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(By Sri. R.S.V, Advocate)

-VERSUS-

RESPONDENT/s :-

State of Karnataka through PSI,

Rural Police Station,

Davanagere.

(By Learned Public Prosecutor Davanagere)

X %k 3k

JUDGMENT

1. This Appeal is preferred by the Appellants under
Sec.374 (2) of Cr.P.C / Sec.415 (2) of BNSS, against the
Judgment of conviction dated 27.02.2025 passed by the
Prl, Senior Civil Judge and J.M.F.C, Davanagere in CC
No0.1263/2019, wherein the Appellants have been
convicted under Sec.248(2) of Cr.P.C., for the offences
punishable under Sec.448, 323, 324, 504, 506 R/w

Sec.34 of IPC.

2. The status of the parties will be referred to
hereinafter as their ranking before the Trial Court. The
appellants were the accused and the respondent was the

complainant before the trial Court.
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3. Basically Woman Police Station, Davanagere has
filed charge sheet against the accused No.1 to 4 for the
offence punishable under Section 448, 323, 324, 504,
506 R/w Sec.34 of IPC. In order o prove the case
prosecution has got examined 8 witnesses as PW.1 to 8,

got marked documents at Ex.P.1 to 8 and MO No.1.

4, The brief facts of the prosecution have been that :

The marriage of Jyothi D/o Ningappa resident of B,
Kalapanahalli village was solemnized with accused No.l
about 2 yeas ago. All the time while sending said Jyothi
to the parental home from her matrimonial home to her
parental home, a kind of quarrel would take place. Even
on 24.05.2019 during the time of the marriage of the
elder brother of Jyothi viz., Suresh was performed,
immediately after the marriage since Jyothi had not
returned to her husband’s home, the accused persons
with an intention to assault to CW.5, on 25.05.2019 at

5.30 p.m., had come near the house of CW.5 situated at

B Kalapanahalli, abused CW.6 in foul language as “3=®3
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picked up quarrel that instead of returning to the
husband’s home, Jyothi had continued to stay in the
parental home. CW.5 had requested to allow his
daughter to stay for one more day and his daughter
would be sent on the next day. Then accused No.3
assaulted the CW.4 by hands and dashed against CW.4
by his head and accused No.2 assaulted CW.1 by hands.
When the CW.4 came out side the house, accused No.l
by means of the knife stabbed CW.4 on his right
shoulder and caused simple injuries and when the fight
was stopped by the CW.1 and 5 to 8 accused persons

had threatened their lives and thereby the accused

committed the alleged offences.

5. The learned Prl, Senior Civil Judge and JMFC,
Davanagere after taking cognizance had issued
summons to the accused to appear before the court. The
accused had appeared before the court through their
counsel and pleaded not guilty and claimed to be tried.

In order to prove their case the complainant got himself
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examined as PW.1, the brother of the CW.1 viz., CW.4
was examined as PW.2, eye withness CW.5 was examined
as PW.3, sister of CW.1 viz., CW.6 was examined as
PW.4. The independent witnesses CW.8 and 7 were
examined as PW.8 and 5 respectively. The doctor CW.9
was examined as PW.7, 10 is examined as PW.6 and
closed the evidence. The complaint has been marked as
PW.1, spot panchanama has been marked as EXx.P.2.
Photograph was marked as Ex.P.3, FIR has been marked
as Ex.P.4, Gram panchayath document has been marked
as Ex.P.5, wound certificate has been marked as E.P.6
and the statements of witnesses have been marked as
Ex.P.7 and 8. The trial judge after hearing both sides
proceeded to pass the judgment and convicted the
accused No.1 to 4 and sentenced to under go S.I for 3
months and to pay fine of Rs.1,000/- each for the
offence punishable under Sec.448 of IPC and in default
of payment of fine further the to undergo SI for one
month; further sentenced the accused to under go S.I for

3 months and to pay fine of Rs.2,000/- each for the
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offence punishable under Sec.323 of IPC and in default
of payment of fine to undergo S.I for one month; further
sentenced the accused to under go S.I for 6 months and
to pay fine of Rs.2,000/- each for the offence punishable
under Sec.324 of IPC and in default of payment of fine to
undergo SI for one month, further sentenced the
accused to under go S.I for 3 months and to pay fine of
Rs.2,000/- each for the offence punishable under
Sec.504 of IPC and in default of payment of fine to
undergo S.I for one month; further sentenced the
accused to under go S.I for 3 months and to pay fine of
Rs.2,000/- each for the offence punishable under
Sec.506 of IPC and in default of payment of fine to
undergo S.I for one month. It is further ordered that all

the sentences shall run concurrently.

