
Date: 19.11.2023
asroo*: 19.11.2023
Time: 10.00 AM to 1.00 PM 
rjstocb: 10.00 6oc3 1.00 rio&3

Instructions:
rijat&SrfcC:

Max Marks: 100
100 

©

HIGH COURT OF KARNATAKA
cUe^ccbaeai)

CIVIL JUDGE MAIN WRITTEN EXAMINATION 2023
CTagodbaQez& gfcaa^ e3sD^ g>6e^ 2023

LAW PAPER - II 
SBcd^i) K>d£ - II

Framing of Issues and writing Judgment in Civil Cases 
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1. Option is given to the candidates to write answers either in English or in 
Kannada.

esqto esort ©q^rrttf esofort

2. If there is any discrepancy or difference in the questions in English 
language and Kannada language, questions as framed in English 
language shall prevail.
Suodb e3e£ esort zpesSrt^cbd d^rt^ ddbd ocbsegcSe cbsed

esqfea ^ocsbeaod^, eso^f zpasSccb^) djdcl&dj&S £^o±o

dzpsddj^cssrtb^d.

3. Write your register number only on the cover page in the space provided 
in your answer book and nowhere else. You shall not write your name or 
make any kind of marks disclosing your identity on any part of your 
answer book or additional answer book. Contravention of the above 
instruction will entail disqualification.

&)£i) QzSrto5 dozoddi eno^d d^5o±) tfdo6 sbi3de5 E^dfirod esartdeS& e3 °i -o cn cn\_/

sadcobde^j, ded od£>atua sodcdbzjsdda. £)db rtbcb^d^ aaSodortedartbdo^ 
d^cebegrte? esqbeUc) 3od)d0 ero^d d^odeagrteS (\)d^ sortdd^ aadccbEjadda 
esqfesa o±®e^de ribdj^rtbj daadzaadda. ds dxe3d rtaadd ero^o^dd 
esdadr^rt rtaSabarb&e©.
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Gist of the Plaint

On all these grounds, it is prayed to decree the suit for specific 

performance of contract directing the defendant to receive the balance

Q: 1) Frame proper and necessary issues on the basis of the following 

pleadings: Marks: 10

The plaintiff instituted the suit under Section 26 r/w Order VII Rule 1 of 

the Code of Civil Procedure as under:

The defendant is the owner of the suit schedule property and he entered 

into an agreement of sale with the plaintiff agreeing to sell the suit schedule 

property for a consideration of Rs. 1,20,750/- on 28.02.1994. The defendant 

received a sum of Rs. 10,750/- as an earnest money and further took an 

additional sum of Rs. 15,000/- towards the sale consideration. Defendant 

totally received a sum of Rs.25,750/- from the plaintiff and executed an 
agreement of sale on 28.02.1994. It was agreed that the balance consideration 

amount was to be paid within a period of 6 months and to get the sale deed 

executed. Plaintiff requested the defendant to receive the balance consideration 

amount and execute the registered sale deed. Defendant went on dodging to 

receive the balance amount and execute the registered sale deed. Plaintiff got 

issued a legal notice on 23.08.1994, calling upon the defendant to receive 

balance consideration amount and execute registered sale deed. The said 

notice was duly served on the defendant. Defendant replied to the said notice 

and denied the execution of agreement of sale in favour of the plaintiff. The 

plaintiff was/is always ready and willing to perform her part of contract. But 

the defendant was not ready to perform his part of contract. Hence cause of 

action arose for the plaintiff to file the suit for specific performance of contract. 

The plaintiff has valued the suit for the purpose of jurisdiction and payment of 

Court fee at Rs. 1, 20,750/-. The Court has got jurisdiction to entertain the 

suit.
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Gist of Written Statement

under Order VIII Rule I of the Code of Civil Procedure:

On all these grounds, prayed to dismiss the suit with exemplary cost.

53c)C3 edeffi cUSOBOE?

consideration amount and execute registered sale deed in respect of the suit 

schedule property in favour of the plaintiff, or in the alternative direct the 

defendant to repay the advance money with interest at the rate of 8% p.a.

1) ssaci 5±)^ ajasracS ajgrfc* estpsdd sbed KJOcdbad stab
de3?j: esotfrfcb: 10

- - • • p,

Defendant filed written statement denying the execution of an agreement 

of sale in favour of the plaintiff for a total consideration amount of 

Rs.1,20,750/- and also received alleged advance amount of Rs.25,750/- from 

the plaintiff. It is contended that at no point of time defendant received the 

said amount as alleged in the plaint. It is contended that the alleged 

agreement of sale is concocted and also denied the contents of the agreement of 

sale dated 28.02.1994. Defendant has admitted that the plaintiff got issued 

legal notice on 23.08.1994 and that the defendant gave a suitable reply to the 

legal notice vide reply notice dated 15.09.1994. It is contended that there is no 

cause of action to file the suit. The suit is not properly valued and Court fee 

paid is insufficient. Further, the Court has no jurisdiction to entertain the 

suit. Hence the cause of action shown in the plaint is imaginary and false.

e&a&esacJ6 tecs6 26 r/w VII ubau® Itf

55^01)65 & C3E>e3a±)cdl 3cbe)&C3c)c\3.
cn < q

£j^e3c>ao±o cross tSrjoi) G5c>e3 csforbcdi 28.02.1994

cta.1,20,750/- ri edjaoaW Esaacdjaoaii ©dbaa&aoaGsacS.

oca.10,750/- edQdratdrt dzddS cte.15,000/-
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eijc)cro^3

S±)^) 5iJ3De)&3c3

^8

esM stozao^do^ed©rfc0cU3

sbcbero^f^co <\)c3eFStfco eoa^rRtoaficS.

ed^533C^ ei>g>Q KjdOSO^

cjfcde6 a&Q&esao6 atoapg edezj VIII Herbst I d eaabffi

£)Oe)^0njC3c>cd.
Q

a Q d

roabrrterl/atf&c&i).

jd$55e)f5ccb0 C3s0^ sS^^CCbcd^ Fj^eJCCb, SJc)© e^de3E)^ e3bSDc)&}c3 2^SjOCd®d<cbj 

erfSrtracdo±) ®3Ja^e3c>!d dra.1,20,750/- rt roodDFri^ija^sbe^c^ dudtfOhczdcS ©dbab 

©saaoOoocd ®±oort^ sSja^Esad dja.25,750/- e^sb, fo^QtoacS eddied sort 

coaeSab^j esdjae&njdbedo^ cdteed rdedboabedex^ egS&saaato zdcdS

fretfOcdex) 
•3

5^5^cobj ffsabFrt^rtja^fdeo ^deFSidJed edjadededoot)^ esrfe&cdex>

©qfesa edodbaFccbEsart ^eoaSrt ^edcsa 8 dsi) soMusoart edwried adcasded^

&>ug espaded &3bee3, s^^oeded ^JaFeg doaob sdfiessort ed^Ereart soa^ 

ed/a^eded^ rjfdOcdsx) Ebsb eoaa eddeoart coaed 

rtjaeocoaoOo^ edoaoaa

edua^eded^ ^rtcdDduaocddb. sdSssaaoio ssaaoCoocd dja.25,750/- sdoa^eded^ FdosbacaFSoart 

ed?^3 28.O2.1994<d0 aocasded^ ^etfOnjedsafi edoaoaa Soedocdsdcd^

zoaS sddrirartai) ©Sja^edsbj 6 >3ori^ ©ed^oi)^ ssaed^cdsd^ 

EjgsdKbj saccbFrt^rtja^fdadfd? £>oc±) idad ^^dba^oacCosb. zoa# 

edQrtcartcdb edua^eded^ ^fdQcdCO edOSSb cSjaSOGSBOODS? edjaOB&J Ej^edoSb^ 5aodDFrfe>rtja*P(d£X) 

