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1. The PSI of Siddapur Police Station has filed charge sheet
against the accused for the commission of offences

punishable under Sections 324, 504 and 506 of I.P.C.

2. The brief facts of the case as per complaint is that, the
accused, owing to enmity arising out of a civil dispute
between the complainant and the accused's sister-in-law in
respect of land bearing Sy.No.34/4 of Chapparamane
Village, that on 19-08-2023 at about 10:15 AM, the accused
picked up a quarrel with CW-4 (the complainant's father-in-
law) and the accused herein abused the CW-4 in filthy
language, and assaulted him with an umbrella and caused
injuries. The accused also threatened the complainant with
dare consequences. Hence the complainant herein lodged
compliant before Siddapur Police Station. Based on the said
complainant. The complainant police have registered the FIR
bearing crime No.120/2023 for the offences punishable
under section 324, 504 and 506 of IPC.

3. The Investigating officer after completing the investigation
has filed charge sheet against the accused for the
commission of offences punishable under Section 324, 504
and 506 of IPC. After filing the charge sheet this Court has
taken cognizance under section 190 of Cr.P.C. for the alleged

offences.
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4. After taking cognizance, this court issued summons to the

accused and he has appeared before this court and he was

enlarged on bail.

Acting under section 207 of Cr. P.C. all the copies of
prosecution papers were supplied to the accused. This Court
perused records, this Court found that, there are grounds
for presuming that the accused has committed the offences
triable by this court, hence, this Court proceeded to frame
the charge. The charges are framed, read over to the accused
and he pleaded not guilty and claimed to be tried by this
court. Therefore, the matter was posted for recording the

evidence of prosecution.

In order to bring home the guilt of the accused, the
prosecution has cited total 10 witnesses and examined as
seven witnesses witnesses as PW-1 to PW-7 and marked
documents as per Ex. P-1 to P-14 and also marked material

objects as M.O.1 to 3.

After closure of evidence of prosecution statement under
Section 313 of Criminal Procedure Code of accused was
recorded and the accused herein denied all the incriminating
circumstances appearing against him in the evidence led by

the prosecution and he has not chosen to lead his evidence.
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8. The learned APP has addressed his arguments on merits,

per contra the learned counsel for accused has addressed

his arguments on merits and this Court perused records.

Upon consideration of the materials placed on record, the

following points arise for this court’s consideration:

1.

Whether the prosecution proves beyond reasonable
doubt that, on 19-08-2023 at about 10:15 a.m., in
the land belongs to the accused situated at
Chaparamane Village, the accused picked up a
quarrel with CW-4 (the complainant's father-in-law)
and he has abused the CW-4 in the filthy language,
in order to provoke him with an intention to cause
public peace by him, thereby accused herein
committed an offence punishable under Section 504

of Indian Penal Code?

Whether prosecution proves beyond reasonable
doubt that, on the said date, time and place, the
accused has picked up quarrel with CW-4 and
assaulted him with an umbrella, causing bleeding to
the back of his head and left forehead, due to this,
the CW-4 has sustained injuries, thereby the accused
has committed an offence punishable under section
324 of Indian Penal Code?
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11.

12.

3. Whether the prosecution further proves beyond
reasonable doubts that, on the said date, time and
place, the accused has quarreled with the CW-4 and
gave life threat to the life of CW-4 with dare
consequences, thereby the accused has committed
an offence punishable under Section 506 of Indian

Penal Code?

4. What order?

Findings of this Court on the above points are as hereunder:

POINT No.1: In the Negative.
POINT No.2: In the Negative.
POINT No.3: In the Negative.
POINT No.4: As per final order

for the following:-

:: REASONS ::

Point No.l1 to 3:- As all these points arise out of single

incident and hence they are taken up together for common
discussion to avoid repetition of facts and circumstances of

the case.

