[N THE COURT OF THE III SENIOR CIVIL JUDGE
CITY CIVIL COURT AT SECUNDERABAD

0.S.No: {94 OF 2012

Between:

M/s. Paramount Builders, a partnership firm

represented by its Managing Partner,
Sri Soham Modi S/o Sri Satish Modi, aged 42 years,

at 5-4-187/3 & 4, Soham Mansion,

M. G. Road, Secunderabad. PLAINTIFF

And

A.SHANKER REDDY S/o0 A Satti Reddy,

Aged 45 years, R/o Flat No.102,
Block 1C, Paramount Residency, Nagaram,

Keesara Mandal, R. R. District.

Also at
A.SHANKER REDDY S/o A. Satti Reddy,

Village: Appajipet (Post & Village)
Nalgonda Dist, Pin — 508 002 DEFENDANT

PLAINT FILED UNDER SECTION 26 OF C.P.C.

FOR RECOVERY OF Rs. 4,41,661/.

L. Description of the Plaintiff:
The address for service of all notices, summons and process etc.
tioned above and of their counsel Sri C.

on the Plaintiff is as men
K. Vijaya Saradhi and C. V.

Balagopal, Smt. Ameerunnisa Begum,
Chandramouli Advocates, office at Flat No.103, Suresh Harivillu

Apartments, Road No.11, West Marredpally, Secunderabad.

1I. Description of the Defendant: ®

The address for service of all notices, summons and process etc. on

the Defendant is the same as mentioned above.

II. Facts of the case:

1: The Plaintiff is a builder of repute, carrying on construction *

of Independent Houses or complexes as require. The Defendant

was an employee of Modi Properties and Investment Private

Limited., a sister concern of the Plaintiff Firm and had purchased a

Flat bearin




Plaintiff Firm under the name and style of “Parainount Residency”

at Nagaram Village, Ranga Reddy District.

2. The Defendant had booked the Flat vide booking form
bearing No.1127 from the Plaintiff. The Plaintiff and the
Defendant had entered into an Agreement of Sale dated
08.12.2006 and further a Sale Deed was executed by the Plaintiff
in favour of the Defendant which was registered as document
No.10698 of 2007 at SRO Shamirpet, R. R. District. Further an
Agreement qf construction was also entered upon the same date
for the completion of the flat and which was registered as

document No.10699 of 2007 at SRO Shamirpet, R. R. District.

3. The Defendant had a total liability bf Rs.12,85,000/- which
included the sale consideration, registration charges, VAT, Scrvicé
Tax, interest on delayed payments and charges for additions and
alterations. The Defendant had pai(i an amount of Rs.8;15,000/ -

towards the cost of the flat and he was due an amount of

Rs.4,70,000/-.

4, The Defendant is an employee of Modi Properties and
Investment Private Limited., which is a sister concern of the
Plaintiff. The Defendant requested the Plaintiff firm to extend the
loan for the balance of Rs.4,70,000/- and which he undertook to
repay by way of equated monthly instalments of Rs.9,756/- per
month. The instalments were to be recovered from his monthly
salary cheque. Accordingly, the Plaintiff firm and Defendant
entered into an Loan Agreement on 29.09.2011. The repayment of

the loan was to be for a period of 60 months commencing from

01.10.2011 to 01.09.2016. The Defendant had paid the EMIs for




a period of 5 months i.e., upto February 2012 totally amounting to

Rs.48,780/- {including principle and interest) leaving a balance of

Rs.4,41,661/- .

5. Meanwhile, the Defendant left the services of Modi Properties

and Investment Private Limited., the Plaintiff’s group company

without any notice and leaving the above amount unpaid. Hence,

this suit is filed against the Defendant for recovery of monies.

