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IN THE HIGH COURT OF MADHYA PRADESH
AT GWALIOR
BEFORE

HON'BLE SHRI JUSTICE MILIND RAMESH PHADKE
ON THE 22™ OF SEPTEMBER, 2025

MISC. CRIMINAL CASE No. 42131 of 2025

ANAND SINGH LODHA
Versus
THE STATE OF MADHYA PRADESH AND OTHERS

Appearance:
Shri Rohit Bansal - Advocate for the applicant.

Shri Samar Ghuraiya - Public Prosecutor for the State.

Shri Vibhor Kumar Sahu - Advocate for the complainant.

MISC. CRIMINAL CASE No. 6623 of 2025

BRAJENDRA SHARMA
Versus
THE STATE OF MADHYA PRADESH AND OTHERS

Appearance:
Shri Siddharth Sijoria - Advocate for the applicant.

Shri Samar Ghuraiya - Public Prosecutor for the State.

Shri Vibhor Kumar Sahu - Advocate for the complainant.

The present applications have been filed by the applicants No.1 and 2,
namely, Anand Singh Lodha and Brajendra Sharma under Section 528 of the
Bharatiya Nagarik Suraksha Sanhita, 2023 (hereinafter “BNSS”), seeking
quashment of FIR bearing Crime No.1002 of 2024, registered on 23.10.2024
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at Police Station Cantt., District Guna. The FIR relates to alleged offences

under Sections 376(2)(n) 376-D, 294 & 506 of IPC and Sections 3(2)(v), 3(1)
(w)(11), 3(1)(da), 3(1)(Tha) and 3(2)(va) of Scheduled Castes and Scheduled
Trbies.C./S.T. Act and all subsequent proceedings arising therefrom.

The prosecution case, as emerging from the written complaint of the
prosecutrix, is as follows:

The prosecutrix was running a mobile shop under the name “Nayara
Mobile Shop” situated in front of the Girls Hostel on Ashoknagar Road. Due
to this, she came into contact with Preeti Sharma, warden of the said hostel,
and her husband, Brijendra Sharma (applicant No.2), who used to visit her
shop for mobile recharge and other mobile accessories.

In February 2021, Preeti Sharma visited the prosecutrix’s shop for
changing her mobile screen guard. On that day, the prosecutrix was
menstruating. Preeti Sharma offered her sanitary pads available in the hostel
and allowed her to use the hostel toilet. The prosecutrix incorrectly used the
toilet without knowing that the toilet door was partially broken from below.
After using it, the prosecutrix returned.

Subsequently, Brijendra Sharma (applicant No.2) came to her shop
when she was alone and threatened her, stating that he had secretly taken her
photographs and video while she was in the hostel toilet. He blackmailed her,
saying that if she disclosed this to anyone, he would make those photos and
videos viral. Thereafter, he continuously intimidated her.

In January 2022, Brijendra Sharma (applicant No.2) called the

prosecutrix near Sharda School. From there, he forcibly took her to the house
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of his associate, co-accused Arun, situated at Vidyanchal Colony behind

Vandana School, Guna. At that place, Brijendra Sharma (applicant No.2)
and Arun committed forcible sexual intercourse with her against her will.
When she raised an alarm, they gagged her mouth. Thereafter, on several
occasions, they repeatedly threatened the prosecutrix and, by exploiting her
fear of defamation and of her photos/videos being circulated, forcibly took
her to different places and committed rape upon her.

On 05.01.2023, Brajendra Sharma called her at his Vivek Colony's
house where Anand Singh Lodha was also present, there all the three persons
committed rape on her and she was frightened, she didn't tell about it to
anyone, but when she asked the accused persons to delete the photographs
and videos, they abused her in filthy caste-based language, threatened to kill
her if she reported the matter, and continued to intimidate her. At that time,
her husband was in jail in another case, due to which she was extremely
frightened and refrained from making a complaint earlier.

When her husband came out of jail, finally, on 23.10.2024,
overcoming fear, the prosecutrix approached Police Station Cantt, District
Guna, along with her husband, and submitted a written complaint narrating
the above facts. On the basis of her complaint, alleged crime was registered
against the applicants and other co-accused.

