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IN THE HIGH COURT OF KARNATAKA AT BENGALURU
DATED THIS THE 17™ DAY OF APRIL, 2026

BEFORE
THE HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE M.NAGAPRASANNA
CRIMINAL PETITION NO. 5622 OF 2026

BETWEEN:

MR. NIXON,

S/O NANDA,

AGED ABOUT 29 YEARS,

R/AT# 45/1, JAYANTHIS HOUSE,
2P FLOOR, 5™ CROSS,

PATEL NANJUNDAPPA ROAD,

RS PALYA, BANGALORE CITY,
BANGALORE - 560 033.

...PETITIONER
(BY SRI. RANGANATH REDDY R, ADVOCATE)

Digitally signed AND;

by SANJEEVINI
JKARISHETTY 1. STATE BY

Loc§ti6¥1: High BANASWADI POLICE STATION,
Court of BANGALORE DISTRICT,
Karnataka

REPRESENTED BY

STATE PUBLIC PROSECUTOR,
HIGH COURT OF KARNATAKA,
PIN CODE - 560 001.

2. SMT. PRIYA,
W/O. NIXON,
AGED ABOUT 28 YEARS,
R/AT 45/1, JAYANTHIS HOUSE,
2P FLOOR, 5™ CROSS,
PATEL NANJUNDAPPA ROAD,
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RS PALYA, BANGALORE CITY,
BANGALORE - 560 033.

...RESPONDENTS
(BY SRI. B.N. JAGADEESHA, ADDL. SPP FOR R1;

SRI. DEVARAJA B, ADVOCATE FOR R2)

THIS CRL.P IS FILED U/S 482 CR.P.C (U/S 528 BNSS)
PRAYING TO QUASH THE ENTIRE PROCEEDINGS IN CRIME
NO.687/2025 REGISTERED BY BANASWADI P.S., FOR THE
OFFENCES PUNISHABLE U/S 108, 62, 85, 352 OF BNS, 2023,
PENDING BEFORE THE COURT OF THE XI ACMM, BENGALURU
AND ETC.,

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

CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE M.NAGAPRASANNA

ORAL ORDER

The petitioner, the sole accused, husband of the 2nd
respondent is before the Court calling in question proceedings
in C.C.No0.52473 of 2026 registered for the offences punishable
under Sections 108, 62, 85 and 352 of the BNS pending before

the XI Additional Chief Metropolitan Magistrate, Bengaluru.

2. Heard Sri. Ranganath Reddy R, learned counsel

appearing for the petitioner, Sri. B. N. Jagadeesha, learned
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Additional State Public Prosecutor appearing for respondent
No.1 and Sri.Devaraja B, learned counsel appearing for

respondent No.2.

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

The petition before this Court is one that unveils, in
stark relief, a disquieting narrative of mechanical
prosecution and reckless invocation of penal provision,
resulting in the incarceration of the petitioner for an
offence, that on the admitted facts, could never have

been alleged in the first place.

Brief facts unfolded:

3.1. The petitioner and the 2" respondent are married for
7 years. The relationship between the two appears to have
floundered. A squabble is said to have arisen between the two
on 20-10-2025, and at about 9.00 p.m. when the petitioner
comes home in an inebriated state and tries to assault the
complainant. The complainant attempts to commit suicide by

jumping from the second floor of the house. This did not result
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in her death, but certain injuries to her body, to which she
takes treatment. She then approaches the jurisdictional police
seeking to register a complaint. In the complaint, the narration
is clear that she attempted to commit suicide. A crime comes
to be registered based upon the said complaint in Crime No.687
of 2025 for offences punishable under Sections 108, 85, 62 and
352 of the BNS. The police conduct investigation and file a
charge sheet for the afore-said offences. On the registration of
the crime for abetment to commission of suicide the petitioner
was taken into custody. He remains in custody even today. It
is then the husband and the wife have reconciled, buried their
differences and are wanting a reunion and therefore have
approached this Court in the subject petition for the said

purpose of closure of the case on settlement.

4. The learned counsel appearing for the petitioner Sri
Ranganath Reddy would vehemently contend that there is no
suicide in the case at hand at all, for the petitioner to be
alleged of abetment of commission of suicide. It was only an
attempt by the complainant to commit suicide, which never

happened. He would submit that now the parties are wanting
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to settle the dispute and live together. Since the petitioner is in
prison, the settlement is placed before the Court with a

direction for his release.

5. The learned counsel appearing for the 2" respondent
would admit the fact of the settlement arrived at between the

parties.

