


MATERIAL LITIGATION - SAP AND ITS GROUP OF COMPANIES





Save as disclosed below, as at the date of this Circular, SAP or its subsidiary companies are not involved in any claims, arbitration and/or material litigation either as plaintiff or defendant and the Directors do not have any knowledge of any proceedings, pending or threatened, against SAP or its subsidiary companies or of any facts likely to give rise to any proceedings which might materially affect the position or business of SAP or its subsidiary companies.





(1)	Autoways Construction Sdn Bhd (“Autoways”) instituted an action against Perangsang International Sdn Bhd (“PISB”) at the Shah Alam High Court vide Civil Suit No. MT4-22-1041-98 claiming RM8,212,846.95 being the purported sums due to them for a contract that the parties had entered into on 25 January 1996. PISB is disputing the claim. This matter is currently pending the hearing of an appeal by Autoways against a dismissal of Autoway’s application for summary judgment against PISB.  The Directors/solicitors of PISB cannot confirm as to the probability of the outcome of the suit at this stage;





(2)	PISB instituted an action against Autoways vide Shah Alam High Court Civil Suit No. MT1-22-392-1999 claiming the sum of RM1,620,375.37 being payment made in excess of the amount which Autoways is entitled under an agreement dated 25 January 1996. Autoways counterclaimed for the sum of RM8,478,474.90 being monies unlawfully retained by PISB. This matter is now pending trial. The Directors/solicitors of PISB cannot confirm as to the probability of the outcome of the suit at this stage;





(3)	Autoways instituted an action against PISB vide Shah Alam High Court Civil Suit No. MT5-22-781-2001 claiming the sum of RM60,000,000.00 as damages and loss of future profits pursuant to the UNITEN project and obtained summary judgement in respect of its claim on 19 July 2002. On 21 November 2002, PISB was successful in its appeal to set aside the summary judgment. The case was called up for rehearing of the Plaintiff’s application for summary on 21 May 2003.  The Directors/solicitors of PISB cannot confirm as to the probability of the outcome of the suit at this stage;





 (4)	Orijaya Engineering Sdn Bhd instituted an action against PISB vide Shah Alam Sessions Court Suit No. 2-52-2006-99 claiming the sum of RM141,671.80 for rental charges of machinery. PISB filed a defence disputing the amount payable to Orijaya. The matter is fixed for mention on 31 July 2003 to file bundle of documents. The Directors/solicitors of PISB cannot confirm as to the probability of the outcome of the suit at this stage;











	(5)	KL Capital Electrical Engineering Sdn Bhd instituted an action against PISB vide KL Sessions Court Summons No. 1-52-5897-97 claiming the sum of RM98,000.00 being payment for work and services rendered pursuant to a project. On 4 April 2003 the court delivered its decision in favour of the Plaintiff. PISB has filed a Notice to appeal.  The solicitors are of the opinion that the learned Judge’s decision is against the weight of evidence and also the authorities cited to the Court.





(6)	RA Link Consultant and Advisors instituted an action against PISB vide Shah Alam High Court Summons No. MT2-22-500-2000 claiming the sum of RM2,005,000.00 being payment for services rendered.  On 21 November 2002, PISB’s application to strike out the plaintiff’s claim was  dismissed. 	The matter was fixed for hearing of Summary Judgment application on 23 April 2003 but the case was not listed.  The solicitors will  write to court to fix a new date for hearing The Directors/solicitors of PISB cannot confirm as to the probability of the outcome of the suit at this stage;





(7)	Mersing Construction & Engineering Sdn Bhd (“Mersing”) instituted an action against PISB vide Shah Alam Sessions Court Civil Suit No. 3-52-2359-99 claiming RM87,083.11 for contractual work done for PISB.  On 17 January 2003 the parties have recorded Consent Judgment whereby PISB admitted part of the claim, a sum of RM23,564.10 and will pay Mersing within three months time. The parties will proceed with the full trial for the balance of the claim. The matter is fixed for mention on 12 March 2003 to file bundle of documents but it was not listed on the said date;





(8)	PISB initiated an action against Harum Marine vide Shah Alam High Court Suit No. MT4-22-220(A)-2000 claiming the sum of RM766,809.28 being amount due to PISB pursuant to a joint venture operation entered into between PISB and Harum Marine. On 14 January 2003 the Writ of Summons was withdrawn with liberty to file afresh. The Directors/solicitors of PISB cannot confirm as to the probability of the outcome of the suit at this stage;