It is the case of the prosecution that, on 19-08-2023 at
about 10:15 AM, the accused picked up a quarrel with CW-4
(the complainant's father-in-law) and he has abused the
CW-4 in filthy language and assaulted him with an

umbrella, caused injuries and also threatened the
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complainant with dare consequences, thereby the accused

has committed the offences punishable under Section 324,

504 and 506 of IPC,

In order to prove the case of the prosecution, the
prosecution got examined the CW-1 as PW-1 who is the
daughter-in-law of CW-4 as well as eye witness to the
alleged incident and she deposed that, on 19-08-2023 at
about 10:15 AM, while she was at home, CW-4 had gone to
the agricultural land for routine work. She further deposed
that, the accused who frequently quarreled with CW-4, on
the said day the accused herein picked up quarrel with the
CW-4 and she heard the sound, accordingly she came out
side, at that time the accused herein assaulted the CW-4
with an umbrella, thereafter the accused herein thrown the
said umbrella and he has abused the CW-4 in the filthy
language. She further deposed that, the cloths of CW-4 were
blooded, thereafter she taken the CW-4 to the house,
thereafter he was shifted to the Government hospital
Siddapura for treatment in an ambulance. She further
deposed that, the quarreled was occurred on the coconut
issue. The CW-4 has taken three coconuts, hence, the
accused herein assaulted the CW-4. Thereafter, she has
lodged complaint before the police. The learned counsel for

the accused herein cross examined PW-1 fully.
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14. The prosecution has further examined CW-3 as PW-2 who is

15.

16.

the mahazer witness and he deposed that, on 20-08-2023,
at the request of CW-1, he went to the place of occurrence at
Gaddemane, at that time the police and CW-2 were present.
The CW-1 showed the scene of offence, following which the
police conducted the spot mahazar, took photographs, and
seized an umbrella, a blue shirt and a white vest found at
the spot. The accused for the accused herein cross examined

PW-2 fully.

The prosecution has further examined CW-2 as PW-3 who is
the another mahazer witness and he deposed that, the police
have taken his signature in his house regarding the quarrel
between the accused and the CW-1. He further deposed
that, the police have not conducted panchanama in his
presence and they have not seized any properties and they
have not taken photographs. Hence he is treated as partly
hostile witness to the case of prosecution. The learned APP

has cross examined PW-3 fully with the leave of the Court.

The prosecution further examined CW-7 as PW-4, who is the
police staff and he deposed that, on 20-08-2023, as directed
by the Investigating Officer, he has photographed the scene
of offence at Gaddemane, Chapparamane Village, using a
Sony Handycam during the spot mahazar. He further
deposed that, thereafter he transferred the photographs to a

computer, took printouts, copied them into a DVD, and
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handed over the DVD along with a certificate under Section
65B of the Indian Evidence Act to the Investigating Officer
and the counsel for the accused has cross examined PW-4

fully.

The prosecution further examined CW-9 as PW-5, who is the
Primary investigating Officer and he deposed that, on 19-08-
2023, while serving as the SHO of the police station, he has
received a written complaint from CW-1 at about 3:30 p.m.
Based on the said complaint, he has registered a Crime No.
120/2023 and prepared the FIR and submitted the same to
the Court and the Higher superior officer. He further
deposed that, he has handed over the case file to CW-10 for
further investigation. The learned counsel for the accused

has cross examined PW-5 fully. .

The prosecution further examined CW-10 as PW-6, who is
the Investigating Officer and he deposed that he has received
the case file from the CW-9 on 20.08.2023 for further
investigation. He further deposed that, on the same day he
has visited the spot and secured CW-2 and CW-3 as pancha
witnesses and he has conducted the spot mahazar in the
presence of CW-1 to 3. He further deposed that, at the time
of mahazar, the complainant has produced one umbrella,
one shirt and a white vest, accordingly he has seized the
said properties. He further deposed that, he has prepared
the rough sketch of the spot and he has taken the
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photographs. He further deposed that, he came back to the
police station and he has prepared property list form and the
same has been submitted to the court. He further deposed
that, on the same day he has recorded the statement of CW-
4 and 5 and also received the certificate and under section
65(B) of Indian Evidence Act from CW-7. He further deposed
that, on the same day the accused herein appeared before
him and he has followed the arrest procedure and he has
arrested the accused and released on station bail. He further
deposed that, on 14.10.2023 he has received wound
certificate of CW-4 from the Government hospital,
Siddapura. Thereafter he has completed his investigation
and he has submitted final report before the Court. The
learned counsel for the accused herein cross examined PW-6

fully.

The prosecution further examined CW-8 as PW-7, who is the
medical officer and he deposed that on 19-08-2023 at about
1:30 p.m., the CW-4 was brought to the hospital with a
history of assault. On examination, he found a 1lcm x lcm x
0.5 cm lacerated injury on the forehead and he has given
first aid to the CW-4, later he has issued the wound
certificate on 14-10-2023. He further deposed that, the
injuries are simple in nature in his opinion. The learned
counsel for the accused herein cross examined the PW-7

fully.
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20. The prosecution has not examined the CW-5 and 6. The CW-

21.