[V. Cause of action: The cause of action for the suit arose on

08.12.2006 when the Plaintiff entered into an Agreement of Sale with

Defendant., on 30.08.2007 when the sale deed and agreement of

construction were executed and on 29.09.2011 when the Defendant

entered into a Loan Agreement to pay the EMIs and on all dates when

the Defendant failed to pay the EMIs and the cause of action is

subsisting.

v. Jurisdiction: The transaction took place at the registered office of
the Plaintiff at M. G. Road, Secunderabad., which is within jurisdiction of

this Hon’ble court and hence this Hon’ble Court has got jurisdiction to

try the suit.

VI. Court Fee: The suit is valued at Rs.4,41,661/-on which a court fee

of Rs. /- is herewith paid under A.P.C.F.and S. V. Act.

VII. Prayer: The Plaintiff prays that this Hon’ble court be pleased to

pass a Judgment and Decree in favour of the Plaintiff and against the

following reliefs:-

Defendant granting




1. To grant a decree for recovery of Rs.4,41,661/- directing the
Defendant to pay the outstanding amount to Plaintiff together with
interest @ 9% p.a. from the date of suit till realization;

2. To award costs of the suit and

3. To Pass such other order or orders as this Hon’ble court deems fit and

proper in the interest of justice.

Lo

Advocate for the Plaintiff Plaintiff

VERIFICATION
1, Soham Modi S/o Sri Satish Modi, the Managing Partner of the
Plaintiff Company, do hereby state that the facts mentioned above is true

and correct to the best of my knowledge and belief. Hence verified.

A

SECUNDERABAD PLAINTIFF

21.03.2011




LIST OF DOCUEMENTS

Liol UL A A S e ———

Sl. No. Date Documents

j Firm Registration Certificate

2. ' Booking Form Copy (Xerox)

3. 30.08.2007 Sale Deed — Certified copy

4. 30.08.2007 Agreement of construction- C.C.
5. 29.09.2011 Loan Agreement

6. 29.09.2011 Receipt

4 Statement of Account

" Date: 21.03.2012

SECUNDERABAD COUNSEL FOR PLAINTIFF

L el R i e B




Notice to Show Cause (General Form)- :
IN THE COURT OF THE ﬁ ) wd Seol e

Between:
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iN THE COURT OF IIi SENIOR CIVIL JUDGE; CITY CIVIL COURT
AT SECUNDERALZAD

Dated this the 11w day of Ih:cember, 2012

Present : Smt. G.Neelimn, B.L.,
I1I Senior Civil Judge.
City Civil Cecurt, Secunderabad.

~ OS NO.194 OF 2012

Between:

M/s.Paramount Builders, a partnership firm; represented by its Managing
Partner, Sri Soham Modi S/o. Sti Satish Modi, aged 42 years,

At 5-4-187/3 & 4, Soham Mansion, M.G.Road, Secunderabad. ... Plaintifi

. . And '
A.Shanker Reddy, S/o. A Satti Reddy, Aged 5 years,
R/o.Flat No.102, Block 1 C, Paramount Residency, Nagaram,
Keesara Mandal,R.R. District. '

Also at
A.Shanker Reddy, 8/0. A.Satti Reddy, Villag::

Appajipet, (Post & Village), Nalgonda Dist,
Pin - 508 C02. ' ...Defendant

This suit coming on this day before me in the presence of
Sri.C.Balagopal, Advocate for Plaintiff and defendant remained exparte and
the matter having stood over for consideation till this day, this court

delivered the following:
JUDGMENT

Chief Affidavit of PW1 filed. Ex.AlL to A6 marked. PSE closed.
Heard perused the record. PW1 stated in support of the contents of the
plaint. Defendant remained exparte. Suit claimed is proved. Hence suit
is decreed with costs for a sum of Rs.4,41,661/- with 6 percent interest
p.a. thereon from the date of suit till the date of realization.

Written and pronounced by me in open court this, the 11t day of

December, 2012.
111 Senior

Judge,
City civil court, Secunderabad.