ARGUMENTS

Learned counsel for the applicants has submitted before this Court that
the alleged incidents date back to February 2021 and March 2022. However,

the prosecutrix remained completely silent until 23.10.2024, when FIR
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No0.1002/2024 was lodged. This inordinate and unexplained delay of more

than two to three years creates serious doubt about the veracity of the
prosecution story and points to an afterthought.

It is further submitted that the prosecutrix herself had earlier filed FIR
No0.260/2023 on 26.03.2023 against Applicant No.2 (Brijendra Sharma)
under Sections 354, 354(Gha) of IPC and Sections 3(1)(w)(1), 3(2)(va) of the
SC/ST Act. In that complaint, no allegations of repeated rape [376(2)(n)],
gang rape (376-D), or involvement of Applicant No.l (Anand Singh Lodha)
were ever mentioned. These serious allegations surfaced only later in FIR
No0.1002/2024, thereby showing clear contradictions and embellishments.

It 1s further submitted that Applicant No.1, who 1s a reputed person,
serving as President of the Press Club, Guna and Bureau Chief of
Haribhoomi newspaper, met the complainant and her husband for the very
first time on 30.06.2024 during a skating competition, where he was invited
as Chief Guest. The allegations in FIR No.1002/2024 pertain to incidents of
2021-2022, when admittedly Applicant No.1 had no acquaintance with the
complainant. Thus, the allegations against Applicant No.l are false,
fabricated, and chronologically impossible.

The implication of Anand Singh Lodha in the incident appears to be
due to the fact that after coming to know of affidavits and complaints against
the complainant and her husband in relation to child abuse, Applicant No.1
after due inquiry had published factual reports in his newspaper after due
inquiry. This professional duty of reporting issues of public importance has

been twisted into a false criminal allegation. The FIR was filed immediately
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after Applicant No.1 published such reports against the complainant and her

husband, clearly showing malafide intention and oblique motive.

The alleged incidents are of 2021, but the FIR has been filed only in
October 2024, after a gap of almost three years, without any satisfactory
explanation. This delay clearly indicates concoction and manipulation.

On 25.08.2024 just prior to loding of the instant F.I.R., Applicant No.2
(Brijendra Sharma) had lodged FIR No.837/2024 against the complainant,
her husband, and others under Section 384 of IPC regarding his blackmailing
by the prosecutrix on the pretext of some obscene photogrpahs and videos of
her taken during video chat and extracting Rs.22,00,000/- from him. The
photographs and the videos were got seized by the applicant Brajendra
Sharma in the aforesaid F.I.LR., which are being used by the prosecutrix in the
present case. The present FIR dated 23.10.2024 was lodged immediately
thereafter, clearly as a counterblast and tool of vendetta, which indicates
malicious intent and oblique motive. The complainant alleges sexual assault
in 2021-2022, but her own earlier FIR No0.260/2023 makes no mention of
such grave incidents. This contradiction makes the present FIR highly
suspicious and an afterthought.

During investigation, the complainant submitted certain obscene
fabricated/edited photographs allegedly depicting Applicant No.1. However,
it is undisputed that Applicant No.1’s left-hand index finger has been
permanently damaged since 21.08.1999. In the fabricated photos, the index
finger appears normal, thereby conclusively proving false implication.

Through RTI, it has been revealed that between 01.01.2022 and
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04.11.2024, the prosecutrix filed several complaints and in none of these

complaints was Applicant No.l named or implicated. This further
demonstrates that the later introduction of Applicant No.1’s name in FIR
No.1002/2024 is an afterthought.

The complainant and her husband themselves are involved in child
trafficking and abuse cases, and FIR No.12/2022 under Sections 376(2)(n),
376-D, 376-DA IPC and Sections 5, 6 POCSO Act, as well as FIR
No0.454/2023 under Sections 448, 294, 506 IPC, stand registered against
them. Their conduct reflects lack of clean hands and supports the defence
that the present FIR is a weapon of harassment and a retaliatory measure to
harass Applicant No.2 for initiating lawful action against them.

