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IN THE COURT OF JMFC, TRAFFIC COURT-I, MG ROAD, BANGALORE
  C.Mis.No.1 /2014

  Dt: - 10-07-2025  witness duly sworn  PW.1

 Further Cross examination:  By Sri. A R, Advocate for Respondent

           I do not remember when IA no. 2/2023 and IA no. 3/2023 filed before Hon’ble

family  court.   It  is  false  to  suggest  that  these  application  filed  by  me  after

conclusion of evidence.  I did not remember when evidence was closed.   After filing

of IA no. 2/2023 and IA no. 3/2023  I have not lead any evidence, I lead evidence

before filing of these IAs.   I have not filed any separate petition exclusively  for

return of my gold ornaments.    It is  true to suggest that  in this petition also I

have claim for  return of my gold ornaments later I  filed application before the

family court in MC no.745/2013 for return of gold ornaments and it was allowed.  

     It is true to suggest that  I have filed application seeking permanent alimony in

the event divorce was granted.    It is false to suggest that   in a Criminal case filed

against respondents alleging dowry harassment and I had also filed application for

return of gold. Witness voluntaries that respondent not return the gold.   It is false

to suggest that  my entire theory of gold that respondent have my gold it  is a

created  story.   It  is  false  to  suggest  that   I  had  not  bought  any  gold  to  the

respondent’s house despite that to harass them I had created this story.

   It is false to suggest that  after filing of Ex.P.39 respondent asked me to visit his

house and take all my belongings.   It is true to suggest that  respondent no.1 had

filed memo before Hon’ble family court as per Ex.P.46 that he is ready to return all

my belongings witness voluntaries that he had not mention all belongings.   It is

false to suggest that   respondent as per  Ex.P.46 intended to return my belongings
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and  It is false to suggest that  deposing false before the court.  Respondent’s native

place Ichapur and my native place is chandan nagar. The distant b/w both places

road approximately 80-90 km. My native place is situated in Hoogli district and

respondent native place is situated in North 24 paragana district.   

Q:Have you ever made any effort to visit respondent’s house after Dt:22-11-2024 to

collect your belongings?

Ans:   Since respondent no.1 filed divorce petition before family court, Bengaluru

and execution was filed before the same case. He has to return the items before the

same court.    

       I have not informed my parents respondent asked me to collect my belongings

as they are sick and bed ridden.  My younger sister  is residing with my parents.

We are residing in a joint family.   I have 2 uncles.  In one one floor   one one family

are there.   I have not informed my parents about collecting my belongings from

respondent as they are sick and bed ridden.  I have not produced any documents to

show that  my  parents are  sick and bed ridden.      It  is  false  to  suggest  that

respondent place is just 30 km away from my place and 9 km away by motor cycle.

       

For further cross examination time granted and deferred. 

Typed to my dictation as per the say of witness in the open court.

   R O A  C

Witness           MAGISTRATE.


