
IN THI' COURT OF HON'BLII (_'HIt,tt.'.t(rI)GE.

CITY CIVIL COUll,T, AT: HYDIittABAD

O.S. No. lR qt oF 2019

Bctr\ ee n:

M/s. MoDr BUTLDERS METHoDTST CoMpLEx

Plaintiff/Petitionqr

ANI)

MoT Hoorsr: CHURCH rN INDrA

Def'endant/Respondent

Do hereby appoint and letairr

Duwa P.q,v,\x Kuu,tr
Sgnanon,t Gupr',r
Sunyalul P.N.J

ADVoCATES

Advocate/s to appear for me / us in the above suit / Appeal / Petition / Case and to
conduct and prosecute and defend the same and all proceedings tlial may be taken in respect of
any applications for execution or any Decree or Order passed therein. I/We empower my/our
Advocate/s to appear in all miscellaneous proceeding in the above suit/matter till all Decree or
Order are fully satisfied or adjusted to compromise and obtain the return of documents and drarv
any moneys that might be payable to me/us in the said suit oI of matter and notice [/We do
further empower my/our Advocates to accept on nry lour behalt. service of all or any appeals or'

petitions filed in any Court of Appeal reference or Revision r.r,ith legard to said suit or' matler
belore the disposal ofthe same in this Honourable Court.

For Modi (Methodlst mplex)

Certified that the executant herein is well acquainted with English. read this Vakalatnama. The

contents of the Vakalatnama were read over and explain in UrdLr/Hindi/Telugu to the executant

as he /she/they being unacquainted with English who appeared pert-ectly to understand same and

signed /put his / her/their name or mark in my presence.

Identified by:

Executed on this daY of 2019 Al)vocAl'li
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IN THE COT]IT1'OF IION'BLE

(]tIIEIT JUDGE,

CITY CtVlt. (lOLlll'l', A1': HYI)EI{ABAl)

o.S. No. \819 oF 2ore

Brtrr een:

M/s. Mopt Bulr,nBRs MET.HoDIST

CoMPLEx

Plaintiff/Petitioner

AND

METHoDIST CnuncH IN INDIA

Delendarrt/Respondent v

VAKALATNAMA
Ac( t,|,TED -

l'iled on: :t\rf\tl
Irilccl b1,:

I)uvv,r P,tv,rN KUMAIT

SrrR,ruurt,r (iup t',r
SITRYA't'f.t P.N..I

ADvocA'r:ts,s

Acldress for Service!

Tfif, [,Aw CITAMBU,RS

Su[r' Nn. 16,3'd Fr,ooR,
CYBER HUB, (;ACIIIBowLI,

[IYDERAB^D
PH No: +9198662224L5; +!1 9885885705

Enr,ttt, tD: pr!\ :r n t, thclauch:rmbers.in
shradd lralrr tlrelarvchztnr hers.in

(.0t Nsr.l. lon Pr-rrNTrFF '
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IN THE COURT OF THE

3ufoc--,
CITY CIVIL COURT, AT: HYDERABAD

o. s. No. t8q.t oF 20re
Between: T.A.do. 9 oG .fol1 

.

M/s. Mopr BUTLDERS METHoDTST CoMpLEx.
. Having its registered office at
5-1-r89/ l9O, Abids,
Hyderabad - 500001
Represented by its Partner, Mr. Soham Modi.

PLAINTIFF

AND

MBtnoorsr CHURcH IN INDIA
Hvderabad Regional Conference,
Methodist Complex, 2nd Floor,
Opp. Chermas, Abids,
Hyderabad - 50000 I

DBrerpert

SUIT FOR SPECIFIC PERFORMANCE

PLAINT FILED UNDER SECTION 26 R/W ORDER VII RULE 1 OF CPC

DESCRIPTION OF THE PLAINTIFF

The address and description of the Plaintiff for the purpose of

service of summons and notices on the Plaintilf is as mentioned in

the cause title above and that of his counsel are Duvva Pavan

Kumar, Shraddha Gupta, Surya Tej P.N.J and the address for

purposes of service of summons and notices is suit No. 16,'3'd

Floor, Cyber Hub, Janardana Hills, Gachibowli - 5OOO32.

