALA GOPAL

AMEERUNISA BEGUM

LK. VIJAYA SARADHI

C. V. CHANDRAMOULI
ADVOCATES

Advocate/s to appear for me/us in the above Suit/Appeal/Petition/Case and lo
conduct and prosecute anddefend the same and all proceedings that may be taken in
respect of any application for execution of any decree or order passed thereih. I/We
empower myfour Advocate/s to appear in all miscellancous proceedings in the abovﬁ
suit or matter till all decrees or order are fully satisfied or adjusted to compromise and
obtain the return of Documents. and draw any money that might be payable to mefus
in the said Suit or matter and I/We do further empower my/our Advocate/s to accept on
my/our behalf, service of notice of all or any appeal or petition filed in any Court or
appeal Reference or Revision with regard {o the sald suit or matter before disposal of
this same in Honourable Court.
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v~ Clertified that the executant who is well acquainted with English, read this .
vakatatnama that the contents of this Vakalatnama were read out and explained in
thrdufHindi/Telugu to;execuiant he/shel/they being upacquainted with English who -
o appeared perfectly to understand the same and mgned or put, hlslherlthelr name.or. mark
in my presence . . SR .

(entlfied by-: Sn C \/ WM
AN T
Executed on this the’ @ﬁ Day of W‘Jug 201L[ ADVOCATE
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Between
Plaintiff

. MA_AA V; (ju.!g\ iquj Petitioner

q} i - ~Appellant
Lompiamant

. AND
Defendent

M{h& :’s V\,D—.;L( @,,j_g\'rw,(leespondent

Accused

VAKALAT

ACCEPTED

- FuedBy -

. Advocate for f)/a Q /-/E[r
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" Par 7

Address for Service :

& : Off. 64570512
_.Cell: 9441782451
92461 72988

Eseenf

S.No zz-a-saa g

Chatta Bazar, Hyderahad-sooonz' s Eand C BALA GOPAL
FISAENI AL W 24525912, 9346614449

e oK. VIJAYA SARADHI

AMEERUNISA. BEGUM“

‘¢c V. CHANDRAMODLI
.. ADVOCATES . .. .

Flat No. 103,Suresh Harlvallu Apts.
Road No. 11, West Marredpally
-‘Secunderabad-500 0286,



BEFORE THE DISTRICT CONSUMER FORUM, RANGA REDDY (DISTRICT COURT
COMPOUND, N.T.R. NAGAR, HYDERARBAD.).

CC137/2014

. BETWEEN:-

L Mrs.'Angadi Vijaya Laxmi & Another
3 _ ...Complainants

" Modi & Modi Constructions,
- Rep. by its Partner Soham Modi

...... Opposite Party

Wherea§ the above named Complainant filed a complaint against you U/s 12 of
.Consumer Protéction Act, 1986. Hence, ycu are here by directed to appear before this

- Forum on 9. 07 2014 at 10.30. a.m., either in person or through an Advocate, and file
.your wr:tten versmn if any, with in prescribed time of 35 days from the date of receipt

o this order falllng which complaint will be determined in accordance with law .

// BY ORDER //

/@ QMLW“’ ¢/ ton

AJ:M Kﬂh

‘sﬁﬂmﬁwsk’hhm “ﬁzgjﬁﬁﬂﬂa Aat, M‘%

tric Uﬁ Reddy
Hunge Roddy,

Encl: Copy of Cor:nplaint

‘Tzo:

Modi & Modi Constructions,

‘Rep. by its Partner Soham Modi,
H.No.5-4-187/3 & 4, 2™ Fioor,
M.G.Road, Secunderabad — 500 003.
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BEFORE THE HON'BLE DISTRICT CONSUMER REDRESSAL FORUM
R.R. DISTRICT, AT L B NAGAR

CCNo.  @5]°3)- OF 2014

BETWEEN:

1) Mrs. Angadi V;Ejaya Laxrai, W/o Bhaskar,
Age 56 yeers, OcciHouse Wife.

' 2) Angadi Mahes{h Kumar, 5/0 Bheskar, Age:33 years,
Both are R/c 1-2§4w253/1, Flat No.32, Sri Sainagar,
~ Lotugunta, Alwal, Secunderzbad-500015.

