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IN THE HIGH COURT OF KARNATAKA AT BENGALURU
DATED THIS THE 23R° DAY OF MARCH, 2026

BEFORE
THE HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE M.NAGAPRASANNA
CRIMINAL PETITION NO. 15696 OF 2025
BETWEEN:

1. MR. SYED HABEEB KHADRI
S/O LATE SYED GHOUSE MOHIUDDIN QUADRI
AGED ABOUT 56 YEARS
OCC: AL. DATA AND SOFTWARE PROFESSIONAL
R/0O H.NO.2, 2"P MAIN ROAD, AMS LAYOUT
VIDYARANYAPURA, BENGALURU - 560 097.

2. MR. SULAIMAN KHADRI
S/O SYED HABEEB ULLAH QUADRI
AGED ABOUT 21 YEARS
OCC: STUDENT
R/0O H.NO.2, 2P MAIN ROAD
AMS LAYOUT, VIDYARANYAPURA
BENGALURU - 560 097.
...PETITIONERS

(BY SRI SYED HABEEB KHADRI (PARTY-IN-PERSON)

AND:

1. GEETHA
D/O T.K.VARIJAKSHAN
AGED ABOUT 45 YEARS
OCC: HOME MAKER
R/O H.NO.462, GROUND FLOOR
2P CROSS, SSA ROAD
CHOLANAYAKANAHALLI, R.T.NAGAR POST
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HEBBAL, BENGALURU - 560 032.

2. STATE OF KARNATAKA
HEBBAL POLICE STATION
REPRESENTED BY
STATE PUBLIC PROSECUTOR
HIGH COURT, BUILDING
BENGALURU, KARNATAKA - 560 001.
...RESPONDENTS

(BY SRI N.VASANTH KUMAR, ADVOCATE FOR R1;
SRI B.N.JAGADEESHA, ADDL. SPP FOR R2)

THIS CRL.P IS FILED U/S 482 CR.P.C PRAYING TO
QUASH THE ENTIRE PROCEEDINGS IN C.C. NO. 9024/2023
PENDING BEFORE THE LEARNED VIII ADDITIONAL CHIEF
METROPOLITAN MAGISTRATE, BENGALURU, AND FURTHER
QUASH AND SET ASIDE THE FALSE AND FRIVOLOUS WRITTEN
INFORMATION, THE IMPUGNED FIR BEARING NO. 0232/2022
DATED 31.12.2022, REGISTERED AT POLICE STATION HEBBAL,
BENGALURU CITY, FOR THE ALLEGED OFFENCES PUNISHABLE
UNDER SECTIONS 323, 354, AND 504 READ WITH SECTION 34
OF THE INDIAN PENAL CODE, 1860, ALONG WITH ALL
FURTHER PROCEEDINGS ARISING THEREFROM; A TRUE COPY
OF THE FIR AND A TRUE COPY OF THE WRITLEN INLORMATION
IS ANNEXED HEREWITH AS ANNEXURE A AND CONNECTED
ENTIRE PROCEEDINGS IN C.C.NO.9024/2023 IS ANNEXED AS
ANNEXURE B.

THIS PETITION, COMING ON FOR ADMISSION, THIS DAY,

ORDER WAS MADE THEREIN AS UNDER:
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CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE M.NAGAPRASANNA

ORAL ORDER
Petitioner, who appears in-person is before this Court
calling in question proceedings in C.C.N0.9024/2023, pending
before the VIII Additional Chief Metropolitan Magistrate,
Bengaluru, registered for offences punishable under Sections

323, 354 and 504 read with 34 of the IPC.

2. Heard Sri Syed Habeeb Khadri, petitioner No.1 - party
in-person, Sri N. Vasanth Kumar, learned counsel for
respondent No.1 and Sri B.N.Jagadeesha, learned Additional

State Public Prosecutor for respondent No.2.