II. DESCRIPTION OF THE DEFENDAITT

The address and description of the Defendant for the purpose of

service of summons and notices on the Defendant is as mentioned

in the cause title above.

THE PLAINTIFF RESPECTFULLY SUBMITS AS UNDER:

1. The Defendant is a society registered undcr thc Societics Act, 2l of

1860 and Public charitable Trust registered under the Bombay

,r lders (Me omplex)

Public Trust Act, 1930.

odi c
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2 The Defendant represented that, it is the owner of the large

immovable property admeasuring approximately 2760 Sq.Mts

(equivalent to 3300 Sq.Yds) bearing Municipal No. 5-9-189/90,

situated at Abids Road/ Chirag Ali Lane, Hydcrabad ("Demised

Property"), however, the Defendant does not have requisite skill,

expertise and resources to develop the land under the Demised

Property. As such, the Defendant was on a look-out for a developer

to take up development of the land into a building as it stands

today.

In this background, the Defendant approached M/s. Modi Builders

and indicated its interest in getting the land developed into

Methodist Complex. It was agreed that the developer shall be

constructing the building at no cost and in return the developer

shall be granted leasing rights in the Methodist Complex.for

perpetuity in lieu of its share in the Methodist Complex. On basis of

the assurances given by the Defendant, which were reduced into

writing, M/s. Modi Builders, in the year 1981 agreed to develop a

Building consisting of basement I cellar, ground floor and three or

more upper storeys under the name and style of "Methodist
Comple:C on the Demised Property. Parties entered into a

Development Agreement dated 9 January 1981. It is specifically

recorded in the Development Agreement that M/s. Modi Builders

agreed to develop the Methodist Complex at no costs, and in lieu of
the development of the Methodist Complex, the Defendant had

agreed to let out the property to M/s. Modi Builders with libertjr to

M/". Modi Builders to sub-lease thc samc. Copy of the
Development Agreement dated 9 January 198 I is enclosed as

Annexure-P-7.

Subsequently in the year 1982, the Defendant as per the agreed
terms under Development Agreement, a Tenancy Agreement dated
9 Januar5r 1982 grarting the tenancy rights lor the Methodist
Complex to M/s. Modi Builders represented by its partner Mr.
Satish M. Modi was also executed. Copy Tenancy Agreement dated

le x)

3

4

For Modi Bu ers

Partnor
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9 January 1982 is enclosed as Annexure-P-2. Upoh obtaining the

development rights for the Demised Property, considering the scope

and extent of work and several other factors in connection with

developing the Methodist Complex, Mr. Satish M. Modi representing

M/s. Modi Builders formed a partnership with Mr. Suresh. P Bajaj

representing M/s. Shiv Shakti Constructions Private Limited under

the name and style of "Modi Builders- Methodist Complex"'i.e.

the Plaintiff by way of a Deed of Partnership dated 28 August 1985,

solely for developing the Demised Property in Methodist Complex

and use and occupation of the Methodist Complex. It is also

submitted that, in order to arrange funds for development of the

Demised Froperty, the partnership firm collected huge amounts of

money from prospective tenants of the Demised Property. Copy of

the Deed of Partnership dated 28 August 19U5 is enclosed as

Annexure-P-3,

Thereafter, the Plaintiff entered into a fresh Tenancy Deed dated, 19

April 1988 bearing document no. 686 ll99O with the Defendant

(ol,ease Deed"), wherein under the Lease Dccd, the Defendant

granted tenancy rights to the Plaintiff, specifically'recording their

understanding to grant the Plaintiff tenancy rights for Methodist

Complex for perpetuity. The relevant terms and conditions of the

Lease Deed are reproduced herein below for ready refercnce:

a. Clause 2 of the Leased Deed reads as follor,r's:

"The Peiod of th.e tenancy has commenced from the Ist day

of March 1987, and the Teruant shall be entitled-to obtain a

uacant possession of the tenanted prenTises from the

Deuelopers directlg and shnll thereafier be entitled to use

and occupA the tenanted premises so long as th.e 'l'enant is

uilling to paA the rent and as per tLrc tenns of this Tenancy

Deed. and to obserue and- perform the other terms and

condittons contained iru this tenancy deed, the intention

being that the Landlord shall not be entitled to terminate

this Tenancg deed or to require the 'l'enant to uacate 'the

rs (tvl€thod m ex)