6. Being aggrieved by the judgment of conviction and
order of sentence, the accused No.1 to 4/Appellant No.1

to 4 have preferred the present Appeal.

7. The grounds of the Appeal are as follows : -



7 Crl. Appeal No.76/2025

That the oral evidence of the wittiness have not been
properly appreciated and the learned Magistrate has
wrongly convicted the accused. In the oral evidence
PW.1 has admitted that the accused No.l1 to be his
sister’'s husband of complainant, earlier there were no
matrimonial disputes between accused No.l1 and his
wife(PW.4) and only in order to support his sister, the
PW.1 has deposed falsely. PW.2 is also the member of
the family of CW.1. PW.3 is the father of the
complainant. PW.4 is the wife of accused No.1 and has
admitted about filing of the suit for partition before the
Civil Court. On account of the nature of the matrimonial
life of accused No.1 and his wife, false case has been
filed and registered against the accused persons and the
evidence adduced is not reliable. Hence, the appellants
have sought to set aside the judgment of conviction by

allowing the appeal.

8. In view of the Appeal filed and in response to the

service of notice, the Respondent/Complainant appeared
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through learned Public Prosecutor and resisted the

Appeal.

9. The Trial Court Records secured.

10. Heard arguments of both side and perused the

records.

11. On hearing the Appeal, the points that arise for

consideration of the court are : -

POINTS

1 Does the prosecution proves beyond
reasonable doubt that in the matter of
sending PW.4 to the house of her parents
by accused No.1l, on 25.05.2019 at 5.30
p.m. in furtherance of their common
interest accused No.l1 to 4 intentionally
committed house trespass to the house of
CW.1 situated at B Kalapanahalli village
within the Ilimits of Davanagere Rural
Police Station and thereby committed the
offence punishable under Section 448 R/w
Sec. 34 of IPC ?

2 Does the prosecution further proves
beyond reasonable doubt that on the
above said date, time and place the
accused No.2 to 4 in furtherance of their
common intention, picked up quarrel with
CW.5, in the matter of sending the CW.6
to her husband's home, abused him in
foul language and insulted him, so as to
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break the public peace and thereby
committed the offence punishable under
Section 504 R/w Sec. 34 of IPC ?

Does the prosecution further proves
beyond reasonable doubt that on the
above said date, time and place, when
the CW.5 had requested to allow CW.6 to
stay for another one day in the parental
home and that he would send CW.6 on
the next day, accused No.2 and 3
voluntarily assaulted CW.3 by means of
hands, accused No.4 assaulted CW.1 by
means of hands and thereby committed
the offence punishable under Section 448
R/w Sec. 34 of IPC ?

Does the prosecution further proves
beyond reasonable doubt that on the
above said date, time and place, the
accused persons in furtherance of their
common intention, while CW.1 had come
out side the house, the accused No.l
voluntarily stabbed CW.1 by means of
knife on his right shoulder and caused
simple injuries and thereby committed
the offence punishable under Section 324
R/w Sec. 34 of IPC ?

Does the prosecution further proves
beyond reasonable doubt the accused
persons in furtherance of their common
intention when CW.1 and 5 to 8 had
stopped the fight, threatened their lives
by stating not to spare them next time,
and thereby committed the offence
punishable under Section 506 R/w Sec. 34
of IPC ?
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6 Whether the judgment of conviction
passed by the Prl, Senior Civil Judge and
J.M.F.C, Davanagere in CC No0.1263/2019,
dated 27.02.2025 is based on proper
appreciation of facts and law ?

7 Whether interference by this court in the
judgment under appeal is necessary ?

8 What order ?

12. The findings on the above points are as follows :-

Point No.1 to 5 : - In the Negative,

Point No.6

In the Negative,

Point No.7

In the Affirmative,

Point No.8

As per final order, for the
to 5following :-

REASONS

13._ POINT NO.1 TO 5 : - The prosecution has alleged

the commission of offence by the accused persons
against the complainant and his family members and

therefore, these points being interlinked are discussed
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and answered together in order to avoid repetition of

facts and circumstances.

