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IN THE HIGH COURT OF KARNATAKA AT BENGALURU
DATED THIS THE 14™ DAY OF JULY, 2026

BEFORE
THE HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE M.NAGAPRASANNA
CRIMINAL PETITION NO.4977 OF 2024

BETWEEN:

MR. ABDUL KHUDDUS B,

S/0 MOHAMMED BASHA K.,
AGED ABOUT 47 YEARS,
CHIEF ACCOUNT OFFICER AND
FINANCIAL ADVISOR,

BMTC,

SHANTHINAGAR,

BANGALORE - 560 027.

R/O #29, 3 MAIN 14" CROSS,
NEMATH MANZIL,
VINOBHANAGAR,

Digita_uy signed DAVANGERE,

EXDWMHI g KARNATAKA - 577 006.

Locati-(;h: High
Courtof ° ..PETITIONER
Karnataka

(BY SRI.PARAMESHWAR N HEGDE., ADVOCATE)

AND:

1. STATE OF KARNATAKA,
BY WILSON GARDEN POLICE,
BENGALURU,
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REPRESENTED BY ITS

STATE PUBLIC PROSECUTOR,
HIGH COURT OF KARNATAKA,
BANGALORE - 01.

2. SMT. RAMYA C.K.,
AGED ABOUT 39 YEARS,
SECURITY AND VIGILANCE OFFICER,
BMTC BUILDING, B BLOCK,
SHANTHINAGARA,
BENGALURU - 560 027.
...RESPONDENTS

(BY SMT.RASHMI PATEL, HCGP FOR R1;

SMT.H.R.RENUKA, ADVOCATE FOR R2)

THIS CRL.P. IS FILED U/S.482 OF CR.PC. PRAYING TO
QUASH THE FIR IN CR.NO.22/2024 REGISTERED BY THE
RESPONDENT POLICE (WILSON GARDEN POLICE) FOR THE
OFFENCE P/U/S 409, 420, 465, 468, 471, 477A AND 34 OF IPC

AND PENDING ON THE FILE OF THE III A.C.M.M BENGALURU.

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

The petitioner - accused No.1 is before this Court calling
in question the registration of a crime in Crime No0.22/2024 for
the offences punishable under Sections 409, 420, 465, 468,

471, 477A and 34 of the IPC.

2. Heard Sri. Parameshwar N. Hegde, learned counsel
appearing for the petitioner, Smt. Rashmi Patel, learned HCGP
appearing for respondent No.1 and Smt. H.R. Renuka, learned

counsel appearing for respondent No.2.

3. The petitioner was at the relevant point in time was
working as Chief Accounts Officer and Financial Advisor to the
Bangalore Metropolitan Transport Corporation (‘the BMTC' for
short). A complaint comes to be registered by the Head Office
of the BMTC alleging offences as afore-quoted not against the
petitioner, but several others, drawing the petitioner as
accused No.l1 in the array of accused. The petitioner on
registration of the crime approaches this Court in the subject

petition. This Court, on 28.06.2024, had granted an interim
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order of stay, which is in subsistence even today. The matter is
taken up on an application filed by the State seeking vacation

of the interim order and is heard by the consent of the parties.

4, Learned counsel appearing for the petitioner would
take this Court through the documents appended to the petition
seeking to prima facie demonstrate that the petitioner himself
was the one who blew the whistle of corruption and had
indicated all the persons, who had indulged in rendering a
credit note in favour of the license holders. In the light of the
issuance of credit note being found fault with, the petitioner
communicates on 07.11.2023 with regard to the illegalities in
the issuance of the credit note. The acts of the crime falls on
him without any rhyme or reason is the submission of the

learned counsel.

5. Learned counsel appearing for the BMTC, Smt. H. R.
Renuka would however refute the submission in contending
that the petitioner is accused No.1 who has signed on the credit
note and the Commercial Department of BMTC has put up the
papers before the petitioner for his signature. All of them are

equally responsible in the episode of crime. Therefore, would
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submit that it is a matter of investigation for the petitioner to

come out clean in a full blown trial.

6. Learned HCGP would also toe the lines of the
learned counsel appearing for respondent No.2 in contending
that it is a matter of investigation at least that the petitioner

has to face.

7. I have given my anxious consideration to the
respective submissions made by the learned counsel and have

perused the material on record.

8. The afore-narrated facts at this juncture lie in a
narrow compass. The position of the petitioner in the BMTC is
not in dispute. The fulcrum of the /is revolves around rendering
a credit note to the license holders. The credit note is an
amount of Rs.5,01,70,504/-. The credit note is handed over to
the licensees of the shops in the complex. The petitioner senses
a foul play by the Commercial Department in putting up the
said document before him and immediately communicates not
once, but thrice that to redeem the foul play and pass
necessary orders withdrawing the said credit note. One such

communication dated 07.11.2023 reads as follows:
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DT003:07.11.2023

SR IBVATE ATer FTOROA,
.30.7.50%, 30T 3gieD,
BonER.