-..Complainants

AND

- Modi & Modi Comtructtonq

. Rep. by its Partner Scham Maodi,

- H.No.5-4-187/3 & 4, 2nd Floor,

. MG Road, Secmderabad-SOOOOB
: ' ...Opposite Party

COMPLAINT FILED U/S.12 OF CONSUMER PROTECTION ACT, 1986

1 DESCRIPTION OF COMPLAINANT:

The descfiption a1d the address of Complainants are as shown in the
. Cause Title aboﬁe-. The address of the Complainants for the purpose of service
of ali notices, sa}mmcns, process is that of her Counsel M/s G.L.Narasimha Rao,

- 'Advoc'ate, B.OOZi, Prasad £nclave, Ba_rkétpura, Hyderabad.

2. . DESCRIP‘i’ION OF THE OPPQSITE PARTY:

The des_cjréption and address of the Opposite Party for the purpose of
service of all notu:es summons, and processes is as shown 'n the Cause Title

above

3. The Comjp]a]nant's submit that the opposite party herein is Buiider and
Developer whcfl used to purchasing the land and constructing the
buildihgs/hnusesé/villas/apartmem:s and they have developed villas at Sy.No.128,
129, 132-136, si'ztu'ated at Rampally revenue village, Keesara Mandai, R.R. District
u.nder fhé rame & style ‘Niigiri Homes'.

4. It is submitted that arter kﬂowmg the same through publ:cm/ macle by the
- opposite paity, the complainants and the husband of 1% complainant and father
' of 2™ comnlamant by name A. Bhaskar herein went to the site and chosen to |
Furchase mdependent Villa No.46 which was Skelton condition {only RCC ceiling
Was comg. eted)

;-']‘\u-’J“#“/“‘*W’ | A \1~ \Qr"}%/
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' 5. Itis submitted that with the conversation by the complainants albng with '

A.Bhaskar and opposnte party herein agreed to purchase the above saad villa
No.46 and the opposite party agreed to sell the same after compietng the entire
construction and hand over the same to the ‘complainants and the span of
payment of Rs. 39,00,000/- lakhs has been ﬁxed for a period of 9 months ttme‘
The same was accepted by the cornp\amantc, and Rs.25,000/- has bpen paid by
the complainants to the opposite party on 2“d Feb.2013 as booking advan"e by
way of cheque No. 315818 dated 20-02-2013 beiongs to A. Bhas<ar(Hu~;band of
petitioner No.1 and father of Petitivner No. 2) The ahove amounts ﬁxed and
~ span of time is occurred as on oral agreement Except the receipt as well as

booking, there i5 no aw writter agreement took place on that day.

6. - Itis submutted by the complainants and the complamants ha, heen paid.
Rs.2,00,000/- on 16 02-2013 as 1 msrailmwﬂt vide cheque MNo. 3158”2 belongs
to A. Bhaskar(Hushand of petlteoner No.1 cnd father of Petitioner No 2y and
Rs.5,00,000/- on 26-02-2013 as 2" ;nstailmen! vide cheque No. 024420 helongs
o Mahesh Kumar. As such, the comolamaﬂts paid Rs.7,25,000/- and on 25-02-

2014 the opposite party called the complainants and entared csgreemmt fcr
fulfitment of written formalities  between both parties. The oppocue narty

represented by one Mr. Krishna Prasad on behalf of opposite part\/ in “wurried

manner he was not shown the span of time by misteading the comptamc s the
opposite party obtained the signature of the comp'.amants on the agreem@nt and

pressurized for the butky amounte of Rs.14,75,000/- at 3 time of m cerms of

shorter duration égre-emenv Immedtately after knowing the Same the
complainants through their family elgar A. B Bhaskau_ submitted a representaUOn
on 09-05-2014 with a proposal payment schedule in terms of 9 months opted
plan and the same was recelved by the oppostte party (represented Mr Venkat
Reddy and acknowledged the same). But there is no any replied recewed by the
complainants and the complamants visited Lhe office or the opposwe'part\/ in the
last week of May,2013 for their reply / answer gither to execute the=|r acreptance
or to return back the amount of Rs.7,25,600/-already paid by the complamants

