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                   Exhibit No.:                       

Plaintiff:
Shri Hanamant S/o Gurupadappa Gadad
Age: 57 
Occupation : 
Address: Mannikeri Tq Gokak

2: Smt Yallavva W/o Hanamant Gadad
 Age: 47
 Occupation : 
 Mannikeri Tq Gokak

3: Smt Kalavati W/o Parasappa Hanamannavar
 Age: 31
 Occupation : 
 Jaganur Tq Chikkodi

4: Smt Surekha W/o Krishna Kurer
 Age: 27
 Occupation : 
 Kemmanakol Tq Gokak

5: Shri Manjunath S/o Hanamant Gadad
 Age: 20
 Occupation : 
 Mannikeri Tq Goka  



VERSUS
Defendent:
Smt Tayavva W/o Gurupadappa Gadad
Age: 80 
Occupation : 
Address: Mannikeri Tq Gokak

2:Shri Vemanna S/o Gurupadappa Gadad
 Age: 64
 Occupation : 
 Mannikeri Tq Gokak

3:Smt Hanamavva W/o Vemanna Gadad
 Age: 56
 Occupation : 
 Mannikeri Tq Gokak

4:Shri Shivanand S/o Vemanna Gadad
 Age: 33
 Occupation : 
 Mannikeri Tq Gokak

5:Smt Laxmi W/o Sannappa Uppar
 Age: 32
 Occupation : 
 Hirekoppa KS Tq Ramdurg

6:Shri Nagappa S/o Vemanna Gadad
 Age: 29
 Occupation : 
 Mannikeri Tq Gokak

7:Smt Boravva W/o Ravi Godi
 Age: 24
 Occupation : 
 Mannikeri Tq Gokak

8:Shri Pundalik Alias Pundalikappa S/o Gurupadappa Gadad
 Age: 62
 Occupation : 
 Mannikeri Tq Gokak

9:Smt Yallavva W/o Pundalik Gadad
 Age: 46
 Occupation : 



 Mannikeri Tq Gokak

10:Smt Mahadevi W/o Bhimappa Harugeri
 Age: 32
 Occupation : 
 Mannikeri Tq Gokak

11:Smt Shobha W/o Mallappa Savadatti
 Age: 30
 Occupation : 
 Bilakundi Tq Gokak

12:Shri Sangappa S/o Pundalik Gadad
 Age: 28
 Occupation : 
 Mannikeri Tq Gokak

13:Shri Mallikarjun S/o Pundalik Gadad
 Age: 26
 Occupation : 
 Mannikeri Tq Gokak

14:Shri Bhimappa S/o Gurupadappa Gadad
 Age: 48
 Occupation : 
 Mannikeri Tq Goka

-----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
Advocate for Plaintiff: PATIL LAGAMAPPA BALAPPA
Advocate for Defendent: appearing for Smt Tayavva W/o Gurupadappa 
Gadad: Advocate ,

,

,

,

,

,

,

,



,

,

,

,

 appearing for 2,

3,

4,

5,

6,

7,

8,

9,

10,

11,

12,

13,

14 respectively.



   ORDER

Plaintiff  counsel  filed  advancement  application. 

Hence, this case is taken on today’s board. 

Shri.BRW filed an application U/O IX Rule 7 R/W 

Sec.151 of CPC at IA No.1 praying to set aside ex-parte 

order passed against Defendant No.1 to 14 along with 

power.

Plaintiff counsel submits no objection to IA No.1. 

Heard and perused the application and records. 

Satisfied. If ex-parte order is set aside it will not cause 

any  loss  or  injury  to  the  Plaintiff.  Hence,  IA  No.1  is 

allowed  and  ex-parte  order  passed  against  Defendant 

No.1 to 14 is set aside and permitted to proceed with the 

case.

Sd/-           
(Umesh S. Atnure)
Prl.Sr.C.J,Gokak.

Plaintiff counsel filed this present application U/O 

VI Rule 17 R/W Sec.151 of CPC at IA No.2 praying to 

permit the Plaintiff to amend the plaint as per proposed 

amendment.

Defendants counsel submits no objection to IA No.2. 

Heard  and  perused  the  application  and  records. 

Satisfied.

In the proposed amendment the Plaintiff is intending 

to insert some of the landed properties in this suit.



I have perused the accompanying affidavit annexed 

to this application. Further, in this case the trial is not yet 

commenced and the proposed amendment sought by the 

Plaintiff does not change the nature of suit and cause of 

action and the proposed amendment is just and necessary 

for  adjudication  of  rights  of  the  parties.  The  proposed 

amendment does not cause any loss or injury to the other 

side. Hence, I proceed to pass the following;

ORDER

The application filed by the Plaintiff 

U/O VI Rule 17 R/w Sec.151 of CPC at 

IA No.2 is hereby allowed.

Plaintiff  is  directed  to  carryout 

necessary amendment to the plaint and 

furnish the amended plaint.

Sd/-          
(Umesh S. Atnure)
Prl.Sr.C.J,Gokak.

  

Amendment  to  the  plaint  is  carried  out  and 

amended plaint is furnished. 

Sd/-          
(Umesh S. Atnure)
Prl.Sr.C.J,Gokak.

 

Plaintiff No.1 to 5 and defendants No.1 to 14 are 

present. They have furnished the copies of their Aadhaar 

Cards. I have perused the same and satisfied. 



Both parties have filed joint compromise petition U/O 

XXIII Rule 3 of CPC. 

The contents  of  the  compromise  petition are  read-

over to the both parties in Kannada language known to 

them.  They  accepted  the  contents  of  the  compromise 

petition  are  all  true  and  correct.  They  voluntarily 

entered into compromise without any force. 

Further,  the  Plaintiff  No.3  and 4   have  submitted 

that they have already received 02 tola Gold each from 

the Plaintiff No.1 and 5 and relinquished their share over 

suit schedule properties in favour of Plaintiff No.1 and 5, 

to that effect they have executed separate receipt.

Further, the Defendant No.5 and 7 have submitted 

that they have already received 02 tola Gold each from 

the Defendant No.2, 4 and 6 and relinquished their share 

over  suit  schedule  properties  in  favour  of   Defendant 

No.2, 4 and 6, to that effect they have executed separate 

receipt.

Further, the Defendant No.10 and 11 have submitted 

that they have already received 02 tola Gold each from 

the Defendant No.8,  12 and 13 and relinquished their 

share  over  suit  schedule  properties  in  favour  of 

Defendant  No.8,  12  and  13,  to  that  effect  they  have 

executed separate receipt.

The  contents  of  the  compromise  petition  are  not 

oppose to law and public policy and on enquiry it is found 

that the compromise is  voluntarily  entered in between 

both the parties. Hence, the compromise is accepted. 



Office is directed to draw Final Decree as per the 

terms and conditions of the compromise petition. 

In  the  compromise  petition  there  is  no  any over-

writings  are  made  or  any  matter  is  substituted  or 

deleted.

Further the plaintiff No.1 to 5 and defendant No.1 

to 14 submitted that, as per the compromised entered in 

between  them they  are  in  possessions  their  respective 

shares  and  their  they  will  not  file  any  petition  for 

recovery of their shares.

  Sd/-
   Date : 30-06-2026                      (Sri. Umesh S. Atnure)
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