14. The admitted facts are that the complainant’s
sister is PW.4, who is given in marriage to accused No.1.
PW.2 is the elder brother of complainant-PW.1. That
means he is also the brother of PW.4. PW.3 is the father
of PW.4. Accused No.2 is the younger brother of accused
No.1l, accused No.3 and 4 are cousin brothers of accused
No.1 and 2. PW.4 is the wife of accused No.l. The
complaint marked at Ex.P.1 is filed on 25.05.2019 at
11.00 p.m. in the night by PW.1 and the allegation has
been that there are six children to the parents of PW.1.
In their home, PW1 resides along with PW.2 and his
parents. The other elder brother Suresh has been
residing at Gulbarga and his marriage was fixed on
24.05.2019. In the matter pertaining to sending PW.4 to
the parental home on the occasion of marriage of her
elder brother, there was said to be quarrel picked up by
the in-laws of PW.6. On that day, at 5.30 p.m., the

accused No.2 along with his relatives had all of a sudden
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entered the house of PW.1 and picked up quarrel and
abused his sister in filthy language by stating that
instead of returning to the husband’'s home
unnecessarily she was residing in the parental home.
The father of PW.3 had requested to send the daughter
next day. Then accused No.3 assaulted the PW.2 by
hands and pushed his head on PW.2, accused No.4
assaulted the complainant/PW.1 by his hands and
accused No.l1 all of a sudden by means of the knife
assaulted the PW.2 when he came out side the house on
his right shoulder. When PW.2 came outside of the house
in the mean time, the villagers of Ningappa, Gadigeppa
and others cae and stopped the fight. The accused
persons in reply told that they have been spared on that
day and that next time, they will not be spared. On
account of the injuries sustained by the PW.1 in the
complaint only it is stated that there was no much injury
to the complainant and therefore, he has not been taken
to any hospital another brother PW.2 was taken to the

C.G. hospital for treatment. Then he has filed the
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complaint. The complaint has been filed on the date of
incident itself. On 25.05.2019 the alleged incident was
occurred oat 5.30 p.m. and the complaint filed is at 9.30
p.m., FIR registered by the 10. PW.6 has identified the
regigisterd FIR as per Ex.P.4 and place of crime is
described in the Col. No.4(a) of the FIR, as the
complainant’s house situated at B. Kalapanahalli,
Davanagere taluk. The names of accused persons appear
in the coloumn No.6 of the FIR. The spot panchanama
has been marked as Ex.P.2, which states the place of
crime was shown by PW.2 and it is bounded towards east
by : house of one Puttamma, west by : House of
Ningamma, north by : house of Ningappa, and south by
cement road. This panchanama has been drawn on the
next day i.e., 26.05.2019 between 10.00 to 11.00 a.m.
and photographs of the place of incident has been
marked as Ex.P.3. Bethur Grama Panchayath has issued
certifying the measurement of the property as per Ex.P.5
dated 27.06.2019. and it is bearing Sy.No0.184/2

measuring east - west by 30 ft and north - south by 45 ft
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standing in the name of Ningappa S/o Shivappa i.e,
PW.3. In the oral evidence, the father of the
complainant has been examined as PW.3 who has stated
about the marriage of his daughter CW.6 to have taken
place with accused No.1l as well as about the assault by
hands to have taken place on PW.1. This witness was
treated as hostile by the prosecution before the learned
Magistrate and the witness has admitted the
circumstances that there was house trespass using
abusive language by the accused persons that accused
No.1l assaulted by means of knife - MO NO.1 on the right
shoulder of PW.2 and that the accused persons had
threatened their lives. PW.1 the brother of PW.4 and the
son of PW.3 has also deposed about filing of complaint
and the alleged incident. PW.1 has particularly stated
that on the said alleged date of incident, there was
statement by the accused persons to send his sister to
her husband’s home, further that after elders had
decided then only would send sister to her husband’s

house accused, persons are said to have used foul
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language the exact words of PW.1 in this regard are as
follows :
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15. This portion of the evidence CW.6 i.e., PW.4
responded by stating that there would be harassment by
mother-in-law of PW.4. Thereafter, meeting is held by
the villagers and then they would think about sending
their sister to her matrimonial home. This fact is not
forthcoming in the complaint as well as in the evidence
of father of the complainant viz.,PW.3. Sister of the
complainant examined as PW.4 in the examination in

