NC: 2026:KHC:43698
CRL.P No. 4195 of 2025
C/W CRL.P No. 6590 of 2025

CNR: KAHC010198742025

IN THE HIGH COURT OF KARNATAKA AT BENGALURU
DATED THIS THE 13™ DAY OF AUGUST, 2026

BEFORE
THE HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE M.NAGAPRASANNA
CRIMINAL PETITION NO. 4195 OF 2025

C/W
CRIMINAL PETITION NO. 6590 OF 2025

IN CRL.P No. 4195/2025

BETWEEN:

MR. PRADEEP B N,

S/O0 NARASIMHA MURTHY J,

AGED ABOUT 41 YEARS,

OCC: PRIVATE SERVICE,

R/AT: BABANNA LAYOUT, MALLASANDRA,
BANGALORE - 560 057.

...PETITIONER
Dlgltallg (BY SRI. PRANEETH G N, ADVOCATE)
sign
PA VATHI .
BK AND:
Location:

High Court of 1. THE STATE OF KARNATAKA,

Karnataka THROUGH THE BAGALAGUNTE PS,
REP. BY STATE PUBLIC PROSECUTOR,
HIGH COURT OF KARNATAKA,
PRINCIPAL BENCH, BENGALURU - 560 001.

2. SMT. JAYASHREE R. MURTHY,
W/O PRADEEP B N,
AGED ABOUT 37 YEARS,
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OCC: PRIVATE SERVICE,
R/AT NO.41187, BUILDING NO.4,
TOWER 1, PRESTIGE JINDAL CITY,
ANCHEPALYA,
BENGALURU - 560 073.
...RESPONDENTS

(BY SMT. WAHEEDA M.M, HCGP FOR R-1;
SMT. YAMINI MUNIRAJ, ADVOCATE FOR R-2)
THIS CRL.P IS FILED U/S 482 CR.PC (FILED U/S 528
BNSS) TO 1. QUASH THE COMPLAINT DATED 01.03.2025 AS

AGAINST PETITIONER / ACCUSED NO.2 HEREIN THE COPY OF
WHICH IS PRODUCED AS ANNEXURE-B AND ETC.

IN CRL.P NO. 6590/2025

BETWEEN:

SMT. VIJAYA (AS PER FIR)

ANANDI RAVI,

W/O P RAVI,

AGED ABOUT 42 YEARS,

OCC: HOMEMAKER,

R/AT 472, T.H. ROAD, PANDINT HEATED
BUS STOP, OLD WASHERMENPET,
CHENNAI,

TAMILNADU - 600 021.

ADDRESS AS PER FIR BABANA LAYOUT,
MALLASANDRA,
BENGALURU CITY-01.
...PETITIONER

(BY SRI. PRANEETH G N, ADVOCATE)
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1. THE STATE OF KARNATAKA,
THROUGH THE BAGALAGUNTE PS,
REP. BY STATE PUBLIC PROSECUTOR,
HIGH COURT OF KARNATAKA,
PRINCIPAL BENCH,
BENGALURU-560001.

2. SMT. JAYASHREE R MURTHY,
W/O PRADEEP B N,
AGED ABOUT 37 YEARS,
OCC: PRIVATE SERVICE,
R/AT NO. 41187, BUILDING NO.4,
TOWER 1, PRESITGE JINDAL CITY,
ANCHEPALYA,
BENGALURU-560073.
...RESPONDENTS

(BY SMT. WAHEEDA M.M, HCGP FOR R-1;
SMT. YAMINI MUNIRAJ, ADVOCATE FOR R-2)

THIS CRL.P IS FILED U/S 482 CR.PC (FILED U/S 528
BNSS) TO 1. QUASH THE COMPLAINT DATED 01.03.2025
AS AGAINST PETITIONER / ACCUSED NO.1 HEREIN THE
COPY OF WHICH IS PRODUCED AS ANNEUXRE-A; 2.QUASH
THE F.I.R. IN BAGALAGUNTE P.S. IN CR. NO.107/2025
REGISTERED FOR ALLEGED OFFENCE P/U/S 351(2) OF
BNS, 2023 AND SEC.8 OF POCSO ACT, 2012 PENDING ON
FAST TRACK SPL.COURT - 1 BENGALURU CITY AS AGAINST
PETITIONER / ACCUSED NO.1 HEREIN THE COPY OF
WHICH IS PRODUCED AS ANNEUXRE-B.

THESE PETITIONS COMING ON FOR REPORTING
SETTLEMENT, THIS DAY, ORDER WAS MADE THEREIN AS
UNDER:
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CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE M.NAGAPRASANNA

ORAL ORDER
In Crl.P.N0.4195/2025, the petitioner is before this Court

seeking the following prayers:

"a. Quash the Complaint dated 01.03.2025 as against
Petitioner/Accused No.2 herein, the copy of which is
produced as Annexure-B.

b. Quash the F.I.R. in Bagalagunte PS Crime No.
107/2025 registered pending before the Hon'ble FTSC-I,
Bengaluru for alleged offences punishable under Section
351(2) of Bhartiya Nyaya Sanhita, 2023 and Section 8 of
Prevention of Children from Sexual Offences Act, 2012 as
against Petitioner/Accused No.2 herein, the copy which is
produced as Annexure-A and;

c. Grant such other reliefs as this Hon'ble Court deems
fit, in the interest of justice and equity."

