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Sri vina) Agarwa.l r ,

Slo. Sri Vasudev, agcd 42 years 
.

Occ : busincss, R./o. Flat No.,l03 '

Susheel Rcsidency, Opp. CDR Hospitd
Hyderguda, Hyderabad - 500 029.
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'l'hc dcscription oi tlre plaiotiff is the sarn,, . r 1'cll in lhe ahrve cause title aurd his address lbr

thc purpose of scrvice of all noticei' g11- i; t!..rr ol'l!-'|e c()ursel ws' SIIYAM S AGRAWAL

[-.Praveen Kumar. L. hadhan Kurnar. K .>""hircliha aad Naresh Singb, advocatcs' having

olfice at # l0l, R.K.Resittency, lane besitle f linenu Cot]'ee Shop' 3-6-237ll' Street No i5'

Himayarnagar, Hy&rabad - 500 029' Pho:it ' -{0-2122-2700' ' 
i

Ctrel&J-q p.r atdorM b L?'l-zo1z- L,-\tA'r1o'68Alvl'd
'lhe descriprion and the address of the deitn'ral$otr fte Purpose of service of all summons'

notices. etc., arc the samc as mentiooed in tll': .rcorc cause tide'

The plaintitl submits thal thc deferxlanflrlth. ,'roe, ,,n,] developer of"silver Oal" apartnlsnts

on the land tbrming pan of suney No.290.'siiuated at Cherlapally village, Gha*esar mandal'

Ranga Reddy disrict. For the pupotc of ,:lli[g he flats to prospective puchasers' lhc

,refendanplertised fbr u\e sa,e. As rhe plei-,Liff u.rs interested in the ventue taken up b) lhc

derendanfuh inprded to purchase a flal rhcr;i.' fi€ plaintiff appmached the defendanlfnt ttrar

,"garo. fie a.f.rdar$owed to the plairrttlllinc bnr.bure relating the proposed apanment antl

thc plaintiff sclccred flEt No.40l on fourth flcor admeasuriag 725 squarc fe€t of super built up

area together wirh proportionatc undividcd strale ofland to the cxtent of36.25 squarc yards and

i parking space bearirrg )'o.73, lrereinalier refered to as fie 'suit tlat'heeler

c *r*I

Conrd..l

s..rrlluslaj &iU/s. Summit Builders I r)
ulorepresentcd by its parher Sri Sollam Modi

S/o. Sri Satish Modi. aged 37 yelrs, Opc : business

having office ar 5-4-18r8, III'Floor /
w,tyu,b\

lvt.G. Road. Sccunderabad - i00 003.
-68?t)
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ards parking and Rs.15.00()

(

ruther submirs that afttr ncgt' iations' the sale consideryi6n was fixcd at Rs 6Jr)L

t and in view o[ the cxlcnt nf the suit flat 5 squu re leel. thc totiJ sillcbyE12
j. Apa(

oyrrtds walcr & clectricity charges lhc lla'nli

-/through4frlque No l210q8' dalcd 08-00-:01

Ittl7. {orvards camesl monc} alld pirfl na)r)lcrrt

I
r
:

A,
t^\

fthe suit flat rvas arrir cti t! lt P's"4' 70.525 from thc salc consider'ttion'

thc pla tI as askcd to Pal n sum (.t lfro.000 /- tou'ards the chargcs tbr thc antclilics

!I
))

p.rid to the d,
rrl'

drlrln ott s. IDBI Bank. r:ndcr receiPi \'t

sale consideralion' rvhich ,aas cncashed b) rhe defendant in conclLsion ofthe agreement

completcd antt that tiiey lvould nlillrrii' lim l'rrrther dctails later To the uttcr shock anci

!tl

lionr salaried to sclf em loved and rvill als,, complete the pa}-ments in lump sum after sanction

f"ndunfril.rnl ol' Rs l {)-0(\r)r

1'hc plaintiff also submits that thc suil llat i; rnore clearl'v described in the schedulc rrf propcrll

ofthe plaint gjven below The tcrms o! r'':trrct were subsequently reduccd /nto writing,under

. fbnlal asreement of sale enteled into bel\\een the parties on 15.12-2005. 1.he plaintiffpaid