It is further submitted that the present case falls squarely within
categories (a), (¢), (e), and (g) enumerated in State of Haryana v. Bhajan Lal
[AIR 1992 SC 604], as reaffirmed in Vineet Kumar v. State of U.P. [(2017)
13 SCC 369]. The FIR is manifestly attended with mala fide, instituted with
an ulterior motive, and is a clear abuse of process of law, thus, the
continuation of proceedings in FIR No0.1002/2024 will only result in
harassment, injustice, and irreparable injury to the applicants. In light of the
above submissions, it is prayed that the impugned FIR and all consequential
proceedings deserve to be quashed at the threshold.

Per contra, learned Public Prosecutor for the State as well as the
counsel for the complainant had opposed the applications by submitting
that FIR No.1002/2024, lodged by the prosecutrix discloses a prima facie
case under Sections 376(2)(n), 376-D, 294, 506 IPC and Sections 3(1)(w)(ii),
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3(2)(v), 3(1)(da), 3(1)(dha), 3(2)(va) of the SC/ST Act and the complaint

narrates repeated acts of intimidation, threats, and sexual assault by the
accused over a period of time, which cannot be ignored at the threshold. The
delay in lodging the FIR is explained by the prosecutrix’s fear, as her
husband was in jail and she was threatened of making the photographs viral
and harm, which is a recognized and a valid reason for delay in reporting
sexual offences. The allegations against Applicant No.l, Anand Singh
Lodha, though denied, require investigation, and his professional reputation
or the timing of his first acquaintance with the complainant cannot be
grounds for quashment.

It is further submitted that the FIR was not motivated by malice or
counterblast. Alleged prior complaints, affidavits, or newspaper publications
cannot negate the occurrence of the offences alleged, and investigation is
necessary to determine the veracity of the allegations. RTI disclosures or the
condition of Applicant No.l’s finger cannot conclusively disprove the
claims, as these matters require evidence collection and witness examination.
Quashing the FIR at this stage would deny the prosecutrix her statutory rights
and obstruct the course of justice. In view of the above, it is submitted that
FIR No0.1002/2024 and all consequential proceedings should not be quashed,
and investigation should be allowed to continue to ascertain the truth and
deliver justice.

DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSION

After a comprehensive examination of the facts, legal arguments, and

applicable precedents, this Court finds as follows:

Signature-Not Verified
Signed by YOGBAIDRA
OJH,

Signing time:327/2025
6:24:04 PM



NEUTRAL CITATION NO. 2025:MPHC-GWL:23452

8 MCRC-42131-2025

The alleged incidents, as per the prosecutrix's complaint, dates back to
February 2021 and March 2022. However, the FIR was lodged only on
23.10.2024, indicating a significant delay of over two years without a
satisfactory explanation. Such an inordinate delay raises substantial doubts
about the veracity of the allegations and suggests the possibility of an
afterthought or concoction for the reason to follow.

The prosecutrix had previously filed one FIR No0.260/2023 on
26.03.2023 against Applicant No.2, Brajendra Sharma, under Sections 354,
354(Gha) of the Indian Penal Code (IPC) and relevant provisions of the
SC/ST Act. Notably, this earlier complaint did not mention any allegations
of repeated rape [Section 376(2)(n)], gang rape (Section 376-D), and
threatening nor showed any kind of involvement of Applicant No.l (Anand
Singh Lodha). The subsequent introduction of these serious allegations in
FIR No. 1002/2024 indicates clear contradictions and embellishments,
further undermining the credibility of the prosecution's case.

Statement of the prosecutrix under 354 proceedings recorded on
05.04.2024 in pursuance to the proceedings instituted on F.I.R. No.260 of

2023 is quoted hereinbelow:

1-# Gree St @ g1 #H IR @t S g, S oA
ST @1 & &= fqaiad 15.01.2023 &1 MH & 07:30 F51 &I
&1 3 3rq g Pl e ek gl 8 ST et oA THT GreT
Here & Grd @refl SITg g R & gt IET epapd FRT
HET T Gh3ah 3791 Grd @it bl iforer b1 el 3t
P GFF GBT 3G HTT P GIIAT IR IRIGT & Fhewr fam
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et T PR &, Aol T IRA H HAT [ebar &l IR Fg7d
Pt oI fab THR, PIRTT B 3a Flera g =t far g8
T T | ST H Tgr & S oot a FIRI & 3 FTT &
FRT b THBT &1/