chief has deposed that after her marriage, accused No.1l
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had looked after her very well. After 2 to 3 months of
marriage has taken place, on 08.05.2017. Subsequently,
at the instance of the mother, accused No.l1l is said to
have harassed the PW.4. On 24.05.2019 on the date of
their marriage of their brother, when the marriage has
taken place on 08.05.2017 and after 2 to 3 months
matrimonial life was happy. It means that till about
December 2017 the married life of the PW.4 was happy
with accused No.l. PW.4 in the cross-examination has
stated that in the matrimonial home her mother-in-law
and brother-in- laws are staying and her brother-in-law
to have been not yet married and at that time, she was
the only lady at home. PW.4 has stated that she used to
visit matrimonial home only for half an hour. The
distance from the matrimonial home to the parental
home is about 2 kilo meters. But the accused had
visited the parental home of PW.4 in order to take her to
matrimonial home as stated by her in the following

words :
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Whereas PW.1 in his chief examination has stated
that it was PW.4 who had replied that she had
spoken about harassment by mother-in-law that
after panchayath meeting would think over. PW.4
has stated that quarrel used to take place in regard
to her visiting parental home. On the other hand,
PW.1 in the course of evidence has admitted that
his sister PW.4 has filed suit for partition before
the Civil Court at Davanagere in OS No0.348/2021.
Suggestions to PW.1 has been about repeated
requests by accused No.1l to send his wife to the
matrimonial home and that it was refused by the
PW.1. According to PW.1 and PW.2, on that day,
accused No.3 had hit on his head, accused No.2
had assaulted PW.1 by hands. Particularly, accused

No.1l has caused injuries by means of knife on the
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right shoulder whereas PW.4 has stated that
accused No.1 has not come on that day. That

sentence is repeated as follow ;
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The independent witnesses PW.5 and 8 have totally
turned hostile to the case of the prosecution. Their
statement before the police have been marked as
Ex.P.7 and 8, wherein the presence of accused
persons is not forthcoming. From the above
discussion presence of accused No.1l is
contradicted by his wife PW.4 but the allegation
that the accused No.l is about using the knife
against PW.2. The circumstances for the alleged
incident about PW.4 to have replied to hold the
panchayath meeting and then about returning to
the matrimonial home is not in consonance with the

version stated by herself, since PW.4 has only



19 Crl. Appeal No.76/2025

stated that her broth-in-laws accused No.2 and 4

only had come to her parental home on that day.

16. Prosecution has further got examined Medical
Officer PW.7, who has deposed to have examined PW.2
and found that there has been laceration measuring 10 X
02 cm with blood and wound certified issued is marked
as Ex.P.6. In the wound certificate it is stated that there
is no evidence of any fracture impression and hence,
PW.2 stated to have suffered simple injury following
the assault happened within 2 hours before his medical
examination. On that day at 7-8 p.m. the PW.2 was
examined by the Medical Officer and the alleged incident

was taken place at 5.30 p.m.,

17. Another important aspect forthcoming in the
present case is that in the panchanama wherein it is

specifically stated that :

-
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Since in this panchanama there is no identification

of any marks or any kind of blood mark at the place or

weapon, where as in the wound certificate and in the

oral evidence, Medical Officer PW.9 has clearly stated

that when he examined PW.2 there was blood coming

out from the injured part and that his hands and legs

were shaking and the exact portion of his evidence is as

follows :

19.

This nature of the evidence of doctor about blood

to have been coming out at that time, only and is not in

consonance with the nature of the weapon alleged to

have been seized as panchanama at Ex.P.2. Moreover,

there were no stains or anything such kind as stated in
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the panchanama but in the oral evidence of doctor it is
stated that cloths of PW.2 were seen with blood. There is
no correlation with the version of the doctor as that of
with the seizure panchanama marked at Ex.P.2. Another
important suggestion to PW.1 has been that :
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20. PW.6 I.0. has stated that there was no complaint
earlier of any kind filed by the complainant. The
evidence of PW.6 has been about the registration of the
complaint, drawing of the mahazar and taking
photograph marked at Ex.P.3 and recording of
statements, issuing of the notice under Section 4(a) to
the accused and obtaining the gram panchayath record

