VIESSI'S Jerald omezZ of ASSUCIALES WEI'C SULICILULD 1UL ULT PIZILILL D AL LIS DUAL Xirus
igainst Bank Kerjasama Rakyat Malaysia Berhad, a lawyer and 3 other persons.
[he claim for misrepresentation, negligence, fraud and breach of trust revolves
wound a 10-acre parcel of land in Penang worth RM 7.5 million.
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“ive sued over

Associates on Dec 23, 1999, -

RM50,000 one month after
that. teo

e returned'tb them:...

In the:alternative,i they'
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I i i will be heard .before judge : . 3
By'S; Tatmaral Bhalll Datuk  Arifin Za{(a_r%a They say Ismail assured = want Ismail to perform his
tomorrow: * them the full payment part by paying RM7.3 mil:: La e]r
JALA LUMPUR, Wed: Lawyer Abdul Aziz would be made within two lion for the land. .. 4 ; i/V y
1 elderly couple, saddled = Ahmad, his law firm inonths. : Ismail, Aziz and his law .

th a RM23.5 million loan
payment, are- suing the
rchaser of their land and
ar others for alleged
each of trust and misrep-
sentation. -

Ismail Mohamad, 75,
d Sadiah Abdullah, 64,
lege that the buyer of
cir land, Ismail Husin,
\arged the land to a bank

return for a RM16 mil-
n loan.

They claim that Ismail
\arged the three pieces of
nd, using the original title
seds, Lo secure a loan for a

ympany in which he holds — pay ’M200,000 as deposit - They also want a rescis-  cial ter and that the went to Bank Kerjasama Rakyat Malaysia -
1equity. RM150,000 to be p upon  sion of the sales and pur- lrans  on was done with Berhad (Bank Rakyat)-to find out why the
The suit, filed through execution of the a- nennt  chase agreement and an  the |« ntiffs' knowledge bank had not released aloan.

. The loan was to Ismail Husin, who had

essrs Jerald Gomez &

! g gedn 7 Wedhe

n couple’s

By M.K. Ezanor

-/ Qotober 10,2001

=Xpert tells court
of differences . - -

Messrs Sajali & Aziz, Bank
Kerjasama Rakyat Malay-
sia Berhad, and Vest Hong
Enterprise Sdn Bhd are
also named as the defen- -
dants. .

The couple, in their
statement of claim, say
Ismail approached them
and agreed to buy their
properties in Seberang
Perai Selatan, enang for
RM7.5 million.

They say Ismail asked
them to enter a sales and
purchase agreement on
July 80, 1999 and agreed to

and the e wining

signatures

the differences were in terms ol
alphabel design, pen pressure |

and peninanship.

The couple claim that on
July 26, 1999, the bank
approved a RM16 million
loan to Vest Mong for the
purchase of machinery and
working capital.

They allege that Ismail
and Aziz rveleased the title
decds to the bank as securi-
ty for the loan and that
under the charge, they are
liable to repay at least
RM23,528,346.

They are seeking a decla-
ration that the charge over
their properties is null and
void.

order for the title deeds fo

firm, ih their defence, deny
liability or making any rep-.
resentations’ to the plain-
tiffs. . :

Ismail claims that he had
informed the couple that he
was purchasing the proper-
ties on behalf of Vest Hong.

‘'he bank said it has no
knowledge of the fraud and
confirmed that the signa-
ture on the charged docu-
ment belonged to the plain-
Lilfs.

Vest Hong contends that
it purchased the properties
from ‘=mail as the benefi-

and consent.
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| lawyer and so ]

panicked,
says witness

KUALA LUMPUR, Mon. — A son-in-law
of an elderly couple, who claimed to have
Dbeen misrepresented by a lawyer in a RM7.5
million land sale, said the lawyer panicked
when he confronted him three months after
the sale and purchase agreement was
signed. .
Azlan Hassan, 42, said he, together with a
woman lawyer by the name of Kim, con-
fronted lawyer Abdul Aziz Ahmad at his of-
fice in late October 1999 after he (Azlan)

purchased a 10-acre (4.5ha) land belonging to
Azlan’s in-laws, Ismail Mohmad, 76, and his
wife Sadiah Abdullah, 65, who claimed they
had yet to receive the full payment.

(The SPA was signed on July 30,1999.)

Cross-examined by counsel Azlan Khamis,
representing Aziz and the legal firm Sajali
& Aziz, Azlan Hassan said during the
meeting, Aziz had shown him ‘and Kim
several documents such as a mortgage form
and a loan offer letter, which he had never
seen before. T

Azlan, who was asked by his in-laws to
pursue the payment, said Aziz “looked pan-

icky when Miss Kim posed so many ques-

tions to him”. 8
Asked by the couple’s counsel, Jerald Go-
mez, during re-examinalion to elaborale,
Azlan said: “His spectacles and the penhe
was holding fell when he showed mé the
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717y Bank

alaysia Berhad .- and;Vest-

. Heding continue;

tulé ATifin Zakaria..

th

OCTOBER

‘.

The couple claim.that the ~
sale of their 4.05ha land, worth
RM7.5m in 1999, to Ismail Tusin
has resulted in severe losses as :

documents which ] had never seen before.”
Azlan was testifying in a suit brought.by
his in-laws against Ismail Husin, Aziz, the
legal firm, Bank Rakyat and-Vest Hong
Enterprise Sdn Bhd for alleged misrepre-

{UALA LUMPUR, Tues: A
1andwriting expert told the
Tigh Court here today he found
lifferences in.several docu-

ents

Dec 23, 1999, they alleged that Isma-

signed docw

nents allegedly sigiied by an
derly couple.. X

Lim Yok Chaw..of the Che-
nistry Deparbuent, said the
souple's  signa in the
harge docuents and charge
mnexure were different from
‘hose in the sales and purchase
wreeiment and specimen.

