IN THE COURT OF JUDICIAL MAGISTRATE, PALACODE.
PRESENT : Tr.G.AJAY VIKRESH KUMAR,B.B.A.,LLB (Hons)
Judicial Magistrate, Palacode
Saturday, the 06™ day of June 2026
CC No.12/2024
CNR No.TNDP05000120-2024

State represented by

Inspector of Police,

Marandahalli P.S.

Cr.No.28/2016 Complainant
IVs/

Mani (Age 33/2016)

S/o0 Dhandavan,

Periyathoppu,

Seeriyampatty Post,

Palacode Taluk. ..  Accused

This case was taken on file on 22.01.2024 and came for final hearing before me
on 02.06.2026 in the presence of Learned Assistant Public Prosecutor Grade-I for the
Prosecution and Thiru.M.S.Vijayakumar,B.Com.,B.L., and
Thiru.M.Ranjithkumar,M.B.A.,B.L., and Thiru.R.S.Rajkumar,M.A.,LLB.,
Advocates for the accused and upon hearing both side arguments and perusing all the
connected materials, having stood over till this day for consideration, this court

delivers the following:
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S.No of the case

C.C No.12/2024

The Date of commission of the 20.01.2016
offence
Date of filing of FIR 20.01.2016

Details on date of arrest of|

Accused and date of bail

Arrest of Accused

Accused were
released on Bail

CC No.12/2024 in JM Court, Palacode

Page No.2 of 10

The date of filing of the 22.01.2024

final report in the Court

The date of questioning of the 14.08.2025

accused U/s 251 of Cr.P.C.

Filing of all miscellaneous

petitions and their results NIL

including the results on

challenge  before  Superior

Courts; except routine petitions

like petitions under section 317

of the Code.

Date of examination in - chief Prosecution Chief Cross

and cross examination of a .side examination | examination

witnesses

witmess. PW1 14.05.2026 | 14.05.2026
PW2 14.05.2026 14.05.2026
PW3 22.05.2026 22.05.2026

Date of examination in - chief Nil

and cross examination of a
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witness.

1. |Date of examination of the

accused and Under Section 313 02.06.2026
of the Code.

J- |Details of abscondence of an Date of issue of | Date of withdrawal
accused and his appearance warrant of warrant
production, as the case may be; - B

k. |Date adjourned for judgment of 02.06.2026
the case

l. | The Date of the Order 06.06.2026

JUDGMENT

1) The Sub Inspector of Police, Marandahalli Police Station has laid his Final
Report stating that on 16.01.2026 at 10.30 hours, within the jurisdiction of
Marandahalli Police Station due to the previous enmity regarding financial

transaction. Accused verbally abused the defacto complainant with filthy language

as “Caeihigwm, sesorLmr el emuwn" thereby Accused has committed an offence
punishable of section 294(b) of Indian Penal Code. In the course of same transaction
Accused bit the defacto complainant’s ear and caused simple injury, thereby Al has
committed an offence punishable U/s.324 of Indian Penal Code. In the course of
same transaction Accused assaulted the defacto complainant left hip with leg and
assaulted at his right shoulder with his hand and caused simple injury, thereby A1l

has committed an offence punishable U/s.323 of Indian Penal Code. In the course of
same transaction Accused threatened the defacto complainant as “2_ e6remeor

@a&meveumoey eXl_tom”_ @Ledr," thereby Al has committed an offence punishable

u/s 506(ii) of Indian Penal Code. Dicitally sicned b
AJAY VIKRESH VIZRESH COMAR &0
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2) On taking cognizance of the case, summons were sent to Accused and on
appearance of Accused before this court copies U/s. 207 of Cr.P.C were furnished
to them free of cost, as there was prima facie case made out against the accused, the
accused was questioned as to the offence, he pleaded not guilty and claimed to be
tried. Hence charges were framed against Accused 294(b), 323, 324, 506(2) of IPC.,
and the above charges were explained to than and they denied the said charges and
claimed to be tried and their opinions were considered and summons were issued to

prosecution witnesses.

3) The case of the prosecution in brief:

1) The case of the prosecution is that 16.01.2026 at 10.30 hours, within the
jurisdiction of Marandahalli Police Station due to the previous enmity regarding

financial transaction. Accused verbally abused the defacto complainant with filthy

language as “Gaeliquim, &sesorLnmr el emuwim” thereby Accused has committed
an offence punishable of section 294(b) of Indian Penal Code. In the course of same
transaction Accused bit the defacto complainant’s ear and caused simple injury,
thereby A1l has committed an offence punishable U/s.324 of Indian Penal Code. In
the course of same transaction Accused assaulted the defacto complainant left hip
with leg and assaulted at his right shoulder with his hand and caused simple injury,
thereby A1l has committed an offence punishable U/s.323 of Indian Penal Code. In

the course of same transaction Accused threatened the defacto complainant as

“@_cdremeor @&meveumoey 6Nl om”_@Ledr," thereby Al has committed an

offence punishable u/s 506(i1) of Indian Penal Code

i1) On the side of the prosecution, 3 witnesses were examined as PW1 to PW3
and Exhibits P1 to P7 were marked. LW3 to LW9 dispensed by the prosecution.
After Examination of the prosecution side witnesses, the accused were questioned