3. Facts in brief, germane, are as follows:

Petitioners are accused Nos.1 and 2, respondent No.1,
the complainant. The petitioners are tenants in the premises
owned by respondent No.1, the complainant. Dispute between
the two arose and the petitioners have approached the
concerned civil Court in 0.S5.No.5893/2022. An order of
injunction is granted by the concerned civil Court restraining
respondent No.1 from interfering with the possession i.e., the

rented premises belonging to respondent No.1 - complainant.
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The issue does not relate to the said proceedings. On
31.12.2022 at about 10.30 a.m., a complaint comes to be
registered by respondent No.1, which becomes a crime in
Crime No0.232/2022 for the afore-quoted offences. The police
conduct investigation and file a charge sheet against the
petitioners. After filing of the charge sheet, the concerned
Court has framed charges and the trial is on. It is at that
stage, the petitioners are before this Court in the subject

petition.

4. Petitioner No.1 appearing in-person would submit that
there are no allegations, no witnesses to the alleged incident
and that the incident itself has not happened. He would submit
that even in the charge sheet there is no indication of the
eyewitnesses, to the alleged incident. The complaint is
frivolous and there is no wound certificate produced by the
respondents to become an offence under Section 324 of the

IPC. He would seek quashment of the proceedings.

5. Learned Additional State Public Prosecutor representing
the State would refute the submissions of petitioner No.1 -

party in-person by taking this Court through the documents
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appended to the petition, to demonstrate that the mother and
the daughter, have all been abused and also assaulted. He
would submit that the petitioners have to undergo trial and
come out clean in a full blown trial. He would seek dismissal of

the petition.

6. I have given my anxious consideration to the
submissions made by petitioner No.1 - party in-person and
leaned Additional State Public Prosecutor for the State and

have perused the material on record.

7. The afore-narrated facts are not in dispute. The
relationship between the petitioners and respondent No.1,
being tenants and the landlord is a matter of record. The
dispute between the two subsists and a civil suit is pending
adjudication. In the subject petition, the issue is only with
regard to the incident that is alleged to have happened on
31.12.2022. The gist of the complaint as could be gathered
from column No.10 of the first information report reads as

follows:
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“9. Bouvesd ST / alw.B. Bexr’, TBoad :
10. BFD IS SCD0D ISTRD

8 GRBR 902033000 BdeedId SaiRrhmdd P 2ode
BBHE e 2022003 BN ToTONCY e Soriy weBH Be Sety,
030 RYWFTie B B RTT ©TYRS, 293 B 20,000/~ T Bty
oRezhotr BB IBERYT OSDGBDN THITND & BF BT08
31.12.2022 Sotd 3r} 10.30 roed RO BoFTIC Torte 8TT
T B3 BoBm UM wBr Be BT Se0qE, BUPeSID
SARFRHTICH DF) 00 Tecbrt wlee? Bwod peFot Fodrive dom
23,0 ab,ab e SVERB B,rivR HBD Bve Keses BB 81900
B¢ BBV s ZhEa,N Eee;, Bet BB,

(Emphasis added)
The police conduct investigation and the investigation
leads to filing of the final report i.e., charge sheet. The column

No.17 of the charge sheet reads as follows:

“17.3ed: TogB TeU003
Beemotpedtme B3 ©o36-4 30 SBwDIDS 8BredRh Bwe ¥ Bpdes’
D950 JICBYS OFTF. .0 TF, 23 T9y° S Teg-1 T3 J0-462 T DIt
2022 3 e 3onPY) 23ea8Mirt wowd 50,000/ Te ©EIRS, Terte Sonert
8000/- e &t QecddhmeN 30,000 BT, VTR, BRLY, GVOT BEIT),
SwoBR Soriwd BN BUND BZTR, SeBBRWR,LHTOD B8,
DI oD TBAW), BB 20T Soriwd Wl ey, Fo3T B0
u8dde edriabaynde wdme V@RS eride edde wmn, BF03:-
31.12.2022 Jowd 239} e 10.30 rlotd IDHabhd Teg-1 I 4
O3 D, Db Bwod -1 wTeedohR) Wl BOS, e
5T DI 00 IRToSB BePwen BFDS -1 D) -2 BTREDRW
) Tp FedIpod Jex evide3dord Tog-1 3) 4 T30 wee? Jwod,
ey Bwod oo voe; IYNPod Jwh, BiPod BB, O[T
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3wed, oVDB, o-1 sdeedody TeZ-4 ddddg( wOTN LBD Jug, 3¢
Sredhoed SeBILIYHD SALBabe) F)BBed H3T.

