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Accused No.1 and 2 are
present. CW-1 is present and
examined as PW-1 and
documents marked as Ex.P.1,
la, 2, 2a, and 3.

Further Ld.Sr.APP prays issue
summons to other witnesses.
But, in the present the CW-1
present and examined as PW-1
and not  supported the
prosecution  case. During
course of cross examination of
PW-1 by Ld.Sr.APP nothing
has been elicited from his
mouth. Hence, the prayer of
Ld.Sr.APP is rejected and
under section 313 of Cr.P.C.
Statement dispensed with.
Heard, the argument on both
sides. For Judgment . Call on
16.11.2024.

Sri.M.S. advocate has filed
advancement application.
Case taken on today's’ board.

Accused No.l1 and 2 are
present. CW-1 and CW-4 are
present and examined as PW-
1 and 2 and documents
marked as Ex.P.1 to 4, 4(a)
and Ex.P.S.
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Further Ld.Sr.APP prays issue
summons to other witnesses.
But, in the present the CW-1
present and filed the
Authorization letter and in the
evidence the PW-1 turned
hostile and not supported the
prosecution case.

PW-2 also turned hostile the
prosecution case. The
Ld.Sr.APP cross examined the
PW-1 and PW-2. But, nothing
has been elicited from their
mouth. Hence, the prayer of
Ld.Sr.APP is rejected and
under section 313 of Cr.P.C.
Statement dispensed with.
Heard, the argument on both
sides. For Judgment . Call on
13.11.2024.

[T Addl.C.M.M, Bengaluru.



