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IN THE HIGH COURT OF KARNATAKA
KALABURAGI BENCH
DATED THIS THE 24™ DAY OF MARCH, 2026

BEFORE
THE HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE G BASAVARAJA
CRIMINAL PETITION NO.201355 OF 2024

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

1. AHMEDI BEGUM W/O SYED ZAMEERODDIN,
AGE: 63 YEARS, OCC: HOUSEWIFE,
R/O H.NO.5-2-26, GOLIKHANA,
PATALA NAGARI, BIDAR-585401.

2. SYED RIYAZUDDIN S/O SYED ZAMEERODDIN,
AGE: 41 YEARS, OCC: EMPLOYED IN PRIVATE FIRM,
R/O H.NO.5-2-26, GOLIKHANA,
PATALA NAGARI, BIDAR-585401.

3. SYED TAJODDIN S/O SYED ZAMEERODDIN
AGE: 33 YEARS, OCC: EMPLOYED IN PRIVATE FIRM,
Digitally signed by R/O HN05'2'26, GOLIKHANA,

DATTARAYA UDAGI PATALA NAGARI, BIDAR-585401.
Location: HIGH

COURT OF

KARNATAKA PRESENTLY ALL ARE RESIDING AT

H.NO.2-3-512/C/71

15T FLOOR, CHANNAREDDY NAGAR,
AMBERPET, HYDERABAD-500013
(TELENGANA STATE).

...PETITIONERS

(BY SRI SANJAY A. PATIL, ADVOCATE)
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1. THE STATE OF KARNATAKA
THROUGH WOMEN POLICE STATION, BIDAR,
CIRCLE BIDAR SUB-DIVISION,
DIST: BIDAR-585401,
R/BY ADDL. SPP,
HIGH COURT OF KARNATAKA
KALABURAGI BENCH.

2. RAZIYA SULTAN W/O SYED FAIZODDIN
AGE: 30 YEARS, OCC: HOUSEWIFE,
R/O H.NO.5-2-26, GOLIKHANA,
PATAKLANAGRI, BIDAR,
DIST: BIDAR-585401.
..RESPONDENTS

(BY SRI JAMADAR SHAHABUDDIN, HCGP FOR R1;
R2 SERVED)

THIS CRL.P. IS FILED U/S.482 OF CR.P.C.(OLD) U/S 528
OF BNSS (NEW), PRAYING TO A) QUASH THE CHARGE SHEET
NO.6/2024 DATED 05-04-2024 ARISING OUT OF CRIME
NO.29/2024 FILED BY THE 157 RESPONDENT POLICE/WOMEN
POLICE STATION, BIDAR DISTRICT BIDAR, AGAINST THE
PETITIONERS FOR THE OFFENCE PUNISHABLE U/SECS. 498-A,
323, 504, 506 R/W 34 OF IPC, AS PER CHARGE SHEET
CONSEQUENTLY QUASH THE ENTIRE PROCEEDINGS IN C.C.
NO.4369/2024 PENDING ON THE FILE OF PRL. CIVIL JUDGE
AND JMFC-II COURT BIDAR,

THIS PETITION, COMING ON FOR ADMISSION, THIS DAY,
ORDER WAS MADE THEREIN AS UNDER:
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CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE G BASAVARAJA

ORAL ORDER

Heard learned counsel for the petitioners and learned
High Court Government Pleader for respondent

No.1/State.

2. Petitioners/accused Nos.2 to 4 have filed this
petition under Section 528 of the Bharatiya Nagarik

Suraksha Sanhita, 2023 seeking the following reliefs:

"a) Quash the charge sheet No0.6/2024 dated:
05.04.2024 arising out of Crime No.29/2024
filed by the 1° respondent Police/Women Police
Station, Bidar, District Bidar, against the
petitioners for the offence punishable U/Secs.
498-A, 323, 504, 506 R/w 34 of IPC, as per
charge sheet and consequently quash the entire
proceedings in C.C. No0.4369/2024 pending on
the file of Prl. Civil Judge and JMFC-II Court,

Bidar, in the interest of justice.