"ffi,:,; ";;; ,;.t;; -.(',,," 't"rtn 
t*nffirtugh chequc )'ro6ra152'date<r or-0r-r(r)r'

drarvn on MA. HDFC Bank' tor'ards iirnher parl Paymenl of sale consideralion' rvhich $as

eucashed by the defendanflo{-h" aefc:Jan^{lirld also informed the plainliff that lhel uotrld

intimate lo the plaintiffthc progrcss Dl' i" ' rir"(ion ofthe cornplex and accordingly \utld itlso

inlbrm the plaintillabout the pa!'ment ('i Serl'nce ofsale consideration to be madc b1' hint'

'Ihe plaintiff subnrits that he \'\ as v"3i1rlg :. i: ttli tbr thc lcttsr of the dcfendanffiitorming hinr

aboul ttte status and progress o!'ln'" 
"oi 

r': rrlC also aborlt the amotlnts to be paid h1'hinr' l'tt'

he did not receive atty coresptlr'lden(:1 ''r '" ilrunication from the defcndantlriiltoltl h" tlr'"

d",u"i*{"*"" the plaintirT visrtcd t:rc ' 
'l(:e 

of the defendanfiquiring about the prolrcss

of thc complcx. he was toltl that thar it 'r'crrld take some mote timc for the proiect lo hc

ar

1

surprise of the plaintiff- instead of the irrirtaiion letter' he received a letter from the delendattt

delcd 05-05-2006 calling for pal meltt 'l' tl rce installments \tr'ithin seven days of receipt trf thc

nolicc and warned of forfeiturt'. ifthe pisinli{ffails lo pa}.the inslallmcnts'

/

1'he plaintiff further submits thal he serlt a < ti:able reply dated 15-05-2006 to thc lcttcr ol' llic

defe ndanfrlrlforming that he had trol rcteir':'l an1- reminders earlier for pa)'mcnl as allcqctl ir

lhe said letter ,rnd informetl the dcfendrnfr,k thc plaintiff would pay the amounl in l'-tntp sLtttt

irnmediatel)'on lhc sanction of lrran rrrrtcl: 'vcs dclaled in viert olchange ofstatus ol'irrconli

t'

ol'housing loa 'ri
ooo/to

thc rcpl\ of 'h3 plaintiff. the defendanloclnt a canccllatiorr noticc
reccr!ln!.1

d,rtcd 09-06-2 the plaintill infornrii'e that th€ ldherc to th!- f\alnlcrrt

schedule. not paid the installments as promrscd and into bct\\ccn

the parties stood cancelled and rhal thc Pi': n]ents rplaintiff$"re forleilcd l hL'

I\o.l
deltndanhfunl ler stated that the:i $erc al ;ic!'rty I .u

CQnlil..l

-Rs.5.000r-



1

8. 'fhe plaintiff also submiu thalailer rec.l!\ i.lg lhe sard cartcelladon notrce' the plaiotitT

rcpil lettcr dated 2006 intorming rli..r h. has already intbrmed lhrough his rcp!) lctter

datud l5-05-2006

2706

'thut there was a delav il, rhe processing of loar' and a'll thc pending

installnte rrt amounts will be paid shonll iu d rcqucsrcd to beur tbr some time. APart tiom lhrt

the plaintil-f !isited the office ofthe defend lxrn Pcrs(D and discussed u ith the dettnda'rf 1'n,:,rc1

ucr;ndan$ld suted that the5 had issued th< iante {ixtion nolice only to asc€nain \\'hethcr th!

plainriff was reall.v inreresred in purchasinl thc irr .,r not. lhe detendrnplsured thc plainlilt

that his interest in the t'lat would bc saltgu'rr.ti'i and rhc plaintit'f can muke the Paym'nl as anJ

lrL

q

whcn the loan is sanctioned ro the plaintill'

'l'he plaintitl' submirs that as per $e discttssr..rn' hckl between him ind the a"f"ndanlrfrl'"

plainrit'f pairt a fudher amount of Rs'75'0)0'- through cheque No'691784' daled I l-07-2006'

rlra* n on M/s HDFC Bank and the sarlc Y -5 !ckno\\ ledgcd b1 the defcndanfflde their reccipi