65003 -1 DB o-2 sdeedny Iy Shee,ord Bvony dezy, 8
deeamodeeds IZ[ JIOJoND.  (sdeedBDh  Je, 1 e
.0.03F.03%F. méoinooi)aod Bocded JBHBeoBTW), IOF 20
Jreeded® eBZTR IB DB RIITHT TRTNDIHDY).)”

(Emphasis added)
While drawing the charge sheet, the Investigating Officer
has examined the complainant and other eyewitnesses to the

incident and all have been shown as the mahazar witnesses.

8. The submission of petitioner No.1 - party in-person
that there are no eyewitnesses to the incident and the same is
not even indicated in the charge sheet is contrary to the record.
The statement recorded under Section 164 of the Cr.P.C,,

before the learned Magistrate reads as follows:

293¢ BT Bway DFIINC BoBHBDMTT Te;revad orwed SR
B ¥ Bpded* vord 3,3 S0.232 : 2022

LSO DATeAobI® Fosd:50132 : 2023

&:17-02-2023
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oadd ez

30030 TR £3.3.5002308,
ey 39 TR
ggR,en R&ed

L@%;’, Y, WBonsedd

In camera proceedings

0B @8)037e To&oB 300.1643 9B0DY Tegah ®ePS: Tt Jcrecs T3
¥pedTedD).

07908:31.12.2022 Jod 23973 10.308 IDoHBY Fod DB I3
Todh D, DIoh Bwondd gy, I, DID Deend) WD
3BMTC00E Jyodyn’ wdenery 59, Ot wodthzad. IBODID o
30908 JD, DIDY 28RN WZD, ©TT word o e
38l Bee3hHzas. 8 Zo0e I, Todh ¥IT W Wl BpdTod
BePH3T. &t VWO ﬁéoi)ém‘ )DLy 59,8, 03I S mzsodnooi)aod
S abregiadR) SBodhBess &8 9T 2ol Bprden BrHYDY oot BePTHSIT.
& Joh3Q IBO B3 It DB IF Sedd WoByse TS0 By Byebrivond
U030, &8 JIDobBY ID, Todbrt DI IBO B3t Wedrt e
YOS, 8 ISHobBY IBO J;aln” ey 530 DB ©[T Srd
DIy’ womd Jah, TodbohRY SYTHZT, & Fade I, Sedd JuF, D)
@BReNT, B0 250N S BeeNDLBT. F0ST IBO S3iwd I3, 300D, HLBD
ovdh SYDIT. & 3,3 DJabSTery WO wodFRY Feed IBO B3N
v0od O TWeNDZIV. Fo388 Jod Ib, Tadbady, ©IJ It
30hERoR) dreNd3es.

OB eI BePBALIY, 3T, J,RI0T BePDFoN D) ©TB,
RBPPTe &3X wFHe VBOZ RBDFOY 20D 3VIDHST. méoimoobsé
To0RAT TDe SAWBBFON FooBIT ejecde MEe 0oZ) RWTe V3
So08) SBO BePB0LRY, 700850738 R0BDZDY.

(Dictated to the typist in camera, typed, printed, corrected, read over to the
witness, the same is admitted by the witness as true and correct)

Sd/-
XXIX ACMM.”

(Emphasis added)
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If the complaint, summary of the charge sheet and the
statement recorded under Section 164 of the Cr.P.C. are read
in tandem, it would not become a case that would be
entertained at the hands of this Court. It is for the petitioners

to come out clean in a full blown trial, which is now in progress.

9. The criminal petition lacking in merit, stands

dismissed.
Sd/-
(M.NAGAPRASANNA)
JUDGE
NVJ]

List No.: 2 Sl No.: 14



		2026-03-28T14:28:17+0530
	High Court of Karnataka
	SANJEEVINI J KARISHETTY




