.

>

against| the JUdgmeht

i
i

i i
eﬁit_her'

f

|
- Court;

. allegatjons.
&

S:tate‘ment oni Behalf ¢
\?;akala ‘
égdvooate in/the said @
i‘l.je., tl

|

as:such

B éhe;H,ons’ ble court'was

§
[

B
3)

lo cont
l)ecree €
éituated at:Nagaram Keesara Mandal Ranga,eddy Dlstrlct
Agreerner\t enterfecl in
ithe flat was:jﬁxed by

has paid a sum of Rs.§,

Shankar Reddy -

The lJ:L'Jdgmemft

J.Dr.; could not instrug

. [The Judgment [ ;
test the‘said case. Original

!
' M/s.Paramount Builders
o =

. cou

ll%\llTHE COURT OF THE HON’BLIE VIl SE

YIL JUDGE RANGA REDDY DISTRICT .

ooy

. Decree Holder/Plaintiff

ﬂudgm,ent Debtor/Defendant

The Judgment Debtor r

.
i

at Secunderab
: The:J.Dr.

- in the:said C

in law or:on:facts, and

| At the outy setithe E.R.; file

~ e_btor s
Debtor |b

ad- for

ase to'

{
¢

e Decree-Holder herel

5the~»;J.Dr.iwas set.exp

Holder for recpyery: of mo”’

15,00(

NTER FILED BY T

has engs
f the ,

tvghisffac

ebtorg. L

JUDGMENT DEETOR -

espec:t'fully; SmeltShIS c;cun;ékr as follows:

'dvocatk Mr K“KlShOl’e Roy to f\le Written
.;Drv._-.{iri ‘the ‘aboye; case :and the J.Dr. has filed his
defer‘td ‘the. same . on':30-06- 201’2

After. engaging

ase, the J. Dr. was transferred to Chennai by his employer

n in the year: 2@1‘2 ,and«due to the said reason the

voc, "esto ﬁle ritten: Statement in the above case

 As per the Loan

to bet veen \the J.Dr.: and Decree Holder the total cost of
he. Decree Holder Rs. 12 85 000 00 ‘out of which, the J.Dr.

—OO to the Decree Holder and the J. Dr agreed to
' ' ' ’ Ctd..2




Holder filed the above surtv agaln;t the J.Dr

and willing to pay the balance m'tallments a
Decree Holder refused to reéeWe the same

. Agreement is SubSlSt]ng

fo'r‘the;‘-r ‘subm
tj-the Decree H

’ble 1IH‘ Sem

‘;,
! 1

Plake i BN

Dated

70-,00()
1! As pe

3 altmeh

mount
‘More-;_‘c
|
:'t that
older fi
or Civi

Debtor
e;-,f E.

test_,th
r Civil

e Case
5 e surt
mentD
iled! pet

=cunde
%d

3
LR

e .Pettﬂ

02-20"1 Ao

H her_e'i_H i

- in 60 monthly linstallments
the ésaidilj'oan agre
| After that

Due to the sdid reason the

Mean whill

greement the

the J.Dr. was

ts. | the 3 Decree ' .

for rel very of entire balance loan
amount. which is contrary to the Loan ‘Agreement. %—Zv

en today the|J.Dr. is ready
to the Decree Holder but the

ver as on this date, the Loan

after passing tnev»Exparte
led a Petition f

Judge, City C

or transfer of
ivil Court, at
has filed E.P.No.12 'of 2014
P:Schedule ProJ)
2016. Contra to! the said
‘suit, | The: Judk ment | Debtor
”aBad'and ‘the j Dr. recewed
mmons 1n|the iard E. P

¢ 'said’ E P. an immediately
Judge, Crty Cl\/ll Court, at
wherein the J Dr. came to

erty Which is

and an’'Exparte Decree was
ebtor submits that in view of
e Hon’ble I

ng aside the

tions before: th
abad for | setti
condone the

g before the

elay Petltmn to
1ons ar‘e pendir

}
ed to’ iciismiss

MENT DEBTOR

EGEaSh



exra e

I, A.Shankar Reddy, the Jydg
verify and; declare that t e;abov'eimen

btor in'the above E.P. do hereby

par{a’g‘rap”ﬁs@)f'the above Counter
are true and correct to the best,of m ledge and belief. Hence verified on

thiséthé 27 day of Septerr bér,‘ :ZC‘M

i

Place : L,B.Nagar - : IR

Dated : . 02-09-2014

{
¢

!
i
i
N
i ,
i
i
1
|
; ¢
| P
B i
! i
i . -




"HON’BLE VI

AGAR
of 2014

¢f2012:

lder /Plaintiff

i

Reddy |
Mudgiment Debtot/Defendant

o |
1hadar| Colony
Secunderabad-500 010

ANGA REDDY DIST. -