(9)	PISB has initiated an action against Inai Kiara Sdn Bhd vide Shah Alam High Court Civil No. MT4-22-910-99 claiming for RM775,000.00 being the amount due and outstanding for goods sold and delivered. The parties have reached settlement of the matter and Inai Kiara has agreed to pay a sum of RM300,000.00 to PISB. The summons will be withdrawn upon clearance of Inai Kiara’s cheque;





(10)	PISB has initiated an action against YPM Realties Sdn Bhd vide Shah Alam Sessions Court Suit No. S1-52-1864-02 claiming the sum of RM61,895.59 for services rendered by PISB. Consent Judgment  recorded for the amount as claimed.  The parties are negotiating on the mode of settlement of the judgment sum;





(11)	PISB initiated an action against KBN Development Sdn Bhd vide Shah Alam High Court Suit No. 22-517-2000 claiming the sum of RM2,038,448.20 for project works undertaken by PISB.  The defendant has filed its defence and the case is pending pre-trial case management.  The Directors/solicitors of PISB cannot confirm as to the probability of the outcome of the suit at this stage;





	(12)	Geahin Engineering Berhad (“Geahin”) initiated an action against PISB vide Shah Alam High Court Civil Suit No. 22-289-2002 claiming the sum of RM1,845,980.75 being the purported balance sum due for certain work done for the MATRADE project. PISB’s solicitors are of the opinion that under an agreement entered between PISB and Geahin, any dispute arises between the parties shall be referred to arbitration. Geahin has vide a letter dated 24 September 2002 confirmed that it is agreeable to withdraw the Writ of Summons and arbitrate the dispute. On the 5 February 2003 PISB’s application for stay was allowed by the Court. PISB will refer the dispute to Arbitration;





(13)    Upright Dignity Sdn Bhd (“Upright Dignity”) instituted an action for specific performance and other consequential relief against PKPS, SAP and Desa Hilir Sdn Bhd (“Desa Hilir”) at the Shah Alam High Court vide Civil Suit No. MT4-21-60-2000 in relation to a sale and purchase agreement dated 24 April 2000 entered into between Desa Hilir and Upright Dignity in respect of a piece of land held under HS(D) 1426 PT No. 4466 Mukim Dengkil, Daerah Sepang, Selangor Darul Ehsan (measuring approximately 556.482 acres) of which PKPS is the landowner. Upright Dignity has also claimed in the alternative for a refund of all monies paid by Upright Dignity with interest at 8% per annum from 25 April 2000 and damages for breach of contract. The full trial has been adjourned to 28 to 30 July 2003;





An application for an injunction against further dealings of the land was filed by Upright Dignity against PKPS, SAP and Desa Hilir but Upright Dignity’s application in respect of SAP was dismissed on 18 February 2002. Upright Dignity has appealed to the Court of Appeal against the dismissal of the application for injunction. The Directors/solicitors of SAP cannot confirm as to the probability of the outcome of the suit at this stage;





(14)	AmFinance Berhad (formerly known as MBf Finance Berhad) has initiated foreclosure proceedings against SAP vide Shah Alam High Court Originating Summons No. MT1-24-1770-2002 in respect of a piece of land held under HS(D) 20034 PT No. 26549 Mukim Batu Daerah Gombak. 





SAP, the registered owner of the said land, created a third party charge over the said land in favour of AmFinance Berhad as security for the loan facility of RM17 million granted by AmFinance Berhad to Cergas Tegas Sdn Bhd pursuant to a Joint Venture Agreement dated 12 January 1991 entered into between SAP and Cergas Tegas Sdn Bhd.





AmFinance Berhad is seeking for an order for sale of the said land arising from Cergas Tegas Sdn Bhd’s default in payment of the said facility.  SAP has filed the Memorandum of Appearance and has also proceeded to take the necessary legal action to protect its interest on the said land. 