22.

4 had died during pendency of the proceedings. The
prosecution got marked Ex.P.1 to 14 in support of its case.
The Ex.P.1 is the complaint, Ex.P.2 is the mahazar, Ex.P.3 is
the rough sketch of the spot, Ex.P.4 to 7 are the
photographs, Ex.P.8 is the compact disk, Ex.P.9 is the
certificate under section 65(B) of Indian Evidence Act,
Ex.P.10 is the FIR, Ex.P.11 is the notice issued to the
mahazar witnesses, Ex.P.12 and P.13 are the statements of

CW-5 and 6, Ex.P.14 is the wound certificate of CW-4.

In the present case the criminal law is set in motion when
the complainant herein lodged complaint before complainant
police on 19.08.2023. On perusal of the
complaint/statement, the complaint lodged at 03.30 PM on
19.08.2023 i.e., on the day of the incident and the FIR has
been registered against the accused on the same day and it
was sent to the court. As per the complaint, the incident
occurred on 19.08.2023 at 10.15 AM and the CW-4 has
been shifted to Government Hospital at Siddapura for

treatment, Hence, there is no delay in lodging the complaint.

At this stage, it is to be noted that, the complainant herein
stated in the complaint that, on 19-08-2023 at about 10:15
AM, the accused picked up a quarrel with CW-4 (the

complainant's father-in-law) and the accused herein abused
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the CW-4 in filthy language, and assaulted him with an
umbrella and caused injuries. The accused also threatened
the complainant with dare consequences. But during

pendency of the proceedings the CW-4 had died.

The complaint is the daughter in law of CW-4(Injured) and
she has lodged complaint before Siddapur Police Station and
she is examined as PW-1 and she deposed in her chief
examination that, "o I3, &DHIADE) YR I, ST
23909-4 O3 &3 BOI NN g& FOTB,N BeNDZYT. 239T9-4
O30 @,8 O AR d08, Beerb3 P> esn esBoeeodn wude wde
2000 2P DIFD estde 0ed e HeDW D03 Fowd
38,0030 2000 estde Ded 2P BRTD.  WRYR BB, Fed
S BRTN 20T SeeRmon e38eed 03 2300-4 TS0R
SRBAE 3SB0d eed BHREABNIFD J033 JRO €330, e9ed
DT93  23000-4 T0R  2eed AN Dot e9wel; BenPod
BReNTOTIN. 239094 T30 2083, BF 230N3). 23009-4 T30, Do)
IR FCRDER0W HeN So38 108 eoene3ex’ 11 38 S0B
e930¢) RATR)T T JI3NR 30DER0E IBeeNDSES.” On
careful reading of the above deposition the PW-1 herein

deposed as per her compliant.

But during her cross examination, she deposed that, “2300-
4 OB I, HIA0T 9 Moedn BT BRENDLZYT . 239T0-4
033 230e00N BPMHE RPIERE) T €930, BeeR)RR)
933 220e00N BPNT S03T BTN BeeN JReBDIE . SO
BPTN BeeN SeBIN 239T9-4 T30 FoHY) O 0HY . I,
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®,F0  2WoT9-4 OB NgoLorld  Z0AS SO, %Q’SJQ
DR ER0E 2oDTHR)D) . 23979-4 T3D ISR Newe3odns So3T
933  80AS ToAVODRY, BZFR, SN 3PAT Fo3T  SIN
39PDDIW.” As per the complaint and chief examination of
PW-1, she deposed that, the accused herein assaulted the
CW-4 in an umbrella. But, during her cross examination she
deposed that, no umbrella was in the hand of the accused

when she has seen.

