
IN THtr COURT O

o.s.No 70 oF 2ols

Betu'een:
1 . Silver Oak Bungalou,s Ou,ners ,{ssociation

Rep. by its President Sri Rtd. Cpt. K.S.NI Nair,
S/o. T. I( Nair, and General Secretarl,
Sri Jatil Sharma, S/o. B. M. Sharma,
R/o. B.No.39, Silver Oak Bungalows,

Cherlapally, Hyderabad

2. M/s. Mehta and Modi Homes Rep by
its Illanaging Partner Sri Soham Modi,
S/o. Sri Sathish Modi, aged 45 i,s*".
R/o.5-4 187 I 3&4, 2".r floor, "'.Jol-ram Mansion",
M. C. Road. Secunderabad,

Arrrl

1. Aduri Sharath Chandra S/o. Aduri Przrkash Reddy,
2. Smt. Aduri Sumalatha W,/o. Aduri Prakash Reddy,
3. Aduri Prakash Reddy,
All R/o. Door No. 23-6-253I Al 2. 'liger Hill,
New Shampet, Hunter Road, Hanumakonda.

ALSO AT
Bungalou, No.220
Silver Oak Bungalows - Phase Il
Sy.No.29l , Cherlapally Village,
Ghatkesar Mandal, RR Dist.,

r/l ) T,suNtc t* crvrL JUDGE, RR DrsrRrcr
/ ATLBNA(;AR

Plaintiffs

Defendants

, PLAINT FILED U/S ,25 OF CPC }iOR MANDATORY INJUNCITON

I. Description of the Plaintiff:

The address ibr service ol':rll notices, summous and process
etc. on the Plarntiff is as mentioned above and of its counsel Sri C.
Balagopal, Smt. Amet:runnisa Regurn, I(. Vijaya Saradhi, C. V.
Chandramouii and P. Vikra:n l(umar Advocates, office at Flat
No. 103, Suresh Harivitlu t\p.rrtments, Road No. 1 1, West
Marredpallv, SecunderabaC.

II. Description of the Deferid.rnt:

'l'he address for service of all notices, sumnrons and process
etc. on the Defendant is as menti:necl aLbove.

for il A & MOI)I For ASSOClAnOfl,

C*liO,r) 64 )a((k')
\ I|flner

/*

thorised Signature'



l. The Piaintiff No'2 is a Builder and Developer and i! fas
developed on" "t"h 

project under the name ald style of 'Silver

;"J,, E;;c;l""'s, Phaseii, situatecl at survev No'291' cherlapalli'

Hyderabad - 5OO 051 .

2. The Plaintiffs submit that the ve;rdor of the defendants

No.t I Z Sri Mohammed Riyaz Mohiuddin l.rad approached Plaintiff

No.2 and after due .,"g"iiot'" purchased Bungalow No'220 at
isitu.. ort Bungalorvs -- Ph."t il", situated at Sy'No'291' Block

f.fo.Z, Ctr..f"pdtf ViUage, Ghatkesar Mandal' RR Dist ' under a

R;g; Sale 
' Deed ata.g.z'zot land Registered as document

Nolio i z 7 r 1 in SRO, Uppal. At the time of execution of the above

mentioned sale deed, in agreement of construction was also

entered in to betweerr the veidor of the defendants No 1 & 2 and

pf^",rff lf..Z In the said agreelrtent of construction it is mentioned

it " 
i..-" regarding the miintenance of elevation' The clause Nos'

14 and 17 are extracted below.

CLAUSE 74: The buger shall not be allowed to olter ang

portion of the buigalo'-u that ma!)- change its external
'opp"oroi." tuithout die at''thorization from th'e buitder and /
ir^ Association / Societg incliarge of n,-aintenance for an initial-

peiocl ending upto 201-5 ea'l at1 the bungalows in the project of

"'siiuer 
Oak'Bingalort-n" shall haue a similar eleuation' color

scheme, compound uall, ktnclscaping, trees etc for uhich the

' buger shall not raise ang oi:structions/ objections'

CLAUSE 77: The Buyer shall not c11t, maim, injure' tamper or

damage ang port of ILe strtcture of ong part of the bungalo-tu

nor siatl the Buger make tng additions or alterations in the

bungalort t tuithoit the uritt zn permission of the Builder and '/
or itg other body that mag be formed for the purposes of
maintZnance of the Siluer Oak BungalolDs Project'

III Facts of the case:

For SIwER

It is pertinent to mention here that
association is also based on the :Lbove clause'

i'tcr9

the Bye lau's of the

A & MODI oM9li

3. Subsequently the said Sri Mohammed Riyaz Mohiuddin sold

the bungalow to the defendants t & 2 under a registered sale deed'

ih. 
-;;;?". 