EsaaoiD ed<S®3aacdbcdi ado^rjcddD. ed^eoaaoiw zoa^ sdja^sdcdi rjedOfdco edo^) S_z 4 -o 4 J -o

rtjaeocoacCo^ Efcaoato ed^edodi saoijFrt^rtja^cdeo ^&nj&aocdcdx zoaS ©dOrtcartoi) o 4 cJ

edoa^aded^ A^dOrdco ESbsb rtJacocoaoOoBt E&aoa&i eds>edc\i^ saccbFrtsJrtja^cdw ed^&oaart 

dd ixiecsbed eduaud 23.08.1994 cd^J sacdjacdo cdjae^e?^ aJecdoacOo^. sd^&oaart jdas 

c&af&e?^ (becdoafiidi ©d&soaaodx) afcdO c&ae&ert eroiddfjcdtdo -o n -o

s^sdoaedcdi eod^cdb sacdbFrt^rtja^jdco o)aadO&cdcdx ©oaa ^od ^©doedd zoartedtdi «j 4 m 4 «j “ 4

o)edF2o<dw cdoaEjartoja njcdoartcddD / njcdoartcoad. ©edd ©d^esaaobbo ^cd, z^adoeded 

zpartedtd^ ft)©dF&>cdex) &cdcoafiide5o. ecdSocd z^oeded aiaFS^ doadb ©dQeoaurtnaft 

coBedocbcd^ K)^)?dco ©saart dsob d^rtoa^x) sacfcaeoaoCosb. Esaa cua^oij&sa^ 

^cdbaoccbd Ebejedtd^ £ja©d&csbsd emrfezJsafi ESbadzdsdbcxbcd^ oOa.1,20,750/- £>ocdb 

©dd^edG&coad. ds ©djadcdeSoodocdd^ ee5?deo coa^odbaoobbd
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®3js>^c3&3b ccb^i),

^8 £5C^^FS53Cdbe3c)C^

Gist of the Plaint

Q.2) Frame proper and necessary issues on the basis of the following 
pleadings: Marks : 15

The plaintiff has instituted a suit under Section 26 r/w Order VII

Rule 1 of the Code of Civil Procedure as under:

Nagappa died leaving behind his two 

Halappa and his wife died issueless.

as

registered sale deed and the remaining 2 acres 57 cents continued to be in 

possession and enjoyment of the plaintiff. Defendant has no right, title or

The plaintiffs father-in-law by name Nagappa had acquired the land 

measuring 3 acres 80 cents in Sy.No.56 under registered sale deed dated 

04.01.1954, from Ramaiah. From the date of purchase, Nagappa became the 
absolute owner in possession of the suit schedule property. The property was 

transferred in the name of Nagappa. 

sons, namely Halappa and Ningappa.

After the death of Halappa, katha was changed in the name of Ningappa, i.e., 

husband of plaintiff by way of succession. Portion of the land in Sy.No.56, to 

an extent of 1 acre 23 cents was sold in favour of one Smt. Basamma under

Ebejeg 'gdod, o±j©egc3f

edGod ssadd^d^ gdbd ssdcaeg ssejate

£>oc±) d&essd ftlexeg ^dD^oSogd.

dJa^dd^ edodb tOcosg ^ddo&ao&cagd. daaaadd ^dodsg

da^D dj&^d caasodadafid £>oda aaarda 28.02.1994 dEaao^d daaoadd z^dodd 

ddcdbri^di dd £)oa£Orjaaad &>odb ^^deaaftd. saadodo 23.08.1994 be5 <\)ead 
°l Q CO

sad/ada dbaf^fdd d^asadoda 15.09.1994 dssao^d ena^d draddcd dxrao^ diafead
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Gist of Written Statement

under Order VIII Rule I of the Code of Civil Procedure:

The defendant in the written statement contended that the defendant's

name

defendant.

On all these grounds, it is prayed to dismiss the suit of the plaintiff with 

exemplary cost.

properties.

3 acres 80

On all these grounds, it is prayed to declare the plaintiff is the owner of 

suit schedule property and grant a decree for permanent injunction restraining 

the defendant from interfering into the peaceful possession and enjoyment of 
the plaintiff over the suit schedule property.

interest over the suit schedule property and tried to interfere with her peaceful 

possession. The plaintiff requested the defendant not to interfere, but the 

defendant did not respond to her request and denied the title of the plaintiff 
over the suit schedule property. Hence cause of action arose for the plaintiff to 

file the suit for declaration of title and permanent injunction.

father-in-law by name Somanna, purchased the land bearing Sy.No.56 

measuring 3 acres 80 cents from one Basappa under registered sale deed. 
From the date of purchase, said Somanna was the absolute owner and in 

possession of the suit schedule property till his death. The said Somanna died 

leaving behind his three sons, namely, Nagappa, Dodda Ajjappa and Dodda 

Sannapa. On 12.12.2003, the sons of Somanna got divided their joint family 

In the said partition, the suit property bearing Sy.No.56 measuring 

cents was allotted to the share of Nagappa, i.e., the husband of 

The katha was changed in the name of the husband of defendant 

and he was paying land revenue. Nagappa died leaving behind his wife, i.e., 

the defendant. After the death of Nagappa, katha was changed in the name of 

the defendant and the defendant is the absolute owner and in possession of the 

suit property. Plaintiff has no right, title or interest over the suit schedule 

property. The cause of action shown in the plaint is false and imaginary.
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55c>Cd (wUcOg?

ef>23FC3c)dcdb Ki&du6 e&e&esao6 jS^cU6 26 r/w esc^ro^ VII dJ^a6 Id
fcX •

Esaaoi) &t^e3 cuaried ©aoara^ crae&aMod 04.01.1954 Scuso^ odjaeocraeCo^*»u

esSoi)^ Sy.No.56 ctfe£> 3 sstid 80 z^^oolic^e3bc)C7e)£3

soGfSbejd £5cU3O^fi>od escjoi Ktoei/araF

*j «j ei cJ

KjOSSctf&i^cS t^cpcJutyCdCL). aososjctf eiidrad do^d, ^orfel ssodtf erodoi
tw ®C

rtodd 5o?tf0ri en^^cro^scidd dxrao^ zodusoSoKjosceo^). Sy.No.56 d^dod zpJa^ooi)

Zuoab zparfdcd^ 1 23 ?5o^ gedb^ zosid^ tsdd ddsrofi sLafocsacCo^

KEped db^D zj/aeride5 dboodbdddeg.

dLraoddd d&esaaato, esSccb sao^afco^ Fjg$edd^> aodg?dedSabdb,-D 4 dbado?

esadaiD dB&sadadd^ db^ddeSddo^ eddOvB^dcb, esdd d^esadoio

e^cdb ^jaeQ^rt d«a^o£ode5o dbsb csad eraoi) dbfd gsadodb aotfdi ^oatfO^ddb. 
cn _e -t> d “I

d'&d epOacdre d^ ssaddsad^
fcj

dd^ 2) ds ^d^d ssad db^D dSssad dgrt^ esqsadd dbed dOodad db^D 

erte^Esad •tocsaodri^^ deJfo wcxrri^b: 15

dS&nj&jaoS&ddo.
G>

dddbazSnafi

csad ssnjobb dbed dbaegde ao& esqtesa

d0dco 
ro

esdGod
Q

sartd
«j

cuartdd aodSde5 dnaFcCodoacCo^j. 
u) M

©□a^sadea eraodacOo^).

doii^ddi

ddja^u^

csadoobdb, «i

djacad ddd e>accbe5 djaoad djadoacCo^D db^o eru<?d 2 ®o^d 57 F^odsd Esadcdb %-/ cn -a n

ef)So±)£> ds Stffidoig dbatfddbobjdb. eEbaaddo: 
CO Q <

ssariddo dd ‘sjzoob «J 4 tJ

db^uad 3oas?d do^o ^ortdddo, z3&o dbdca aojaodddb. ssaod dosb esdd dodS 
<J -a «J «t ftj

d3ae5e^DaddD. es es^ccbdi 
-a <<
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wpadri eSoed, sraaolo csasS es^ol) ©i©e3etfaSoci) sjfoK&ateo e±)^3

gjseS es&ab e&?d sssaai) sao^oio^ eug^e^ e±)^ efJcObz^fe^ &aoc±3 Ajsc^o^ /

©5bq^^a3eSKjcJo^ ^eraacdbtd^ £)zaro^rx)e3 sjq^ ^atjasErrofi essSez^cdbj <x)ec^co

ero^F^C^d.