APPENDIX OF EVIDENCE
WITNESSES EXAMIINED

For Defendant
-None-

For Plaintiff
PW1: L.Ramacharyulu

Documents marked for plaintiff

Ex.Al is Firm’s Registration Certificate

Ex.A2 is Booking Form Copy E
Ex.A3 is the Sale Deed — Certified Copy dated 30-08-2007

Ex.Ad is the Loan Agreement dated 29-09-20111
Ex.A5 is the Receipt dated 29-09-2011
Ex.A6 is the Statement of Account

Documents marked for defendant: NIL
111 Senior civil Judge.:i«’ ¢
Clty civil court, Secunderabid.

CERTIFIED T0 BE TRUE PHOTD c‘gpx 3

k_/ \1\\
bRl ¥ :Pp?:S'?p!{ﬂnTENDm




/N THE COURT OF THE PRPL. SENIOR CIVIL JUDGE
R. R.DISTRICT AT LB NAGAR

EP.NO. |2 OF 20111

IN
OS.NO. 194 OF 2012

BETWEEN:
Paramount Builders Decree Holder/Plaintiff
AND
A.Shankar Reddy ... Judgment Debtors/Defendants
AFFIDAVIT

1, Soham Modi, Managing Partner of the Paramount Builders, the decree
holder herein at 5-4-187/3 & 4, Soham Mansion, M.G.Road, Secunderabad do
hereby solemnly affirm and state on oath as follows:

1. | am the Decree Holder herein and Plaintiff in the main suit and as such |
am well acquainted with the facts of the case.
2. | submit that | filed the above suit before this Hon'ble Court praying for a

decree directing the Defendant to pay the outstanding sum and other

reliefs.
3. | submit that this Hon'ble court was pleased pass A Judgment and Decree

dated 11.12.2012 and directed the Defendant to pay the sum under
decree.
4. | submit that | am filing the above EP for recovery of the decreetal amount
a by way of auction of the suit schedule property.
Hence this Affidavit.

sworn and signed before me DEPONENT
on this the 13t day of November, 2013
at LB Nagar.

ADVOCATE / Hyderabad




IN THE COURT OF THE PRPL. SENIOR CIVIL JUDGE
R. R.DISTRICT AT LB NAGAR

EP.NO. | 2~ OF 2011‘(

IN
0S.NO. 194 OF 2012
BETWEEN:
Paramount Builders Decree Holder/Plaintiff
AND
A.Shankar Reddy Judgment Debtors/Defendants
CALCULATION MEMO
O O
\or FROM DATE | TO DATE DECREETAL | INTEREST COST & Adv. | TOTAL
AMOUNT AMOUNT @ | FEE
6%

30.03.2012 30.09.2013 441661.00 39749.00 17044.00 498454.00
Hyderabad
Date: 14.11.2013 COUNSEL FOR DECREE HOLDER

9
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EXECUTION PETITION AS PER RULE 141 (2) C.R.P. ORDER 21 RULE 11 C.P.C.

IN THE COURT OF THE PRPL. SENIOR CIVIL JUDGE
R.RDISTRICT AT LB NAGAR

EPNO. [ _OF 201%
IN
0.S.No: 194 OF 2012

Between:
M/s.Paramount Builders

A.SHANKER REDDY

Decree-Holder
AND
Judgment-Debtors

1. Suit No.

2. Name of Decree-Holder

3. Name of Judgment-Debtors

4. Date of Decree

a) Whether any appeal preferred from
Decree with Date and Result

b) Payment or adjustment made if
any subsequent to the decree

¢) Previous application number date
& result for execution with

d) Amount of Decree

€) Amount of cost awarded

f) Interest:

Total:

g) E.P.Costs

h) Advocate fee

i) Total:

J)  Deduct payment if any:

k) Balance:

1) Against whom to be executed

S Relief Praved:

0.5.No.194 of 2012

M/s.Paramount Builders, a partnership
Firm represented by its Managing Partner,
Sri Soham Modi S/o Sri Satish Modi, aged
40 years, at 5-4-187 /3 & 4, Soham Mansion,
M.G.Road, Secunderabad.

