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IN THE HIGH COURT OF KARNATAKA
KALABURAGI BENCH
DATED THIS THE 26™ DAY OF MARCH, 2026

BEFORE
THE HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE G BASAVARAJA
CRIMINAL PETITION NO. 201500 OF 2023

(482(Cr.PC)/528(BNSS))
BETWEEN:

1. SUNILKUMAR
S/0 KASHINATH BHOOTPOOR,
AGE: 44 YEARS
OCC:GOVERNMENT SERVANT
R/O BAGALKOTE
TQ: AND DIST: BAGALKOTE-587101.

2. KAVITA W/O SUNILKUMAR,
AGE: 40 YEARS,
OCC: HOUSEHOLD,
R/O BAGALKOTE,
TQ: AND DIST: BAGALKOTE-587101.

..PETITIONERS
Digitally signed by
]S)%%%&L Eny& UDAGI (BY SRI. RAVI BHEEMSINGH CHAWAN., ADVOCATE)
Looien HIGH  AND:
KARNATAKA

VARSHA D/O VENKTESH BHOOTPOOR,

AGE: 25 YEARS, OCC: PRIVATE WORK

R/O GANESH NAGAR SEDAM, TQ: SEDAM,

DISTRICT KALABURAGI-585222.

...RESPONDENT

(BY SRI.SANTOSH H. PATIL., ADVOCATE)

THIS CRL.P IS FILED U/S.482 OF CR.P.C (OLD) U/SEC.
528 OF BNSS (NEW) PRAYING TO QUASH THE ENTIRE
PROCEEDINGS IN CC NO.1165/2022 FILED BY THE
RESPONDENT AGAINST THE ACCUSED NO.1 AND 2 FOR THE
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OFFENCES PUNISHABLE U/SEC.504 AND 506 OF IPC WHICH IS
PENDING ON THE FILE OF THE HONOURABLE CIVIL JUDGE AND
JMFC COURT AT SEDAM.

THIS PETITION, COMING ON FOR FINAL HEARING, THIS
DAY, ORDER WAS MADE THEREIN AS UNDER:

CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE G BASAVARAJA

ORAL ORDER

The petitioners, who are accused Nos. 1 and 2 in C.C.
No. 1165/2022, filed this petition under Section 482 of the
Cr.P.C. to quash the proceedings in C.C. No. 1165/2022
initiated against them for the offences under Sections 504
and 506 of the IPC, which is pending before the Civil Judge
and JMFC Court, Sedam.

2. The complainant filed a complaint under Section
200 of the Cr.P.C. before the Civil Judge and JMFC Court,
Sedam, which was registered as PCR No. 03/2022. After
recording the sworn statements of PW1 and PW2, a case
was registered against the accused in C.C. No. 1165/2022
for the offences under Sections 506 and 504 read with
Section 34 of the IPC, and summons were issued to the

accused.
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3. The petitioners have challenged these
proceedings before this Court. The learned counsel
appearing on behalf of the petitioners submitted that
accused Nos. 1 and 2 reside in Bagalkote, which is far
away from Sedam, and that petitioner No. 1, who is a
government employee, suffers from 70% permanent
disability and cannot move from place to place without
support. Therefore, the question of coming to Yegapur and
Sedam does not arise. Petitioner No. 1 is suffering from
permanent disability. Medical reports and the Aadhaar
card have also been produced. The father of the
respondent and petitioner No. 1 are brothers, and there is
a civil dispute regarding partition and separate possession
pending in O.S. No. 27/2022 before the Civil Judge and
JMFC Court, Sedam. It was submitted that the complaint
was filed only to obtain a favourable order and to defame
the petitioners. The petitioners have not committed any
offence as alleged against them. The entire case is false

and baseless. In the sworn statements of PW1 and PW2,
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they have not deposed to facts constituting the offence
punishable under Sections 504 and 506 of the IPC. On all
these grounds, the counsel sought to allow the petition.

4. In response, the learned counsel for the
respondent submitted that there is sufficient material to
proceed against the accused. The trial court has rightly
taken cognizance and registered the case, and sought
dismissal of the petition.

5. I have examined the materials placed before
this Court. The complainant, Varsha, daughter of
Venkatesha, Boothpur, lodged a complaint under Section
200 of the Cr.P.C. against the accused, in which it is
stated as follows:
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6. The trial court recorded the sworn statement of
Varsha as CW1 and the statement of Suresh as PW2. PW1
deposed in her evidence as follows:
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7. PW2-Suresh deposed in his evidence are

under:
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8. The photographs were marked as Exhibits P1 to
P12, and the CDs were marked as Exhibit P13. The
evidence of PW1 and PW2 is not consistent with each
other. PW2, Suresh, has not deposed anything regarding
the alleged criminal intimidation and insult to attract the

penal provisions of Sections 504 and 506 of the IPC.

9. Furthermore, even the evidence of PW1 does
not disclose the essential ingredients of Sections 504 and
506 of the IPC. However, the trial court took cognizance
against the accused for the offences under Sections 504,
506 read with Section 34 of the IPC, which is not

sustainable under law.

10. Accordingly, I proceed to pass the following:

ORDER

i The petition is allowed.
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ii. The impugned order passed by the Civil Jude
and JIJMFC Court, Sedam in PCR.No0.3/2022 which is
registered in C.C.N0.1165/2022 is hereby quashed.

iii. Registry is directed to send the copy order to

the trial Court.

Sd/-
(G BASAVARAJA)
JUDGE

TIN
List No.: 1 SI No.: 55
CT-BH
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