Kx§55c>C3 S>^cd McXjoOd

co^k^ ^gfoessos atoSo^ escied VIII olocbcb I d eaai)^>:

eSofes «^ocb spbaSocebcCb^ ©dodb edSe3d^a±080

soOea&d ScOTo^aod, ^jafe3braoi) KjostraraF &iE)e>£crefid£b ’ ca q -o

eil/Se^Ob edb^OSCd e±)^b sbbdcs

aojaoCbdc^D. doab edD^cb eeo& sb&oozocb12.12.2003

SoOZl&SO^Ob. ^cbO ebs^ctfccbe?, 3 edtfd 80 e>tf£o±) sbafo® e&cdbccb^

sfodd edSeTO^Ol) edSe3c)&0db rtoc^d

zobusoCosjoacOo^) eZbsb e£>®bc\5b zpbs

aooc&Sabcdb* eocdd ^ejaaobbcd^ gidra aojaoScicob. eoartegd ©dbdcQcd cdo^d,

edSe3e>^0i) zodejso^^ejscCo^D edSe3c>^QjbOEfteb KjOSxJ3C3F

straeJetoftsi ®±)^) csseSabb esojccbdi s&aoa, cssedcsad^ri 0-0 _o 4

^bacOrjci8o®a?\)& 53b^3 ebbsb

ds e^ua eqadcd &3bed, ssaaodb

e^zsariba^ex eqa^r^ua^rf.

eOae^Sr^bSc^c^D.
-» Q

?&e>ee±Ocdb
C9

v

^jae&±)C3cb ra

soSfEbtoa^
Q

e3&o eJ

5ao<x)tf®3afic3 £>oc± sj^esa^sb^csad. 
«J _o o

erased« «j

^e3b
&>

^rtcdb&aoana^.
Q

cSjac^ 
a c3jacâ

3otf©de3o

coarie^,

2o^0d0n

na®3oie5
Ci

©d'Sssaaaib ebja®3 F&aesbbcsdb c&aeocsacEDd edbaoato steed ss&ccM zosied^ocd 3 CT n u

C3a®3 esejoi) ®3bed cdbaegcSe

cvaOeu,

ssa^fcSgSadc®

cdcasjcdeddcdi
CT *j *

ajadojbeobj
‘■i

esnjrfcfob, -• «i

ajadoebcob, =4

sdab zacpfeja

^ocsaocbedcdb^

£)etdejafi^3.

ste eobdcacdeddrlia td/afo® a^cd/a^o®

sSba^cdedbodbcObj eccb^de§ea± sSeddbaoart a °i zt

es&cdbtdb. aojaoaricob.-o «i o
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Pl Summary of Plaint :

OJS. No. 55/2019

Between:

1.

... Plaintiff

And:

1.

... Defendant No. 1

2.

... Defendant No.2

Date of Filing : 01.09.2019

Memorandum of Plaint under Order VII Rule 1 read with Section 26 of the

Code of Civil Procedure

2. The defendant No.l is the only son of his father and has inherited the 

Schedule "A" property. After the death of his father the mutation has 

been entered into his name as M.R. No.5/2012 and he has been paying 

land revenue.

The Defendant No.l is the owner of Schedule property consisting of 

5 acres as morefully described in the Schedule "A".

Q: 3) Write a Judgment considering the below mentioned plaint, written 
statement, issues framed, documentary and oral evidence. Marks: 75

Sri. Kaatappa s/o Junjappa 
Major
R/o Adivala Village
J.J. Halli Hobli, Hiriyur

Yettappa s/o Parasappa 
Major
R/o Vanivilasapura, 
Kasaba Hobli, Hiriyur

Manjunatha s/o Basappa
Major
R/o Vanivilasapura, 
Kasaba Hobli, Hiriyur

In the Court of the Principal Senior Civil Judge & JMFC 

at Hiriyur, Chitradurga
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3.

A4.

5.

6.

7.

8.

The defendant No.l wanted to celebrate the marriage of his daughter and 

due to paucity of funds he wanted to sell an extent of 1 acre of his 

Schedule "A" property, morefully described in Schedule "B”.

The plaintiff came forward to purchase the Schedule "B” property, 

registered Agreement of Sale was entered into on 01.05.2017 by the 

plaintiff with the defendant No. 1.

The terms of the transaction were settled in the agreement. It was agreed 

that entire sale transaction was to be completed within 6 months of 

execution of the Agreement of Sale.

As the defendant No. 1 was selling a portion of his property, the prevailing 

Rules mandated that a Survey Sketch prepared by the Government 

pursuant to an online application which was required to be applied and 
obtained. As the same would take time, the defendant No. 1 had agreed to 

get the same done which condition is incorporated in the agreement.

The total consideration was fixed at Rs.25,00,000/- [Rupees twenty five 

lakhs] and was agreed to be paid as follows:-

The first installment was paid on 01.05.2017 when the Agreement of Sale 

was executed.

[a] At the time of execution of the Agreement of Sale Rs. 10,00,000/- 

[Rupees ten lakhs]

[b] After Survey Sketch is obtained a sum of Rs.5,00,000/- would be 

paid. The Survey Sketch is to be obtained within 3 months from the 

date of execution of Agreement of Sale.

[c] At the time of registration of Sale Deed the remaining amount of 

Rs. 10,00,000/- [Rupees ten lakhs] would be paid.



11

9. the

theupon

the

10.

and had made

11.

further stated in the notice that the

amount in his bank account.

12. met the defendant No.l several

Sale Deed. The defendant No.l

13.

I

After 6 months from the date of Agreement of Sale the defendant No.l 

has executed a Sale Deed in favour of defendant No.2 with respect to 

Schedule "B" property, which came to the knowledge of the plaintiff after

The Government Survey Sketch was obtained on 25.07.2017, and 

defendant No.l informed the plaintiff about it and called 

plaintiff to pay the next installment of Rs.5,00,000/- in terms of 

agreement and to bear the expenditure incurred i.e., Rs,25,000/- in 
obtaining the Survey Sketch.

The plaintiff thereafter has repeatedly 

times and requested for execution of 

however on one pretext or the other avoided executing the Sale Deed.