of the defendants 1 & 2 had become the member of

pi"-irii N". r. when the defenda'ets 1 & 2 purchased the bungalorv

i-- ,f,"i. vendor they became the members of the piaintiff No' 1'

The Plain tiffs submit that the defendantsl & 2 by virtue

of being the members of the Plaintiff No.l zrre bound by the Bye-

laws of the plaintiff No.l. The tlye-laws of the association clearlY

spells out that a o$'ner of a ba glow cannot make anY structurai

alteration or change the eleva-tion' This is clearlY mentioned at

clause No.26 (ii), (6). The Defcnilttatsl & 2 are u'ell aware of this

cl ast ers of the as

Ikw'?
rised Signa\tr'

sociation.

'- ro*o4

4.
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5. The Plaintiffs submit that it was observed by Piaintiff
Irlo.1 that the defendants had blatantly violated the said clause by
putting up an Iron Ladder in the front elevation of the bungalow
ar-rd also iemoving the lawn and putting up cement flooring, which
ctrastically changes the elevation o[ the bungalorv and also violates
the Bye-larvs of the associatiot-r. The defendants 1 & 2 cannot get

bettei rights than his vendor, u'ho had originally acquired from the
builders and the association. As such the defendants 1& 2 are
bound by the terms and conditions of the sale in favor of their
vendor and therefore the present activities of the defendants I & 2
are illegal and not binding on the association.

6. The plaintiffs submit that a notice was sent to the

rlefendants 1 & 2 through their counsel to both the addresses

mentionecl in the cattse title. The Defendants 1 & 2 refused to
rectllte the notices and or-rlr' Defenclant No.3 had received the same

The defenclants on recelpt of the so:ld
notlce had thredtened the offtce bearers of Plaintiff No.7 with
and has not replied

dire consequences for interferinq in his illeqal actiuittes. As

The cause oi action for the suit arose on 27 'O2'2O14 the date

on u,hich the defendant alter the elevation and on 24 '72'2014 when

the plaintiffs got issued a notice through their counsel and on all

"u"h 
subsequint dates when the defendant did not remove the Iron

Ladder ar.rd ihe flooring put up after removing the lau'n'

the plaintiffs aie left with no othcr
Mandatory Injunction against tile
remove the Iron Ladder Put uP in
schedule property. The Plaintiffs hav
Defendants for the same cause of action.

IV. Cause of action:

V. Jurisdiction

Vl. Court Fee

Vll. Praler

The
Judgm

option but to file the suit for
defendants directing them to
the front portion of the suit

e not filed anY suit against the

The suit schedule properti is situated at Cherlapally' RR

Dist., rvhich is within the jurisdiction of this Honble court hence'

this Hon'ble Court has goi territorial jurisdiction and the value of

the suit is less than Rupees One lakh and as such the Hon'ble

court has also got pecunary jurisdiction to try the suit'

The suit is valued for the pr11p65e of court fee and jurisdiction

at Rs.30.O00/- being the valuati,rn for the purpose of this suit and

a court fee paid is Rs. -- l' Uls'- OF A'P'C'F' and S V'

Act.

Plaintiffs pra]'s that ttri,s Hcrn'ble cottrt be pleased to pass a

er)t and Decree in favour ol the Ptaintiffs and against the
efentlants granting the follor.r'in g reliefs:-

ffi+t(uw;fo' MoDt tl For SI

, ^$fi1norise'J 
S i g r r a t u re

I
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a) ro sl'ant . M"id"I1 
,I.''r,I:'i.':l 

":5i:1":,i";""0::"lS"T::directing them to remo
i"*" -ift" front portion of the Suit Scheduie property'

b) To grant the costs ofthe suit; and l

c) To pass such other relief or reliefs as are just and necessary
' 

in the circumstances of the case'

Counsel for Plaintiff

LB NAGAR
Date:

L.B.NAGAR
Date:

North
East
West
South

VERIFI CA TION

PLAINTIFFS

I, ER ( EA[0lghl0.{rit rs.065lni._ -,

Ji0ighWtlre.

Morrl lli) l.

Prrner

PLAINTIFFS

SILVER OAK OWNERS A;SOCNNL

Authorisel [i ignature'

I
A& ntolil "

Prflna

1

2,1
io?