Furthermore, the PW-1 deposed in her chief examination
that, the quarrel was occurred about three coconuts. The
CW-4 has taken three coconuts, hence the accused herein
assaulted the CW-4. During her cross examination she
deposed that, “Fod eI EIN0D  e3BReHIT IO
SodNB SNDIW . S8REDHII DHI0D DI [0, 2eHod
Bo0W0® QDIW . 2I9-4 TRXD  Jde Jod0°  34/4 B,
3ReNDTIT . 5°E3303 Sr30dne THOHRE) B3 Sodot  34/4
3 IBe3dD 38,03 CIAVEN 506330 BIOINI) . VI [oTE
34/4 Ard) 3803 DI RwoW AW . JRE S0d0°  34/4
O 3050De3dd OB 15-20 3 e 9030T WS, Mo,
DIVIDINE . B S02d0° 34/4 380003 Fo0TP0TE T30E3
2,00 @WOE 2SI, W3R Jo33 YW . On careful
reading of above cross examination, it is clear that, the CW-
4 herein went to the land bearing Sy. No. 34/4 which
belongs to wife of Accused’s brother. Further the CW-4 has

taken three coconuts in the said land, hence the accused
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27.

28.

herein assaulted the CW-4. But the said three coconuts has

not been seized in the present case.

Furthermore, as per the complaint and evidence of PW-1,
the incident occurred in front of the house of the accused.
Now the question arises that, why the CW-4 went to others
land and taken three coconuts which is not belongs to

him ?. In this regard, the prosecution witnesses are silent.

At this stage it is relevant to note here that, the PW-1
deposed in her cross examination that, “T3e30200¢ 34/4
BN BN D[d,  SBReD3IS ToHP0TE BN
Benedezarh3 Ll DoiB TO . [edy, 2368 ey 230 23eeHNIN
Berten BBZeserl w0 ¥W .7 On perusal of the said
deposition, it is clear that, she has other ways to access her
land, then why the CW-4 went to others land and entered
the compound belongs to the accused?. As per the
prosecution case, the incident occurred in front of the house
of the accused. The Ex. P-4 to 7 which are photos of
mahazer reveals that, the investigating officer herein
conducted panchanama inside the compound belongs to the

accused. The said fact has been admitted by the PW-1.

Furthermore the PW-1 herein deposed in her -cross
examination that, “5é300 JPT 235° 200D0DRY, SIN BeFew
ARV . eIV JPA Ao 03 BB [, I
23T D0 I BeFen 2D .7 On careful reading of
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the above deposition, it is clear that, the PW-1 herein
pleaded ignorance about the boundaries of the occurrence
spot. Moreover the incident spot located near the house of
the complainant. She further deposed that, “5e33 est3 3geo
88 WBOEIW 9ZWCTRY, BRDDBBR HTeeZT  Ho2)e3e30
BNE  , RReQod &DHI) DT, 93D 00DFD. BWBezT
To20e3e80 B3 930 e3,0e0,37F 1} B3 30BDSYT.” As per
her say, the above mentioned persons were came at the
spot, but they are not arrayed as prosecution witnesses. The
PW-1 deposed in her chief examination that, after the
incident she has taken the CW-4 to house, later called to
108 ambulance. But she deposed in her cross examination
that, the Paramashewar Mahabaleshwar Hegde came to the

spot and called an ambulance.

On careful reading of the entire evidence of PW-1, she is not
consistent with regard to commaission of offence as alleged in
the compliant. Moreover the PW-1 has not deposed anything
about threatening of CW-4 by the accused. If the PW-1
herein really saw the incident, what prevented her to depose
intact. But there are several contradictory statements made
by the PW-1 during her cross examination, importantly the
accused was not holding the umbrella when she came out of
the house and seen. Then the assault alleged in the
complaint is doubtful. Undersuch circumstances, the

evidence of PW-1 does not inspire any confidence.
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30. The PW-2 who is the mahazer witness deposed in his chief

examination that, the police herein conducted mahazer and
taken photographs and they have seized the properties.
During his cross examination he deposed that, “.&-2
D02379e0DRY, FID e WBIHR)DY). peeTVT BePS =500
DD D.D-2 5, V& oRDZeI.” He further deposed that,
“B.30-1 ZREABY e58,0eH3T DI0DH Bword YRS N3ae)
DD, D.&-4 0oBd 7 230e328Z NP, 303 Fod, FRTW JE) 1)
Q0 SN "e3e).” He further deposed that, “esBee0dd
DOI0D 11ee3® 209 230,e30-2 DY) 3 DD, 23979-13[3 VR
3,0306) 230.2359-2 D3 3 ¥B). I.&-3 JY T Bed 2BIDRNY.
58309 5@%369?0 3oNS Zodh DHDHLRTD B0rr00DHAE). 0350e3
500698, 2% eSNDHIX Do SN TW023T0ed FTowd, BEDR)NE).
DO 023V BUETIIN €9€) 239T9-1, e3B0 BRIV THoNL 2399-
303D QPD. 259T9-403D 30303 F 0 FoTd €930 esron
D) e, BERWTC N0W3 1Y), eIV JPT 23,2000
SN 1038).” On careful reading of the above deposition, the
PW-2, who is the mahazer witness is deposed ignorance
about conducting panchanama as per his instructions,
furthermore the umbrella was not at the spot and it was
there in the land belongs to the accused. The PW-2 herein
turned hostile during the course of his cross examination.
Moreover, the PW-3 who is the another mahazer witness is
turned hostile to the case of prosecution. Hence the evidence
of PW-2 does not inspire any confidence to prove the