No.ll-07-2006 towards pafl payment ol'thl \'rlc torL\ideration As rhe Jefendanf'rls satisfic'i

uith the payments made by Uc Plaintil'l: lhc ;;r'cndan$ldresscd a lettrr dated 0l-08-200() r''

the plaintitl, asking to visil the sitc brl!"''- ' ' -il3-l(D6 and 08-08-2007 to have a lool at th'

tlot lbr any additions or alrerations to oi ':;n3 to the suit flat' otherwise' the llat will bc

completed as per the standard specificati!)r 'c\\n il the model tlat' lhe plaintifl' suggcutil

soure changcs to rhe l-lat' tbr $at the tlt ' n '''tt'f;'!""ti that hc \vould make the [cc(i\ar\

ehiutlcs to the said tlat and \rould lntimatc .l )laini!lFthe datc 'rf execution oldocument'

ir.)

il

lhe plaintil'l tunher submils lhal tilt p"ir: ilI ulited patientll lbr a respotse t'rom tht

Ucfi'nd.uffilt ro the shock c'f the plaintiti t'rcrc uirs tto such intimation riom rhe de tendar{f'rl''l

rvhcn the plaintiff conEcted the del'en,r,.,tlfjl',q, r.,r therc was no prQper rcspoDse lionl th(

Ucri'ndanf&fu fre avoided to meet the plainiill Geuing vcxcd with thc attitude oilhc dcl'enduntNo i

and lost hope of response, rhe plainti il'lt 'ssued a lcgal notice dared 19-02-2007 to th(

*a"a-pi"r* t, ud,ocutt 
"ulling 'pcr 

th: dct'endan$rilexecutc and register rhe sale dc''"ti

in rcspect of the suit flat by recciving thc iral'nc\' a'nou'nl of sale consideration at the timc o:'

rcgistration of sale deed on any da1', u itht Li ' i tal s fi' rrn thc receipt of the legal mrtice'

'l'he plaintit)'also submits rhat the noticeTras se er'l ofl th€ defendan^P;l 12-02-2007 as i:

r.viderl front the posal acknowledgemenL ' 
ll: aeltrrUanffJdresscd a rcply dated ?l-02-2001

wirh all falsc and baseless atleg*ions, tal:ln! thc stand that lhe agrecment stood canccllcd

,inrr*i *. dertndan$ilmitted the agreemct oi sal'' in favour of rhe plaintitl and the rccti1""

ol' pan payment of sale considemtion madc on 
'lift-ercnt 

datcs' he allcgcd that he had addrcs';cJ

another cancellation no ce date'l 09-08"]t[rtr I{. thc pl'tintiil
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ttol

its that he has not recci, r''i anv such cancellation notice from the dcl'cndant
Ih fl'\

ir exqept the one as stilttd above. In fact even if an-v such notice is givcn' the

c cannot rminrte the valid agrcr:mr:':l of sale belween the Partics' undcr whiclr the

intill aid huge amount lorvartl< Darl pal-ment o[ sale considcration undcr propcr

pluin,in'go, issttetl a rcroi;rJcr noticc on l2-0:]-2007 den)'ing reccipl ol itn]
p

rccL'rPts

rl

l.t

r5.

canccllation noticc and made il ctcar tlr:'l tlrc defcndant cannot terminate thc agrcclrretrt

unilaterally. 'The det'endanffiilt issrred rr -''Ply notice on 28-0i-2007 taking thc samc sllnd'

uhich is false. tt is Pertinent to nrenri('r lr' e that the ciet'endrn'ffas ltdgcd a caveal hclirrc thc

Hon'hle Courr against the plaintilt. \\'hich p;cves the malafides on part ofthc defendarrit\al

Thc plainliff furthcr submits that ha. ir, received rnoney tolvards part payment of sale

consideration ancl having aurecd to crecrtl': lntl register thc sale deed' the attilude and bchavior

ol the ilefendarffinot coming fol\ald 11' ulfill his pan of thc contract prompted thc plaintil'f

to suspect the bonafides on part r)l.th,: J..tendanlf, ln fact. at.the tinte of enlering inlo thc

agrcemcnt. it rras agreed bet\\'cen thc r"i:'s that the defendanplll inlornr thc plaintifl'ah'rut

his readiness to execute and rcgislcr thi r' "eeri b)' receiving the balance ofsale considcration

allcrcomplctionofthe:omplex.lht'r.,r'riJ-fhasahvaysbeenread!'andwillingtopc'rf'ornt

his part of the conlract of makinr p.rrr, ' :. t f balance of sale consideration and in llct <rn thc

prornises of th,: defendanftile ptaint;i'i' ''.' . 'ead) got sanclioned loan trom the bankcr'