We the plaintiffs do herebl' declare that the facts stated above are

t.r. und correct to the besi of our knorvledge' hence verified'

I
I
I

2

Suit Schedule Propertv

All that banglow bearing no' No 220 at "silver Oak Bungalou's -

ptr""" if", siluated at Sy.No'291, Block No 2' Cherlapally Village'

Ghatkesar Mandal, RR Dist' l

Plot No. 219
Plot No. 21 1

40" Wide Road
South ComPoun<i Wall

For SILVER

fi&ilrised signature.

(a"nS

& MODI

(

*4#fo*,
\j ./' Prrtncr\
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LIST OF DOCUMEN'IS

Sl. No. Date Parties Descrip tion of Document

01. 09.02.2011 Plaintiff No.-) & III party Sale Deed --CC

02. Plaintiff No 2 & III party Agreement of
Construction

-- True copy

03.

04. 24.72.2014

05. 20.11.2014

06

07

08.

IIIrd party &' Defs 1 & 2

Plaintiff No.1 & Defs.

Plaintiff & Defs.

PlaintilT & Dcfs.

Plaintiff lL l)efs

Plaintiff & i)efs.

Sale Deed -- CC

Notices --- OC

Postal Receipt

Postal
Acknowledgement.

Return Covers

Photographs

L.B.NAGAR
Date:

LAINTIFFS

For
h)

U

horised Signature'

MoDl tl

t!&.'f'ler

il

r

&urm
fi 'l-
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IN THE COURT OF

.II INIOR CIVIL JUDGE, RR
"OTSTruCTATLBNAGAR

o.s.NO. oI" 2015

Between:
Silver Oak Bungalows
Owners Association&
another

--- Plaintllts
And

Aduri Prakash ReddY

Defendant

Filed on:

Filed bY:

SRI.C.BALAGOPAL
ADVOCATE

Flat No.1O3, Suresh Hariviliu
Aots.
niaa no. t I, West MarredPallY'
Secunderabad - 500 026'

Ph: 64570512 I 944fia2451

COUNSEL FOR PLAINTIFFS

ffi
INJUNCITON



o.s.No. ?o oF201s

Betlveen:
Silver Oak Bungalows Owners Association

PLAINTIFF

And

Aduri Prakash ReddY DEFENDANT

VERIFI ED AFFIDAVIT

l, Soham Modi S/o Sri Sathish Modi,
occupation: Business, R/o. Secunderabad, do

affirm ancl state on oath as follou's:

1. I arn the Plaintiff No.2 herein and as such I am well

acquainted with the facts of the case. I am authorize to file this
affidavit also on behalf of the Plaintiff No. 1'

2. I state the facts mentioned in the plaint are true and correct

to the best of my knorrr'ledge and lrelief'

Hence this verilied affidavit.

IN THE COURT OF

Sr,r'orn and signed before me
on this the daY of JanuarY', 2Ct15

at L. B. N agar.

ADVOCATE / L.B.NAGAR

-7

JUNIOR CIVIL JUDGE, RR DISTRICT
AT L B NAGAR

aged 45 years,
hereby solemnly

DEPONENT

& MODI l\tEs

ItnncrR
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.,r[t$:"i^uiiS.r,s

o.s.NO.
OF

2015

":'#itimr*x
another --- Plaintiffs

And

Aduri Prakash Reddy

Defendant

Filed on:

Filed bY:

**f'P't'&XTo"

Flat No 103' Suresh Harivillu

Hf. No'11' west

Y"TIiii?'"'J* - soo 026

Pt, O+SZOStZ

COUNSEL FOR PLAINTIFFS

VERIFIED AFFIDAVIT



SILVER OAK BUNGALOWS OWNERS ASSOCIATION
Sy. No. 35 to 39, Cherlapally, (;hatkesar Manda l, Ranga Reddy District, Hyderabad 501 301

Ref : SOBOA/C39/20150113

Date: January 13, 2015

To whomsoever it may concern

Executive Committee hereby authorizes its president [Capt. (lN) KSM Nair (Retd.)]
and/or General secretary [Mr. Jatir sharma] to sign and give evidence in the civir
court against owners of bungalow # 220 in Silver Oak Bungalows phase_ll,
Cherlapally.

Sincerely,

1. Capt. (lN) KSM Nair (Retd.) - President #

2. Shri. A. K. Mukherjee - Vice-president

3. Shri. Jatil Sharma -Gen. Secretary

r$

llil#4. Smt. S. Ratna Vani -Treasurer

6. Shri. Kamalesh N Vishwanatha- Joint Secretary - phase ll

7. Shri.VinayAgnihotri -JointSecretary-phaselll

\

5. Shri. MuralidharKonijeti -JointSecretary-phase l r,-ll:)-,-€t'+ -=L---

L\1z'