The Directors/solicitors of SAP cannot confirm as to the probability of the outcome of the suit at this stage;





 (15)	Omarham Sdn Bhd (“Omarham”) initiated an action against SAP vide Shah Alam High Court Suit No. 22-113-1992 claiming for monies owing to it pertaining to its appointment as the main contractor for a project in Ampang Jaya. SAP filed a counterclaim against Omarham and  obtained judgment on the counterclaim on 5 May 1998 for RM2,215,217.69 with interest and cost. A section 218 notice is intended to be served on Omarham under its new name, Saujana Indra Masyur Sdn Bhd;





(16)	East West Resources Sdn Bhd (“EWR”) instituted an action against SAP, SAP Air Hitam Properties Sdn Bhd (“SAP Air Hitam”), Europlus Berhad and Abra Development Sdn Bhd vide KL High Court Civil Suit No. S6-22-1177-2001 for various permanent and interim prohibitory and mandatory injunctions in relation to a development known as Jalil Heights and claiming general damages and damages for loss of profit and for loss of opportunity. EWR has not specified the quantum of its claim. EWR’s applications for the interim injunctions were dismissed with costs on 6 March 2002. SAP and SAP Air Hitam have applied for security for costs in respect of the permanent injunctions and the Court has fixed 28 February 2003 for its decision on the said application. The Court has yet to fix a date for hearing of EWR’s action for the permanent injunctions. The Directors/solicitors of SAP cannot confirm as to the probability of the outcome of the suit at this stage;





(17)	Tan Lian Cheow and Chow Ah Chuan @ Chow Chong instituted an action against SAP vide KL Sessions Court Suit No. 2-52-2933-2000 claiming the sum of RM107,000 as damages for late delivery by SAP of property free from all encumbrances as a private caveat was lodged on the title to the said property.  On 5 February 2001, the suit was struck out by the court.  The Plaintiff’s application to reinstate summons was allowed on 23 January 2003. The mention date has been fixed on 8 May 2003.  The Directors/solicitors of SAP cannot confirm as to the probability of the outcome of the suite at this stage;





		


	(18)	Jurutera Budiman Sdn Bhd instituted an action against SAP vide KL High Court Suit No. S22-1130-2002 claiming for the sum of RM350,000.00 as consultancy fees due. SAP has filed its defence and the hearing of the plaintiff’s application for summary judgment was fixed on 13 January 2003 but the case was not listed on the said date. The Plaintiff has requested the court to fix a new date for hearing. The Directors/solicitors of SAP cannot confirm as to the profitability of the outcome of the suit at this stage; 16/7/03 (hearing) O14





		


	(19)	Ahmad Fathan Sulaiman instituted an action against SAP vide Shah Alam High Court Suit No. 22-405-2002 alleging failure on SAP’s part to deliver the original document of title to property purchased by the plaintiff.  The original document of title was forwarded by SAP to the solicitors acting for the plaintiff and the said solicitors have yet to forward the same to their client.  The court has yet to fix a date for this matter to be called up at court. ( No development) The Directors/solicitors of SAP cannot confirm as to the probability of the outcome of the suit at this stage;





		


	(20)	Mazli Mohamed, a former General Manager of Hotel Management, Hotel Development and Operation at the Holiday Inn instituted proceedings against SAP vide Industrial Court Suit No. 7/4-480/98 on 5 September 1998 seeking reinstatement to his former job or in the alternative, compensation for wrongful dismissal. Hearing of this matter has been fixed for 23 and 24 June 2003. The Directors/solicitors of SAP cannot confirm as to the probability of the outcome of the suit at this stage;





 (21)	Lai Ah Nooi instituted an action against SAP Ulu Yam Sdn Bhd (“SAP Ulu Yam”) vide Shah Alam Sessions Court Summons No. 52-2807-2002 for rescission of a sale and purchase agreement in relation to property and claiming for the refund of RM159,215.40 and liquidated damages of RM28,440.67 and interest. The summary judgment  application was heard on 23 May 2003 and the court has fixed 14 July 2003 for decision.  The Directors/solicitors of SAP Ulu Yam cannot confirm as to the probability of the outcome of the suit at this stage;





(22)	Noini Bt Dewa @ Noraini Bt Dewa has initiated an action against SAP Ulu Yam vide  Shah Alam High Court Civil Suit No. S5-22-615-2001 for rescission of a sale and purchase agreement, refund of purchase price of RM128,250.00 together with general damages, interest and cost arising from SAP Ulu Yam’s delay in delivering vacant possession. SAP Ulu Yam has filed its defence and the Directors/solicitors of SAP Ulu Yam cannot confirm as to the probability of the outcome of the suit at this stage;





