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L With rogard to para no3, of the plaint 3 is trse as fur gy the
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desciption and other deteils of the Mat No. 213, Sitver Onk

t is ot true to say that there was anv or

my A

curaomoent dated 3082000, The responaont su

have the piaciice of cotering inlo any ord
Uhe phadntHT hix padod o see of R 60,000/
- Badenen gmousnt could be nedd :




e reply Lo para no,4 of the plaint it s not brize Lo s

defondant has promisod (o rvecute the sale deed whenever tho
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setitioner makes pavinent after the cornplation of the Plat, s tnug

Lo say Leat on 31 0R-2006 the date on which the maintiff paid o
booking anowt of Re, 10,000/ it wasin Lr. ated o him that the cost ol
(e Mat would be B5,7,25,000/ oxclusive of registraticn and ok
cherges. Tho defendant submits that at the thne of booking tho
platntiff was infermed about the payment schodule before any Tormat

agrecmaent 15 exed uted by the defendant. it s oply as a mp ri of thit
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paymaent schedule the plaint Wf had paid Rs 50,000/ on 1 7.10.2000
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bt 155 nol Liue Lo say that the defendant was 1 dare frmncia nood
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e mmrnd et i I DS epn by teag Frimd Fheen
fog cornpteting the projai. b fael 3L 3s nol Do Lo bay unim bhies

plaintiff did net sign the agicomen W4 dated 18.10,2006, The defendan
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<ubirils thaot the agreoment of note datod 1810 2006 in Tavoul of Lo

staintil has boean singed by one G. CHANDRA KALA, The defondant i

not aware of amy such person. 1Us alse not true to say thot the
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defendant has informed the petitionor that he can use the agreerment

of sate as collateral. E

i i reply to para ne.5, itis not true to say that the plaintiff is ready
and vatling o porform his patt of the contract and 1 B glse not Lo
to say that that the notice dated 12.0 Zf‘ii}? jesued by the plainliil’s -
counsct was not replied. In fact a reply was sont by the dofendant ™

counsot on 31.032.2007 vide registored post. This defondant domics

that any D.D. was prepared by the plaintiff for want of norsen

knowiedye,
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e reply to para ne.6, the all

gations in the e are demded i ot

With regard to para no. 7, i is not true Lo say that the plaintiff has

paid the consideration as por the agroed payment schedule,

With regard Lo para no. & 5, the plaintiff der

0
restrain the defondant from dis posing of the property as the plairdify

s nod done s part of the agreement,

With regerd to paa nn B, the plaintiff does not ha aivy prime facic

Caseoner the balance of convenience in his Favour.

The defondant subniits that the plaintiff horein hos booked a Fiat on
S1.08, 2006 and & Booking form was gwcr: to him, acknowladging his

booking which is a booking procedure Tollowed by the defé;e'zdant firm.
‘the said booking form clearty spells out the payment schedule to be
fottewed by the purchaser of the flat, The s same was alse oxplained

oratly by the Dofendant's chaptoyees at the time of booking,

ey e paid, According Lo the said scheme he was Lo pay an amount of

R85, T007 on 30.0% 2006 but the platntiff paid that ameunt on

agrecient of sate, The plaintiff was supposed to pay o ruril?' Hf
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0. TR 2006 and agein Fs.2, 21,668 on 31.12.2006. The Aain i nover

raant had sent reminders on 10011, 2008, 16,11, 2006 a5 miny
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the plaintiff to finalize the poyments and come forward for the

oxccution of the sale agreoment, _ '

The defendant submits aflter the sale agom nr*r:i“ was execuiod i

L A A

favour of the plaintiff but signed by one G, CHANDRA KALA foi

the

Peasons bost kpown Lo the plaint ¥, Whalovor may be Hhie case e

(o

prantiff ic

it by tho terms of the agreement. The defendant

fupthoer subrnits that the dedondont after rorminding
everst tines regarding the istallment pevment ssucd

notice dated 29011 2006, The ManUif neover bothered to take a N

sleps for arranging payrnents at this stage also.

2 he defendant submits that the plaintiff never approached the

defendant Tor the execution of sale deed opn 22,04, 2007 much toss

m"

vl o 0.0, The plaintiff ¢

. bag

docs not mention Ltho vatue of the DD

simply gives a D.D. number which he says is from the same bank

vawre he has oblained hoon. There s no mention of the Bank name

tho bwan o

uite long tme and hove
volansd varion: m
doveloped varfous pr
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cotnplainty fror the customern, The

Lo The defendant submits that the defendant s & leading building firm in




s of Flthy enguage or thieate

ariatives,

he defondant further submit that as the platntiff has found that the

property valucs have gone up in and around Hyderabad he wants to

!
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Ak e adventage of the same and has come U with this suit for ;
urtavel il galin, The plaintif! has never shown any interest for “
porforivdeg s parl of the contract, The Padn il has not appoachod ,
i
thin Court with dean hands,

s, thorcfere, pravedd that the sult as Tiled v bho plaindiff & ba

bt by ansd shouldd Lo disrdssed i Girand wa

COUNEEL FOR DEFTRDANT
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HIRER UL S & ‘1 Sinta)

& Pt oo 20 06 2007

VERWHCATION

LoSthwin M, Sio. Satish Modi, aged 37 ve xars, Do Business, Rio. 54

WP 4
. !
772 8 A MG, Rood, Soounder :

- ~eeunderabad, hereby declaie that the fagts stated

above are frue bo e best of Knowledge, Hence verified

AT B NAGAR
Pates 25 06 1K)/ '
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