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ORDER PASSED BELOW EXH.NO.1

Today the sub treasury officer and sub-registrar,

Nilanga  present  before  the  court  in  view  of  witness

summons. They are present since 11.00 am. Sub-registrar,

Nilanga appeared as  per the witness  summons alongwith

entire record of register which including details of sale deed

no.4432/2004, 4435/2004. Sub treasury officer is present

on today.  Both witnesses  were  present  on last  date  also.

They were summoned as per the application of complainant

at Exh. 263 and 264. The application at Exh.267 is filed on

the  ground  that  witnesses  have  not  get  the  relevant

document.  The  Ld.  Advocate  of  complainant  Mr.  Dad

submitted  that  the  stamp  sale  register  of  stamp  vendor

Kiran  Patil  is  called  out  by  application  at  Exh.264,  was

submitted  by  the  said  witness  in  another  suit  which  is

pending between the same parties and the same advocate

represent  the  same  parties  in  the  said  matter.  This

submission  itself  discloses  that  the  complainant  and  his

advocate are very well  aware of  the fact,  the stamp sale

register was produced in another suit. In spite of that the

adjournment  applications  at  Exh.267  and  264  were

adduced and the documents were called from the witnesses.

Today,  sub  treasury  officer  and sub-registrar,  Nilanga  are

present.  The Ld.  Advocate for complainant  appeared and
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orally submitted on 12.30 pm for adjournment.  The reason

of their adjournment is not just. Because both the witnesses

are public officers. They were present before the court since

last date and today also. Considering their public time and

the present matter is lingering without fruitful steps, it will

not be just to allow adjournments casually. Moreover, the

record discloses that the complainant is not taking proper

steps. He used the machinery of court to call the witnesses.

Before the dictation of operative order, the court asked to

the  complainant  and  his  advocate  whether  he  wants  to

examine  present  witnesses.  The  Ld.  Advocate  refused  to

examine  them.  Thus,  considering  all  these  facts  the

witnesses  are  released  and  evidence  of  complainant  is

closed. 

             (Smt. A. S. Gunjawate)
Date : 07.07.2026              Judicial Magistrate F. C., Nilanga
Place : Nilanga.            District Latur.
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