The plaintiff met the defendant No.l personally and requested him to 

execute the Sale Deed. However, as there was no response from 

defendant No. 1, before the expiry of 3 months from the date of obtaining 

of Survey Sketch, notice was sent through Registered Post calling upon 

the defendant No.l to execute the Sale Deed and that he was ready and 
willing to perform his part of the obligation though he would not pay the 

expenses amount of Rs.25,000/- as demanded and would pay only the 

prescribed Government fee for the sketch which was Rs.1,000/-. It is 

plaintiff has kept the required

The plaintiff has disputed the obligation to bear Rs.25,000/-, however 

clarified that he was ready to pay Rs. 1,000/- which was the Government 

fee fixed for the purpose of obtaining the Survey Sketch. It is further 

stated that he was ready to pay Rs.5,00,000/- as well and was ready to 

pay the remaining amount 

arrangements for the same and 

account and had maintained

of Rs. 10,00,000/-

had kept the amount ready in his bank 

the balance of Rs. 18,00,000/- from 
01.07.2017 till the date of filing of the suit.
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14.

15.

[i]

[ii]

[iii]

Accordingly, the suit is sought to be decreed.16.

Schedule "A":

East by Land Eerappa

Land of RamappaWest by

As the agreement was a registered agreement the plaintiff submits that 

the defendant No.2 has to join defendant No.l in the execution of the 

Sale Deed of the Schedule "B" property.

the plaintiff applied for encumbrance of the property before filing of this 

suit.

Pass a decree of specific performance of the Agreement of Sale dated 

01.05.2017, declare that the Sale Deed dated 25.11.2017 executed 

in favour of the defendant No.2 by defendant No.l in relation to 

Schedule "B" property as not binding on the plaintiff and direct the 

defendant No.2 to join with defendant No.l in the execution of Sale 

Deed in favour of plaintiff.

Without prejudice to the above, if the present suit is not decreed by 
directing the execution of the Sale Deed pursuant to the Agreement 

of Sale, the defendant No.l be directed to refund Rs.5,00,000/- with 

12% interest per annum from the date of Agreement of Sale.

In the event of failure to execute the Sale Deed, to appoint a Court 

Commissioner and have the Sale Deed executed.

Land bearing Sy.No. 123, measuring 5 acres, situated at V.V.Pura Village, 

Kasaba Hobli, Hiriyur Taluk and bounded as follows:

Before the expiry of 3 years from the time fixed for completion of sale 

transaction the suit has been filed seeking for the following relief:-
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North by Land of Tippeswamy

South by Gokulanagar Road.

Schedule "B":

East by Land Eerappa

West by

North by Land of Tippeswamy

South by Gokulanagar Road.

[II] Summary of Written Statement of Defendant No.l:-

1.

the defendant No.l2.

Land bearing Sy.No.123, measuring 1 acre, situated at V.V.Pura Village, 

Kasaba Hobli, Hiriyur Taluk and bounded as follows:

Remaining Land belonging to 
defendant No.l in same 
survey number

The defendant No.l makes a general denial of averments of the plaint. 

The execution of the Agreement of Sale in favour of plaintiff is not 

disputed.

However, the defendant No.l submits that the expenses incurred 

towards the obtaining of Survey Sketch is required to be borne by the 

plaintiff as stipulated in the Agreement of Sale. He had entrusted the 
task of getting the Survey Sketch to a real estate agent. He had earlier 

approached the Government Survey Officer directly and was told that his 

application was lower down in the seniority and would take 6 months 

and accordingly, he had entrusted the work of obtaining Survey Sketch 

to a real estate agent who had assured that he would get the Survey 

Sketch within 3 months, which he did.
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3.

4.

5.

6.

Accordingly, he prays for dismissal of the suit with costs.7.

Summary of Written Statement of Defendant No.2:-[III]

1.

2.

3.

The second defendant who is the purchaser submits that he is a bona 

fide purchaser for value.

Though the Government fee was only Rs. 1,000/-, the real estate agent 

fee for services was Rs.24,000/- and accordingly, the said amount was to 

be borne by the plaintiff as agreed by him.

He came to know about the earlier agreement only after receiving the suit 

summons, and even otherwise, the Sale Deed was executed after the 

expiry of 6 months provided under the agreement which has lapsed. 

Accordingly, he prays for dismissal of the suit with costs.

He has paid full consideration reflective of prevailing market value when 

Sale Deed was executed in his favour. He was unaware of the Agreement 

of Sale entered into with plaintiff by first defendant at an earlier point of 

time.

It is submitted that the expenses cannot be adjusted from the sale 

consideration and that the plaintiff refused to pay the said expenses and 

accordingly, the plaintiff was not ready and willing to perform his 

obligation.

Defendant No. 1 further submits that the present suit is not filed within 

time.

It is submitted that after the lapse of 6 months as stipulated in the 

Agreement of Sale and as plaintiff was not ready to take the Sale Deed, 

as he was in need of funds, he sold the property to the second defendant. 

He states that after the lapse of 6 months the Agreement of Sale has 

lapsed.
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[IV] Issues:-

(i)

(ii)

(iii)

(iv)

Whether the suit is filed within time?(v)

(vi) What order?

Summary of Evidence of the Plaintiff:-[V]

1.

2.

3.

The plaintiff was examined as PW.l and has reiterated the averments of 

the plaint.

The registered Agreement for Sale has been produced and marked as 

Exhibit-Pl. The legal notice sent to the defendant No.l is marked as 
Exhibit-P2. The bank account statement of the plaintiff depicting the 

cash balance at the relevant point of time is marked as Exhibit-P3. Postal 

acknowledgment is marked as Exhibit P4.

PW. 1 states that after Survey Sketch was obtained, the defendant No. 1 

informed him to pay Rs.25,000/- towards cost of obtaining the Survey 

Sketch and pay the balance sale consideration, at which point of time 

PW.l informed that he would pay only the Government fee for obtaining

Whether the plaintiff proves that he was always ready 
and willing to perform the obligations imposed on him 
under the Agreement of Sale dated 01.05.2017?

Whether the defendant No.2 proves that the Agreement of 
Sale is not binding upon him and decree for specific 
performance cannot be passed against him as he is a 
bona fide purchaser for value?

Whether the defendant No.l proves that the plaintiff had 
agreed to bear the expenditure in obtaining the Survey 
Sketch?

Whether the plaintiff proves that the defendant No.l had 
executed an Agreement of Sale on 01.05.2017 agreeing to 
convey 1.00 acre of land in Sy.No.123, morefully 
described as Schedule "B" to the plaint?
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4.

5.

Summary of the documents/exhibits marked:-[VI]

Exhibit Pl -

It is the Agreement of Sale dated 01.05.2017.

(a)

(b)

(c)

(d)

(i)

(ii)

The plaintiff states that he personally conveyed that he was ready and 

wiling to pay the remaining amount as mandated under the Agreement of 

Sale and Sale Deed ought to be executed. The plaintiff further states that 

he had kept ready in his bank account the required amount of sale 

consideration to perform his part of contract.

In the cross-examination, the plaintiff admits that he was required to pay 

the expenditure relating to obtaining of Survey Sketch by the defendant 

No.l, but volunteers that he was ready to pay the Government fee 
towards obtaining of such sketch, but the demand to pay any amount 

above the actual expenses was not agreed upon.

the sketch and he will not pay any amount beyond it. That Rs.25,000/- 

demanded was exorbitant and he was not obliged to pay anything beyond 

what was provided for in the Agreement of Sale.

The agreement states that Rs. 10,00,000/- was paid at the time of 
execution of Sale Deed.

The owner would obtain the Survey Sketch and purchaser 
(plaintiff) would bear the expenses in that regard.

That 5,00,000/- would be paid once the Survey Sketch is 
obtained.

Survey Sketch to be obtained within 3 months by the defendant 
No.l.
The Sale Deed has to be registered within 6 months from the date 
of execution of this agreement.
The agreement stipulates the time for payment and contains 
schedule of payment. The relevant clauses regarding expenses and 
payment are as follows:-
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(iii)

Exhibit P2 -

Exhibit P3 -

Exhibit P4 -

Postal acknowledgement evidencing the receipt of notice by defendant

No.l.