A.SHANKER REDDY S /o A Satti Reddy,
Aged 45 years, R/o Flat No.102,

Block 1C, Paramount Residency,
Nagaram, R.R.District.

11-12-2012

NO APPEAL FILED
Nil

441661.00
14453.00
39749.00 interest @ 6% p.a. on Rs.441661 /- from
30.3.2012 t0 30.09.2013
495863.00

100.00
2491.00
498454.00

498454.00
Judgement Debtors




IN THE COURT OF THE PRPL. SR.
CIVIL JUDGE, RR DISTRICT AT

SCHEDULE
LB.NAGAR
S.No. Description of Interest
Property of the Encumbrance
Judgement E.P.NO. OF 2013
Debtor "
Approx. value IN

15 Flat No.1C102 20,00,000-00 0.S.No: 194 OF 2012

Situated at Paramount Residency, Nagaram (V)
RR Dist.,

Decree-Holder

Advocate for the Decree-Holder/s

1/We the Decree-Holder/s above named declare
what is stated in columns No.(1 to 4) is true

to my/our knowledge and what is stated in para
(5) is on information and belief and we believe

the same is true.

Decree/Holder/s

Between:

M/s.Paramount Builders
... Decree-Holder

AND

A.SHANKER REDDY
Judgment-Debtor

EXECUTION PETITION
f
-’
Filed on:

Filed by: Sri.C.BALAGOPAL

Address for Service:

103, Harivillu Apartments,

Road No.11, West Marredpally,
Secunderabad — 500 026. PH: 64570512




IN THE COURT OF THE HON’BLE SENIOR CIVIL JUDGE
R.R. DISTRICT AT: L.B. NAGAR

E.P. NO. OF 2013
IN
OS.NO. 194 OF2012
BETWEEN:
Paramount Builders < b W Decree Holder/Plaintiff
AND
A.Shankar Reddy Judgment Debtors/Defendants

NO STAY AFFIDAVIT

I, Soham Modi, Managing Partner of the Paramount Builders, the decree
holder herein at 5-4-187/3 & 4, Soham Mansion, M.G.Road, Secunderabad do
. Q hereby solemnly affirm and state on oath as follows:

1. | am the Decree Holder herein and Plaintiff in the main suit and as such |
am well acquainted with the facts of the case.

2. | submit that | filed the above EP before this Hon'ble Court praying for
recovery of decree amount by sale of the EP schedule property.

3. | submit that there is no stay of executing the decree of this Hon'ble Court
from any court.

Hence this No-stay Affidavit.

Sworn and signed before me DEPONENT
on thisthe ___ day of September, 2013
i at LB Nagar

ADVOCATE / LB NAGAR




IN THE COURT OF THE ~ SENIOR CIVIL
JUDGE: RR DISTRICT
AT LB NAGAR

E.P. NO, OF 2013

IN
O.S.NO. 194 OF 2012

BETWEEN:

Paramount Builders
Decree Holder/
Plaintiff
AND

Shankar Reddy
J.D.Rs/Defendants

NO STAY AFFIDAVIT

Filed on:
- O

Filed By: Sri C. BALA GOPAL
ADVOCATE

Address for service:

103, Harivillu Apartments,
Road No.11,West Marredpally,
Secunderabad-26.

Ph: 64570512

COUNSEL FOR D.H./PLAINTIFF




WARRANT OF ATTACHEMENT OF MOVABLE PROPERTY BEFORE
JUDGMENT
1IN THE COURI OF 111 BENIOR CIVIL JUODGE::CYTY ClViL COURT:
SECUNDERABALD

I.LA.N0.458 of 2012 in O8 194 of 2012
Between:

M/s.Paramount Builders, a partnership firm

Represented by its Managing Partncer, Sri. Soham Medi, S/o. Sri Satich

Modi, aged 42 years, At 5-4-187/3 & 4, Soham Mansion, M.G. Road,

Secunderabad. ... Petitioner/ Plrintiff
AND

A.Shanker Reddy, S/0.A Satti Reddy, Aged 40 years,

R/o. Flat No.102, Block 1 C, Paramount Residency, Nagaram,

Keesara Mandal, R.R.District.