But there is no any response from the ssje of opposite party. That means itis

deemed to admitted and accepted the span of 9 months time by the opp()Slte N

party. | 4

7. 1t is submitted thet as the complainants applied for a hoijsing loan and

the LIC Housing Loan Financial Institution accorded Rs.22,00,00 l/- as Housing

loan and the complainants have to be patd & fulfill the halar‘r‘e’ amount '

Rs.17,00,000/- as margin moncy for gett.ng loan sanction, Theunfore there has

AN g e b o X



Leen a shortfau of Rs 9,75,000/-. (Rs.17,00 000/~ - 7,25 000/— = 9,75,000/-). For
the short fail of the above said amount, the oppoalte party. came forward to
ﬁnance as he nd Ioan with a view to honour therr short term duratlon agreament
as per terms and conditions theren as the head of the family of the
complaanants represented his grievance t-hrough the letter dated 09-05-2013 as
stated supra. Acrordsngly, the complainants applred in writing as formallty of the
opposate party in support of un-dated cheque “or Rs.9.75 lakhs as desured on 20-
-08 2013,

8. It is humbly submitted that the opposrte party came forwarded to assist
ﬁnancral ascastance because of their business promotion and reduced the 9
months span penod to 4 months time, instead of paying entire short fall amcunt
of Rs. 9 75,000/-. The - opposite party intentionally paid Rs.2,43,750f- as
'|nstaliments ina rotatron marner duly obtained pre-undated cheques from-the
complaints’ father and the complainant No. 2 The details and modus operandl of
Eth'e oppo;;ite party. rotation is as below.

Date of predit | Date of debit from | Date of Credit to ];;:e“‘;ijfb“ to |
: to A.Bhaskar's | Bhaskar account to | AV Mahesh ’
Amount e _ ‘ ) account from
| aecount Ty AV Mahesh ¢ | Kumar A/C ‘Mahesh Kumar
N/s Mo%dlfi Kunmr AIC C from A Bhaskar AJC '
243750 [ 17-Sep-13 21-5en-13 | 51-Sep-i3 | 24-Sep-13
243750 28-Sep-13 : 10-Oct-13 10-Oct-13 17-0Oct-13
743750 | 20-Oct-13 | 25.0c-13 | 25.0¢t-13 31-Oct-13
243750 | . 08:Nov-13 13-Nov-13 13-Nov-13 18-Nov-13
975000 ! : - 4
9. Itis humbly submitted that from the above statement, it may be seen that

- the opposite party has paid an amount of Rs.9, 75 000/ to the complainants in
four (4) -nstaliments by means of rotating Rs.2,43,759/- in 4 transactions in the
span of 6 rnor‘ths (from May 2013 to Nov.2013) thus resulted expiry of Housing
lgan vaudrtv and one cheque bounce issue. The same as stated above discioses
the attrtude of the opposrte party ity providing financial assistance. He was made
Rs. 2 43 750/- as Rs.9.75,000/- as such the opposite party was lntentionally

.delayed 6 months. It is only made by them for not dropping the sale proposals
by the corr.plamants. But not else.

©10. - It 's submitted that had the oppo site party not encouraged for fulfillment
of shortfall amount of Rs.9,75,000/- and sticked on to comptainants proposal
payment schedute of o'" May 2013, the. sald problem mlght not be arose and the

complainarts mada their efforts for theur ‘own. Eut the' oppocrte party neither

o L . ,.er:%



disposed the application dated 09-05-2013 not he responded financial assistance
with bonafied ftlpulated time. '

11, Itis submitted that on. 20™ November : 2013 :mmedtately after completnon K
fulfitment of margin. money as per above rotatlon manner, the oppos;te paﬂ:y
~ forcedly and registered the villa on the comptamants name though the villa Was -
not made ready to occupy and it was in Skelton condition and got ue!easod the :.

below rnent:oned amounts directly from the Housing joar: finanicier W|thout any
intimation to the complatnants.