conducting of mahazer.
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31. The PW-3 who is the another mahazer witness deposed that,

32.

33.

the police have taken his signature in his house regarding
the quarrel between the accused and the CW-1. He further
deposed that, the police have not conducted panchanama in
his presence and they have not seized any properties and
they have not taken photographs. Hence he is treated as
partly hostile witness to the case of prosecution. The
learned APP has cross examined PW-3 fully with the leave of

the Court.

The PW-4 and 6 who are the primary investigating officers
deposed as per their investigation, but the Victim had died
during pendency of the proceeding, hence he has not been
examined and the PW-3 herein turned hostile to the case of
prosecution. The PW-1 and 2 herein partly supported the
case of prosecution, but they are not consistent with regard
to commission of alleged offences and conducting mahazer.
Furthermore, there in no any other eye witness to the
alleged incident except PW-1, but she came out when the

CW-1 was shouting.

The treated doctor has been examined as PW-7, he has
deposed that he has given first aid to CW-4 and issued
wound certificate. But the prosecution must prove the fact
that, the accused herein assaulted the CW-4 as alleged in
the compliant. To suffice the same, no cogent evidence is

placed on record.
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34. On careful reading of entire evidence of prosecution and

35.

36.

documents marked, this Court is of the opinion that the
prosecution has failed to prove the guilt of the accused in a

manner alleged in the complaint beyond reasonable doubt.

Thus it is clear from the evidence on record that the above
eye witness and Mahazar witnesses i.e. PW- 1 to 3 have not
supported the prosecution case. On careful reading of above
depositions of witnesses, it is clear that the prosecution has
failed to prove the complaint. If the incident is really
happened what prevented the PW-1 to 3 to depose before the
Court intact. Hence it raises serious doubt regarding very
occurrence of the incident as alleged in the complaint.
Therefore, there is no sufficient materials before the Court to
bring home the guilt of the Accused and hence, it is to be

held that the prosecution has failed established its case.

Further more, in the legal definitions, "hurt" pertains to
causing bodily injury to an individual. Section 319 of the
Indian Penal Code, 1860 defines the term 'hurt' as any
action that causes physical pain, disease or infirmity to a
person. Various facets of hurt are delineated from Section
319 to Section 338 of the IPC, each addressing distinct
aspects of bodily harm. One such facet is encapsulated
within Section 324 of the IPC, which pertains to the

voluntary causing of hurt by dangerous weapons or means.
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38.

39.

40.

necessitates the fulfilment of specific prerequisites,
including voluntary causing of hurt, Employment of
dangerous weapons or means and infliction of bodily pain,

disease, or infirmity.

A crucial element of Section 324 of IPC is that the hurt must
be caused voluntarily. Accidental injuries are not subject to
punishment under this section. This requirement ensures
that only deliberate acts of harm come under the purview of
Section 324 of IPC. But in the present case on hand, the
witnesses are failed to depose the voluntary causing of hurt

by the accused.

By looking at the entire evidence of prosecution, the
evidence of prosecution is inconsistent with regard to the
commission of offence committed by the accused. In the
instant case there is no direct evidence that relies to an
inference to connect it to a conclusion of fact to prove the
guilt of the accused. The eye witnesses as well as other

witnesses did not support the case of the prosecution fully.

Appreciation of evidence involves weighing the credibility
and reliability of the evidence presented in the case.
According to Bentham “Evidence” is any matter of facts, the

effect, tendency or design of which is to produce in the
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41.

