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Witness duly sworn on : 07-11-2025

Cross examination by Sri. RAJ for Sri.MSA Counsel for R-3:

I am uneducated.   I have documents to show my date of

birth and I have produced the same in this case.   It is incorrect

to suggest that, my present age is more than 65 years.   I know

the contents of  my evidence affidavit.    According to me the

accident occurred because of the negligence on the part of the

driver of tipper lorry.   

It  is  true  to  suggest  that,  as  per  Ex.P.  6,  the  accident

occurred on mud / kacha road.   It is incorrect to suggest that,

in Ex.P. 7, the place of accident is wrongly shown.  

At  the  time  of  accident,  I  was  proceeding  towards

Basavapura.  I have documents in respect of the said bike in

which I was traveling.   I have DL to ride the said bike.  I have

no hurdles in producing the copy of my DL.    It is incorrect to

suggest that, the said accident  occurred because of  my own

negligence and not negligence on the part of driver of tipper. 

 I  am  agriculturist.   I  have  documents  to  show  that  I

possess agriculture land and already I have produced the same.

It is  incorrect  to suggest that, I  am deposing false about my

age, occupation, and income.   Even now also, I used to my

agriculture land and also dealing the business of sugar cane.   I

and discharging my all regular works, as earlier I was.   It is

incorrect to suggest that, I am deposing false that I am having

disability and facing difficulties in discharging my day to day

regular work.
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It  is  true  to  suggest  that,  no  operation  was  conducted

while giving treatment.  It is incorrect to suggest that, in order

to claim more compensation, I have got created all the medical

bills  and produced.   There is  no nexus between the medical

bills produced and the alleged accident and injuries.   I do not

know whether as on the date of accident, the insurance policy

of  the  said  Tippar  lorry  was not  in  force.   It  is  incorrect  to

suggest that, as the insurance policy was not in force, the 3rd

respondent is not liable to pay compensation. 

Re-Examination: Nil. 

(Typed to my dictation in open court)

         R.O.I. & A.C.

         I Addl. District & Sessions Judge,
         Shivamogga. 