[VII] Summary of Evidence of Defendant No.l:-

The defendant No.l was examined as DW.l and he has reiterated1.

second defendant.

It is the bank statement dated 01.07.2017 of the plaintiff depicting the 

cash balance of Rs. 18,00,000/- and has maintained the said balance in the 

account.

Remaining consideration of Rs.10,00,000/- would be paid at 
the time of registration of the Sale Deed.

It is the legal notice dated 21.10.2017 sent by plaintiff to defendant No.l 

calling upon him to receive the balance sale consideration as Survey Sketch 

was obtained and to execute registered Sale Deed. It was stated that he was 

ready and willing to adhere to the terms and conditions of the Agreement of 

Sale, however, he would only pay the actual cost of obtaining the Survey 

Sketch as per Government fee. It is also stated that he had necessary funds in 

his bank account required to complete the transaction.

contentions in the written statement and has contended that the plaintiff 
having refused to bear the expenditure in obtaining the Survey Sketch 

was clearly not ready and willing to perform his part of the obligation. 

The defendant No.l has stated that he has waited for the lapse of 6 

months which was the time stipulated in the agreement for completion of 

the transaction and thereafter executed the Sale Deed in favour of the
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2.

3.

4.

[VIII] Summary of Documents/ Exhibits marked:

Exhibit DI -

Exhibit D2 -

It is the Survey Sketch (Government Sketch) obtained by the first 

defendant as regards Schedule "B" property.

It is the receipt of the Government fee (Rs. 1,000/-) paid to get Survey 

Sketch.

The defendant No.l has marked Exhibit DI which is the Survey Sketch, 

Exhibit D2 which is the receipt of 1,000/- paid to Survey Department, 

Exhibit D3 is the receipt given by the real estate agent for a sum of 

Rs.24,000/-.

In the cross-examination, he was asked as to what was the actual 

expenditure incurred in terms of the Government fee and it was admitted 

that the Government fee is Rs.1,000/- and the real estate agent had 

charged an additional amount of Rs.24,000/-. It was further submitted 

by DW.l that the real estate agent had informed DW.l that Rs.24,000/- 
paid to him was with respect to the professional fee for the service 

rendered and also expenses to be borne for the purpose of getting the 

sketch out of turn and within 3 months.

Defendant No. 1 submits that when he approached the Authority for 

Survey Sketch, he was informed that the same would take about 6 

months, as sketch would be done only as per seniority. Thereafter, he 
approached a real estate agent who assured that he would get the Survey 

Sketch within a period of 3 months and he would have to bear the 

expenses for the services rendered. As the defendant No. 1 wanted the 

sketch expeditiously, he entrusted the task of obtaining the Survey 

Sketch to the real estate agent.
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Exhibit D3 -

[IX] Summary of the evidence of Defendant No.2:-

1.

2.

pq Summary of Exhibit

Exhibit D5 -

pci] Summary of Arguments of Plaintiff:-

1.

2.

(a)

It is the receipt of the real estate agent for Rs.24,000/- received for 

professional fees and other expenditure incurred by the real estate agent.

It is the registered Sale Deed dated 25.11.2017, executed by the 
defendant No. 1 in favour of defendant No.2.

The defendant No.2 has examined himself as DW.2 and has adopted the 

evidence of defendant No. 1 and has specifically asserted that he has paid 

the market value of the property while purchasing it. It is asserted that 
the defendant No.l did not intimate regarding the earlier Agreement of 

Sale entered into with the plaintiff. He has further asserted that he is a 
bona fide purchaser for value and the agreement at Exhibit-Pl was not 

binding upon him.

The defendant No.2 has got marked the Sale Deed executed in his favour 

with respect to Schedule "B" property as Exhibit-D5.

Payment of Rs. 10.00 lakhs at the time of execution of 

Agreement of Sale as Exhibit-Pl.

The execution of Exhibit-Pl is accepted by defendant No.l and 
accordingly, attesting witnesses are not required to be examined and 

Exhibit-Pl being a registered agreement, it must be taken to be proved.

The plaintiff was always ready and willing to perform his part of the 

obligation under the contract and the readiness and willingness is 

demonstrated by:
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as peras

Exhibit P-3.

as

3.

4.

5.

6.

Summary of Arguments of Defendant No.l:-[XII]

1. The plaintiff by specifically asserting in the legal notice that he would not 

pay the amount of Rs.25,000/- which is the expenses incurred towards

Accordingly, the second defendant was required to join in the execution 

of the Sale Deed along with the defendant No.l.

Without prejudice to the above contentions, if the Court were to reject 

the request for passing of a decree for specific performance, the Court 

may order for refund of Rs. 10.00 lakhs which was the consideration paid 

by the plaintiff to first defendant No.l with interest of 12% per annum.

Further, insofar as the second defendant was concerned, the defence of 
bona fide purchaser for value was not available, as the agreement 

entered into between the plaintiff and defendant No.l was a registered 
instrument. As the registered Agreement of Sale would find a mention in 

the encumbrance, it cannot be stated that the second defendant was not 

aware of it.

(c) The notice 

readiness

The obligation of the plaintiff was to bear the expenses incurred in 

obtaining the Survey Sketch and it includes bearing of the Government 

Fee alone and it cannot be construed that the plaintiff was required to 

bear the exorbitant fee charged by the real estate agent.

obligation 
acknowledgment receipt is marked as Exhibit-P4.

(b) By maintaining balance in the bank account as regards 

remaining amount of Rs. 15.00 lakhs and possessing further 

funds as is evidenced in the bank statement

issued to the first defendant expressly asserting 

and willingness to perform his part of the 

which is marked as Exhibit-P2 and the
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2.

3.

4.

[XIII] Summary of Arguments of Defendant No.2:-

1.

2.

was

*****

I

The first defendant further contended that in the absence of any action 

by the plaintiff to take the Sale Deed, the first defendant having waited 
for a period of 6 months to lapse, has executed Sale Deed in favour of 
second defendant thereafter.

obtaining of a Survey Sketch, was clearly not ready and willing to 

perform his part of the obligation under the contract. The Agreement of 

Sale had clearly stated that though the defendant No. 1 was required to 

obtain the Survey Sketch, the expenses were to be borne by the plaintiff.

The defendant No.2 has contended that the market value was paid and 
Sale Deed was got executed and he was not aware of the pre-existing 

Agreement of Sale executed between the plaintiff and defendant No.l.

Further, the Sale Deed was executed after a lapse of 6 months when the 

time stipulated under the agreement had lapsed. Accordingly, there 

no legal impediment for having executed Sale Deed in his favour.

As there was urgency for execution of Sale Deed in light of marriage of 
daughter of first defendant and in light of the assurance of the real estate 

agent, task was entrusted to the agent to obtain the Survey Sketch. The 

sketch was obtained within 3 months and the expenditure involved was 

not only the Government fee but included the fee for services rendered by 

the real estate agent as well as miscellaneous expenses for which the 

agent has issued a bill and accordingly, the Government fee and the real 

estate agent bill being in the nature of expenses was required to be borne 
by the plaintiff.

As detailed in the evidence on approaching the Survey Office directly, it 
was stated that the application of the defendant No.l was lower down in 

seniority and in normal course it would take 6 months.
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2.

3.

4. ©saacdbo "B"

5.

6.

7.

■Q

e&c)o£)&3 sjsS goi)c3 ^jasoort) dja.10,00,000/-^(c)

^u- 
erodesDctoacWsb.