6. In the obtaining peculiar facts, the case cannot be
closed without a deeper scrutiny, not of the allegations, but of
the act of the officer-in-charge of the police station, for which,

it is necessary to notice the complaint. It reads as follows:

‘B 3ROS T00003BeF0BT AV EWWITD VORISR0
45/1, 2003 TST DI, 23t DBB, 5Tt FYTF, TOTDTYD HoY;, orisedd
NS ATeIBY DoTeNDLZT. H0IETDTITD T DOTBTRY, DT
03 J@r edd 2018 3TY, DDHIobeNDEeT. dadyerhweddrt 07
SREAIIVR DB NDHIDY. VI edd  DDHIed  ReITTY
Saerdad 1oBd B¥TYN FeeBBRWATD. So3TB BINTY dodrerdod B3
AR D O[IVZ; DBHeR FeBZe0D o SaFRTOT e
BYMP0B AoDDITD Torte BATBANIYTW WRSDHTIS. @R, S3,woNY
o0erde @eeN Todh 0t TBidBmeN DI SeIdSTN IDHDY
BRBSHTI. BT T e3 DWST BRITTY, dadyerdod nod 3JyN
JeeBBRRETD, SFDTTDL BB D) VIV JoWoHBOMR TERWN
BID I S0ELAD NOBAT WRDT Te® IINMe VoTeT IO TwerHBTOW)
JSpeR eBDBT. VW I03T HAFDHTICT MBS SHBY ‘R,
BINDLIT.  @dedrt  IaWerDTTO  wod T  DrhTeNDHIT.
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B BHTs VY BTR FoTeT BFYNDB 2ot ZeoBA), dalerdab B3
T N DI,  BeFAJD,  F;0D B SHTIT.
Sdrerhmedd IRt Bt o Drd@end, Snwedde #¥XyN Fomed
Se8Zr0d Beertpendond TR BePBTe Jerd I Fed, Srd S5,
Bed e QBT &N T 0T Be0uT BPDEDITIN. BFe0s: 20-
10-2025 Sozd Fozd 09:00 rotiod SHohBY darerBodh S8 Yz D@
SreB3e0m ot TRy BNV AoBD, N S8 Bmedd, BB
SOIED BeeN T 20T BdeedIDTIN. SodFRTTd 83 S3adh
S8R DIIFe0D TP JRBIDT DJab 23e DBBAOT AR
TeandeSord Bedw), dalrerdab NoBd e IZT BTYNDBT IR Beerd
Q0D Teahen Bedeeds BTN, d0irerEHTeC) BeIITY Brodrieod
3D, DJab 2:3e DBBAOB B¥rt TODZT. doderdmeTs WY Swev’
Horte &TR Svewny Iwdd BeeNDHBT. Y Do BSez’ T word BT 8
s8I 31 Dedd, dodrerdab &3, PeSIne 3VATHTT. Jo33 B B33t
@ ¥ 80° oded Tt eIt DeddTHEs. 8gdod dalrerthmesort
B&8z0N Torie AN BpodT Bew), Teodw Jeeeds B3
SoPIFIDTITT  B3aeBd RN O[0 Y B FToReD  Fab
Brdde3o3 Bt B

(Emphasis added)

The FIR is registered for the following offences, viz., 108, 62,
85 and 352 of the BNS, the primary being the offence
punishable under Section 108 of the BNS, abetment to suicide.
The police do not stop at the registration of the crime for the
aforesaid offence, but claims to have conducted investigation
and filed a charge sheet even. Charge sheet for what, the
offence under Section 108 of the BNS, inter alia. The summary

of the charge sheet reads as follows:
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“17. 3eds Joga Te003

Tog-1 D) 8TRed B QD TVIJT 3edd 2018Te aIohe
ADeBHND, WotaTeB Fpde Tome ITVBY VOB 8T°.aFF Ho¥B
Bedeer Jowwodd SBob 53¢ Ty I DI Jo: 45/1 SOF 23 DBBAHO
ToTDNDBT. Tog-1 & 8TRed B ST DI 07 JRFB0L
DB sADHYDY, B RITDN BBred B D F3 OF DED Tog-
18301 AR @Ry DB, weNw, QD I, DI @Teed, oUBD &Been
Todd 2ot 2NY BRI, B;00RBD, TPBID BeBDSFD. B
Q30N Teg-10338  IJowodBTE  Teg-5, 6, 7 TIRY @
BeLBPYATD, [oB3 Teg-5, 6, 7 TIHNY ©TeedBIT BOTD 2ed
WHDIT BePFDH IB 8TReIAND DTOIDHPBY. 20253 VT HDLF
3oneIY Teg-1 & 88pedBIN By DD VAW, 8J0380Y I Bdeed
WY D DB@eS FeB Teg-1 TS0 2nY SR, BB
SRR BRI BoBAS 23ed b SyeB) e 30dre FOWBD BeeN ToahO
208 23 ;0SHTIS.