i, 27" Nov. 2013 Rs.12,48,000/- |
5 27A"Nov2013 . Rs. 6,22,000/-
3. Total Rs.18,70, 000/ (Rupees eitnteen lakhs seventy'

thousands only) got reieased from the ﬁnanmer (i.e. LIC Housmg) w1thout any
intimation to the complainants. Awd remammg Rs.3,30, 000/— retalned with the

financier awaiting the occupatlon 'etter from the opposite party to re|ease those
amounts. '

12. itis submnttnd that even after 09 35 2013 corre,pondence was made by
the complainants t¢ the opposite party "through e-mails right frorn December
2013 to till 09-02- 2014 the opposite party did  not respond properly “and
intimated as the complamants have due RS.14, 20,690/~ duly addmg: tha service
tax Rs.1,15,690/- without producing any nere:pt And further he mentioned that
:nterest on delayed payments was not reﬂectec! in the statement as well as
charges of extra specifications not snduded in the above statement The said
cryptic reply of tne opposite party \was shocked to the complainants. In farct, the
complainants are dues only Rs.3. 30 00o/- Wthh was retained with finan: ier {LIC
Housing) awaiting the letter of opp051te party. In the case Rs. 9 75 0co/- which
was not relmbursed by the father / husband of the comp!aman*s which is
amounts kept in his bank awaiting for relaxation of said lnterest on delayed o
payments ready to pay and kept in the bank i.e. AP, Vardhaman ‘Mahila
Cooperated Urban Bank’ Limuted Lothugunta Branch, vide AJC Nc 2791 smce
16" reb 2014 But so far, -he opposste party not comforward to ﬁnahse by
relaxing the imposition of interest amount and producing the service  tax

payment receipts to _atte'nd by the complamants.
: . .

13. Itis humbly submitted by the complamants the tactics b!ayed by the
p051te party for only the drag on Lhe matter to avoid the physncai possessron ,
of the Villa No. 46 to the complainants afs as on today the villa was not completed .

by the opposite party with one pretext or other. In fact, |t has to be completed |

it mf’“%



by October 2013 and did not complete even today itself. And it leads the mental
“agony to the complainants even after paying the entire amounts and the
comp 3inan§t5 artending the installments to the financier since December 2013
but s¢ far t:he opposite party not handed over the villa No.46 in Nilgiri Homes, by
completing_g the same and handed over to the complainants along with
Occupation% letter. For that the complainants are entitled to a tune of Rs.25,000/-
p.mm. ie. fr@m October 2013 to halwdihg over the possession_'of villa No.46 to the
complainar{ts and Rs.5,00,000/- as a mental agbny caused‘by the opposite party -
for the harassment by way of sending notices for undue Interest and delay in not
handing over the said villa.

14, It I'S submitted that the complainants issued a statutory notice to the
Of posite ﬁa;"ty on 12-03-2014 for ha‘nding over the villa' No.46. Otherwisé
demunqu damages and mental egony and the opposite party replied on 10-04-
2014 with ‘fdlse allegations. Again the coraplainants Jssued another notica on 21-
04-2014 _fc{a that there is no further reply frar the opposite party,

Hence, th;:s Complainant.

14.  The cause of action arose on 20-02-2013, 16-02-2013 and 26-02-2013
(but Wronély mentioned és 26-06-2013) when the Complainant approached to
Opr osite Pam/ for purchase the Villa No.46 ancl pald armount on Rs.7,25,000/-
later on 27 11-2013 for Rs.18,70,000/- pald by the finencier and remaining
Rs.9,75,000/- paid by the compiainants, on 24-09-2013 to 18-11- 2013 and
remaining; amounts Rs.3,30,000/- retained with the financier (LIC Housing)
awaiting for occupation lettef by the opposite party. And the cause of action is
still cuntinﬁuing. The opposite party send a notice to the father of complainant by
deposi*ingE the cheque which was. kept for security and without intimation and
issued 138 N.I. Act Notice for harassing and complainants and family members
even though there is elobarate corres ,pondence by the complainants to the
Opposite party to clear the payments But there is no any positive respondent for
amicajle recelvnng the payments and hand:ng over the villa to the complainants
and |ssue_d notice on 12-03-2014 and on 21-04-2014. Hence the Complaint is
fited! within time.