b)  Pass any appropriate order of direction as deem
fit by this Hon’ble Court under the facts and
circumstances of the case, so as to secure ends

of justice.”
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3. The learned counsel for the petitioners would
submit that the petitioners are innocent persons. They
have not committed any offence, much less as alleged in
the complaint or in the charge sheet papers. They are law
abiding citizens, having great respect in the society. They
are not having any other criminal antecedents. Accused
No.1 is the husband of the complainant. Accused No.2 is
the mother-in-law of the complainant. Accused No.3 is the
brother-in-law of the complainant and so also accused
No.4 is another brother-in-law of the complainant. Since
accused 2 to 4 are the family members of accused No.1,
the complainant has falsely implicated them with an
ulterior motive to harass them both physically and
mentally, which is not permissible as per the judgment of
the Hon’ble Apex Court in the case of Kahkashan Kausar
@ Sonam and Others Vs. State of Bihar and Others
reported in (2022) SCC OnLine SC 162. The very
proceedings against the family members of the husband

without any specific allegation, is nothing but an abuse of
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process of law. Though the complainant has alleged that
on 07.03.2024 her husband/accused No.l1 assaulted her
near medical store in the presence of her father, but till
23.06.2024 she has not proceeded to lodge any complaint.
There is a delay of about 20 days in lodging the complaint
which has gone unexplained. Hence, the delay creates
doubt about the veracity of the complaint and concocted
story as held by the Hon'ble Apex Court in the case of
State of Andhra Pradesh Vs. M. Madhusudhan Rao
reported in 2008 (15) SCC 582. Further, it is submitted
that there is absolutely no case made out against them in
the complaint and there is no allegation or participation of
the present petitioners as on the alleged date of incident
i.,e., on 07.03.2024 except making allegations on her

husband/accused No.1.

4. The petitioners, being accused 2 to 4 are
alleged to have been involved in an incident that
purportedly occurred more than six years ago. There was

no complaint whatsoever from the complainant at the
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relevant point of time. For the first time, the complainant
ropes in the present petitioners by vague allegations in a
complaint dated 26.03.2024. There is enormous delay of
more than six years in making allegations in the present
complaint. This delay is caused only due to concoction and

deliberation.

5. Further, it is submitted on behalf of the
petitioners that petitioner No.2 got married in the year
2017 and since then, staying at Hyderabad along with his
family and also accompanied by petitioner No.1, being his
mother and petitioner No.3, being his younger brother. To
substantiate the same, the petitioners have filed rent
agreement standing in the name of petitioner No.2 as well
as the gas receipts for refill order and also the school
receipts of Vidyabhyasa Model High School at Hyderabad,
wherein Kumari Syeda Samira, the daughter of petitioner
No.2 is studying. Thus, the present petitioners, who are
accused Nos.2 to 4 are staying at Hyderabad which is far

away from Bidar and leading their life separately and away
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from the family of accused No.1, who is the husband of
the complainant. The present petitioners have no access to
the day-to-day family affairs between the complainant and
accused No.1. As such, the proceedings against the
present petitioners is nothing but abuse of process of law
as held by the Hon'ble Apex Court in the case of K. Subba
Rao and Others Vs. State of Telangana and Ors.,

reported in 2018 (14) SCC 452.

6. Further, it is submitted that the
respondent/police, hand in glove with the complainant,
have conducted one sided investigation behind the back of
the accused persons and without giving them an
opportunity by calling them with due notice as required
under law, as held by the Hon'ble Apex Court in the case
of Arnesh Kumar Vs. State of Bihar and another
reported in (2014) 8 SCC 273 and failed to comply the
guidelines issued by the Apex Court. Hence, the
proceedings against the petitioners deserve to be

quashed. Further, it is submitted that the petitioners,
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being the relatives of accused No.1, though the
complainant knowing very well that the petitioners are
innocent persons, staying far away at Hyderabad, yet she
has concocted story and roped the innocent petitioners as
accused, for which petitioners are suffering both physically
and mentally, and their image in the society as well as
among their relatives is defamed. On all these grounds,

prays to allow this petition.

7. As against this, the Ilearned High Court
Government Pleader would submit that there are sufficient
material to proceed against the accused and the
petitioners have not placed any material to quash the
proceedings. On all these grounds, he prays to dismiss the

petition.