BSTe

QTOR: mséué @mo:né; TOWORRTOZ ... neR, RETOATOH wrﬁ\
emgiw): 1) @35}5 0T900%:29.03.2023/381
2) 30935: L0 T0:8e8:83::376:2023-24, HT003:12.10.2023

I3 wogedT 3T OeF HeIWI. TDOWEL, BT LVTIND,
SO0 (WIWI) TJOR, Woed; BHOODT  Wed TETRO  TOFIW
VOEPRNTVE wﬁ\ BROOTRWIN TOdCDY zsmmgb@ofmaia@l ANHTRAY RTVO
AORTOZ BRRURND), (TE ONEAT)

BNOTNITIT, wa.ieéﬁ TOWORAT AWONT wrﬁ\ GO 56@0335301
wged 2 T 6635 BYATTT. B3O [TLODIY, 35% ORMOT/N TONR B3
39308 woINYR  BOODT  TWFRAYLD TN STPTIZRODT
FOBSRNT.

1)) TTRODNY  WORANTOZ  CIPYTE  WDRWRETICWYTe

Credit Note R¢m), BodPOr ©HFT IRE THTLTIE TOWRT (e
Rel@pkep) @@@6/&2&0@7@ é)dacgp E7) §a§3%érira%©a

2) [IROHY  WORALTOZ  IRTINYR  BIOZT  IITT,
VHTO Tone AYOONY e &7y FWFRAYLD

3) [TOODY  DOBADTOZ  0IRPYTE  BRBRTI  AYTe

08».5,01,70,504 /-1 mséué BTOONTJI), sRJ_RRP2y  Credit Note
AQADDYTR,  TTRIRR, T BRTBW,  FOWORAT msézsé
TOANRTOOT  [REDE  [RRERYLD  ROwWT  (Jwed)  aweadn
BRWRWTOTONS."

9. The moment the petitioner blew the whistle of foul
play, the acts of the crime falls on him and the impugned crime
is registered. The complaint so registered by the BMTC against

all the accused reads as follows:
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03003:02/02/2024

ﬁ,

©TTF JOETFD

WOT R e:sdgﬁ Do
wSongpm-27.

mséd,

QB/ON:— BONGNRTY RTINS moOR xo%oda meézsé BB JTT
0330 BRTORYONND  FIFH, BreJBBN ‘Jogﬁ BRFT  THR)OD
TRV BDOB) ToIRT B BRNRTOZ 3D THTV.

wged:- Fo:RdR 09 3307 2024 OT00#:19.01.2024 TI FFoFTT
BT TOORFTEE ZONR VRS, Tooredd T

Sokskkkk kKRR K

QoW DTWOD W wogedd FOWORATOS, WgedT TITY ¢
DN TR, mgaé df@@fm@ TONR SBRFT IOJMOOD  Tonw
"OF o 93T woedy WP SFTY 030N VPTONY QWG I T
RONTDTOZ eI NedT TITY BRWATTYT.

RSO ugedd TITOZ e ed  IOm0TOZ  L0RTTIOF,
mséué RONNG /230%eTOINOR  FOWORATOZ  DVTWOINTOTO0T  FTID
LTOTT TS BE Bk AeFOTWTT JAT ¢ ToNL WTF, TOWORAT
BomE. BRZE Dol QUSeNon  BRTHIOIFRYED, BTN,
33, mi@odocg [perF-2021 00T RHOWT-2022 TW/IN e, 456

Credit Note A¢m), TTHANTRTOA DTCWE AR FOFOD 0T
Toedey,  ToSOWOT  STTF TR AeRT), BT 2w BRY TN

20,24,10,923/- ﬂ%ﬁd&éﬁﬁ. ©ude . 5,0170,504/-R¢ a'iragcﬁ 52 Credit

Note R¢R, IRRTe ©Te3 ARBe TIHZ LLTJON 0T TS,
QTOEB0D @C)ﬁ@/m%o@ﬁeéo 3030  B.OF.ES. Qﬁmo&sﬁd@o@ﬁ
TRBEMRN FOFOH STIF QLR FDHIRN STXF qeRadody ciRyTe

STBIYOTTR  doPILTN  Credit Note e, =RY Ine
HoFoh wordy; BTRODII, IRWARVY STTT Teowuedd TRTBINNTT
Tone WOFT.L. B[R DTSN mﬁ@ﬁ RoTooRTNLSeTNT  TTDN
DORY ATO BRIIZ), IRWARVY  TIVIZRNIIT. WO mﬁ@oda
DoedE, BTRORTY TR ATETT IRTY IHEFOLHNTOTT.

zoz’éo:n Doed,  QURSONOT  TO[RT  LIWON  O3WEYTIe
wdesagde dedwen  RBO  Credit Note ner  <3my  wowsdod
2200 /RTIOND TOdeDRT[e  ROWT msézsé QRABCHBILH  eRDHI
Credit Note n¢ ©TE =OS mﬂ@oja BTOODTZ), BRSRRVAT),
Doed, BTRoD IFEONILIB. 85 0ed 50%@033 EpltNIReSOE VWA el aly 2
ToMR  @OIOND mﬂ@oia AODT[RIONATR,  YQYOR o3ToRTe
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REROTONY  STeBIYTC xoﬂ@ﬁ ROV emz%@é@od IR Kezd
Oe30HQ Y TDWRSNTR, FRAWIROW IEITY WIBRY WINT BRI
Credit Note n¥=), ded SZTT, VeRBR FDLABOOT wHoed, SO
0.11,81,43,664 /-1 IFEHoLTONed TOWT mséué Q30D