beAdhmer} Bm9008: 20-10-2025 Tod T3 21-00 rloedrt
esteedolny Teg-1030 hedd 2riv Sriwd 3t 33 Seddnidod 3w 3,003
T9g-1030 BDevd, TRTED JeD QUTDH e Todd Q0w Jdeeds
TN, IBO wteedady IS wd TF-10IO D Tadh, AeRD
@033 Qotd U@ Bedeeds AeR3P00d DIFeod TeZ-103DH 3
TedTNG DIob 23e DBBAT Ver) TaoknBeSorh esdeedrt 3V men
sdeedody ©30bd) Sdobde JeD ISV BTYNDE IZh@eerd 0T
Beieeds QAWM. 26008 Teg-1 SID 08, 21:20 Roedrt 2:e
DBEW0T FO Bt QW) @¥BT SB0@meD ©eZ-100 IR, @Swey” D) 2
Soeunwd w00, FBTeBL TITENDPHDY. S ThobB B¥rt woB03H
s3pedal) Dg-18307 ed T8 ReBed aFeh oW Fe® 3,nPod
BRED B BDTIN. J03T ©9Z-10aD T9g-7 T30 IweohdoB S,
VowoHBTB T9Z-5, 6, 7 TBORY, ¥, 8CWIZRBD), ©93-5, 6, 70xDH
©0g-1 OSTRy, &3 Byt Teen 83T,

T30 sdeed ABRF B3 T-10301 S8 A B BN DR
o3BT Aed IR Beerd 2o W BRY el B IeDdEFd0d
833 BpdeedIdbomeN TF-103Dh 27 DBBAOT T 63, B
SeBRpYw) Soh3IW S0HD Teg-1030 U= Swv DB) aTR Seewnwy
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0D Sz FTeSE MobTNDYD BIBWod DR VoD
T9Z HI0NPoB DR TIZ@TINY TePSP0T Todezod ehedri stoedd
B & I Boeadeean B IOINIE.”
(Emphasis added)
The aforesaid complaint and the charge sheet clearly depict an
act of recklessness on the part of the officer in-charge of the
police station/Investigating Officer. What is alleged against the
petitioner is, abetment to suicide. There is no suicide in the
case at hand. The wife who has survived an injury, is now hale

and healthy and is standing before this Court next to the

counsel.

7. The case at hand, therefore, unveils a disquieting
narrative of mechanical prosecution and reckless
invocation of a penal provision, which could not have
been alleged in the first place on the admitted facts.
Though the wife/the complainant did attempt to commit
suicide, there is no death in the case at hand. Section 108 of
the BNS punishes whoever abets the commission of suicide.

Section 108 reads as follows:

"108. Abetment of suicide.—If any person
commits suicide, whoever abets the commission of
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such suicide, shall be punished with imprisonment of
either description for a term which may extend to ten
years, and shall also be liable to fine."

(Emphasis supplied)

Section 108 is neither ambiguous nor elastic. It stands
anchored upon the un-denial prerequisite that, “if any
person commits suicide” only then culpability for
abetment would arise. Yet, in an astonishing display of
recklessness or prosecutional haste, the crime is
registered for abetment to suicide and a charge sheet is
also filed against the petitioner for the offence of
abetment of suicide, an offence whose very foundation is
actual commission of suicide. Therefore, the complaint and
the charge sheet clearly depict an act of foolhardiness on the
part of the officer in-charge of the police station/Investigating
Officer qua laying down the offence under Section 108 of the

BNS.

8. What shocks the judicial conscience is not merely
the erroneous invocation of the provision, but the grave
consequence that followed in its wake. The petitioner-

husband is languished behind the prison walls for six
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long months, deprived of his liberty under the shadow of
a charge sheet that could not even remotely sustain legal
scrutiny. The wife alleged to be the victim of abetment to
suicide stands alive before this Court, is identified by her
counsel, thereby rendering the very substratum of accusation
wholly illusory. The incarceration of the petitioner, in such
circumstances, paints a deeply troubling portrait of
investigative imprudence and indifference to personal

liberty.