-thc plaintiff submits that the rler,.nrr:u| 
I 

,:.,ne hack his promises and failed to disc6ar{c tr,

d0i1 an<i burdcn casl tlpon hi tritdcr 'i ' . .lreement ln fact the plaintiff is requircd t() pJ\ the

lran instalmerts to thc burker r,, rhc s,n,: t.as alreadl, bcen sanctioncd. As slated atx)ve. thc

tlel'cndant has entered into thc agrcer: " ri receiving none) to'lr'ards part pavmcnl ol' sfllc

crnsideration from the plaintilf. llar ng agreed to sell lhe propert! to the plaintiff' havinr:

rcccived the part payment of salc c,\ns,.l: arion. the defendarftlnnot go back thc transaclion

nr-.r does he have the right io tcnninalc ll: :ame. ,\s per the provisions of Law gorcnting thc

c(*tructs and rroperties. the detendaffi | rund to sell thc propertl to the plaintiffbl cxcctrting

antJ rcgistering thc salc deed in hir far.,'.r; nd he cannot part with it in favour ofthird partl'

'I 
irc pilintiff frrrther submits that he ha. sr : r:r'ery right to purchase thc suit flat and get thc sl!!-

r.lccd cxccuted antl registered in his lar,I,r Hcncc. the plaintiffis left \ith no othel oPlion lrtrt

lo appro3ch lf is llon'ble court lirr sntci:li perfbrmancc ofthe a€recmcnt ofsalc. The plainl;!f

h^s nrade effo(s to conlince tht Jcten tarr.Hld to settle the dispulc amicabll'. but hc has lailcd

as the delendanliitnl upon te cause l:?ri'r :o the pla

illcgal manner. lt u'ould not bc out ol lilircc 10 menti

thc pronrise dr:manding the plaintill to.rnl'lnc. the sal

make monef in

hack

is not lciil.

i, t 

l)

10ilt0.l



I
.l () 1hc plaintiff also submits that he has gct t:

Rs.4,.10,525/- to thc defen&nffiilhe ha* atr.,

purpose of making paymcnt of balancc o;' 'i
suit llat. payment of samp duty, registratrott

und willing to perform his pan of the contra.

consideration and get the sale deed executed

highhanded manner, aher entering to agre-'l

fi ,..;I"i:*::;:#"Hl:iTIl',,@
No.t

I( iurr5ideration to thc dufendanlin r('spccl ,)l lh(

churgcs. ctc. Thc plaintitl'has alwa)s hecn rcuo)

r. I-hc plaintift is ready ro pay the balance ol sa['

antl rcgistered in his l'avour. In a very illegal und

irent ci sale with the plaintiff and alier recci\ ing

part of sale consideration, the defendanffsl rr ing to scll the suir flat u, rhird partjes, in ordcr t()

causc harm to the plaintit], r,r'hich is not pcr:;.,ssiblc in lar'r

l':-. I hc plaintiff submirs rhar thc agreemenr r,i rhe pleinrilT is subsisting and il still holds good.

lrr(,nr thc lacts ol'the case, it is vcr; rlc,:r :irat the intcntion oi rhe Oer'cndurlffil rcfusin; to

crccutc and rcgister lhe sal,.'deed in lir.1). ., itle phintitf is illeg:rl and against all thc nrrtralr

also. Ihc las ofequiry thrours lbr sale ol r,ir i,r,)Pcrt] ti the aerbnoan$il rhc pluintil) .rlone

f'b l
und rhc dt'ti.ndan1,,'6ds no cxclusive and ur,l: ! rrill :,ght to canccl ()r tcrminatc thc contracl lrld

lorll'il lhe amount of Parl palmcnt m.l(lc - .- lriaLrttill to him. lt would not be out ol plaet t'r

nrcnrion here rhat the plaintilf has talien l. - . p.rils in gening the housing loan sanctioncd, tirr'

*hich he had got the site inspected -in; .i.i:lcl b! a govemment registered vuluc'r :rttd

submiticd the valuation repon to the bankr h\ spcnding good amoultr;.

l7-A. *The plrfutifr submits thrl hc hrs lcarlt alrrt the dcfcndrnt No.l elong with builder M./s.

