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 IN THE COURT OF II ADDL. DISTRICT AND SESSIONS

JUDGE, KOLAR

Spl.C(SC/ST) No.32/2021
PW:-11       CW:-15

Duly Sworn on:-10.12.2025.

Deposition of       :- V.L.Ramesh 

Father's name        :- Late Lakshman

Age             :-51  years

Occupation          :- ACP, Whitefield Traffic, Bengaluru.

Residence          :  Bengaluru. 

Examination-in-Chief by learned P.P.:-

From  8.07.2021 to 09.07.2022 I was working as DYSP,

Kolar Sub Division. 

On  09.07.2021,  I  received  the  case  file  from  Cw-14

K.C.Giri and continued my investigation.  On the same day I

had received the Caste certificate of Complainant and accused

persons from Cw-8 Shobitha. 

Now I see  the Caste certificate which is already marked

as Ex P6 and I identify my signature Ex P6(a).  As per Ex P6,

Complainant  and Victim (Pw-1 and Pw-2)  belongs  to  Aadhi

Karanataka  Caste  and  all  the  accused  persons  belongs  to

Vokkaliga Caste. 
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On 23.7.2021, I had received the certificate U/s 65(B) of

Indian Evidence Act from Cw-10 Munivenkataswamy. 

Now I see  the  certificate U/s 65(B) Indian Evidence Act

which is marked as Ex P9 and I identify my signature Ex P9(a)

and I identify the signature of Cw-10 Munivenkataswamy as

Ex P9(b). 

After  completion  of  investigation  I  had  submitted  the

charge sheet against these accused persons.

At the time of receiving the case file from Cw-14 K.C.Giri,

he had recorded the statement of Pw-4 Venkatarama as per Ex

P2 and Pw-6 Ramachandrappa.

Cross  Examination  by  Sri.MH  learned  counsel  for  the
Accused persons.   

   Ex P9 certificate is been done in our office generated

from our computer.  

  It  is true  to suggest that,  there is proforma for  the

issuance of Certificate U/s 65(B) Indian Evidence Act. We have

to prescribe the  name of mobile in the certificate with Sim

number.
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      It is false to suggest that, Ex P9 as been concocted for

purpose of this case. 

  It is true  to suggest that, there is civil dispute between

Ramachandra and the accused persons. 

    It is false to suggest that,  on the basis of the influence, a

false charge sheet  has been filed against accused  persons. s

(The counsel for the accused submits no further cross
examination of the Pw-11)

     (Computerized my dictation in open court hall.)

                                                R O I & A C, 

                          
                           (DIVYA P.K)

                         II Addl. Dist. & Sessions Judge, Kolar.
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