
The  witness  is  recalled  and  duly  sworn  on 
14.07.2025

Further Cross Examination by Sri ANS the learned 
counsel for the defendant: 

      It  is  true  that  the  E-way bills  mentioned in 

schedule  A of  the  plaint  would only  show that  the 



goods were dispatched, but those documents do not 

show that the concerned goods were delivered to the 

defendant.  It  is true that I  have produced invoices 

raised in the year 2018 and 2019.  It is true that all 

those invoices are raised during the life time of my 

father.   It  is  true  that  at  that  time  I  was  not  the 

proprietor  of  the  plaintiff  firm nor  I  was  not  doing 

business in the name of the plaintiff firm.  It is true 

that  I  am  not  have  personal  knowledge  of  the 

transaction  taken  place  during  the  life  time  of  my 

father.  I  have  no  document  to  show that  after  the 

death  of  my  father  the  concerned  invoices  are 

assigned to me. 

It  is  false  to  say  that  there  are  no  seal  and 

signature of the defendant in non of the documents at 

Ex P-4 to P-23.  It is true that there are no seal and 

signature of the defendant in Ex P-4 to P-6. It is false 

to say that the signature found in Ex P-7 is not the 

signature of the defendant.  It is true that Ex P-7 does 

not have the seal of the defendant.  It is false to say 

that in the invoices at Ex P-8 to P-23 there are no seal 

and signature of the defendant. But in some of those 

invoices there is signature of the defendant. 



 It  is  true  that  the  IT  returns  at  Ex  P-30  is 

standing in the name of my father. It is false to say 

that the statements of accounts produced at Ex P-26 

to P-29 are falsely prepared at my whims and fancies. 

It  is  false  to  say  that  I  have  not  produced  any 

document to show that I availed loans from different 

financial  institutions  and  I  am  liable  to  pay  the 

amount of Rs.2,81,02,192/- to the creditors. It is false 

to say that as  I was not the proprietor of the plaintiff 

firm at the time of the alleged transactions, I am not 

entitled to the amount from the defendant as claimed 

in the suit. It is false to say that on the basis of false 

documents I  have filed false suit  only to harsh the 

defendant. 

(Typed to my dictation in the Open Court)
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                   Prl. Dist.& Sessions Judge, 

                            Belagavi.