?- Pa(tner

Forltodi
I



terminated premises or thereof so long as the tenant is

uilling to pag such rent and. to obserue such term,s gnd '
condition{.

b. Clause 3 of the Lease Deed reads as follows:

"TTe rentals pagable bg ttte Tenant i.n respect of the

tenanted premises shnll be a sum of Rs. 1 ,OO,OOO/ - (Rupees

One Lakh Onlg) per month net to the Landlord. Such rent

shall commence from 7"t March 7987, as mutually agreed to,

as being tle effectiue date when the uacant possession o.,f ,

the tenanted. premises utas deemed kt Ltoue been lwnded

ouer bg tte Deuelopers to Tenant irrespectiue of such

peiods and / or appointed date referred to in th.e Original

Deuelopment Agreement dated th January 1,987.

c. Clause 4 of the Lease Deed reads as fo'llou,s:

"Since the Teruancy/ Lease contemplated bg this Tenancg

deed is to be a long term arrarlgement, it is agreed that on

expiry of euery 5 gears, ttere will be an increase of 20o/p of '

the then current monthiA rent payable bg the Tenant to.the

Landlord. The first increase of the 2Oo/o will become effectiue

from the 7"t Dag of March 1992 i.e. 5 years afier 1"t March

1987 (the effectiue date for all practical purposes for
paAment of monthlg rent of Rs. 1,OO,OOO/- (Rupees One

Lakh Onlg) by the tenant to the Landlord and thereafier

there will be a similar increase at expiry of euery fi"ue yearsu.

d. Clause 5(h) of the Lease Deed reads as flollows:

"The Tenant slti:,ll be entitled tcs ttssign, transfer, sub-let
and/ or giue on leaue and licence, the tenanted_ premises or
ang portions tLtereof for such consideration as tte Tenant
maA consider proper and for which no further consent of the
Land Lord slnll be required. It is Lrcreby d-eclared. th_at in

x)
For Modi Buil ers (Method

Partner
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tte euent of cancellation of the said Deuelopryent Agreement

or this Tenancg Deed entered into utith the said M/ s. Modi

Builders/ Modi Enterprises, the sub-teruants performing

his/her/their obligations as per the agreement entered into

with M/ s. Modi Builders/ Modi Dnterpises, such sub-

tenancy shall be cortinued to be in force and the sub-tenant

shall haue the right to enjog the premises theg twue

contracted and in such euent, his/ her/ their obligatians

shall be touards the Church,/ Landlord/ Ou.tnec"

Clause 7 (c) of the Lease Deed reads as follows:

"Th.e said building stwll belong to and shall be considered

as tle propertA of the Land Lord. The Tenant does not nor

will the Tenant claim @nA Propietary share, right title
and/ or interest in the said building and/ or in ang part

thereof."

f. Clause 10 of the Lease Deed reads as follows:

"Since the TenarLcA/ Lease contemplated by this Deed is to

be a long term arrangement, arld for the purposes of stamp

dutg and registration costs, this deed mag be deemed for a

period of 3O gears and shall be reneuted on the same terms

and conditions including this clause for reneutal'.

Copy Tenancy Agreement dated 19 April 1988 bearing

document no. 686/ 1990 is enclosed as Annexure-P'4'

It is humbly submitted that the Plaintiff was alway! in compliance

with the terms of the Lease Deed, and has been regularly paying

the monthly rentals to the Defendant at Rs' 1'OO'OOO/- per month

with escalation of 2Oo/o ef,tet every 5 years from the date of

execution of the Tenancy Agreement' As on date' the Plaintiff is

paying monthly rental of Rs' 2,68,738/-' Cupy of the proof of

ers (Methodist
pl6x)

6

Pattnet

For Modl
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payment of rent for previous two financial years . is enclosed as

Annexure P-5.