Also at

A.Shanker Reddy, S/o0.A.Satti Reddy,

Village : Appajipet (Post & Village)

Nalgonda Dist, Pin - 508 002 ... Respondent/ Detendant

To
The Balift of the Court,
City Civil Court,
Secunderabad.

Whereas the petitioner/ plaintiii tiled this petition under Order 38
Rule 5 of CPC, the court called upon vou the respondent to appear beiore
this court this dayv. Notice served on you. No representation on your
behalf. Hence you are set exparte. You have tailed to furnish sccurity
~for the suit amount. Hence this warrant for attachment of petition

schedule property.
SCHEDULE OF PROPERTY

All that Flat bearing No.102 on the first floor in Block No.1
admeasuring 820 Sft., together with proportionate undivided share of the
land to extent of 53.78 sq.yards., and a reserved parking space lor two
wheeler and car parking on the stilt floor bearing Nos.2 & 2 admeasuring
about 15 and 100 Sft., in residepial aparunent named as Parawmount
Residency, forming part of Sy.No.176 situated at Nagarain wvillage,
Keesara Mandal, R.R. District and bounded on the :

North by : 6" Wide Corridor
South hy : Open to sky
East by : Flat No.101

West by : Open to sky

For report call on 30-10-2012

Given under my hand and seal of the court, this the 30 day of
August, 2012. i

>

A
111 Senior Civil Judge,
City Civil Court, Sccunderabad.,

&




-, , SHOW CAUSE NOTICE U/O 38 R. 5 AND UNDER SECTION 151 OF CPC.

4

IN THE COURT OF III SENIOR CIVIL JUDGE, CITY CIVIL COURT; SECUNDERABAD.
LA. No.458 of 2012 in OS.No. 194 of 2012
S S Ol SU1s 1n OS.No. 194 of 2012
Between:

M/s. Paramount Builders, a partnership firm,
rep. by its Managing Partner,
Sri. Soham Modi, S/o. Sri. Satish Modi,
aged 40 years, at 5-4-187/3&4, Soham Mansion,
M.G. Road, Secunderabad. ... Petitioner/Plaintiff.
And
A. Shanker Reddy, S/o. A. Satti Reddy,
aged 45 years, R/o. Flat No.102, y |
Block 1C, Paramount Residency, Nagaram,
Keesara Mandal, Ranga Reddy District.
ALSO AT:
A. Shanker Reddy, S/o. A. Satti Reddy,
Village:Appajipet (post & village),
Nalgonda District, Pin-508 002. ...Respondent/defendant.

-

A. Shanker Reddy, S/o. A. Satti Reddy,
- aged 45 years, R/o. Flat No.102, :
Block 1C, Paramount Residency, Nagaram,
Keesara Mandal, Ranga Reddy District.
b ALSO AT:
A. Shanker Reddy, S/o. A. Satti Reddy,
Village:Appajipet (post & village),
Nalgonda District, Pin-508 002.

Where as the petitioner/plaintiff in the suit, has applied for attachment before

Judgment of the petition schedule property belonging to respondent/defendant and whereas
this court doth order and directed to furnish security for the suit amount within 3 days failing

which petition schedule property shall be attached.
% SCHEDULE OF PROPERTY

All that flat bearing No.102 on the first floor in Block No.1C, admeasuring 820 sft.,
together with proportionate undivided share of the land to the extent of 53.78sq.yards., and a
reserved parking space for two wheeler and car parking on the stilt floor bearing Nos.2 & 2,
admeasuring about 15 to 100 sft., in residential apartmentsnamed as Pa rar ount Residency,
forming part of Sy.No.176, situated at Nagaram Village, ceqatE ‘
District and bounded on the: ¥,

North by : 6' wide corridor.
South by : Open to sky.
East by : Flat No. 101.

NS S

West by : Open to sky.

