IN THE ------COURT OF LERANED SENIOR ASSISTANT JUDGE, DHAKA
MONEY SUIT NO.  ______________OF 2018

Tipu Khan
Son of Late Mahbub Alam Khan
Proprietor of M/S. Euro Corporation
Of Pechati, Bharardi, Kanchkura
Police Station- Uttarkhan 
District- Dhaka-1230.
-------------Plaintiff
-VERSUS-
Nazmul Huda
Son of Md. Deluar Hossen,
Proprietor of M/S Lopa Enterprise
Tyre & Battery
Of 187, Mollaji Mazar Complex,
Abdullapur, Sector-8,
Uttara, Dhaka.  
Permanent Address- Village: Masterpara (Bazar),
Road: Uttarkhan, Post Office: Uttarkhan (Mazar)-1230,  Uttarkhan, Dhaka.
------------Defendant

SUIT FOR RECOVERY OF MONEY
SUTI VALUED AT TK. 1,48,000/- (TAKA ONE LAC FORTY EIGHT THOUSAND) ONLY
The above named plaintiff most respectfully states-
AS FOLLOWS:
1. That the plaintiff is a peace loving citizen of the country and hails from a respected Muslim family. He is a renowned and established businessman of Bangladesh. He runs his business through his proprietary firm namely Euro Corporation. He is the seller and supplier of all types of batteries and solar panel.
 
2. That the defendant is the proprietor of M/S Lopa Enterprise Tyre and Battery. That the defendant had good business relationship with the plaintiff and out of such business relationship he purchased different types of rechargeable batteries from the plaintiff and to pay the price of the batteries the defendant issued 01 (one) Bank Cheque in favour of proprietary firm of the plaintiff for Tk. 1,48,000.00 (Taka One Lac Forty Eight Thousand) only being cheque No. CB/CD 7062090 dated 22.10.2017 of account No. 1401774305001 drawn on City Bank Limited. 

3. That on 23.10.2017 the plaintiff deposited the aforesaid cheque in Dutch Bangla Bank Limited, Panthapath Branch for encashment. But the said cheque was returned unpaid with remarks “Budget Required/Refer to the Issuer”. 

4. That thereafter the plaintiff on the same day i.e. 23.10.2017 orally informed the defendant that the cheque issued by him has been returned unpaid with remarks “Budget Required/Refer to the Issuer” and the plaintiff demanded the cheque amount from the defendant. The defendant promised on several occasions that the dues would be paid to the plaintiff soon, but the defendant did not pay the dues to the plaintiff till date. 

5. That it is stated that on 06.11.2017 the plaintiff again requested the defendant over several telephone conversations to pay the aforesaid dues in cash but this time the defendant refused to pay the said dues to the plaintiff. That despite repeated persuasion and all out cooperation by the plaintiff, the defendant did not pay the above dues to the plaintiff till date.

6. That since the said cheque has been dishonoured due to due to reason other than insufficiency of fund, the plaintiff did not take any step under section 138 of the Negotiable Instruments Act, 1881. That the plaintiff finding no other way filed this money suit before this Hon`ble court seeking for recovery of money.

7. That the cause of action of this suit arose on 23.10.2017 when the aforesaid cheque was dishonoured and on 06.11.2017 when the defendant refused to repay the dues to the plaintiff.

8. That since this is the suit for recovery of money and as such appropriate advolarem court fees have been paid on the plaint.

9. That the defendant issued the aforesaid cheque sitting at the address of the plaintiff as mentioned in the cause title of the instant suit that is at Police Station- Uttarkhan, District- Dhaka which is within the jurisdiction of this learned Court.

Wherefore, the plaintiff humbly prays that this Hon`ble Court may graciously be pleased:
A)  To pass a decree against the defendant to pay an amount of Tk. 1,48,000.00 (Taka One Lac Forty Eight Thousand) only to the plaintiff;
B) To pass a decree against the defendant to pay interest to the plaintiff upon the decreetal money at the prevailing interest rate of bank from filing of the suit to recovery of the decreetal money;

C) To pass a decree against the defendant for payment of the entire cost of the suit in favour of the plaintiff;

D) And/or pass such other or further order or orders to which the plaintiff is found entitled in law and equity as your Honour may deem fit and proper.

And for this act of kindness, the plaintiff as in duty bound shall ever pray.

SCHEDULE OF CLAIM
TAKA. 1,48,000.00 (Taka One Lac Forty Eight Thousand) only with interest at the prevailing interest rate of bank from filing of the suit to recovery of the decreetal money.

VERIFICATION
That the statements made above are true to the best of my knowledge and belief and I signed this verification on this __________ day of January, 2018.
__________________________
Deponent
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