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Witness recalled and duly sworn on 12.06.2026.

Cross Examination: Sri.KDD Advocate for respondent No.2:

1. I am the mother of the petitioner. On the date of the incident, I 

sent my son alone to buy milk from Nalvathoklu Town. It is not 

true that the accident occurred because my son ran across the 

road while playing. I have not personally witnessed the accident. 

It  is  false  to  suggest  that,  the  accident  was  occurred  due  to 

negligence of my son. 

2. My son had taken treatment CSI Holdsworth Memorial Hospital, 

Mysuru. It is false to suggest that, I have not spent Rs.1,00,000/- 

towards medical expenses of my son and bills are not produced. 

It is false to suggest that, I have not produced treatment records 

of KOIMS Hospital. It is false to suggest that, the medical bills 

are created for the case. It  is false to suggest that, I have not 

produced documents of Coorg Institute of Dental Science. It is 

false to suggest that, the medical bills issued by CSI Hospital is 

included in the final bill No.326005. 

3. It is false to suggest that, Ex.P.25 and 26 series bills are created 

to claim more amount. Shafi Health Care is Ayurvedic Hospital. 
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It is false to suggest that, I have not produced documents having 

taken treatment in Shafi Health Care Centre. 

4. My son presently studying in third standard in Vinayaka English 

Medium  School,  Virajpet,  however  he  is  stammer  after  the 

accident. CSI Hospital has done CT brain of my son. It is false to 

suggest that, as per the CT brain report at Ex.P.10, my son has 

no problem to his brain.  It is true that my son is sharp in studies 

and sports activities.

5. The  accident  was  occurred  on  10.01.2023.  It  is  true  that  the 

petition was filed on 05.01.2024.  It is false to suggest that, there 

was delay in filing petition and not properly explained. I say, I 

was looking after my son. It is false to suggest that, I am not 

entitle compensation as claimed in the petition.

Cross  Examination:  Sri.NSP  Advocate  for  respondent  No.1 
adopted the cross examination of accused No.2:

Re-examination:NIL.

(Typed to my dictation in the open court)

          ROI & AC

     Sd/-
   II Addl.District & Sessions Judge,

            Kodagu-Madikeri(Sitting at Virajpet)
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