IN THE ~ .
NTHE COURT OF 11110 CIVIL JUDGIE AND JMIC:
AT HANGAL

Q.8, 230/2017

Plaint;j »
fr SVirupakshappa S/0 Mushiappa
Dyamannanavar,
- Versus -
Defendants

s Umesh S/0 Rajappa Talawar and
others,

ISSUES

l- \\' > M N N .
hether (e Plaintifl’ proves that, he is in lawlul posscession ol

the suit property bearing RS No. 17 |
i‘( \llll ])l ()l)( ll‘\ l)(\;llll\‘L‘. l\‘b N(). l /5/.' I).\r vll'(‘l(‘ ()I l'(‘ulﬁl(-r('(l .‘5”'(.
deed dated 15-09-20157
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_i. _\\ht(h(l plaintifl’ proves the alleged  interlerence by the
defendants in his peacelul possession and cnjoyment ol the suit
schedule 'A property?

“ § .y N

3. Whether the plaintill’ proves that. the defendants have iHegally
put up shed by encroaching suit schedule '3 property  as
contended in his written statement?

4. Whether the plaintill proves that, he s entitled (o pel
possession of suit schedule 'B' property?

9. Whether the defendants prove that, one Kuruvatteppa
Basavanteppa Ambiger had exccuted agreement ol sale in respect
ol 4 guntas towards Eastern side open space outl ol 2As-13Gs i
RS No.175 favour of defendant No.1 on 25-02-201 1 by receiving
sale consideration amount Rs.25.000/- out ol Rs.94,000/-%

6. Whether the valuation made ¢nd court fee is sufllicient?

7. Whether plaintill is entitled for the reliefs claimed?

8. What order or decree? (:b'& 'w\\“\\(\

Hangal (Fakirawwa' Kelageri)
30-10-2019 Civil Judge and JMFC, Hangal.