8. I have examined the materials placed before
this Court. On the basis of the complaint filed by the
complainant, Bidar Women Police have registered the case

in Crime No0.29/2024 against accused 1 to 4 for
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commission of offences under Sections 498A, 323, 504,
506 read with Section 34 of the Indian Penal Code. After
investigation, the Investigating Officer has submitted the
chargesheet against accused 1 to 4 for the aforesaid
offences. In column number 17 of the chargesheet, it is

stated as under:

& pe@otpean Soeo 12 08 Jaeid Uoln esdped
Jo-1 @33 wp3abd g Fo-1 050 vvdaly Bre03:
25-04-2010 Oocd Aesodd Pody @ewnd aabaaveNay,
D677 1. 73000 POBIVYD* &ab:9 d@e &) 2. evahoe
SPR® DOV:7 I 03 XY VYW XWI0, Tog do-1
o260t esdeed3d) DS e Jo30 1-2 @) oOataN
REIEPOD FoBO esdped Jo-1,2,3 D@ 4 oo Jed ag
~0-1 0ZE7T " IDrt BT VeBew wdaQely, Ny F0TIIDID
5 YWD, RV VoY BeVT Bort Seveied weDIT
DY B DT B DedFeT 08 T3 De DoIbE Barte
068 3RY HDIDT JFIWIY Tog Jo-01 05 T9g
Jo-4,5 2@ 6 D67 3VIDeT wa dHo-4,5 D@ 6 LD
BDpeS330 DT oD e8Tped307T SRWIPE &ey old Jo30
T9g ~do-1 o0 Fo OaF Dbaveh NEd&eor) s
sdoedsr T9g So-1 @Y7 "0o8 Jed Iy SDd
DIDSO DT el Fevew v, DI SODS Iy oS
IS @AYo o F, DI oD JedrT eeaddodd
DADYUY &3 &edd) oJIb8 @8 &l 2@ Vol DTdvow
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&ROIT B30000 Tag Do-1 0D YD 6 d@ervodd Tag Jo-
4 050 ddadQ ot evPODIY

Oroo&: 07-03-2024 ooy 9 ~o-1 QW 3
&Dr1IrT B0VIVT 08 &I e @eedaaos
3RS oI esdoed Vo-1 R¥BD DG Gomabd e
TeIdT &Dedry esdped Do-1 @a I oemrt 800 Jedadddart
sdeoed Jo-1 @D rvdit 53T Eeedew  ed &Epod
To30 Do Fo-1 D@ 4 dorte edeed Fo-1 T &d
D00 ST 3T Eperiocmo o3 dpedrT @peN JdEpod
oomab 2OIY B0 BT @pewart 1700 71068 evaOrT
SRS Do-1 RBAD TG Vo-1 VYT ‘D 008 Jex) 6 dardodd
POt ey DY S5 TP Deded &I et
@ped3e) o3 eo Fabod g Ao-1 OD0 &y abeds
@&PEaWDrT TG Vo~ 4 0D DBLE0BY RS,

Bo0E) STPCIBRD BL0-498(d), 323, 504, 506 a3 34
8.8.0. Jegd eBabd &0 dINT 27, TIEPeA0NYoT
doedezaf) 83 edrbgbot IO @S0 JY oy, &N
Ty aveeals, & dpeaatpens 3 TODUND.”

9. The FIR reveals that the date of offence is
07.03.2024. Accused 2 to 4 were not present at the time
of alleged commission of offence. Admittedly, petitioners 2
to 4 are not residing with accused No.1l. The prosecution

papers reveal that the complainant was residing in her
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parents' house six years prior to 07.03.2024. There is no
specific allegation against accused 2 to 4, as to the alleged
date, time and place of incident. However, the
Investigating Officer has mechanically submitted the
chargesheet against the accused 2 to 4. Viewed from any
angle, I do not find any material to proceed against he
accused 2 to 4 for the alleged offences. The proceedings
initiated against accused 2 to 4 without any material
amounts to abuse of process of law. Accordingly, I proceed

to pass the following:

ORDER

(a) The Criminal Petition is allowed.

(b) The chargesheet No0.6/2024 dated 05.04.2024
arising out of Crime No0.29/2024 registered by
Women Police Station, Bidar for the offences
punishable under Sections 498A, 323, 504, 506
read with Section 34 of the Indian Penal Code
and the proceedings in C.C. No0.4369/2024,

pending on the file of the Principal Civil Judge



(c)

RSP
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and JMFC-II, Bidar, insofar as the petitioners
are concerned, are quashed.
The Registry is directed to send a copy of this

order to the Trial Court.

Sd/-
(G BASAVARAJA)
JUDGE

List No.: 1 SI No.: 30

CT: BH
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