It is submitted that, the Plaintiff has been in continuous possession

of the Methodist Complex since 1982 and had sub leased the

Methodist Complex to various third parties for running their

business in the Methodist Complex, and almost upon expiry of ,the

term of the Lease Deed, the Plaintiff by its letter dated 26 July 2018

called upon the Defendant to renew the term of the Lease Deed by

entering into a fresh Tenancy Deed, in order to comply with the

statutory requirement and in order for the sub-lessees to continue

their business operations in the Methodist Complex, and the

Plaintiff further informed the Defendants that, the necessary costs

for the registration and the execution of the fresh tenancy deed

shall be borne by the Plaintiff. Copy of the Letter issued by the

Plaintiff to Defendant on 26 July 2018 and the proof of delivery of -

the letter are enclosed as Annexure-P-6 & 7. In response to ihe
aforesaid letter issued by the Plaintiff, the Bxecutive of the

Defendant on behalf of the Defendant, had replied that the proposal

put forward by the Plaintiff had been put forward.for discussions

before the concerned committee, and he had been asked to submit

his Report on the Plaintif{'s compliance with Clause 5(h) and 7(c) of
the Lease Deed. The letter issued by the Executive of the Defendant

on behalf of the Defendant is enclosed as Annexure-p-8.

B

discuss the issue, and further instructed the plaintiff to b a

For Modi Bu rs (Methodist

Patner

It is further submitted that, when the Defendant lailed to take any '
further steps, the Plaintiff in order to comply with the statutory
requirements, by way of a letter dated 17 September 2018,
reminded the Defendants about entering into fresh renancy Deed

and further assured the Defendant that they are not in breach of
any terms and conditions of the Lease Deed. The Letter issued by
the Plaintiff to the Defendant on 17 september 2olg is enclosed as
Annexure'P-9. In response to the retter issucd by the praintiff, the
Defendant by its letter dated 3 October 2olg called upon the
Plaintiff to attend the meeting organized by the Defendant to
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notarized aflidavit confirming it has not violated Clause 5(h) and 7(c)

of the Lease Deed. Letter issued by the Defendant to Plaintiff on 3

October 2018 is enclosed as Annexure-P- 7 A.

lO. It is submitted that, on 22 October 2OlB, in thc meeting the

Defendant had sought the following documents lrom the Plaintiff:

a. Municipal Sanction Plans for Methodist Complex;

b. Draft copy of the Proposed Lease Deed/ Tenancy D6ed;

c. List of the Occupant at Methodist Complex;

d. Note on floor wise construct area;

e. Redrafted floor wise Methodist Complex Sanction Plan;

11. It is further humbly submitted that, the Plaintitf without haste,

submitted all the aforesaid documents to the Defendant, and when

there was no reply from the Defendant, thc Plaintiff by way of its

letter dated 21 January 2019, reminded the Delendant about'the

executingafreshLeaseDeed.Copyoftheletterissuedbythe
plaintiff to Defendant on 21 January 2019 is enclosed as

Annexure-P-72.

|2.Itishumblysubmittedthat,theDefendantdidnotrespondtothe
Plaintiff's aforesaid letter and responded to the Plaintiff on 17 April

2019, making

conditions for

baseless

purpo ses

allegations

of execution

and imposing

ol lresh deed,

un tou,ard

which is

d terms between the parties' Copy ol the letter
lex)

contrary to the agree

ers (Nleth

Prrtnlf

It is submitted that, in compliance with the instructions given by

the Defendant, the Plaintiff by way of a lettcr dated .l 3 October

2018, furnished the duplicate copy ol thc notarized affidavit

confirming it has not violated Clause 5(h) and 7(c) ol the Ldase

Deed to the Defendant, and further informed the Defendant that

the Plaintiff will be handing over the original copy of the notarized

aflidavit to the Defendant on the date of the meeting organized i.e.

22 Oclober 2018. Copy of the letter issued by the Plaintiff to the

Defendant on 13 October 2018 is enclosed as Annexure-P- 7 7.

For Modi



issued by the Defendant to Plaintiff on 17 April 20 l9 is enclosed as

Annexure-P-73.