2. In Crl.P.N0.6590/2025, the petitioner is before this

Court seeking the following prayers:

“a. Quash the complaint dated 01.03.2025 as against
petitioner / accused no.l1 herein, the copy of which is
produced as Anneuxre-A;

b. Quash the F.I.R. in Bagalagunte PS Crime
No.107/2025 registered for alleged offence P/U/S 351(2)
of BNS 2023 and Section 8 of Prevention of Children
from Sexual Offences Act, 2012 pending on Fast Track
Special Court -1 Bengaluru City as against Petitioner /
Accused No.1 herein, the copy of which is produced as
Annexure-B and;
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c. Grant such other reliefs as this Hon'ble Court deems
fit, in the interest of justice and equity."

3. In both the cases, heard Sri.Praneeth G.N., learned
counsel appearing for the petitioner, Smt.Waheeda M.M.,
learned HCGP appearing for respondent No.1, Smt.Yamini
Muniraj, learned counsel appearing for respondent No.2 and

have perused the material on record.

4, During the pendency of these proceedings,
it transpires that the parties to the /is have entered into a
settlement and have settled the dispute amongst themselves.
They have filed a Joint Memo in Crl.P.N0.4195/2025 in that
regard. In both the cases, the complainant is the same. The

said Joint Memo reads as follows:

"The learned Advocate for the Petitioner as well as the
learned Advocate for Respondent No. 2, who is the de-facto
complainant herein, most respectfully submit that the
Petitioner and Respondent No. 2 are legally wedded
husband and wife, and the alleged victim in the present
case is their minor son aged about 10 years.

It is further submitted that the allegations made against the
Petitioner by Respondent No. 2 were in respect of an
offence punishable under Section 351(2) of the Bharatiya
Nyaya Sanhita, 2023, pertaining to criminal intimidation
and Section 8 of Prevention of Children from Sexual
Offences Act, 2012. The complaint came to be lodged based
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on certain statements allegedly narrated by the minor child
to Respondent No. 2, which were subsequently interpreted
by her as constituting the said offence.

It is further submitted that Respondent No. 2 had also
initiated multiple proceedings against the Petitioner,
including proceedings seeking maintenance as well as
reliefs under the provisions relating to domestic violence
and the Petitioner filed a suit for divorce. The matters was
subsequently referred to mediation in an attempt to
amicably resolve the disputes between the parties.

During mediation proceedings, Respondent No. 2, upon
deliberation and discussion, categorically stated that she
had misconstrued and misunderstood the narration given
by the minor child with regard to the alleged incident. She
acknowledged that the complaint had been lodged under a
mistaken understanding of the facts as conveyed to her.

In view of the above and in light of the amicable resolution
arrived at between the parties, Respondent No. 2 has
expressed her unequivocal intention not to press the
complaint any further and has agreed to extend her full
cooperation for the purpose of quashing the present petition
before this Hon'ble Court."

5. The Joint Memo filed in Crl.P.N0.6590/2025 reads

as follows:

"The learned Advocate for the Petitioner as well as the
learned Advocate for Respondent No. 2, who is the de-
facto complainant herein, most respectfully submit that
the Petitioner is an acquaintance of Accused No. 2, who
is the husband of Respondent No. 2, and that the alleged
victim in the present case is the minor son of Respondent
No. 2 and Accused No. 2, aged about 10 years.

It is further submitted that certain matrimonial disputes
and marital issues had arisen between Respondent No. 2
and her husband, namely Accused No. 2, and in the
backdrop of the said strained relationship, the present
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complaint came to be lodged. The allegations made
against the Petitioner by Respondent No. 2 were in
respect of an offence punishable under Section 351(2) of
the Bharatiya Nyaya Sanhita, 2023, pertaining to
criminal intimidation and Section 8 of Prevention of
Children from Sexual Offences Act, 2012.

It is respectfully submitted that the complaint against the
present Petitioner was lodged by Respondent No. 2 upon
misconstruing and misunderstanding what the minor
child had narrated regarding the alleged incident.

It is further submitted that Respondent No. 2 had also
initiated multiple proceedings, including proceedings
seeking maintenance and reliefs under the provisions
relating to domestic violence, in connection with the
matrimonial disputes with her husband. Respondent No.2
husband filed a petition for divorce. The matter was
subsequently referred to mediation to resolve the
disputes between the parties amicably.

During mediation proceedings, Respondent No. 2, upon
deliberation and discussion, categorically stated that she
had misconstrued and misunderstood the narration given
by the minor child with regard to the alleged incident.

In view of the above and in light of the amicable
resolution arrived at between the concerned parties,
Respondent No. 2 has expressed her unequivocal
intention not to press the complaint against the present
Petitioner any further and has agreed to extend her full
cooperation for the purpose of quashing the present
petition before this Hon'ble Court."

6.

In light of the settlement arrived at between the

parties as afore-quoted in both the petitions, I pass the

following:
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ORDER

Criminal Petitions are disposed.

In Crl.P.N0.4195/2025, complaint dated
01.03.2025, F.I.LR. in Crime No.107/2025 of
Bagalagunte PS, pending before the FTSC-I,
Bengaluru city, stands quashed gua the petitioner-

accused No.2.

In Crl.P.N0.6590/2025, complaint dated
01.03.2025, F.I.LR. in Crime No0.107/2025 of
Bagalagunte PS, pending before the FTSC-I,
Bengaluru city, stands quashed qgua the petitioner-

accused No.1.

Sd/-
(M.NAGAPRASANNA)
JUDGE

List No.: 1 SI No.: 94



