
   IN THE COURT OF THE PRL. CIVIL JUDGE AND JMFC.,    
                             SULLIA,, D.K.

         O.S.No.92  /2021  
  

Plaintiff       :: Sri. Shrirama Kote and another 
  

                                        -Vs-
Defendants     :: Sri. Dugganna Gowda & others

ISSUES

1.  Whether  the plaintiffs prove that they are the lawful 
owners and in peaceful possession and enjoyment of 
the suit schedule properties?.

2. Whether the plaintiffs prove that there is no road or 
pathway existing in the suit  schedule  property  and 
the adjacent Kumki land as alleged in the plaint?.

3. Whether  the  defendants  prove  that  there  exists  a 
pathway of about 3 to 5 feet width passing through 
the suit schedule property which has been used by 
the defendants and public from time immemorial to 
reach their houses?.

4. Whether the defendants prove that the said pathway 
is  the  only  access  available  to  the  houses  and 
properties of Defendant Nos.1 to 3?.

5. Whether the plaintiffs prove that the defendants have 
illegally attempted to trespass into the suit schedule 
property  and  attempted  to  form  a  new  road  by 
damaging the southern side fence?.

6. Whether  the  defendants  prove  that  the  suit  is  not 
maintainable  for  non-joinder  of  necessary  parties 
including the Government?.

7.  Whether  the  defendants  prove  that  the  suit  is  not 
maintainable  for  want  of  statutory  notice  under 
Section 80 of CPC and Section 295 of the Karnataka 
Panchayat Raj Act?.



8. Whether  the  plaintiffs  are  entitled  for  the  relief  of 
permanent injunction as sought for?.

9. What Order or Decree?.

 
Place: Sullia, D.K.                                 (SHIVANNA H.R.)
Date:04-03-2026                            Prl. Civil Judge & J.M.F.C.,

             (C/C)  Sullia, D.K.
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