: : s 4.' 2 -.‘:.::k;‘; {
b ,‘r'-\.T ‘_ , gl "- s A
- - T,
L.A. stands posted to o Loy [ ’-{kﬁ\ £igh
- v' aa =
Given under my hand and the seal of the court, this the 03rdw. 2012.

I &mb%ge.

City Civil Court, Secunderabad.
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IN THE COURT OF THE HON’BLE III SENIOR CIVIL JUDGE: CITY CIVIL COURT
AT: SECUNDERABAD

I.LA.NO. OF 2014
IN
0.S.NO. 194 OF 2012

Between:

A. Shankar Reddy Petitioner/Defendant
And

M/s. Paramount Builders Respondent/Plaintiff

COUNTER AFFIDAVIT FILED BY THE RESPONDENT/ PLAINTIFF

I L. Ramacharyulu-s/o. L. Ragavender Rao, aged 51 years r/o. M.G.
Road, secunderabad, do here by solemnly affirm and state on oath as follows.

I am the legal Officer of the Respondent and as such well aware of the
facts deposed hereunder.This application has filed by the Petitioner herein is

not maintainable both of facts and law 2nd hence liable to dismissed in limini.

I deny all the adverse allegations made in the affidavit and if any aliegation

not speically denied should not be deemed to have been admitted.

1. I submit that with regard to para no.1 the same formal and does not

call for any reply.

2. I submit that with regard to para no.2 it is not true to say that the
Respondent had filed the above suit with all false and baseless allegations. It is
true that the Petitioner had got filed his vakalath. It is obsolutely false that the
Petitioner was transferred to Chenni by this Respondent. The Petitioner did not
take proper steps for filing the written statement within time and as such he was

set exparte and the Hon’ble Court was pleased to pass a Exparte Decree.

3. [ submit that with regard to para no.3 it is not true to say that the

Petitioner has got a strong case to contest the suit. It is true that the suit was




filed for rc’coverg of balance sale consideration of Flat No.102, Block No. 1Cs
Paramount Residency situated at Nagram. It is true that the balance sale
consideration of Rs. 4,70,000/- was to be pald in sixty monthly instalments

commencing from 01.10.2011 to 01.09.2016. It is once again reiterated by this

‘Respondent that the Petitioner was transferred to Chenai by this Respondent.

ThePetlhoner had iﬁf;ct left the services of the company and defaulted in the
payments of installments. The Respondent filed the suit for recovery as the
Petiti“ciriér‘Ahéd‘ defal‘.l‘ltcd in his payménts and the Petitioner was not forthcoming
regarding the payments to be made by the Petitioner. It is not true to say that
the Petitionér is ready and willing to pay the balance installments amount and
that this Rcspahdént‘féﬁlsed to receive the same when the Petitioner made the
offer to pé.y. It is t;'ue lthaf the loan agreement is subsisting but the Petitioner

has defaulted Very badiy in the payments of installments.

4. [ submit that with regard to para no.4 it is true that the Respondent
has filed E.P.No.12 of 2014 on the file of the VII Senior Judge, R.R. District after
transferring the Decree from this Hon’ble Court. It is not true to say that the
Respondent‘ had filed the suit contrary to the loan agreement. The Petitioner
after filing his vakalath in the E.P. had started making enquiries regarding the
suit. This shows the attitude of the Petitioner in pursuing matters pending in the
courts. The Petitioner is well aware of the suit and also filed his vakalath in the

suit but was not deligent enough to persue the matter by filing his written

statement.

I submit the Petitioner herein only wants to sta.ll‘the .E.P. Proceedings and
drag on the matter. As the Petitioner himself admitted that the filing of vakalath
in the suit and taken a blatently false plea that he was transferred to chenai by
this Respondent. The Petitioner has not filed any documentry proof in support of

this contention.




It is therefore prayed that this Hon,ble Courts indulgence in condoing the
delay in filing the Set a side Petition, is not required and hence the Petition

should be dismissed with heavy costs.

