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WITNESS CALLED AND DULY SWORN ON 14.11.2025.

FURTHER  CROSS   EXAMINATION  BY  SRI.L.A.K.,  ADVOCATE  
FOR THE   DEFENDANT  :-  

9. It is true to suggest that, date mentioned in Ex.P.88 was

10.12.2021, in delivery note the date mentioned was 04.12.2021.  It

is true to suggest that,  in Ex.P.48 the date mentioned in 01.08.2022,

in delivery note the date mentioned was 14.05.2022.  It  is true to

suggest that,  in delivery note the number 2400 has been strike and

3100 is mentioned.  It is false to suggest that,  the delivery notes

were not connected to the Ex.P.88 and Ex.P.48.  It is true to suggest

that, date mentioned in Ex.P.49 was 06.07.2022, in delivery note the

date  mentioned was 17.08.2022.    It  is  true to  suggest  that,   in

delivery  note  the  number  2442  has  been  strike  and  3141  is

mentioned.   It  is  false  to  suggest  that,   the  delivery  note  is  not

connected to Ex.P.49.  

10. It is false to suggest that,  to cover up Rs.15,35,194.40 I

have  created  Invoices  and  delivery  notes  without  supplying  the

goods.  It  is false to suggest that,  the Defendant is only due for

Rs.5,35,000/-.   It  is  false  to  suggest  that,   as  per  Ex.P.2,  the

Defendant  is  liable  to pay Rs.4,71,276/-.   Counsel  for  Defendant

shown one document dtd.31.05.2024, witness denied the signature

in the said document.  

11. It  is  false  to  suggest  that,   I  have  not  collected  10

Cheque from the Defendant.  It is false to suggest that,  I have not

presented the said Cheque as date mentioned in the Cheque.  It is

false to suggest  that,   I  have agreed to replace the labels worth
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Rs.2,56,089/-.  Witness identified labels which belongs to Plaintiff.  It

is false to suggest that,  the said labels are defective in nature.  

12. We do not have any Agreement for payment of Interest.

It is false to suggest that,  the Defendant is not liable to pay Interest

as  claimed.   It  is  false  to  suggest  that,   I  have  created  the

documents for wrongful gain in the present suit.  

RE-EXAMINATION : NIL
(Typed to my dictation in open court.)

            R.O.I & A.C.,

sd/-
                                           (VIDYADHAR SHIRAHATTI) 

    LXXXII ADDL. CITY CIVIL &SESSIONS JUDGE,           
                                                         BENGALURU.