(a)
(b)

</ co
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e^Se33^

laJe e^esaaaio ^orfoob eb^stja^ ©cb^cl) ssde® ©sadstesaO^OcOoeb o & s_> o

"A” CfcJOi) KiJ3e5^dfiCb33c\3. tSebO1 ^orfajb ®5b^c5e)cbo^d 
£)O.e5ae.cbo.5/2012c? esjgai) IsSe ed&asaaab ao?b0cbe3 oa&sa "A" esrjccb coasodrteb 

zocbcjaebre esfiob^sS edb^ sscbd esc^ai) escjcdb ^ocrocdbebcb^ IsSe glS&saaofoe 
sbozoo&crod.-° o

01.05.2017 doab cdb30C33COo^ S0S?a tfuacb ed^ebtdl ®33a eZbsb lebe 
o 4 -o

abjaa&aocbcb.

abrasafod i&aocbdaijafiubSocb ls3? 
Q

-o____  ___ "B" ebe^FoJCbed z^oct)
eatftf zeStofcdcbi sbaoa^ ©abacabeb ‘^ccbobi aojaoacbebb.

°i ZS •i Q
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e3je)Cte)c&dost©ccaotf 1.5.20178.

9.

10.

M

11.

12.

13. tfcroci) web &orfc* afo&d IcSe sj^Essaato ”B" rfaUsoO®I) H-o 

2cde ^abEj^&fcbj zodcij&s^ &)s3oi)eg Kroaocb abeadSo^
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C*3 “I -J>

SklbEj^Efcbj SOdaDBUcJCSbe^aa^

^(xbd ^oacb 
<\)ea^ao5D^.

aocsa?^
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ESJaZOUddbj ^obegcoafi &0cja.
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Q
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^dj zaa^oSd aaa^oeb^ w aoc-add?^ ^aa^d?e^c5aft ^^a wad sad? 
□ba.25,000/- d^d^ oleazSeSozajad^ z^a^aV^e?. Ejdosb dza^d^ aacb?ex?
E^abE5afid?d dsard zboeaad cba.l,000/-ddd?i &ado? z^a. ds ebzaada^) 
ssaa afuacd 01.07.2017 Soa csaa d^ wd?©bddd dd zaa.os® soa^ocbe5 n «< a M

oba.18,00,000/- d’K#d?l gQnjbbsad.
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14.

15. SlUSCbe^S^FC^
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rO

e£»dja es^d? s>d^ tfcdbdsdad^,------—---- -------- ------------ ------- -____—>

df^oad esob &orfcb rd&cad ado^d ^rtdj&ra^oaftdb^d &dod aoestsad. w

seat) ^cdbd^&dad^ ddd)&a^d sau^ saad? ^odjaear dd^dad^ oleadDs^csaft

3oe<PdD3ad. ^adri ©sad dbsb lede d^ssadoio dbad^jaodcbdo^d ^oado d^d

esadoiD darootf 1.5.2017 dodb lad? d-Seaad Q.^j. ado.123 d 1 ®atfd saStoeadD,
sf>odd ejadd^d "B" ddjaoe^adc? dddssaft dcSFrodbdo^aodadj, dbaoa&b 

© CO Q “l

dbadoj gwd&aodb ^ccbd vuodD d^dado, zoddbSja^bdo ©aozooddi do’ZBj&sasb 
«J s-/ e[ ft] «<

dScdsadofo?

esadoio ddr f&sSadi ddodco dewdbd dddadi dSdeo t^&aoaddD 
6 ‘K ZJ < «J Q

sjozoDdadi laSe d^&sad dowssasb d^cdsadoSD?
<K s-/ -°
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(iii)

(iv) soQe©fo3 Le3r S&QtQ(*K)L)c\JoC3 (bonafide
e5bsb

(v)

tob ejcSfz^?(vi)

gssQgjd &[V]

ssaQoio ^cd,cd2, edOCt)1.

2.

3.

4.

VP1«PI>J

---------------

edaabsadoiK?

acoao^ 1.5.2017d tfccbcd foacb ®d^?d esc^oi) sasi) gjaq^ccbo^ tdc&zb&a^co 
ccbae3arteua soarba rdcsa rocd ®doczb esafdccb cbsdossasb ed^pobsadoSo?

Q -e

©□ac^edstads^ocb 
v-/ 03

ad^Oj 

purchaser for value) sacfcs tfoaob ed^ ^cdrt zooq$d5a0ccb^)©3ocb 
csadozbcd^ zocb^fboedocd) 2c5e edSsaaa cbw&sasb

edja^^jao^d?
Q

doacb eda>cd£> e^e^ejacdo^ sacdj asa^ adcBedcd^ <\)ec&x) fod£)obegc3afi e±)^ £o±) 

ed^edtd^ zodc±)&ac&3f3oc±) ssaa Kjag^ c&aaobsad. ^os6

esodrfeftdi edDcddDe^dDsad.4 &3 -°

caasdocbcdi 5ae>£to<Sa±)e3 <de3cdoafic3a3be? 
of CT 00

ls3e ^esaSoiu odeSr oSss6^ sddcdj&aocd cdo^d cba.25,000/- rdcdd

^zs^cdi edcScdb^xJ ^cdUaeh^cd ©d^edocdb <\)ec&3eSocdD edbsb ^o±>cd e^a# 
d *< kJ -° '«-'

e&asoorfcbj <x)ec3bedo^ ?srt ®ac& iddsadcd sboesacd cba.1,000/-
rftfcd^ ednag ^ec&egcaafi &±)^ escdcd^ e&a<d^)eda& ded adraedcd^
^esb^audoGb ebcd&u^-1 (PW-1) dedd) Fua^ Ktaacbsad. sbacb

ed^cd^J Sof^sjacd &Sja<dsdcd^ aSjad^b ed^ro sacdb d?d ccbae^d? adcaedcd^ a)fcdo3 
sjaq^fdcd^edocdD &±)^ oua.25,000/-rt^ esS aod) &>ocd) roa^ cobaaobsad.

cdjaocsacQo^ ^oacb sd^sdid^ aoaasdb eda& escdcd^ £)£>-l eaod), Ide ed^ssaart 
dsto8o&&a&o^ad sadjadD zocd djaeddcdi ^)&-2 ©aocdD, ^cd, zjaoos® asa^cebe? 
odoaoo^rjcd acddocd) adracd (cash balance) Soba&dco sua^oi
defc^dbotocdi o)&-3 ©aocdD; esod &ed,£cdbcdi cDA-4 £>ocdb rbob&nj&aoadDsad. d °i a v °l -o
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5.

rbcbaatoac* cnscidrW ktooso^:-[VI]

£)dsk3 &1 - acTOotf 01.05.2017 s3e ©sGesDctf gabcJ ^oadD sfe? ‘Sjcb^cS.

(a)

(b)

(c)

(d)

(i)

2^©3b sj^db&aoc^ sta^d dja.5,00,000/- rfc^ ate^e&ab.(ii)

(iii)

Q
----------------------- .

t>3jaoc3c>ceo^^3^a3e§oc±

ote.10,00,000/- ^Dsob ed^ edro^bed 5c>o| ^e^uaceo^) £>ocb dcroct ®d^d^> 
aoe^uaftob^rf.

gjaS dobed aira^gsacd cte.10,00,000/- rttfcd^ dcdbad^d c&aeoodcScdb 

o)ec&3e&.

ss&beai) edja^^dD k?&3f ^ss6^ edc&±&atf23e£) soSeacsad 

(&saa) e eS^edcd^ ^e^gde^j.

dcdbed^edcd^ doadj edsfebaa&aocd adaod 6 &or& gutfrrofi eabacdedesb.

a5a^oi)e3 eaeddod g

ojedr e^ga6^ 3 Soriti g^nafi la3e edSssaa ^c&do&a^g&Socl).

eSB&3(de3ae5cd£) esaa sasi) Icde edS&saa &^oi) ©dbaadDsd ^es^cd eS^edcd^ g^Gidex)

gjacifdcuaftcS sjogajcdcdi gw&&a«st);5a esdd Fd a3e^$ai)e5 sadb ^eedo ”o (pa 4 «j %> -o << j co

cddsadcd Ebo&dcd^ edbag ^ecdco ^aijaddcsafi edb^D e3ed ■gcua^rfe aocaedtdb*

a)ec&3e5afi^)©3oGt> en)^8^dj®ad.