@@@b/mg)oémﬁo BRWO TOOLLTONTITYTD somwoédagd

83 O¢8 YUTICTTRB/F TN FBFH, SReT[IN xoi@ﬁ SHFoLNeLD
TOOTONTDE  FOWRT  woeds, TS WHT  SBITT,  A0D 2y

90T /5°TTT éi)dod@ ROWOTITL BROT ©OBONY  FNIST  TITD
TR wgedB TIRY ATEFIT JeRTLIVT.

3
(

©500T AR [OWAWH W eBN0T IR eFT 0e80DY AW
TRDCVINI), FAREROW TBITY VIBRR xoﬁ@ﬁ Sw. 11,81,43.664/— 1Y
IH LoD JPRDVT HF WS ANTRE’, msoé e%z@@%@@ Tonp SHFB
£90T00 /P TTTONES &Dcﬂa% RART FRRD T KPNDF[OZ T RO
BRCTOONT.

BOTINGRODR."

10. If the communication dated 07.11.2023 and the
complaint are read in tandem, what would unmistakably
emerge is that the petitioner in the hierarchy was at the end
where all files being put up before him after thorough scrutiny
was submitted only for the signature. The petitioner did sign
the document, but immediately thereafter, communicated to
the authorities that the said credit note must be withdrawn, as
there was some foul play. The authorities failed to act and the
crime is now registered. Learned counsel appearing for the
parties would admit that it is a credit note and no benefit has
been taken on the strength of the credit note by the licensees.

In that light, finding the ingredients of the offence not being
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met even to its semblance against the petitioner, permitting
investigation would become an abuse of the process of the law

and result in miscarriage of justice.

11. Reference being made to the judgment of the Apex
Court in the case of STATE OF HARYANA v. BHAJAN LAL?,

wherein it is held as follows:

n

102. In the backdrop of the interpretation of the
various relevant provisions of the Code under Chapter XIV
and of the principles of law enunciated by this Court in a
series of decisions relating to the exercise of the
extraordinary power under Article 226 or the inherent
powers under Section 482 of the Code which we have
extracted and reproduced above, we have given the
following categories of cases by way of illustration
wherein such power could be exercised either to prevent
abuse of the process of any court or otherwise to secure
the ends of justice, though it may not be possible to lay
down any precise, clearly defined and sufficiently
channelised and inflexible guidelines or rigid formulae and
to give an exhaustive list of myriad kinds of cases
wherein such power should be exercised.

(1) Where the allegations made in the first
information report or the complaint,
even if they are taken at their face
value and accepted in their entirety do
not prima facie constitute any offence
or make out a case against the
accused.

(2) Where the allegations in the first
information report and other materials, if

11992 Supp (1) SCC 335
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any, accompanying the FIR do not disclose
a cognizable offence, justifying an
investigation by police officers under
Section 156(1) of the Code except under an
order of a Magistrate within the purview of
Section 155(2) of the Code.

(3) Where the uncontroverted allegations
made in the FIR or complaint and the
evidence collected in support of the
same do not disclose the commission of
any offence and make out a case
against the accused.

(4) Where, the allegations in the FIR do not
constitute a cognizable offence but
constitute only a non-cognizable offence, no
investigation is permitted by a police officer
without an order of a Magistrate as
contemplated under Section 155(2) of the
Code.

(5) Where the allegations made in the FIR
or complaint are so absurd and
inherently improbable on the basis of
which no prudent person can ever
reach a just conclusion that there is
sufficient ground for proceeding
against the accused.

(6) Where there is an express legal bar
engrafted in any of the provisions of the
Code or the concerned Act (under which a
criminal proceeding is instituted) to the
institution and continuance of the
proceedings and/or where there is a specific
provision in the Code or the concerned Act,
providing efficacious redress for the
grievance of the aggrieved party.

(7) Where a criminal proceeding is manifestly
attended with mala fide and/or where the
proceeding is maliciously instituted with an
ulterior motive for wreaking vengeance on



12.

()
(i)

(iii)

(iv)

SJK
List No.: 1 SI No.: 2
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the accused and with a view to spite him
due to private and personal grudge.”

(Emphasis supplied)

For the aforesaid reasons, the following:

ORDER

The petition is allowed.

Proceedings in Crime No0.22/2024 stands quashed

qua the petitioner .

It is made clear that the observations made in the
course of the order is only for the purpose of
consideration of the case of the petitioner under
Section 482 of the Cr.P.C./Section 528 of the BNS,
2023 and it would not become applicable to any

other accused in the fray.

The order also would not come in the way of any
other proceedings initiated against the petitioner or

any other accused.

Sd/-
(M.NAGAPRASANNA)
JUDGE
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