15. Thé Complainant thaugh residing at H. No. 1-24-253/1, Srisainagar Colony,
a.othugunta Alwal, R.R. District and, the property wh|ch involved In the present
complamt situated in Rampally wllage of Keesara Mandal R.R. District Is" within
the territorial Jurisdiction of this Hon'ble Forum to entertain this Complalnt.

el LA R



: continu‘_lng.;;

16. The Compiarnant submits that the Complamt is filed within the Stlpulated'ﬁ:’ o

perlod of two years limitations from the cate of cause of action, whlch i still

- 1t s, theref’ore:, prayed that this Hon'ble Forun'r may be pleased to direct
the Opposi’te Partiés: | T

To direct the Opposrte Party:

(a) to handed over the wita No. 46 situated In Sy.Mo. 128,129,130 to 136, -
Rampally village, Keesara e wdal R.R. Dtstrict with 1mm£=dfate effect after

completion of entire works along with occupation certificate.

'(b) to direct the Opposite Party 'toi pay a sum of 'R‘; 25 ooo;- i(ﬁupeesTwenw .
" Five thousands only) p.m. towards damages since October 2 3 and '

(c) to direct the Opposrte Party to pay Rs.5,00, 0oo/- for edCh compl'airiant for
" creating mental agony and harassment caused by the opposite party even -

after recervmg huge arounts,

() to award costs of this Complarnt and

'(c) to pass such other relief or reliefs as this Hon ble Forum'-deems fit

Date: 26-05-2014

L.B.NAGAR 3 ﬂ Ve, j"‘ La’\‘dg)ﬂmc\;xvpiamants

and proper i1 the interest of justice.

.y_E'_RLEICATIQ_i\_J | |

I, Mrs, Angadl Vijaya Laymr W/o Bhaskar and A. Mahesh Kimar, S/o
Bhaskar, do hereby dectare that the faLts statecj supra are truz to the best of my
knowledge, information and belief. Hence verified on 26-05- 2014 at L.B. NAGAR, "

. a SYPIL A
Date: 26-05-2014 Wﬂaﬁ' \o> _"“W

L. B NAGAR _ Co p arnant

Lz/‘/%//




IN THE COURT OF THE HON’BLE XI ADDL. CHIEFE METROPOLITAN :
MAGISTRATE AT SECUNDERABAD:

CC.NQO. 788 OF 2014
Between:

M/s. Modi and Modi Censtructions, a partnership fiom
having its registered office at 5-4-187/3&4, 1 Floor,
Soham Mansion, M. G. Road, Secunderabad- 500 003
rep. by its Managing Partner Sri. Soham Modi,
Authorized Signatory Mr. L. Ramacharyulu, S/o. L.
Raghavenra Rao, Aged 52years R/o. Hyderabad

Complainan‘[
And . _ .
Angadi Bhaskar, S/o0. Angadi Ramappa, aged about
55 years, R/0.1-24-253, Plot No.32, Lothukunta, Alwal,
Trimulgherry Post, Secunderabad — 500 015 ;
: : Accpscd

PETITION FILED UNDER SECTION 257 OLE CR.P.C

May il please your honour
The Complainant respectfully submit that the above case kas been setlled out of the
court, therefore the Complainant prays that this Hon’ble Court may be pleaseci to permit the .

complainant to withdraw the above complaint hence, the same may be disinissed as not

pressed.

Hence this Memo.

COUNSEL FOR COMPLAINANT COMPLAI;NANT

HYDERABAD
DATE: 06.08.2014.
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IN THE COURT OF THE
HON’BLE X1 ADDL. CHIE
- METROPOLITAN MAGISTRATE
AT SUCUNDERABAD-
C.CNO. 788 OF 2014
7 Bétween:

M/s. Modi and Mod; Constructions,

...Complainant
And

Ms. Angadi Bhaskar, .
.. Accused

PETTTION FILED UNDER SECUION
: 257 OF CR.PC

Filed on: 06.08.2014.

FILED BY:

: SRI.C.BALAGOP_AL
' ADVOCATE

103, Suresh Hariviltu Apartments,
Road No.11, West Marredpally,.
‘Secunderabad. -

Ph: 64570512

COUNSEL FOR COMPLAINANT