He said he had received the
locuments and specimen of the
souple’s’ signatures from (heir
awyer, Mssrs Jerald Gomez &
ciales.

Lim was (estilying in a civil

suit brought by lsmail Mah-
mod, 75, and Sadiah Abdullah,
35, against five partiés, includ-

ing a law firm and a bank,
alleged breach of (rust and mis-
representation.

Lim told judge Datulk Arifin
Zakaria thal Ismail's signature
was different in lerms of (he
angularity ol the signatuve, the
connecting stroke bhetween two
alphabets
alphabels, llml nen lift and

lhe (ormalion of

theyhave yet to receive the bal- |
ance sale price of- RM7.3 mil- |

liol. . W
‘Théy also claim that they are
now responsible for a RIM23.5
million mortgage on the land
In the suit against Ismail
Jlusin, lawyer - Abdul

Aziz

Abmad, law firm Mssrs Sajali &

Aziz, Bank Kerjasama Rakyat
Malaysia and Vest Hong, the

couple are seeking the return of

the land or in the alternative,
payment of " the outstanding
RM7.3 million.

Ahmad Badri 1drus, repre-
senting Ismail Husin, applied to
cross-examine Lim on a laler
date.

He said the issue is technical
and needs further study, and
that the chemistry report has
only been served on the defen-
dants today.

Azlan Khamis, for Abdul
Aziz and his law fivm, asked fov
two more samples of the cou-
ple’s signatures [or analysis.

1 applica
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By Sujatani Poos_barajal’i
psuja@nstp.com.my .

KUAL.A LUMPﬁR, Mon.‘— A pen-

sioner 'told the High Court today .

that he trusted a lawyer to handle a
sale and purchase agreement to sell

. his Jand for RM7.5 million and
signed many. documents without
asking what they were.

“I did not ask (lawyer Abdul Aziz
Ahmad). I just signed as he had in-
structed,” said Ismail Mohmad, 75.

Questioned by counsel Azlan Ka-
mis, for Abdul Aziz, Ismail Moh-
mad said the lawyer had told him
that after an initial deposit of

* RM200,000 was paid to liim (Ismail
Mohmad), the balance of the pur-
chase .price would be settled in
three months: - .

He said Abdul Aziz only told him
to come to his office to sign the
SPA (on July 30, 1999, at the.legal
firm of Sajali and Aziz, which is the
third defendant in the suit). .

When asked why he did not ob-

tain advice or the services of anoth- -

‘ing that time.” .

Cer lawyer:he__foi‘q sighing»t]le'SEA;

Ismail Mohmad said: “Because .I
trusted Abdul Aziz.” . o
He said Abdul Aziz did not force
‘him to sign but, told him to sign
many documents. SRR 5
‘Ismail'Mohmad said he knew-the

.transaction was important but-said

he did not understand its'contents. .

“I did not suspect-anything dur-
" He'said he banked in 4 cheque-for
RM150,000 given to him by Abdul

" Aziz (part of the deposit) at Tabung
an

Haji when he returned to.}
few days;after sigriing the SPA."
Ismail Mohmad was testifying in
a suit brought by him and his wife
Sadiah Abdullah, 64,:against Ismail

Husin (the purchaser), Abdul Aziz,

the legal firm, Bank Kerjasama.Ra-
kyat Malaysia -Berhad and Vest
Hong' Enterprise Sdn Bhd for'al-
leged misrepresentation, negli-
gence, fraud and breach.of trust
over the SPA for his 10-acre (4.5ha)
land in Seberang Prai Selatan, Pe-

nang. S
‘In their statement of claim dated

il Husin and Abdul Aziznever told
them that, among others, the banl
had approved a RM16 million loan

.facility to Vest Hong Enterprises to-
finance the purchase of machinery: -
They claimed that theloan: :was |

not for financing the .purchase .of
the Jand and that the title-deed had
been released to the bank as séctiri-
ty for the loan facility.”

* “The couple want; among bé_h'efs,

a declaration, a rescission of the
SPA and an order that.'the -title

* deed be returned free from encum:

brances. ; . e o
In their defence Isthail Husin, Ab-
dul Aziz, the legal firm, and the
bank.denied that they had attempt-
ed to cheat or defraud the couple. =
Vest Hong Enterprise claimed
‘that the couple had consented to
execute a charge on the propeity in
favour of the banl¢ in order to'make
certain payments.. * 2 .
Counsel Jerald Gomez is repre-
senting the couple, oy 3
‘Hearing continues ‘before’ judge
Datuk Arifin Zakaria. b
vl
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sentation, negligence, fraud and breach of
trust over the SPA for the land in Seberang

Prai Selatan, Penang.

In their statement of claim dated Dec 23,
1999, they alleged: that Ismail Husin and
Aziz never told them that, among others, the
bank had approved a RM16 million loan
facility Lo Vest Hong Enterprises to finance

the purchase of machinery.

The couple want, among others, a decla-
ration, a rescission of the SPA and an order
that the title deed be returned free from en-

cumbrances. .

In their defence, Ismail Husin, Aziz, the
legal firm, and the bank denied that they
had attempted to cheat or defraud the cou-
ple. Vest Hong Enterprise claimed that the
couple had consented to execute a charge on
the property in favour of the bank in order to -

make certain payments.
Hearing continues on Wednesday.