(23)	Liew Jou Foo and Goh Ean Yook initiated an action against SAP Ulu Yam vide KL Sessions Court Summons No. 2-52-671-2002 claiming for the sum of RM47,910.15 together with interest from 16 January 2002 to realisation date as damages for late delivery of property. The Plaintiff’s application to amend the summons was allowed on 9 January 2003. This matter is fixed for the Plaintiff’s application for summary judgment  on 26 June 2003.  Directors/solicitors of SAP Ulu Yam cannot confirm as to the probability of the outcome of the suit at this stage;











(24)	Liew Ah Soon and Chin Keaw Moi have initiated an action against SAP Ulu Yam vide KL Sessions Court Summons No. 8-52-1723-2002 claiming the sum of RM49,464.25 together with interest from 7 February 2002 to realisation date as damages for late delivery of property. This matter is fixed for hearing of the plaintiffs’ application for summary judgment on 3 July 2003.. The Directors/solicitors of SAP Ulu Yam cannot confirm as to the probability of the outcome of the suit at this stage;





(25)	Fam Ah Nam, a former employee of Central Holdings Management Services Sdn Bhd (“CHMS”) instituted an action against CHMS vide KL Industrial Court Suit No. 5/4-572/99 for unfair dismissal and claimed for reinstatement. The matter has been adjourned for hearing on 7 and 8 January 2004. The Directors/solicitors of CHMS cannot confirm as to the probability of the outcome of the suit at this stage;





(26)	Muhammad Zailani and 124 others instituted proceedings in the Labour Court (KBKUL 860/9/99) against CHMS claiming that CHMS should include payment of service charges amounting to approximately RM500,000 as part of their wages when computing their wages. The parties are awaiting the court’s decision on this matter. The Directors/solicitors of CHMS cannot confirm as to the probability of the outcome of the suit at this stage;





(27)	Kamar Zaman Othman, a former Group Business Development / project manager of Holiday Inn, has initiated an action against CHMS vide Industrial Court Suit No. 13/4-491/02 seeking reinstatement, without any loss of wages, allowance services seniority, privileges or benefit due to the alleged termination / retrenchment of his position in 1999 without just cause.  The case was called up for full trial on 10 and 11 February 2003 and the continued hearing is now fixed on 22 and 23 October 2003 . The Directors/solicitors of CHMS cannot confirm as to the probability of the outcome of the suit at this stage;





(28)	Quah Peng Khoon (“QPK”) has instituted an action against SAP Air Hitam vide Shah Alam Sessions Court Summons No. 2-52-2365-2001 claiming RM44,745.82  as liquidated damages for late delivery of a bungalow lot purchased by QPK. QPK’s application for summary judgment was heard on 7 February 2003. On 22 April 2003, the court delivered its decision and allowed the Plaintiff’s application.  The Directors/solicitors of SAP Air Hitam cannot confirm as to the probability of the outcome of the suit at this stage;





(29)	Lim Cheng Chai and Lim Chooi Fong initiated a suit against SAP Air Hitam vide Shah Alam Sessions Court Suit No. 52-2850-2002 claiming the sum of RM54,745.80 as damages for late delivery of property.  The matter is fixed on 11 July 2003 for hearing of the Plaintiff’s application for summary judgment.  The Directors/solicitors of SAP Air Hitam cannot confirm as to the probability of the outcome of the suit at this stage;





(30)	Wong Sewe Wing and Wong Choon Tow (“WSW”) instituted two actions against  SAP Air Hitam vide the following suits:


 


Shah Alam Sessions Court Summons No. 3-52-1970-2001 dated 19 July 2001, claiming RM100,711.51; and





Shah Alam Sessions Court Summons No. 3-52-2465-2001 dated 3 September 2001, claiming RM105,862.95; 





as liquidated damages for late delivery of two bungalow lots purchased by WSW. WSW’s application for summary judgments in respect of both claims were dismissed with costs and WSW has filed an appeal against the dismissal of Summons No. 3-52-1970-2001. The appeal has been fixed for hearing on 19 August 2003. Whereas for summons No. 3-52-2465-2001 is fixed for full trial on 29 October 2003. The Directors/solicitors of SAP Air Hitam cannot confirm as to the probability of the outcome of the suit at this stage;