13. It is humbly submitted that, the Plaintiff made the payment of the

rent to the Defendant, from time to time, by way of cheques, which

were sent to the office of the Defendant. While the rentals made

until the month of December 2018 were accepted by the Defendant,

for the month of January February & March 2O19 Defendant, in

fact called upon the Plaintiff to issue fresh cheques, which was duly

complied with. However, to the surprise of the Plaintiff, the

Defendant refused to accept the payments from the month of

March 2Ol9 and then the Plaintiff dispatched the ient

cheques/DDs by way of letters dated I March 2019. Copy of the

letter issued by the Plaintiff to Defendant on I March 2019 is

enclosed as Annexure-P-74. T}:e Defendant by way of its letter

dated 20 July 2019 returned all the cheques and DD's to the

Plaintifl stating the frbsh lease deed has not becn executed, hence

the cheques and DDs cannot be accepted. Copy of the letter issued

by the Defendant to Plaintiff on 20 July 2Ol9 is enclosed as

Annexure-P-75.

14. It is submitted that, the Plaintiff, aggrieved by thc the actions of.the

Defendant, issued the Defendant a legal notice on 9 .September
2019, calling upon the Defendant to execute a fresh lease deed for

the Methodist Complex in favour of the plaintiff. Copy of the Legal

Notice dated 9 September 2019 is enclosed as Annexure-p-76.

mplex)
tot Mod rs (Me'$rodis

Prilnor

15. The Defendant received the legal notice on 14 September 2019.
Proof of delivery is enclosed as Annexure-p-r 7. rn spite of receipt of
the notice on 14 September 2019, the Defendant issued a baseless .
reply to the Plaintiff after a lapse of more than 3 r days i.e. on 15

october 2019, denying the agreed terms of the Tenancy Deed and
demanding high rents only in order to prejudicc the intefests of the
Plaintiff by delaying the process of registration of ,the fresh rease
deed in favour of the plaintiff. copy of the Legal Notice dated 15



October 2019 issued by the Defendant is enclosed as Annexure-P-

18.

16 The Plaintiff was surprised to receive such a reply from the

Defendant, which is not just contrary to the agreed te-rms of the

Lease Deed and the Development Agreement, but'is inconsistent

with their actions and assurances made to the Plaintiff. It is

submitted that revised terms, as proposed by thc Defendant are not

legally tenable, as the Defendant has failed to appreciate that the

requirement under the Lease Deed for execution of a fresh lease

deed, was solely for the purpose of ensuring duc compliance of the

Stamp Duty Act and the Registration Act.

17 At this juncture, it would also be relevant to note that dgvelopment

of the land into Methodist Complex and tenancy of the same in

favour of the Plaintiff was a composite transaction, entered upon,

only on account of the Defendant's representations and assurances

In view thereof, their attempt to now unilaterally revise the terms of

the Lease Deed is unjust, unfair and unsustainablc in the eyes of

the law such unilateral revision will prej udicially hamper the

interest of the Plaintiff and the tenants vtho are presently in use

and occupation of the Methodist Complex.

18. It is apparent from the actions of the Defendant that, they are not

willing to perform their part of the Lease Deed, even though the

Plaintiff has time and again expressed its readiness and willing to

perform its part of obligations and has in fact completed its part of

the obligations. Further, the Defendant's deliberate failure to

execute and register a fresh lease deed, holds the Plaintiff in

violation of the apptcable laws and execution of a fresh Lease Deed

is to ensure compliance of the same'

19. The Plaintiff therefore most humbly submits that from the facts and

circumstances stated supra, the Defendant has deliberately failed

to perform its part of contract. In the given circumstances, the

Plaintiff is left with no other alternative remedy but to approach

ComPle
1

Prrtn?r

For Modi lders (\leth



this Hon'ble Court seeking a direction from this Hon'ble Court to

direct the Defendant to immediately execute a fresh lease deed in

favour of the Plaintiff granting the tenancy rights for the Methodist

Complex.

20. The Plaintiff seeks of this Honble Court to file such other additional

documents ald make such other additional pleadings, as may be

necessa-ry to decide the lis involved in the present suit. Further, the

present suit is filed without prejudice to the rights of the'Plaintiff to

seek all such other remedies available with the Plaintiff against the

Defendant under the Agreements and applicable laws.

Hence this Suit.