I Sti Sei BuiHen sotd the rchcdule pr . oi-rrJ* lo tbe d€fendrDt Nol under thc srle deed

drled 3l-01-2007 rrgistcred rs docuE. st No,lE0{f2007 of ahc Oftice of lhe Sub-Regisrrrr,

Uppel, Rrngr Reddy distrid. Howe'er, in vierv of rgreemetrt bctwccn the phintiff rod

the dcfendrnt No.l bei[8 prior to ti!€ s"rlc deed rod it bcing in subsirtence, the sale decd in

frvour of the defendrnt NoJ is illegnl und lhblc to be crncelled',

(Prm No.l7-A, iDscrred rs p€r ord€r drred 27.09-2012. in l.A. t5.?;{2012)

3
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rtl
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€i

l" I fic cause or afiron tunner axose wnen thc piallrtlll got sanctlo[ed l('an tron] the ban[cr lor

payment ol'ba.lance of sale considerarion ro :n. ,l.f"ndi nFi ts-oz-:ooz *hen rhc plaintill'g,rt

issued thc legal nodce to the deiendanf&liir,r uporr ro exccute and regisler the sal!'dccd. rrn

lla I

.:l-ul-:007 whcn rhe de llndanipili.d *itr', ltris. allcgalions, on l2-03-2007 when the plaintifl

gor issucd a rejoinder norice making rhe ,rg.rl posirion clear to the det'cndanftirlt ht has r,,

p€rform his pan of co racl and on 28-0.]-ll(r('7 wh,;, the defbndalffilt issued a reply throttgh

advocate refusing to execule and register lhc sa.le dcr:.|. l'he cause ofaciion is continuing.

I his Hon'ble coun has goa judsdiction o eu'.,.'nrin the suit as the suit Prop€rty is situatcd at

('hcdapally village, cha*esar Mandal. Rur;.r Redd\ district and th( cause ol action alose

\\ lth
.,(,

,)

]U

sdiction of this Hon i'1. cUrirt

{l-::t
PLHN'I IFF

Contd..tr
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+
urt has also 8ot pecurriar] .iu';'d;ction

as not filed an,Y other c sc i: this regard and no suit or other Procecdings arc

her court. Thc suit is bcing lilc(l

defendanf,tJ cxecute and rcgislcr

is within thc period prescrihcd b1'

e plaint h

anv ot
t\\een the parties to lhe lrcsen' :uit belore

a period ol three )'ears ftom lhe da1' of refusal oflhe

2l

.- the sale deed in favour ofthe plaintitl'rnd li'erefore the same

as giver in thc schcdt'lt'.

ii(a), "consequently pass a decree. canceling the sele deed dated 3l

document No.1804/2007 of the office of the Sub-Registrar'

district, executed hy the defendrnl No'I along witb IWs' Sri

of the def€ndant No.2, dectflring it ns rull and void and not

Tlre plaintiff valtres the relief of spccific l)( 'lbrmancc of the agreement of sale for the purposc

ofcourt fee andjurisdiction at Rsf40'515' under seclion 39 ofthc Andhra Pradesh Clorrrl lics

and Suits valuation Act and the proper cnu' iee is Rs ff2l /' Thc relief of pcrpctual

injunction is valued notionallv at Rs 5 00(1r under section 26 (c) and pays the proper Courl f!'c

is Rs.h/ll. Thus the total coun rec of Rs S,gJ?i. is paid under Anicle I (b) & (c) of

Schedulc I ofthe A.P'Court Fees and Stiir \ :luation Act' which is sufficicnt'

Thcplaintiffthel,eforep'aysthalthi:ttl(,|.,.jcourtmayplcasedropassjudgmenlanddecret'

i. Directing rhc defendant to execrtti ri:i register the sale deed in favour ofthe 
ryiintifi'or

his nomiree/s by receiving the llal: * o|sale consideration of Rs 4'40-525/i in rcsfx:ct

of al! thrrt the Flat No'401 'rn i' ' 1 " iioor in Silver Oak Apartments' forming part of

Suwe.v tio. 290. adtneasu:ing r " ';quare feet of sup€r built up arca together \\i"i

proportionate undivided sha:e ol la' r't t() the extent of36'25 square yards and a rcscncd

parking rpace for ts'o u'heclr:r beari reNoTJ situated at Cherlapally Village' Ghatkcsar

Mardal. Ranga Redd;- dislrrct i : 'rI 
in the schedule and on failure ofthe defendant

tocomeforwardtoexeculcandcgislerthesaledeed,thisHon.bleccurtmayhC

pleased to erecute and registe' th: trle deed in favour ofthe plaintiffor his nomincc/s'

on behall ofthe defendant.