Sworn and signed on Deponent.
this day 02.03.2015 at
secunderabad.

Advocate/Secunderabad
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“IN THE COURT OF il SENIOR CIVIL JUDGE. Crry CIVIEL COURT,
SECUNDERABAD

Dated : This the 3™ day of July, 2015

Present :Smt.D.Saraia Kumari, M.A., LLM.,
{11 Senior Civil Judge,
City Civil Court, Secuin:derabad.

IA 723 of 2G14 in OS 194 of 2012

Between:
A_Shankar Reddy, s/0.Sri A Sathi Reddy.
aged about 45 years, Occ: Private Employee,
RJo.Flat No.102, Block — 1 — C, Paramount Residency,
Nagaram, Keesara Mandal, Ranga Reddy District _..Pctitioner/Defendant
o . And
) €
‘ »A/s.Paramount Builders, a Partnership firm,
I ep. by its Managing Partner Sri.Soham Modi, S/0.Sri Satish Modi,
aged about 42 years, At HNo0.5-4-187/3 & 4,
Soham Mansion, MG Road, Secunderabad. ...Respondent/Plaintiff

Claim : This petition is filed under Section 5 of Limitation Act read with Section
151 of CPC to set aside the exparte decree dated ] 1-12-2012.

This suit is coming on this day before me for iinal hearing 1. the presence
of Sri.L.Srinivas Patel, Advocate for the Petitioner/Defendant and of
Sri.C.Balagopal, Advocate for Respondent/Plaintiff and the matter having stood
over for consideration till this day, this court delivered the following :

ORI[:ER

Counter filed by respondent counscl but reported that she has no objection

‘ to allow this petition on terms. Hence this petition liberally considered as 1t is
better to give chance to contest the case. Hence this petition allowed by
condoning the delay of 639 days for filine set a side petition for exparte decree

dated 11-12-2012 on payment of Rs.1.000/- paymer:. 10 other side on or before

24-7-2015.

. . 0 3 | =
Written and pronouncc.d by me in the open court o this thc:03“ day of

July, 2015. /( v ¢ ~ bt
(\(_ 7“— NN T 0 3

il Senior Civil Judge,
City Civil Court, Secnnderabad.
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IN THE COURT OF THE HON"B}E Vil s “upa;clyu, JUDGE: RANGA REDDY DISTRICT
L ATy Q( NAGAR
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' Be weep: | ‘
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je ’}JTIs;Péramotjnt Builders . .. Decree Holder/Plaintiff
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‘ ~ - A.Shankar Reddy R 4 Judgment Debtor/Defendant
| ‘ | CcoUNTERFILED Y THE JUDGM ENT DEBTOR
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The Judgment Debtor ¢ BSPethﬁllz %U.bmit_,s his Coun,te_ﬁr as follows:
13) - 1At the outisetithe €. F*‘ fll@g’*by tPe DPecree lslolder is not mamtalnable
either in law or-on.fact s,/and hence: liable to. be: dismissed. :
]l : ; .' =, : .1,4‘.»».--‘\"' B v 5 .
Jebtor mbmu; thaﬁihe Decree- “Qldef flled the above suit

. 2) . The Judgment
against the Judgment Pebton before the Honlble-lll- Senior Civil Judge, City Civil

! Court, at Secunderabad- for| reqovep« iof smoney-with: all false and baseless
? :allegat ons.  The.J.Dr.fhas quggeq:ap Adwoc@te,Mx; K,Klshore Roy to file Written
Statempnt an behalf of the .Dr; in rthe abave. ease and the J.Dr. has filed his
¢ \{akala in the: said Cpse to%-defemd the- same -on 30-06- -2012. After engaging
Advoqate in; the said (ase, tr;\ J.Dr. .wa; transierred to Chennai by his employer
l\_e the Decree Holdgr hergin in t,hy year: 291av.and sdue to the: -said reason the
, J,‘Drf. could not instrug t his al v_oca;g‘ to file: Wmt.en Statement in the above case