III. JURISDICTION:

The registered office of the Plaintiff Partncrship Firm is situated at

5-1-189/190, Abids, Hyderabad - 50OOOl, and the.Methodist

Complex is situated at Abids Road/ Chirag Ali Lane, Hyderabad the

cause of action arose also arose in Abids, which is within the
jurisdiction of this Hon'ble Court and the samc falls within the

territorial jurisdiction of this Hon'ble Court.

ry. LIMITATION:

The Plaintiff submits that the limitation for tiling a suit for speiific
performance is three years from the date of expiry of th" Lea""
Deed. It is submitted that, cause of action in the preserlt suit lirst
a-rose at the time of expiry of the thirty years period in the Lease
Deed i.e 19 April 2018. It subsequently arose on all such occasions
when the Plaintiff sent reminders to the Defendant and the
Defendants deliberately failed to comply with the same. It finaily
arose on 9 september 2or9, when by way of noticc, the plaintiff
asked the Defendant to execute fresh Lease Deed ol the Methodist
complex. As such, the plaintiff submits that the suit filed is within

pl )For ders (Me

Putncr
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the period of limitation from the date of issuance of the purchase

order by the Respondent to the Plaintiff.

The Plaintiff hereby declares that he has nol liled any suit earlier ol

a similar nature and that no suit or proceedings are pending in any

court between the parties.

court fee amounting to is paid thereon which is

sufficient under article lb and c of the Act.

l- and pa.ys a court lee of Rs.

/- under Sec. 2O of A.P.C.F. & S.V. Act.

PRAYER

The Plaintiff, therefore, most humbly prays that this Hon'ble Court may

be pleased to pass judgment and decree in favour of Plaintiff and against

the Defendants jointly and severally and against their properties as

hereunder:

a) directing the Defendant to execute a fresh lease deed, on the -
sarne terms and conditions as contained in Tenancy

Agreement dated 19 April 1988 for the Methodist Complex in

favour of the Plaintiff;

b) costs of the suit may be awarded; and

c) Any other relief or reliefs to which the Plaintiff is entitled to
may also be granted.

ComPlex)

For ilders (Meth

Partnel

PLAINTIFF

VALUATION

The suit being one for specific performance is valued under section

39 of A.P.C.F. & S.V. Act at and an advalorem

The Plaintiff for the purpose of relief of injunction and declaration

as consequential relief to the relief of specific performance values -
the suit notionally at Rs.

COUNSEL FOR PLAINTIFF



VERIFICATION

I, Soham Modi, S/o. S/o. Satish Modi, agc 50 years, R/o.

Hyderabad, partner and authorized signatory ol M/S. Modi Builders

Methodist Complex, do hereby verify and declare that the facts stated in

the above plaint are true and correct to the best of my knowledge, belief

and information made available to me hence verified on this the

day ofDecember 2019 at Hyderabad.

For Nlo
rs

Partner

Plecp: HYDERABAD
Derp:

PLAINTIFF

l//

SCHEDULE OF THE PROPERTY

All the piece or parcel of land or ground admeasuring approximately

2760 Sq. Mts. (equivalent to 3300 Sq Yds.) bearing Municipal No. 5-9-

189/9O, situated at Abids Road/ Chirag Ali Lane, Hyderabad, bounded

b-v -
North Church ol South India

South Chirag Ali Lane

East Abids Road

West Bunglow <>u,ncd b-v

M/s. Brindavana

Comm Complcx

VERIFICATION

I, Soham Modi, S/o. S/o. Satish Modi, agc 5O years, R/o.

Hyderabad, partner and authorized signatory ol' M/S. Modi Builders

Methodist Complex, do hereby verify and declare that the schedule of

property as stated above is true and correct to thc bcst of my knowledge,

, belief and information made available to me hcnt:c vcrilicd on th \ex)t

day ofDecember 2Ol9 at Hyderabad.
tor $odt

PLAcE: HvogRaeao
Darp:

TS

Pgttc'

PLAINTIFF



SL.
No.