(31)	SAP Air Hitam commenced a number of legal proceedings in the Shah Alam Sessions Court against 25 participants to recover approximately RM1,800,000.00 in respect of development cost payable pursuant to a development agreement to SAP Air Hitam as development manager of 860 acres of agricultural land in Bukit Enggang, Selangor Darul Ehsan. SAP Air Hitam has to date recovered approximately RM750,000.00 since commencing proceedings. The Directors/solicitors of SAP Air Hitam cannot confirm as to the probability of the outcome of the suit at this stage;





(32)	Subramaniam A/L Mariappan and Prabakaran A/L Appukutthy (“Subramaniam”) instituted an action against SAP Air Hitam vide Kuala Lumpur Sessions Court Suit No. 10-52-11121-2001 claiming for RM53,188.35 as damages for late delivery of property. Consent Judgment was recorded on 18 February 2003.;





	(33)	Bekal Cepat Sdn Bhd instituted an action against SAP Air Hitam and AmBank Bhd (formerly known as Arab-Malaysian Bank Bhd) vide Kuala Lumpur Sessions Court Suit No. 8-52-10755-01 claiming  RM66,505.81 as damages for late delivery of property. The matter has been fixed for full trial on 19 March 2003 and consent judgment was entered for the sum of RM66,505.81 and cost of RM2,000.00 .;





 (34)	Heiw Yit Moi initiated an action against SAP Air Hitam vide Shah Alam Sessions Court Suit No. 3-52-288-02 dated 6 February 2002 claiming the sum of RM90,856.58 together with interest from 22 December 2001 to date of realisation as damages for late delivery of property. The Plaintiff successfully obtained summary judgment against SAP on 20 December 2002 and SAP Air Hitam is settling the judgment sum by way of 12 instalments commencing from April 2003;





	(34)	Kow Cheong Heng initiated an action against SAP Air Hitam vide Shah Alam Sessions Court Suit No. 3-52-289-02 dated 6 February 2002 claiming the sum of RM53,173.42 together with interest from 22 December 2001 to date of realisation as damages for late delivery of property. The Plaintiff successfully obtained summary judgment against SAP on 20 December 2002;





(36)	Cheah Lang Kang initiated an action against SAP Air Hitam vide Kuala Lumpur Sessions Court  Suit No. 12-52-1788-2002 claiming the sum of RM59,193.26 together with interest from 5 January 2002 to date of realisation as damages for late delivery of property. This matter is fixed for hearing of the Plaintiff’s application for summary judgment on 25 July 2003.  The Directors/solicitors of SAP Air Hitam cannot confirm as to the probability of the outcome of the suit at this stage;





(37)	Tan Siew Sim and Wong Cheng Yee instituted an action against Templer Park Golf & Resort Berhad (“TPGR”)  vide Shah Alam Sessions Court Suit No. 2-52-2366-2001 claiming RM77,942.46 as liquidated damages for late delivery of property.  The matter is fixed for  full trial on 13 November 2003. The Directors/solicitors of TPGR cannot confirm as to the probability of the outcome of the suit at this stage;





(38)	Aminuddin Bin Pit initiated an action against TPGR vide Shah Alam High Court Suit No. 22-768-2001 claiming the sum of RM229,717.81 together with interest and cost as damages for late delivery of vacant possession of orchard land sold to him by TPGR pursuant to a sale and purchase agreement dated 31 December 1996. TPGR has filed its defence but no further action from the Plaintiff thereafter.  Plaintiff has filed Notice of Discontinuance to file an originating Summons. The Directors/solicitors of TPGR cannot confirm as to the probability of the outcome of the suit at this stage;





(39)	Ng Yoke Foo initiated an action against TPGR vide Shah Alam Sessions Court Suit No. 1-52-1911-2001 claiming the sum of RM77,067.93 together with interest from 12 July 2001 to realisation date as damages for late delivery of property. On 29 November 2002, the Plaintiff’s application for summary judgment against TPGR was granted;





(40)	Syarikat Bedena (M) Sdn Bhd initiated an action against TPGR vide Shah Alam Sessions Court Suit No. S4-52-1383-2002 claiming the sum of RM182,469.55 as due under an agreement between both parties. This matter is fixed for hearing of the Plaintiff’s application for summary judgment on 25 June 2003. The Directors/solicitors of TPGR cannot confirm as to the probability of the outcome of the suit at this stage;