at Ex.P.5, wound certificate and then filing charge sheet.
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21. The above nature of evidence adduced by the
prosecution in respect of the offences alleged against
the accused there has been major contradictions about
the presence of accused No.l itself. Since wife of
accused No.1, who is PW.4 has stated that accused No.1
had not come on that day to her parental home. Nature
of the phrases about the incident as stated by the PW.1
is not corroborated by the father of the PW.1 examined
as PW.3 as well as sister of the PW.1. Moreover, PW.1,
PW.2, PW.4 are brothers and sisters and PW.3 is their
father. It is only the evidence of family members that
has been appreciated but their evidence as discussed
above are not correlating with each other. No doubt the
witnesses PW.2 to 4 are interested witnesses. The
important fact that is forthcoming from the evidence of
PW.1 to 4 has been about the some kind of unhappiness
in the marriage between accused No.1l and PW.4. The
alleged incident is said to have taken place in regard to
the returning of PW.4 to her husband’s house from her

parents house. Distance between her husband’s house
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and parental house is only 2 kms. In order to bring his
wife to the matrimonial home the husband of the PW.4
went to her parental house and brought her home. In
this case, the circumstances stated by the PW.4 has
been that on that day her brother-in-laws had only come
to the parental home and not her husband. In case, the
husband accused No.l1 has not come to the parental
home of PW.4, then the version or the nature of
allegation about the incident would be different. Only
the brother-in-laws viz accused No.2 and 4 to have come
to the parental home. Such kind of instance is totally
different in the absence of accuse No.1l, being present
along with them. Therefore, the presence of accused
persons with common intention have committed the
offence is totally not proved by the prosecution. In the
present case there is lack of consistent and
corroborative evidence in relation to the alleged
offences. More over, house trespass cannot arise in case
the husband’s family are visiting the parental house of

the PW.4. The intention required in the commission of
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the offences is absent. The facts and circumstance of
the case being taken place in the village, the case has
been about filing of the suit for partition and also for
some kind of marital issues. Therefore, it implies that
there were matrimonial issues between the PW.4 and
accused No.1l. The human tendency is always to
exaggerate the small things, that would in turn, affect
the life of the parties concerned. However, facts remain
that the prosecution has failed to prove the guilt of the
accused persons in the light of the aforesaid
circumstances beyond reasonable doubt, so as to
warrant conviction to the accused persons. Moreover,
the knife identified at MO No.1l is as per panchanama to
have been produced by the PW.2 But in the complaint, it
is not even alleged that if knife was thrown in the spot
at the place of crime, then how the knife came to be
given by the PW.2 at the time of drawing Ex.P.2 is not
forthcoming in the evidence. Hence, point Nos. 1 to 5

are answered in the Negative.
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22._ POINT NO.6 AND 7 : The evidence placed before

the learned Magistrate clearly shows that there has been
major contradiction in the regard to the presence of
accused No.1 as well as other accused persons at the
time of incident. Further more, narration of the incident
in the manner in which it is stated by PW.1 is not
forthcoming in the evidence of PW.2 to 4. There is no
independent supporting evidence of PW.5 to 8 to the
version or the case of the prosecution. The medical
evidence adduced is not correlating with the nature of
crime narrated in the complaint. These circumstances

have not been considered by the learned Magistrate.

23. The important aspect that is forthcoming in the
judgment of conviction has been that the trial court has
passed the judgment of conviction dated 27.02.2025 and

the operative portion reads as follows :

To®W Yo Tk Fwo 248(2) T& @TITI,
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24. Whereas the order sheet of the trial court dated

5.3.2025 reads as follows :

Suspension of sentence :

Accused have filed application under Sec.389 of
Cr.P.C. seeking for suspension of judgment and
sentence for a period of 30 days as they are
intending to prefer an appeal against the
judgment and sentence before the Appellate
Court. Perused the application. The accused

through out the trial of the case was on bail.

Learned APP filed objection and objected for
suspension of sentences. But, however, in the
interest of justice and equity I.A. filed by the
accused is allowed and order passed by this

court is suspended.
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To hear on sentencing and production of

surety call on 05.03.2025.

25. It means that in the operative portion of the
judgment it is mentioned as bail bonds of the accused to
have been canceled. In the judgment of conviction, there
cannot arise cancellation of the bail bonds. But the
cancellation of the bail bonds is forthcoming in the
operative portion of the judgment typed on the order
sheet. In the next continuing order sheet the learned
Magistrate has proceeded with suspension of sentence,
wherein the suspension of sentence and in view of the
application filed under Section 389 of Cr.P.C. is allowed
and the order passed by the court to be suspended and
then posted the matter for hearing on sentencing and

production of surety of that order.

