KUMTA.

CIVIL JUDGE,

F THE PRINCIPAL
/2016.

IN THE COURT O
| Suit No. 169

Origina

1. Ramayya Babu Patagar
and 2 others plaintiffs.

V/s

1. Madhav Babu Patagar,
Defendants.

and 2 others
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6. Whether defendants No.1 and 2 prove that suit schedule
properties were tenanted properties and they have been
separately granted by Land Tribunal ?

7. Whether pIaintiffsd are entitled for the relief of partition and
separate possession ?

8. Whether plaintiffs are entitled for the relief of mesne profit ?
If so what extent ?

9. What order or decree ?

Dated this 3™ day of November 2018.