ii. Consequently pass a decree lr'r t'cinelual injunction restraining the defendant h'rri'

i transferring' alienating' crcating r '' third pany interest or chargc of the suit flat in

flezq6s.13-(6ri,ertJavoui cf the third panies t)r parli;r{ rvith possession in respcct of the Flat Nr' 401 'rn

;il;;;;"Ih"[-i inurth floo, in Silver oak Aparlm ]ilts. forming part of sun'cy No 290' admcasur'ng

?79-1o'a d'a 725 square feet of super built u1 rrea together with proporlionate undi'idcd shar..- "l'
rA r\o. 1.t33/ror! 

l"n,l to th€ extent of36.25 guart iards and a reserved parking space lbr trvo *'hecl,''r

bearing No 73 siluated at (lhr:rla;-'r :l) Village' Ghatkesar Mandal' Ranga Redd] dist ct

-0

Reddv

favoUf-,

tifS
i

,i.,,'-.,
(Pera No. 23-ii (e) ins€rted rs pcr order daterl 21-( 9-2012, il [Al5AV20l2)

i..l

on t$b
i-

(

Iavv and is not bared b)" limilation'

7



7
Ir Award the costs of thc suil and ts i!'r{ suqh turthcr rclief or reiiefs as this l-lon'ble c-

ma)' deenr fit proper in the circurnsunrcs oflhe case.

('(] l_ tj R I-HE PLAINI'IFt' PLAII.j-l'lF['

Hydcrabad
g-W2oo1

SCHEDULE OL ] IIF PROPERTY

All thar the l-lat No.40l on fouflh floor ,n Siiver oal Apaflments' forming pan of SUI\ey

No.290, adlneasuring 7?5 square fcel of supcr tuill uP area together with ProPonionate undivided

sharr. of land to the exBnf ol'36,25 quare yards e.,ii a resened parking space for two wheeler bearing

No.7l, situated at Cherlapally village, Gharkesai \ it:nial. llanga Reddy dislrict and boundcd by :

r )pcn 1o sky

; lar No.402

t r Oen t.r sky

r reet wide ccnidor

Lt>*'

..\{;rt'

NORTH

SOUTH

EAST

WEST

vERl Flrl\l loN

l. Vinay Agarraal, S/o. Sri Vasudev, aged'lJ years Occ : business' fuo' Flat No'403' Sushcci

Residencl.Opp:CDRHospital,Hyderguda,IlyJcrabaddoherebydeclarerhatthecontenrsofthe

above plainr ernd thc xhedule of property arE rue to thc best ofmy klowledge. information. beliel and

legal advice. *,hich I believe to be true and hence rerit-l thc same as true and correct on this the

fi^t,rn$zwat Hyderabad. 
t t,::f
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LIST OF DOC'LI\,IE\ IS ll l-llD BY PL,AINTITF

S.No. Dr\]E DESCRIPTI()\ OIT TTIE DOCUMENT

l.

2.

4.

5.

6.

7.

s.

q.

l0

ll
t2

ll
l4

l_s

l6

l1

08-09-2005

I 5- r 2-2005

0-1-01-2006

05-05-2006

r5-05-2006

0e-06-2006

23-06-20{

I r-07-2006

0r -08-2006

19-02-2007

22-02-2007

r 2-03-2007

28-03-2007

24-05-?007

-05-2007

Original receipt issued b1 the defendant for Rs l0'000/-

Copy ofagrcentent ol sale between the plaintiffand dcfendant'

Original pricing and iJ) ment terms ofdefendant'

Original receipt issucd h1' the defendant for Rs l5'000/-'

Original reminder nc'trcc issued by defendant'

Reply to the reminder notice ofthe defendant with acknowledgmcnt'

Original canceilation ,rotice issued by defendant'

Repll to the carrcell:',loo notice ofthe defendanl with acknowlcdgment

Original rcceipt is::tr.'i 5)- the defendant for Rs'75'0001'

Original lener addres:'cJ hl the defendant.

Plan ol thc Flet.

Office copl oflega/ , ,tice issued to defendant.

Reply notice ofthc . ,r''rdant.

Office cop) of legal i,le.

Original repll notic,,' )i rhe defendant.

Letter addressed tc I - Pc,st Office b,v wife ofthe plaintiff'

Caveat filed hr ll'ie -l i:cndant. llo' 78tlb?

lJy'dcrahad
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