3 28.08. 1985

4 19.04. 1988 Plaintiff and
Defendant

26.O7.2018

18. 15.10.2019

DESCRIPTIoN

Copy of the Devebpme nt Agreement dated
9 January 1981 entered between

Defendant and M/s. Modi Builders
Copy Tenancy Agrccmcnt dated 9 January
1982 entered between Defendant and M/s.

Modi tsuilders
Copy of thc Partncrship dated 28 August

1985
Copy of thc Tcnancy Agrccmcnt datcd 19

April 198ii bcaring document nb.
68611990

Copy of thc proof ol payment of rcnt for

Copy of the letter issued by the Plaintiff to
Defendant on 26 .Iuly 2018

Proof of delivery of the letter dated 26 July
2018

Copy of thc lcttcr issucd by thc Exccutivc
of thc Dcfcndant on bchalfofthc

?efendant on 3 I August 201t3

2cfcndant on 17 Scptcmber 2018
Copy of the lcttcr issucd by the Defgndan't

to Plaintiff on 3 October 2018
Copy of the lcttcr issucd by the Plaihtifl to

Defendant <;n l3 October 2018
Copy of thc lct tcr issucd by'the Plaintifl to

to Plainl ifl on l7 April 20t9
Copy of the letter issued by the Plaintiff to

Defendant on 1 March 2019
Copy of thc lcttcr issucd by the Defcndant

to Plaintifi on 20 July 20 19

DATE IF
ANY OF

DocUMENT

os.o 1.1981

09.or.t9a2

PARTIES To THE
DocUMENT

2

J

6

Copv ol'

Proof of deliv

thc Lcgal Noticc datcd 9
Scptr:mbcr 2019
ery Lcgal Notice issued by the

Plaintiff

ers (\lethodist mPlex)

Partner

OUNSEL FOR PLAINTIFF

Defendant

Defendant

Plaintiff

Plaintiff

Plaintiff and
Defendant
Dele ndant

7

8

I Plaintiff

10

26.O7.2018

31.08.20 l ti

t7.o9.2014

3. 10.20 1 8 Defendant

11 Plaintifl

Plaintiff

Defendant13

l4

t 3. 10.20 r rl

21.O1.2019

t7.o4.20t9

1 .03.20 19 Plaintiff

Defendant20.07.2019

09.09.2019 Plaintilf

15.

16.

17.

Defendant

Dated this the day of November 2019
For Modi

LIST OF DOCUMENTS FILED BY THE PLAINTIFF

1

t--

_ p1'cvious two financial years

Copy of the lcttcr issucd by the Plaintiff to

Defendanton2l.lanuary 2019
Copy of the lettcr issued by the Defendant

Copy of the Lcgal Noticc dated 15 October
2O19 issued by Lhc Defendant

12.



IN THE COURT OF THE

CITY CIVIL COURT, AT: HYDERABAD

r. A. NO. I OF 2019

IN

o. s. No. \8qt oF2ole
Bettaeen:

M/s. Moor BUTLDERS METHoDIST CoMPLEX.
Having its registered office at
s-1-189/190, Abids,
Hyderabad - 5OOOOl
Represented by its Partner, Mr. Soham Modi.

Potrtrouon/PLAINTTFF

AND

RESPoNDENT/ DnrowoaIYr

PETITION FILED UNDER ORDER XXXIX RULE 1 AND 2 R/W

SECTION 151 OF C.P.C

For the reasons stated in the accompanying alfidavit it'is prayed that,

pending disposal of the main suit this Hon'ble Court may be pleased to

grant ad-interim injunction restraining the Respondent/ Defendant

herein, his family members, their men, agents, henchmen or any other

person claiming through them from interfering with the peaceful

possession and enjoyment of the Petitioner over the petition schedule

property or in any manner dispossessing the Petitioner/ Plaintiff from

the petition schedule property and pass any othcr ordcr or orders as the

Honble Court may deem just, fit and proper in the 'facts and

circumstances of the case and in interest of justice.
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PETITION SCHEDULE PROPERTY

A1l the piece or parcel of land or ground admeasuring approximately

2760 Sq. Mts. (equivalent to 33OO Sq Yds.) bearing Municipal No. 5-9-

189 l9O, situated at Abids Road/ Chirag Ali Lane, Hyderabad, bounded -

by-
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