26. Next stage appears in the order sheet has been to
hear on sentencing and then learned Magistrate has

proceeded to pass the order as follows :

Hear on sentencing;
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Heard accused counsel and learned APP. Accused
counsel submitted hat he accused are having
children and they are bread earner of their family.
There are no antecedents against him, hence

lenient view may be taken in passing the sentence.

Peruse the entire material on record and
submission made by the accused person counsel.
By considering the nature of offence, and act
attributed by the accused. Hence, | proceed to pass

the following :
ORDER

The accused are sentenced to undergo S.I. for
a period of 3 months and fine of Rs.1,000/- each for
the offence punishable under Section 448 of IPC. In
default of payment of fine the accused shall

undergo S.I. for one month.

The accused are sentenced to undergo S.I. for
a period of 3 months and fine of Rs.2,000/- each for

the offence punishable under Section 323 of IPC. In
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default of payment of fine the accused shall

undergo S.I. for one month.

The accused are sentenced to undergo S.I. for
a period of 6 months and fine of Rs.2,000/- each for
the offence punishable under Section 324 of IPC. In
default of payment of fine the accused shall

undergo S.I. for one month.

The accused are sentenced to undergo S.I. for
a period of 3 months and fine of Rs.2,000/- each for
the offence punishable under Section 504 of IPC. In
default of payment of fine the accused shall

undergo S.I. for one month.

The accused are sentenced to undergo S.I. for
a period of 3 months and fine of Rs.2,000/- each for
the offence punishable under Section 506 of IPC. In
default of payment of fine the accused shall

undergo S.I. for one month.

All the sentences shall go concurrently.

IO filed application under P.O. Act.
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Call for report from probationary officer.

27. The order sheet dated 3.4.2025 the reads as

follows :

P.O. is submitted report. Accused

absent. Call on 07.04.2025.

The learned Magistrate has firstly passed
the judgment of conviction and then has
suspected the sentence and then heard on
sentencing. Suspension of sentence will arise
only after sentencing is pronounced. Before
sentencing the accused report from Proposed
Officer has to be secured. The procedure
therefore adopted by the learned Magistrate
about the cancellation of the bail bonds
forthcoming in the order sheet then
suspending the sentencing and then hearing
on sentencing and thereafter getting the
report of Probation Officer etc is not in

accordance with the mandatory provisions
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under Section 4 of the Probation of Offenders
Act. The Probation of Offenders Act mandates
calling for the report from the Probation
Officer and then to proceed for further orders
about sentencing if any. Therefore, there is
necessity for interference by the is court in
the said judgment of conviction passed by the

Senior Civil Judge and JMFC Dvanagere.

28. In view of nature of the approach of the learned
Magistrate, nature of the evidence placed before the
court by the prosecution, the judgment of the conviction
passed by the learned Magistrate is not based on proper
appreciation of facts and law and definitely there is
need of interference by this court. There has been error
committed by the learned Magistrate in appreciating the
evidence especially circumstances as well as
unhappiness in the relationship between accused No.l
and his wife PW.4 in the background of the pending of
the suit for partition, going to the parental home,

returning to the matrimonial home and even intention
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for the crime is also not forthcoming in the present case.
Moreover, under such circumstances and facts especially
involving matrimonial disturbances, approach of the
court has to be in a more conciliatory manner, than
about intention required for the crime. Hence, Point
No.6 is answered in the Negative and Point No.7 is

answered in the Affirmative.

29._ Point No.8:- In view of the findings on point No.1

to 7, | proceed to pass the following; -

ORDER

The Appeal filed by the Appellants
under Sec.374(2) of Cr.P.C/Sec.415 (2) of
BNSS, is hereby allowed.

Judgment of conviction and sentence
passed by the learned Prl. Senior Civil
Judge and J.M.F.C, Davanagere in CC
No0.1263/2019 dated 27.02.2025 is hereby
set-aside.

Consequently, the appellants/ accused
No.1 to 4 are acquitted for the offences
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punishable under Sec. 448, 323, 324, 504,
506 R/w Sec.34 of IPC.

The bail bonds and surety bonds
furnished by the accused/appellants No.1 to
4 before the Trial Court is ordered to be
continued till completion of Appeal period.

The office is directed to send the Trial
Court records along with the copy of this

judgment.

(Dictated to the stenographer computerized by her, transcript corrected,
revised, signed and then pronounced in the open court on this the 1% day
of April, 2026.)

VELA D K

(Vela.D.K)
Prl. District & Sessions Judge,
Davanagere.
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