-----------(------ g_ adcseded^ acbaoaobe^csafi siisd ®acob s>c\^ esaosS g3a^^oi)cdb^ 

tfaaob ed^cJ ^sad ^edFSoFdco ^Gpob^csafi &5aa e±ooci)eddt± cdoaacbsad.

^□ada edgeg ssaedScdb cd&ixxbed^ ^riaedasb^cS edb^b esaed^ot) edevaed^obbcd^ 
g^vrbaoarf. sd^rt’Kb edo^ esaed^ri ;dogoo$&cd gdd^rt^b ds ^fidos! 'gdj^&i

(xigjacd <&:2 :- ^cdD aeoaotf 21.10.2017 cde sadesOd sacdbacdogoa c&ae&ecdb ^cdD Kfcdd Q a
c&aea&cd edxraod ©sea dsnartde Eddr ^e^cdo. edc&dD&aoadbed sadra gja$ dcdbcd 

d K

edbagoorftdi edcScb dccbedd godab&aao cdbaocsaceo^^a^gde^ocdb lede ed^ssaari 
< O e3

-S^ejdb^d. Fdcdd sLaefe3^cd0 ssaa sacdo Fd&dr F^g^cd Fdsardcd ^)ria^ Ebexd ©dead 

5^88 ©dafedcd^ edbas> £)ecdex> doadb ©d^cd «5c^o±) gocdaobegcsafi ^coebead ©bb^j sast) 
e doaob sdga^ a5e^oado^ed a)o±)edbrftf e^obb dcScb&a^co godOdo^oafi



30

d t)

lc3g gjtSsssQccb fwuoozfc—[VII]

1.

2.

■Q

3. cn546

c^C^d ft)Dc)oJ
q> -o

IsSe ^ansa as^-l £>0C±> CraadS stea^oa^ iosg^ 
eg£a3c>c3 Sjg/e5sD^ Sog^Oi) etOEfrfc^ eSbctfcfc^QrO e3e)ao±o K>e3F c^za6?^ 
SjC^Ci)3tJe)VC0 &^Jc)C^O9C^ e5^a^oZb^ i\)fC^CD (\)Oc)^dc&s^)C3d e3bje)O^ <\jS3£3c)f^

sscd) eoae3ctf zasq^abcd^ ^rSoKfex) ^c^^eSooi) Scba&njobsad. Is5e 

ed&assa saccb ^croct stec&g aoe^usd 6 «§ori^ e)e^^ ^^ccbeasrbe^dri 
ssci) ctfo^d 2c& soOe© Sj^/^oi) zocfczb&a&cssfi tcb^oiosad.

ej Q -o

£)ze>c3 £4:- Icde ed^sroart sacdjscobzod (&ae63e<& zssOoi®^ zori 'gcbdo^ad spoz^ 
<' Q 0

a)g^<S £&£)cb^c3.

sctsi) Kjozoo^rjri e^ffaOai)^ ^efeSatjafi sj&3f ^ea^ zorf SlzsaQtoarf
gsagfai) z^e^oi) ©Sbedri Ktsisaob 6 ^orfetrfcb zSesartzoacbeSodb ©
edOCi) lc\3? Sj^®3c)fd (\)e5?QrXi)®ad TSdCd £5ctf0\£>d Sdcdb cJOdrJ e^oe^SoadGOOUcQcQl 

<</ _o jp _c a cj

^Oed^Frjcssri es^ seiat) 3 &orte £9&$$a±)^) ^£3®^ AjsS^egcaafi Z5dd ec33
?&&3B si)o S)e^z3e3oc± tcbao±o®ad. ateadccbati, shsarfi

edc^oio^ eroc3ed£)a?3Ooc3 ®ast) gsctfafo edc^ribSja^e^
O Q O “I %> 'r-

©d^soadcaad^r^ e^Sonjcaa^ cob&oiosad.fi Q -J

^^rodDsad «f)^c3 zaa^os6 aaa^cdb^ e^ebaoadeb^ stracarrtja^oD zSesad 

aoCQe^cdx a&ao^bcaaftccbja sbao? S^X)dDsad.4 a -®

esafe3eKje3ae5cde5 ^sardd Ebe ©asi) £>oct) ^e^uaft S^zao ,-l ds^ob

cUa.1,000/- &>oci) Zve^&aoacfcsad. edd &dboj E^Efcoadcoad cba.24,000/- 
aoz&etfdocbafi sd^oob zbo sj^dbS^oaobsad £>ocdb eru^S^cbsad. ^c&cOo-l zs < e)-o o -o _o -b coo

da±t) EtoocdbE^dcdb KteJd E^esadcaad w cba.24,000/- rt^cd^ 
zbo asarta cbsadob^b, 3 &ort3ja«*nafi ?jd^ acbadsbajafr edc&±&atfcac3 zort 

&<?&dj®ad £>oct) <$®3eaej&aoac!b®ad.

o)zjaa3 ^3:- get) aasaotf 1.7.2017c3e sadesDsb eaaSoi) zaa^os® aja^cdb ‘gdb Et^D 
esedd ^sad es aaa^obb^ AjasSccb zbo E>oct) cba.18,00,000/- sbafSFdb^rf.
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4.

[VIII] csasodrfc* Kjaoaoz?:

edu§abco iSe^oaci &O;gb

3: cjDScj

2s3e gySssaaccb roaoaod:[IX]

1.

add&safi C5d03>3d2.

rbobafrAja^oad CTaaododb roaoaoafc[X]

c&aadbsad

<x)EJe)c3 &5: ‘Sida assao^ 25.11.2017 dost lc3e d^esaaoio 2s5e d^esaSri 
soddo&a&o^ad sSjsocsacCo^ doi)d^&dcb^c3. 

ej o o -«

M

soOfg&d

._. e^dasadcsad dja.24,000/- es^cd sd^ocb doo dodo ■g^d ddedcd^ 

z^Oidoo dddo&aod sort oJedoad dSe^ ^dodd

fta-l: 'sdo jddr cSss6 ^do lc3e d^eaad ^dtd^ dd^u6 "B" esnjrt Kjozoo^do^ 
dddo&aoSdosad.

----------- ), sfedb,* 3-* "l
aoari/a saadocb docj^

2cde d^saad sado dd/BoU® "B" soSed^d sort 
x-' » d-® ** n

tfocbdigdc&j o)a-5 &>od) rbob&fj&aoaobsad.

c^drafca^abd^&a-2: c^sardd doo oUa.l,000/-rte*cd3j 
isadS 'cjdo^dd.

^dd oodr ^23® isfc d^ssad <\)d-1 ©aodo, sJdr fSe^ ddoiooo gaadri 
0 &

esadS^uad oUa.l,000/-d sjad^cdo^ o)a-2 edodo do^ ^sHiaod dBeddbcd^ 
rooanj d^daoadcsad Seadodo^ao dja.24,000/- eaad^odd^ £)a-3 £>odo 
rbd3&foSjao&dD®ad.

