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Gedee TewomrAgexR. (L/adv for the defendant No.3, 5, 7 and 8
submits that the said documents is being sought to be marked only
for collateral purpose of severance of title and nature of posssession

of verious shares. In view of dictum of Honble apex Court in the case
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of Sitaram Bharma V/s Ramavtar Bharma in Civil.Appeal

No0.3171/2018 dated 23.03.2018, the document is being marked only
for the collateral purpose as noted above. It is made clear that the
document willl not be assessed at the time of appericiation of
evidence of the primary purpose of division of joint propety by metes
and bounds. Fur ther it is made clear that mere payment of deficit
stamp duty will not cure the primary defect of non-regstering the
said document. It is further noted that the said document is marked
after payment of stamp duty of Rs.57,618/- as per the order of deputy
commissioner of stamps Bagalkote dated 24.07.2026). =0
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