U/s.313(1)(b) of Cr.P.C. as to the incriminating substances in the prosecution side
AJAY VIKRESH  vigress Rosar &
KUMAR G Date: 2026.06.06
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evidence and he denied it as false evidence and also represented that they do not

have evidence on their side and therefore defence side witness was closed.

i11) It was argued on the side of the Prosecution that on 16.01.2026 at 10.30
hours, within the jurisdiction of Marandahalli Police Station due to the previous

enmity regarding financial transaction. Accused verbally abused the defacto

complainant with filthy language as “Ggeiquim, &esorLmr 6l emuwn" thereby
Accused has committed an offence punishable of section 294(b) of Indian Penal
Code. In the course of same transaction Accused bit the defacto complainant’s ear
and caused simple injury, thereby Al has committed an offence punishable U/s.324
of Indian Penal Code. In the course of same transaction Accused assaulted the
defacto complainant left hip with leg and assaulted at his right shoulder with his
hand and caused simple injury, thereby Al has committed an offence punishable

U/s.323 of Indian Penal Code. In the course of same transaction Accused threatened

the defacto complainant as “@_edremeor @&mevevmoey 69lL_tom” GL_eor," thereby
A1l has committed an offence punishable u/s 506(ii) of Indian Penal Code Hence
the final report filed against the Accused U/s. 294(b), 323, 324, 506(2) of IPC the
prosecution has proved its case with proper oral and documentary evidence and the

accused are liable to be convicted.

1v) The learned counsel for the accused argued that the defacto complainant
was examined as PW1 and he turned hostile to the prosecution and PW2 is also
turned hostile and the prosecution has also failed to prove its case and therefore

sought to acquit the accused from the above case.
Both sides heard. Records perused.

4) The point for consideration is that “Whether the prosecution has proved

the case as against the accused beyond reasonable doubt?”
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1) On considering whether the accused have committed the above mentioned
offences and whether the prosecution has proved the case or not, it is important to

lay emphasis on the prosecution side evidence.

i1) The PW1, who is the defacto complainant in the above case and also one
of the affected person/injured has turned hostile to the prosecution and PW2 who is
also Eye witness has also turned hostile.

i11) PW3.Tr.Prabakaran, Sub-Inspector of Police who is the current
investigation officer in this case has stated in his evidence that "wnresor_ieirerfl
snecvblemouws Slev smeucy 2 56 pieumemmns ueoll C&FWg 6uHSEM6T.
8hHs opdsSlev YPoueomhisefledt DiquuemLuilesr  BredT  Fm_Fwib
ieflsEEHCM6T. 6upsdh@ YovsTadlFmeneor Sigeueui 2§69  lieunet
sMhSHsd Seisellesr msQWWHE Aeueoihsefledr DiqUuemL ulley
616018 (5) @siflyib. &L_HS 18.01.2016 DI60T M) Siroyifl DT &
whSgIawencniley Smhs SHeoLssuoubn sSeauedesr Guflev Hmuiy
2 569 QPeuerni FIeUemTedr 6T6TUGIT WIHSHSINIDDHTEHE OFSTM DibiE
2 er@pmuneflwunes H&lEcosllcs SupbHs Weollwiue &/CU. &TesoTLaIb
eresTUNeDT e flHg aund@eweoud Cubm Hlemeuwd Slapbll Hlemevw o)
1&g o16001.21/2016 euptudl GCasmillemesr 2 569 weumemi  Slapos.
&MHSInS Seuisefledr uMTemas @ USGIOTOTTT. SieUT GUPSEIH6OT (L&
&L Lovedrellenmremesor Gom©snesor(h (Hmhm (wa&MbSITbD SrpUucns Mlbg)
20.01.2016 Siedrm Hlemevw GHHM 616001.28/2016 &5& UGlflayser 294(b),
323, 325, 506(ii)-alesr B (PHL HHML IIMHems uSley GEIgIeTermI.
s 6uné@&ewould WHMID (PHL HH6ML AINEmS P Slwemnes (WemmBuw
OLEMNY.2 LOHDID NEFLP3-PG GHOWEH CFELWIUHSIng. GlesTeont
SisTeomw  Sleot@  apdSHlemet LovaTedlEmemneord @ 6T (h &g)d ©\smesor ()
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gbuey L 1b QFeTH FM’_&lser @&FbSHlev@&wm wHmIb emeumfl <,&IGwmi
(edreflemeuullev Fbuey &L Hems umiemeudl’_(f wrSlfleemruL b euemTHS
umiemey W&l swmi GFwgeTemmi. wrSlfleiemruL b WHmID UMTeHEID&SSRIT
RpEwemey (PG  DETR4 LOMID NELR.5-Rs  (GHOUT(H
Q&wwiu@B Simg). Fm’_&laeir weoflwtiuedr, OMTS2LDLDITEIT, &l&bumib,
sedreoflwiiuedt, G&bSlev@womi wHmId emaumyfl &EICwWremr &6ohls g 6ol G
odlemflsg ans@epoud udle @QFWGCToNMT. QWEHES FbuousHSlev Smuld
SioLbs Wotlwiuss oTrduahd@ &SlFoms ioflss LIS SN
Gunscorprefl Seuisemer allemflsg and@ewoud usle QFLg HS&Ems
@Qubm BUT WHSGHIN Didlejeoreow Slerubmmosy EFSTHSTES GHDIVCIL (H
sMUD GHNISHS &[HSHIOT QHhIs Sweuns) orer sTledNsgiererm. eNlus g
uSIBa(l DEFMT.W.6-Rs GOWSH OQFELWIUESIDG. yoevesTel&mTemeoor
SiquuenL Wilev eupdsledr &L ullfleysemer 294(b), 323, 325, 506(ii)
855N BHa 294(b), 323, 324, 506(ii)-@5F euns &L UNGIfley wIM&H6H
Q&g SNsoms gFoiulbsseronmi. &L 00fley wIsH IMNEHons
OEND.7-s GHOUSH QeawwiuhSmal. erHIfl (WwesrSlemesor @UHMDSGTEH
&g OFwiuL_ellebemov. &G IL T YevesTadlanenemt (g &g orSlfl Bay
855 Gfleyser 294(b), 323, 324, 506(i)-6r B GHHDH SMH DD ens
SN&H&0 GFwgeTeTd.