9. In the wake of incarceration of the husband for the last
six months, the parties to the /is have come forward to get the
proceedings quashed on account of a settlement between

them. The terms of settlement is as follows:

“The Respondent No 2 most respectfully submit as
follows:

1. The above Criminal Petition is filed seeking quashing of
proceedings in Crime No0.687/2025 registered by
Banaswadi Police Station for the offences punishable
under Sections 108, 62, 85 and 352 of the Bharatiya
Nyaya Sanhita, 2023.

2. The Petitioner No.1 is the accused and Respondent
No.2 is the de facto complainant. Both are husband and
wife. Married on 14/04/2018 and having a one year child.
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3. It is submitted that the dispute between the parties
arose out of personal and matrimonial differences.

4. With the intervention of elders, relatives and well-
wishers, the parties have amicably settled their dispute.
The Respondent No 2 under mental distress and in
consideration of the future prospects of the family.

5. The Respondent No.2 has voluntarily agreed to
compound the offences and does not wish to prosecute
the case any further.

6. The compromise is genuine, voluntary and without any
coercion, undue influence or threat.

7. In view of the settlement, continuation of criminal
proceedings would be an abuse of process of law.

8. This Hon'ble Court may be pleased to permit
compounding of the offences in the interest of justice.

PRAYER

WHEREFORE, the Respondent No 2 respectfully
pray that this Hon'ble Court may be pleased to:

a) Permit the parties to compound the offences in Crime
No.687/2025 for offences punishable under sections 108,
62, 85, 352 of BNS OF 2023 pending before the XI Addl,
Chief Metropolitan Magistrate at Bangalore

b) Pass such other orders as deemed fit in the interest of
justice.”

This Court, would have accepted the settlement and closed the
issue. But in the teeth of the aforesaid facts, this Court
cannot remain a silent spectator to such cavalier
exercise of police power. The investigating officer who

without even adverting to the elementary ingredients of
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the offence punishable under Section 108 of the BNS -
abetment to suicide, registered the crime and goes on to
file the charge sheet even. Such recklessness cannot be

permitted to escape scrutiny.

10. The criminal justice system cannot be permitted
to be reduced to a frolicsome act of the investigating
officer, where accusations are drafted upon whim and
fancy. Liberty of a person cannot be sacrificed at the
altar of negligence. The present case is not merely an
error of judgment; it is a glaring manifestation of non-
application of mind that has resulted in the incarceration
of a citizen for half a year, for an offence that was legally
non-existent. It is therefore, imperative, that

accountability must follow such abuse of authority.

11. The Competent Authority is accordingly directed to
initiate a departmental enquiry against the officer in-charge of
the police station/Investigating Officer, who has displayed such
patent irresponsibility in laying a charge sheet for offence

under Section 108 of the BNS, despite the admitted absence of
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suicide. The enquiry, now directed, shall not be a
ritualistic exercise, but a meaningful examination into
the disturbing casualness with which the liberty was
imperilled. A report of such action taken shall be placed
before this Court, within three months from the date of receipt

of the copy of this order.

12. Since the parties themselves have now appeared
before this Court expressing their desire to bury their
differences and restore matrimonial harmony and the wife has
unequivocally submitted that the dispute stands settled and
that re-union has dawned upon a fractured relationship, in the
light of such settlement, continuation of the proceedings would
serve no purpose other than needless agony and abuse of
process. Therefore, this Court deems it appropriate to quash
the proceedings in C.C.No0.52473 of 2026 pending before XI
Additional Chief Metropolitan Magistrate, Bengaluru. The
petitioner who continues to be incarcerated shall be released
forthwith, without brooking even the slightest delay and the
Registry is directed to communicate this order to the Prison

Authorities to ensure prompt compliance.
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For the aforesaid reasons, the following:

ORDER

The Criminal Petition is allowed.

Proceedings in C.C.N0.52473/2026 pending before
the Court of the XI ACMM, Bengaluru, stands

quashed/obliterated qua the petitioner.

The petitioner who is now housed in prison shall be
released by the prison authorities without brooking

any delay.

The Registry of this Court shall communicate this
order to the prison authorities to enable release of

the petitioner from prison.

A departmental enquiry shall ensue against the
officer-in-charge of the Police Station who filed the
charge sheet for an offence punishable under
Section 108 of BNS-abetment to suicide, when the
victim is still alive. There was no suicide in the case
at hand. The action taken on a departmental inquiry

against the officer-in-charge of the Police Station
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shall be reported back to this Court within three
months from the date of receipt of the copy of this

order.

Ordered accordingly.

Sd/-
(M.NAGAPRASANNA)
JUDGE

Bkp/ List No.: 1 Sl No.: 66
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