: ?;ls-.suc_r  the J.Dr. was pet GXQ arte: m Fhﬁ above icase on,30-10-2012, subsequently

| the Hop’ble c,ourt:was please \tomsg expartg.degceeson 147122012,
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3) . [The Judgment: ebtor ubmu that he has: strong defence in the above case

to contest the; Sald cgse. Q lglqg}l)i the suit glaim was:petween the J.Dr. and

Decree Holderfor recpvery of mone fgr,pucchasez.af Flat:No. 102 Blogk No.1-C,

ésituated at Nagaram (eesarg Mandal Ranga. Reddy: Dlstrlct " As per the Loan
Agreement entered into between ithe J.Dr.. and Decree’ Holder the total cost of
the flat was fixed by {he Decree: Holder Rs. 12,85,000=00, out of which, the J.Dr.
15,000100 to the Decree Holdqr and the J.Dr. agreed to
Ctd 2

has pajd a sum of Rs.§,
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pay the balance -Salé . in 60 !monthw installments. A
‘commencing froﬁfﬂ‘ﬁ A 'tf" ,"L tﬂé ‘said (bén igréerﬁent the
© J.Dr. has paid 7 inst dnts i.e. » 1l2 Aftet: that he J.Dr. was
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Holder filed the’ ébdvé“ SQI:§,_._I§ #fbr'ré bdvéﬁy of entire balance loan
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verify and
are true a
this%the 2]

Place : L,B.Nagar

Dat@d': i

 day of Septen

02-09-2014

Shankar Reddy} the Jydgrm
declare that tt{e above mer
nd correct to the best.
ber, 2( 14@5‘% Nagar,

ebtor in the above E.P. do hereby
?ne;d paragraphs of ‘the above Counter
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~ |+ 1, A.Shankar Reddy
verify and| declare that t

are true and correct to the best,

thisf@the 2" day of Septe

Plao:e :L,B.Nagar -
Dated : * 02-09-2014

, the Ju

ber, 20

Rebtor in the above E.P. do hereby
?}M%d paragraphs of the above Counter
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VIN TWE COURT OF TWE HON’ B{LE'&X'I: 13 lgs :@2&‘{ JUDGE: RANGA REDDY DISTRICT

| of2014
Cof2012

i

1, Between:
i

' A.Shankar Reddy §/d.Sri A.S
" aged|about 45 years, Occ: |
" R/o.Flat No.102, Blogk-1-C,
Naga(am., ‘Keesara Mandal,

~ M/s.paramount Builders, a Partner§hlp ﬁrm
Rep.by its Managing Partner Sri Soham Mod1
- §/0.5ri Satish Modi, aged. about 42 years

- At H;No. 5-4 187/3 4, Soham Mansion . ) . :
- MG! Toad Secunder bad AL ey Respondent/D.Hr./Plaintiff'

thi RQQQ)(

ivate E{rqglgyee

Param upt: gemdency : i , -
anga’ Rgdgy Dlsinct 5] Petitioner/J.Dr./Defendant ‘

C.151 CPC

mentloned 4ins the accompanying affidavit, the
Petitioner/J.Dr. / Defendant, therefore ‘humbly prays that this Hon’ble Court:
may be pleased to stay all the further".prqceedmgs in the above E.P.No. 12/2014
“in"0.5.No.194 of 2012 pending dlsposal of two Petitions i.e., one for setting -
aside the exparte gecree Dt.11- 12-2012 passed 1n the above Suit and another
| ‘ _ ' . Petjtion ;for~condo ing the delay in flllng the Petmon to set aside the exparte
' Decree Dt.1'-1;12?2C12 ancP pass such cher order or orders as this Hon’ble Court
~ deems fit andpro;r,e_r, ?n the c1rqu . nﬁes of the case, and in the interest of

" For the reasons

justice. '

© ‘COUNSEL FOR PETITIONER/DEFENDANT'

'-Pl%e : Secunderabad
pated: . 09 014




