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4 With regard to altegatrons 1n para 4 of the plaint it 3s not true that the

total cost of the flat was f’xed at Rs.. Rs:5, 99 250! (Rupees Five l_akhs. :

| Nmety Nme Thousand Two Hundred and F fty only) The total cost of

the ﬂat was agreed te be Rs 6 70 000!- The Plamtrff dld nct pay the:

amount to the defendant as al!eged but paid only a sum of -
‘gé'.' EaE iw "“ C

Rs 10, 000!- by way of 4 cheque lt 15 subrmtted that thrs payment- '

does not amount te a conclusron of any agreement The facts

....,. ,p ;;77_ oA

B regardmg the agreement are stated in subsequent paragraphs. f E

e 5 Wlth regat:d te the allegatrons in: para 5 of the plaint the plamtrff has
debberately, emrtted to mentlon ahout the executron of the bookmg

~ .. form and the terms and cendrtrens contamed theretn Ity is demed that

ther defendant had told the plamtlff that they wGuld mform about the
progress of the censtruct)on of the complex or:that accordmgly the

defendant would mform hrm abaut the payment of balance of

N consideration to be made by him at the trme ef executlon and_

regzstratren of: sate deed as aueged

- 6 With regard to the atlegatlons in: para 6 of the. plarnt 1t s pertment to

note that the plamtrff d)d not make any effort tO«ﬁnd out about the-r -

n"‘.'r
i

: Xy progresgcaﬁ%the cqmplex or. abeut the amounts ta be pard by him. In

i ;»fact«ali tbeae aspects were covered by the baokmg arder form, whrch -

was only a: proposal but not afi nal contract, 1t is surpnsmg that the

plamtrff now alleges that he did- not recenre any carrespondence or

cemmumcaticn frem the respondent In fact the plalntrff never wsrted'

ey
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3 n: ofr the agreement

'etter dated 98 06 2006;_‘-']-‘. :




rasefthepiamt At ‘:su,ipﬁsing

,:__,tlege that the defendant sent h]S

demand some mere amaunt Itis

as: 155ued }t. -1s-e:-.demedathatr the

y!_i'-_for a letter of ‘the defendant




é "'execuhen_,ef sale in. favour of .

greement -of 4 sale as ‘the
Fms as:?-'ag:ééd---upon‘-- :at_.. B
& ,-_re,,__: ived is. only a nommal' B

nent 'ef;}!sale censideration as

o 13: .;:;4'With regard to the aliegatwns in: para 13 s emphatzcally denied

o that therewwas any_ agreement _.executed by the: defendant as alleged-"' S

s -i"ri@.;:fsale ideed ’lL!s not ,tf:ue Icﬂ say that the plamuff was: ready ~and willing

y e to perform his part ef contract ln fact*-- -the pla‘intiff had. failed to pay

aﬂe‘i to:make the paymentsi" S




”"fendant tazcancel the |

e defendant emphatically
sianyiegreemént and-much less

lefendant to discharge his duty

HISOflaanlnstailments to

45 yéhéeﬁéfeﬁdaﬁ&é;ﬁbhaﬁcéuy.'- S

*purchase the suxt ﬂat or get a

his tavour. Thaptainuff-—;has ot -

emtmnuff _'.'awng farled to

RO '_ght ,to ask,fqr' spemﬁc' |

fsale. Theplaintiffhas







it flat to.

defendantidenies that

Lo

:to the plaintiff alone or

epmperty'fheother '

o the plantit: has paid

ctionfor fling the-sutt.

d that the lawiof equity

S




he ";plamtlff in favour of the .-

de contract

;-'fonnauties te be cemp!eted- e

luding ithe- schedule of payment The'

" DEFENDANT
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