 (41)	Mohd Kassim B Salleh has initiated an action against TPGR vide Shah Alam Sessions Court Suit No. S7-24-1338-2002 for damages pursuant to breach of a sale and purchase agreement entered into between the parties. On 27 August 2002, the Plaintiff obtained an order against TPGR for the sum of RM144,350.04 with interest from 22 July 1997 until the date of full settlement. On 25 October 2002, a notice pursuant to section 218 of the Act in respect of the judgment sum was served on TPGR by the plaintiff. TPGR has reached a settlement scheme with the plaintiff and the Directors of TPGR do not envisage any adverse consequences arising out of this matter;





(42)	Tan Geok Huat and Phua Chiam Moy have initiated an action against TPGR vide Shah Alam Sessions Court Suit No. 4-52-27-2002 claiming the sum of RM35,730.68 and interest from 1 June 2001 to  realisation date as damages for late delivery of property.  TPGR’s application to strike out the summons and the Plaintiffs’ application for summary judgment were heard on 25 October 2002 and the court has fixed 10 April 2003 (OIT)to deliver its decision. The Directors/solicitors of TPGR cannot confirm as to the probability of the outcome of the suit at this stage;





�



(43)	Kon Say Kwee and Alliance Bank Malaysia Berhad have jointly initiated an action against TPGR vide Shah Alam Sessions Court Suit No. S4-52-1615-2002 claiming the sum of RM59,722.51 for late delivery of property to the first plaintiff pursuant to a sale and purchase agreement dated 18 October 1995. The plaintiff has filed its application for summary judgment and the court has fixed 29 January 2003 for TPGR to file its affidavit in reply to the plaintiff’s said application. The Plaintiff’s application for summary judgment was fixed for hearing on 11 April 2003.  However, the has ordered the parties to file written submission and fixed 22 May 2003 for decision. The Directors/solicitors of TPGR cannot confirm as to the probability of the outcome of the suit at this stage;





(44)	Low Kam Yu and Affin Bank Berhad have instituted an action against TPGR vide Shah Alam Sessions Court Suit No. 1-52-1910-2001 claiming RM75,344.39 as liquidated damages for late delivery of property. On 25 June 2002, the Court delivered decision allowing the Plaintiff’s claim. On 14 November 2002, a notice pursuant to section 218 of the Act in respect of the judgment sum amounting to RM85,019.68 was served on TPGR by the plaintiffs. TPGR has reached a settlement scheme with the plaintiff and the Directors of TPGR do not envisage any adverse consequences arising out of this matter;





(45)	Hashim bin Mahmud initiated an action against TPGR vide Suit No. 1-51-2085-2 for late delivery of vacant possession of property. The Plaintiff’s application for summary judgment has been adjourned to 13 June 2003 pending settlement. The Directors/solicitors of TPGR cannot confirm as to the probability of the outcome of the suite at this stage; and





(46)	Yap Kim Kee & Sons Holdings Sdn Bhd instituted five separate actions at the Rawang Magistrate’s Court (Suit Nos. 72-178-2002, 72-179-2002, 72-181-2002, 72-183-2002 and 72-184-2002) claiming for damages against TPGR for late delivery of properties. The plaintiff’s claim in respect of the five suits is in total RM64,712.22 together with interest from 7 June 2002. The Plaintiff’s application to add Hong Leong Bank Berhad as co Plaintiff was allowed on 13 January 2003. The matter is fixed for the Plaintiff’s application for summary judgment on 17 March 2003.   The Directors/solicitors of TPGR cannot confirm as to the probability of the outcome of the suit at this stage.





	(47)	PISB was served with a notice pursuant to Section 218 Companies Act 1965 by KJSB Cladding & Construction Sdn Bhd on 23 January 2003.  KJSB is claiming for the sum of RM10,616.40 being the amount allegedly due under MATRADE Project.  PISB has appointed its solicitors disputing part of the claim.  PISB does not envisage any adverse consequences arising out of the issuance  of the said Notice.


�



	(48)	Lai Boon Hai and Toh Siew Tee initiated an action against SAP Air Hitam vide Shah Alam Session Court Suit No. 1-52-3977-02 dated 19 November 2002 claiming the sum of RM70,626.64 together with interest from 19 November 2002 to date of realisation as damages for late delivery of property.   The case is fixed on 18 August 2003 for the Plaintiff’s application for summary judgment.  The solicitors are of the opinion that unless the plaintiff has been in breach of the terms and conditions of the sale and purchase agreement, claims of this nature are generally allowed at this stage without the need for trial.