iv) The Ex.P6 shows the injury sustained by the victims but no proof
produced by the prosecution as the injury was caused by the accused to the victim.
As the PW1 itself adduced No evidence regarding as by whom the said injury was

caused. Hence this court can’t solely convicted the accused based on the wound

certificate alone.
Digitally si d by AJAY
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v) Though the police witness is also competent to testify, the evidence of
PW3 alone cannot be taken into consideration as the other prosecution witness who
are said to be the affected persons and deposed as PW1 and PW2 have not stated
anything clearly about the occurrence or as against the accused. Therefore the

evidence of PW3 alone cannot be relied upon in deciding this case.

vi) The court is of the opinion that PW1 and PW2 have not deposed anything
supporting the prosecution case and none of them has stated that the accused

involved in the above incident and they have turned hostile to the prosecution.

vii) The court is of the opinion that the defacto complainant/PW1 has not
deposed anything supporting the prosecution case and he has also failed to state
anything about the incident said to have taken place on the above mentioned date

and time and also against the accused.

viil) The court is of the opinion that, though PW3 has deposed before this
court regarding the above case, it cannot be construed and relied only on the

evidence of PW3 that the accused have committed the above mentioned offences.

ix) The court is of the opinion that as in this case the matter has been
amicably settled on the side of defacto complainant and the accused, Petition
U/S.320 of Cr.P.C was filed but as the offences against the accused are not
compoundable the said petition was dismissed by this court. On the basis of
amicable settlement between both sides, the prosecution witness PW1 and PW2 did
not state anything clearly about the incident and also as against the accused and
therefore this court thinks that it is not necessary to proceed deep into the case

further.

x) Therefore after analyzing the oral and documentary evidences produced by
the prosecution and also on the basis of the submissions made, the incident is not

proved by the prosecution beyond reasonable doubt.
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x1) Thus in the light of the above discussions there is grave weakness in the
case of the prosecution and the prosecution also failed to prove the case beyond

reasonable doubt.

xi1) Hence the court is of the view that the accused have not committed any

offence as contended by the prosecution.

xii1) Resultantly, the Accused is acquitted from the charges U/s.294(b), 323,
324, 506(2) of IPC from this case as per sec 248(1) of Cr.P.C. No case property

marked 1n this case. Bail bonds executed in favour of the accused shall be forfeited.

Directly typed by me in my laptop, corrected and pronounced by me, in open
court this 06" day of June 2026.
Digitally si d
AJAY by AJAY VIKRESH
VIKRESH gUtl\dglt)zGG 06.06
ate: . .
KUMAR G 18:35:01 +0530
Judicial Magistrate
Palacode

LIST OF PROSECUTION WITNESSES:

PWI1 - Tr.Muniyappan.
PW2 - Tmt.Rajammal
PW3 - Tr.Prabakaran, (SI of Police)

LIST OF PROSECUTION EXHIBITS :

Ex.P1 - Signature of the Complaint
Ex.P2 - Complaint Statement
Ex.P3 - First Information Report
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Ex.P4 - Rough Sketch

Ex.P5 - Observation Mahazar
Ex.P6 - Accident Register
Ex.P7 - Alteration report

LIST OF DEFENCE WITNESSES — Nil

LIST OF DEFENCE EXHIBITS — Nil

LIST OF MATERIAL OBJECTS — Nil

Digitally si db
AJAY AJAY VIKRESH
VIKRE SH EUtMAZI({)2G6 06.06
ate: . .
KUMAR G 18:35:06 +0530
Judicial Magistrate
Palacode
Note:

1. No witness was retained for more than three times.
2. Accused was in bail during the period of trial.
3. Result of the case intimated to the concerned police.
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