IN THE COURT OF PRINCIPAL DISTRICT
AND SESSIONS JUDGE, UDUPI

CASE No: Spl.C.No.54/2022 PW: 8
CwW: 17
Name of the Witness : Dr.Nithyanand Nayak
Father Name : B. Devanna Nayak
Age : 39 Years
Occupation : Ophthalmologist, District
Hospital, Udupi
Address : Udupi

Duly sworn on 14-10-2025.

Chief examination by: Public Prosecutor.

1) Since last 17 years, I am working as
Ophthalmologist in District Government Hospital, Udupi.

2) On 25-02-2022 at 1:25 p.m., I examined C.W.1
Susheela, W/o. Madhava, accompanied by one Vittala,
with a history of assault by person called Manoj Shetty,
at around 8.30 a.m., on 25-02-2022 at Pollya, Ucchila by
slapping manhandling.

3) On examination of the patient, I found following
injuries.

1. Tenderness over Left side of forehead and over
Temporal region. No external injuries seen.

4) Patient was treated as inpatient for a day on
25-02-2022 (IP No. 11018) under surgery and medicine

diagnosed as anxiety and treated.
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5) I am of the opinion that, the above said hurt is
simple in nature. Accordingly, I issued wound certificate.
Now I see said Wound certificate and it bears my
signature and same is marked as Ex.P-14 and signature

of the witness is marked as Ex.P-14 (a).

5) Injuries observed in Ex.P.14 may be sustained
by slapping by hand manhandling. The records relating
to treating the injured as inpatient are furnished to the

[.O same is now marked at Ex.P.15.

Cross examination by: Sri. T.V.K.S Advocate for
Accused.

1) The injured did not disclosed for any earlier
treatment being availed. It is false to say that the hurt
may be pretended, such pretension can be traced out. It
is false to say that, injured had stated about a false
hurt. It is false to say that, I had issued Ex.P.14, as
desired by P.W.1. It is false to say that, injured did not
required treatment an inpatient, physician’s opinion was
consulted as the injured as giddiness.

2) The injured was treated for giddiness by giving
[.V. fluids and painkillers. It is false to say that, I had

issued Ex.P.14 at the pressure of Dalathia Sangarsha



Spl.C.54/2022
CW. 17/ PW-8

Samithi. I did not come in contact with them. It is false

to say that, I admitted the injured on her demand.

Re-examination: NIL.
(Dictated and typed in open court)
R.O.I. & A.C

Prl. District & Sessions Judge
Udupi.
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