	(49)	D’Pon  (M) Sdn Bhd initiated an action against SAP Air Hitam vide Shah Alam Session Court Suit No. 1-52-4372-2002 dated 19 December 2002 claiming the sum of RM79,045.18 as damages for late delivery of property.   The case is fixed for hearing of summary judgment on 25 July 2003.  The solicitors are of the opinion that unless the plaintiff has been in breach of the terms and conditions of the sale and purchase agreement, claims of this nature are generally allowed at this stage without the need for trial.  





	(50)	Jamiatun Abd Rani initiated an action against TPGR vide Kuala Lumpur High Court Originating Summons No.S24-3225-2002 alleging TPGR has breached a sale and purchase agreement by failing to deliver vacant possession within stipulated time and TPGR has failed to plant fruit trees and develop the area as a whole. The Plaintiff is claiming for a declaration order against TPGR for the rescission of contract, refund of the sum of RM149,117.43 with interest from 16 September 1997 until the date of full settlement.   The facts of the case is similar to Mohd Kassim B Salleh’s case.  A settlement scheme will be proposed by TPGR. The case is fixed for mention on12 June 2003. 





	(51)	Menara Setia Sdn Bhd (Menara Setia)  initiated action against SAP Ulu Yam vide Kuala Lumpur High Court Suit No. D3-22-2111-2002 claiming for the sum of RM1,893,200.14 together with cost and interest thereon at the rate of eight percent (8%) per annum from 22 April 1998 to the date of settlement for the amount allegedly due for the earthwork undertaken by Menara Setia  for Ulu Yam Heights Development.





		Menara Setia has prior to this sued SAP Ulu Yam under the same cause of action.  The case was struck off on  the ground that the Plaintiff had at the material time no locus standi to sue as it has been wound up.		





		The Company has been advised by its solicitors that the Plaintiff’s claim is liable to be struck off on the ground that its previous claim against the Company vide Kuala Lumpur High Court Summons No.D2-22-2467-99 pursuant to a same cause of action had been struck off with cost by  the Senior Assistant Registrar of the High Court on 16 January 2001  the High Court on 28 January 2002. The Plaintiff’s appeal to the Judge against the Senior Assistant Registrar’s decision was dismissed with cost on 28 January 2002.





		





	(52)	SAP Air Hitam has on 14 February 2003 been served with a Winding Up Petition pursuant to Section 218 Companies Act 1965 Kuala Lumpur High Court Winding Up Petition No. D8-28-63-2003 by YWC Engineers & Constructors Sdn Bhd (YWC).  YWC is applying for the winding up of SAP Air Hitam on the ground that SAP Air Hitam is unable to pay its debt for the sum of RM1,283,605.10 being the amount allegedly due under Lestari Perdana Project. The parties have entered into a settlement agreement and subsequently the Petition has been withdrawn.





	(53)	Rasaselvan a/l Ramasamy and another initiated an action against SAP Air Hitam vide Shah Alam Sessions Court Summons No. 52-702-2003 claiming  for RM67,496.14 being the compensation for late delivery of Lot280 Lestari Perdana.  The case is fixed for mention on 3 June 2003.








	(54) 	Naguib Mahfodz has initiated an action against TPGR vide Shah Alam High Court Originating Summons No No. 24-96-2003 for damages pursuant to breach of a sale and purchase agreement Refund for rescission of a sale and purchase agreement, refund of purchase price of RM223,007.15 together with general damages, interest and cost arising from TPGR’s delay in delivering vacant possession. TPGR has filed its affidavit in reply.  The court has yet to fix a date for hearing. The Directors/solicitors of TPGR cannot confirm as to the probability of the outcome of the suit at this stage;








	(55)	Government of Malaysia initiated an action against Perangsang Templer Landscape Sdn Bhd (PTL) vide Kuala Lumpur Sessions Court  claiming for the sum of RM93,559.00  being the amount allegedly due for Real Property Gains Tax for the Assessment Year 1993 together with the penalty of 10% on the said amount.  PTL has filed its defence and the case is fixed for mention on 20 May 2003.