42.

mind, a persuasion, affirmative or dis-affirmative, the
existence of some other matter of fact. Under section 3 of the
Indian evidence act. 1872 “Evidence” means and includes all
statements, which the court permits or requires to be made
before it by witnesses, in relation to matter of fact under
enquiry and all documents including electronic records
produced for the inspection of the court. Importantly. In
criminal cases, the burden of proving the guilt of an accused

is upon the prosecution. It must stand itself.

By applying the above principles and based on the facts and
circumstances of the present case on hand, the prosecution
is failed to prove the incident as alleged in the complaint.
Under the above mentioned circumstances, this court is of
the opinion that, the prosecution is not able to prove the
guilt of the accused beyond the reasonable doubt. Hence

this Court answers point No. 1 to 3 in the Negative.

Point No. 4: Based on the observations made in the point

No. 1 to 3, the benefit of doubt shall be extended in favour of
accused, accordingly the accused is liable to be acquitted for
the alleged offences. Accordingly this Court proceed to pass
the following:

ORDER
The accused is hereby found not

guilty for the offences punishable under
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Sections 324, 504 and 506 of Indian
Penal Code.
Accordingly acting under section
248(1) of Criminal procedure Code, the
accused is hereby acquitted of the
offences punishable under Sections 324,
504 and 506 of Indian Penal Code.
Bail bond and surety bond executed
under section 437(A) of Criminal
Procedure Code is hereby extended for a
period of six months.
The properties seized under PF No.
105/2023 dated 20.08.2023 i.e., MO No.
1 to 3 are being shown as worthless,
hence it is ordered to be destroyed after
expiry of Appeal period.

(Dictated to Stenographer directly on Computer, transcript is corrected
and signed by me and then pronounced by me in the open court on
this 01° day of September, 2026).

Digitaslly signed by c G 01.09.2026
HARISHKUMAR.M_CIVIL JUDGE . e

AND JMFC, SIDDAPUR J Civil Judge and JMFC.,
Date: 2026.09.01 15:06:54 +0530 Siddapur.
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:: ANNEXURE ::

List of witnesses examined on behalf of the prosecution:

PW-1
PW-2
PW-3
PW-4
PW-5
PW-6
PW-7

Smt. Netravati Veerabadra Hegde.
Sri. Ganapati Parameshwar Hegde.
Sri. Bhaskar Mableshwar Hegde.
Sri. Sunil Ningappa Jangali.

Sri. Someshwar M Metri.

Sri. Anil B.M.

Dr. Shreyas Pandit.

List of documents marked on behalf of the prosecution:

1. |Ex.P1 Complaint

2. Ex.P1l(a) Signature of PW-1
3. |[Ex.P1(b) Signature of PW-5
4. Ex.P2 Panchanama

5. |Ex.P2(a) Signature of PW-1
6. Ex.P2(b) Signature of PW-2
7. |Ex.P2(c) Signature of PW-3
8. |Ex.P2(d) Signature of PW-6
9. |Ex.P3 Spot Sketch

10. |[Ex.P3(a) Signature of PW-1
11. Ex.P3(b) Signature of PW-2
12. |[Ex.P3(c) Signature of PW-3
13.  Ex.P3(d) Signature of PW-6
14. Ex.P4 to 7 Photographs

15. |Ex.P8 aCD

16. | Ex.P9 Section 65(B) IEA Certificate.
17. | Ex.P9(a) Signature of PW-4
18. |[Ex.P9(b) Signature of PW-6
19.  Ex.P10 FIR
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20. |[Ex.P11 Notice to the panchas/wintess
21. |Ex.P11(a) Signature of PW-6
22. Ex.P12 Statement of CW-4
23.  Ex.P12(a) Signature of PW-6
24. Ex.P13 Statement of CW-5
25. |[Ex.P13(a) Signature of PW-6
26. Ex.P14 Wound certificate.
27.  Ex.P14(a) Signature of PW-6
28. |[Ex.P14(b) Signature of PW-7

List of witnesses examined on behalf of the Accused:
-Nil-

List of documents marked on behalf of the accused:
-Nil-

List of Material objects marked:
M.O. 1: One Umbrella.

M.O. 2 : One Blue shirt.
M.O. 3 : One white colour banian.

ﬂiﬁﬁf‘s”ﬁé%?&%% CIVIL JUDGE 01.09.2026
AND JMFC, SIDDAPUR Civil Judge and JMFC.,

Date: 2026.09.01 15:07:01 +0530 Siddapur.
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