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ISSUES
Whether Plaintiffs prove that suit Properties weve the Inam lands granted
to propositus Narsimhappa and he gag in lawful possession of the same

and after his death children of Narﬂsimhappa have been in possession &

en t of the same as lawful owney?

{ \ ) )
Whether plaintiffs prove that one subbaiha S/o Venkataramana Shettar
created a bogus sale deed in the name of Narasimhappa in respect of suit

properties and in furn the suit properties underwent subsequent

- alienation at the fraudulent act of defendants no.1 to 5 as averred in para
7 & 8 & 9 of plaint?

3. Whether plaintiffs prove that the defendant have denied their title over
suit properties and attempted to interfere for its peaceful enjoyment?

1/3 measuring 2A 13C Narasimaha sold the said land to one Subbanna
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, o his self acqui B AR ; bl
which being : Yo property for his family necessity, ungg ﬁ}_\m

reqiﬁtrmi sale deed dated 20,

and in turn Subbaiha sold ity Rajanna under sale deed dated 8-7-1970 g

she has purchased 33 guntasy, Sy.70. 1/3 from Rajanna and she has been f

lawful possession of the same)
5. Whetherth uit o bartetlyy i

6. Whether defendant 1o.6 Ploves that the suit properties were the self
‘acquired properties of Nmsimhappa and the plaintiffs have no right
over that property and the glienation of the properties by him is
valid and those sale deeds qmnot be cancelled?

7. Whether the valuation of suit is improper and the payment of court fee is
 insufficient?

8. Whether the plaintiffs_are entitled for the relief of declaration of their
ownership over suit properties and for cancellation of sale deeds and for
permanent injunction as prayed for?

9. What order or decree?
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