2k5? dSeaadoio ^cdj ada^-2 edodo ©saad^ dro^suaoado lc3e d^eaadod 
s>atf odcdj esdodjsfdcjdo^ad doeb sado ©dado^od ddoddo, 
&aodo5ijaoac3afi do^ddosad. Ide d^ssad Q _O O <^

doad&as/oad tfoado d^d sod djaSoiS <x)ede5ododo 2de d^&sad 
•> </ 0 M

do^o dooododddo ®ado d^o^ £e& soOedrjd ^oadoac^ 

soSedcsad (bona fide purchaser for value) c3odo sadca ixisjacS d-1 ^dri 
soocjSdsaOodaftododo &>odo dodddosad.
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ssaQodb ftdcxJtJ roeoaozj:pa]

1.

2.

ote.10,00,000/-(a)

(b)

(c)

3.

4.

5.

6.

5303
6

eddod 2c3e sj&eraa lc3e sj&ssaaal/aoart ^f0 ^ai) zoteb&sc&Sesb.
Q </ s_/ *-/

s&ed eijoa&c^ &5c>c3| e£^d z3^ed^5ja^Cegc5fs5odc3 e^odb &W
cos^oijsooi)^) ^croob ^crodb eSSCcSri edsdoo G)o3^©^d^ 1k5?
egS&saa gjddb&sodo^ao cda.10,00,000/- &&3c) 12% gja&rtf zo&ccbaodrf
goo^obfi^co c^adsood^) ec3e&z&3e&.

gssa Series ctirir pjzs5^ ddodco dde^dd driQ>& zdesridb* riss^ricd^ <0edex) 
2Je>cj^c\jft5c)ftdb esdcS efris^e sSri ribsddsodb cjosoj ri^risosdcrod Soe^do^ zpsG 
Ebejricd^ SJeddessfiide^a^).

cO^-1 cdb, eoddbda^ sort IsSe ri^&saa z^Sjaodcbd rodcs Zeroed ridd
^aScssdcfed, eb^d^rlra^d&Kbri eprtd^esrfods ris^s rid© <x)<&-1 edbaocoaoSo^ 

•A °i » M -o

Soadb dgebdbd sadra eudedj cbw&jasb dd^crohd &dodb dOrfc^ded.

e3ad dbsd IcSe <riSeoo£5ocb ribcj^ e^do^ao Soadsri^ odaocsacCD^ Scads ri^eood 
sadca 2c3e d£e3ad ^e^srios! es^ ed3^ i£)ea soOed^do^ao eroribac^S 
sodeScsad (bonafide purchaser for value) cdodb aoe^ess zodse^d^. K>dS 
c&aoc5ac£b^ Scadsrigd SdG^j ribcazpad d^d€> £®e&SuafidDegri6od 2c3e 
ri«S®3adoi) riribdS e? Scads ri^d zort dsaSo^ ^de^e ©bozosdris, 
Zueb&a^uartsegd^s.

gsadoio cdbaesadcua db^s cScjb sads ssaeJd zjac^^rfc^db^ 
epcSob a)riF8odco ^dcbobegdriSj dszdsgsasb dddeo:

Scads ftl^-ld^ risaa&a^ri
ftkadsegdriSj
zjaoOS6 asa^cdse? zoa# Sobsd rijaasesris d/a.15,00,000/- rissb aozdbriS e co </ -D 14

adca ‘csdse^jdcdSj dbzdsssasbriS&cdsri <x)d—3 ds^
Ide ri&ssadrt ead/ads zod dbae^edds, <\)&-2 d rixraesS <x)e& sads 
Scads rigd esc^ods $ads odsagsarteua aoadba dcsa cod asri ^^cbegjddSj 
dbds djaeGSedb zsadodad asri esoz3 Kje^S £)eb-4 ds^ ens^esb^dssad.
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pai] IsSe gxSgreaai) sradd roapaod.

aSfdESBft^e^(5eoc)ft

3. eso3d ^abed^cdb, ebsarfi djac&fcffaficd sactea &i)3b ls3? s^ssaaai) edbrt^
e±>C±)&3 Soartie)

4. IcSe edSe3a^ eiOOCZbeddct dcdbed^edcdb.

^or^gdtfrt east) cj e^ed^ edrsacctoesacS cdo^d 2c& ed^&saarf

[XIII] g>dc^3e gj'Sssaaoi) graded Ksaoao^:

2?Se sacdb C\)f&1.
^OdDed^edKt).

2.

******

®±oodb®ddci) && Mfa^sUa^egcSetdodd tfuddj edgd£> e&tferad 6 ^orfet 
rtBrod tdo^c? ®as±> ^ccbstgeds^ zadcCDnj&aoacd) csri tfcaob ssa^oeb^de?^. 
eadra efri ^odjed^dd^ zodoCD^Sja^w otra^rfe sasba^d ^de^.

edS^dd^
ed&esaaoi) &±i<^

aS^&^^egcSedodd eraaato tfocbedddd^ 
edc&±&a^ex) adae^cSe ^edbrt^d^ ^adca ddQ Ide stSeraa 6

2odc±)BliaydD®ad. 
eJ -°

egS&saa £)e3earj&e)«be§c3edocJd sadb ribaoberSg
,_\J, zodo&Dnj&aoaob s±)3b ddd Esaa aoartia Ide >4 Q _O

wedo^ad stiaedr tfoadDeddd eorf ©draSo^ gd^to.

deddie <<

2. ?ua3.cde3eA© co

dosd^Frjcrari Ide sj'SEsaaod)

1. graaoio ^d sad/adD eod djae&ero^ e)d,o£ oi Q CO ©

ddr ^edojbfiddd^ dedssafi Ide ed$®raa 
esaSrcdb zSesg^odb esqsaded dbedd sj0rfc§&cd^>, 

jsadjad^erafi 6 >$ortebrfe6 deearb^D.

4 Q -° '«-'

rjOdoj g^dasadcsadd) z^ddd oJeadd Sod^doi)^, c3z3®d^ 
©ddotod Sodeddi ddS sd^rf ©dSoderacOo^. dao dzs^db, 3 &orfc* Eosfrraft 
edaob&atfaaoScisb ©dosb es d?©3b ©draaejad dddeS ^edo ddeadd £)r?ad %> ~a 2d W

Eb£)dod njoaco edodaoddaadd ed3 doo sd^D <s)&&d ‘si^d &3dtd sraao&d & co cp -o a e)-« e «i 2d -t
dozoo^oxdo^ dao ^pa^o s^gdasadcrad dSe^ccbd^ ^Jeaca, sadca ddsada sbe^ 
ab^? rjoanj ed^edaoadcsad cOeacbed d&e^ccb sdja^ ‘sje^rfeb &3aa spadeaaf^cd? 
ef>adb, ©raaccbo ^eaaerad^o. 

4 -®

----------------- '""oi UC'CVJC/OJU GJUCKC-JSCU-S-Z 'i=/«hjUCJ (\je^SJdfi 'Sod? ddf (^&3^dbj

©ddoboD ©dradoaa dedsddi S)ed£D cOoadQdbd abjaod sado doadD ©d^a 
2d Ql

tfoadjrte e^deeb saaq^cibd^ ^aFSodco ccbasaadcua ©obsb dcaa ^a^a
©aosaoab coaeuarbedae. doacb ©d^ae3 Ide a^&aaaccbe d&dF $ co co o

aaab&a^deBb tiaoeb aoe^crarba^ ©ad aaadDj ©raaofoe ^Qddesafi^.