2. A gferd H g.d.01 @7 3G a7 G b
for@rgea & . g.dt.1 & T & T HT W A gEAEN &/
glerd & g.d1.01 & 3i7dee G¥ & IR & faeg JaRre
gofiag fabar ar go# Ja=n Ruid g. o2 & Gas v d v
HTTT Q¥ R gFAT&R &1 glora & #) f[Fnael o3 gear £er
T TF FIFT T.91.03 AT AT [5Fah T H T HT 0T H
EFIET &1 Het Gletd &l 319 SArfa GAToT OF 9.4%.4 faar
T fad glerd & J5rdH. 51l ] STHT GarAT 9.9).5 g137
o D T H T HT G 3R GEAER &1 Glerd & =rarerd A
I URT 164 & 9.9, & FUT T & 51 9416 &1 Glerdy &
HSTH QOAST P AL HUT el & HA Glerd &l gear
gers ot/

Fle- 3 ¥&o7 q¥ . 1. & aredft &t ggT farret eifda
PNh JIdD T Qo5 bl gl aIgT St GepoT & 3dellene
3T &t

3- Ig pgell Tl & fb A Glerd &l garar o fob
HRIGT & 3T &7 g 79T & gepsr T/

giaareror grir 4 faremer srate ifdaer ared 3R

4- 3 o 2023 & a1g & TGIE TR @ Fd Trsde
Ehol H & el g1 3d Tgel 3 A3 el &1 GepraT gelictt ot
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ﬁ#a?aréwa‘#gaﬁrwma& ORI & GIe TTed glecel

& TqHA e H b3 & &1 JH Gepi Ffeler @ Qur ATH
TEI FATH &. % e far AT aret &1 T A1t &1 18
off 3 U7 Het AT b §HA dg P & & N 3P
G Pl GIef A Y fa2 &1 A 3k FISeT P G
T c191d & Gget AT qu dep ol !

5- 3RIGT XY Gepld UX AEeh & &G H THT oot &
ford 31 &1 Y geprd o7 ATl dhr TARR) fAed o,
FAlTser TgI [Aeid &1 IRIYT $r g 4t &3 a7 TAH T
gilga 3t oA 37 @ror F 38 gRfAT ot IRt &
TRAIT & i it &laT & 3 el SHAA g1 H3T TP el
& fob arTrarg H fapaAr erare Iedt ot IR #r gd
gieeer & ars= &/

6- # gag &l & aw a5t @ & H AT G Giorcd!
oY1 ERT &R TNTGITGRT he H &1 Ht 379+ &R & bl deb bl
it TET AT &, A 7 & gawnaT e Uger I H 16 AT
STt 81 3 39T GepIed U 3711 & a1 A Pl 06, 07, 08 a5t
SIS 8t GePl e it ot de &} S off | Ig el el &
fab 2R gepTeT & ] AT @ &g TEA &1 Hgl SADRT el &
far TTreTgRT # fabctat cilant &bt aecdt &1 I8 e el &1 fa
TG AT et &1 H3t AP Tl & fab TarergRr 100
GRar?T &1 ST &1 FE Pe=dl el & b TG H AFHIT
[Rf3er Tper &1 TR H Gleld aelel & TF. 1. Jifte
& ST g3 &/ AH 1 06 Fst & G 3tk IAEA GTeft gl S
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&l

7- N gfd ®I5 F1T T8 A & Tg fawenar g1 #H
O, U1 JTBH & Grd Sl IEAT IS HUS) b a0 AT & 39
TET & #H gear dl a7 S @ oA 37 IEd A FH A
TRTAT i el epvrd| I &l b A& A oA | TE
el TTelc & fob e el & UIF Fee] d= §4 &/ ger
fasirer &l 57e IR & F3t WO fbar oar 3 fa=ire &l
Fst 20-25 AfAe &X ggaet &9t & I gRare # 3 afa,
TTH T HE Al s &1

8- Het GloRT 377G 7.1 1 GfeRT T T.81.1. T. 4.0
H Tg gar far o fab IR & GewT HereT & arg @ralt
STITE O¥ IR & & APy e &7 Ghsad 3T T
&=t &1 I B Uel €IeFehl Gey 3Tt 31T &l FSTal 3eh

& fer&ll gl &t IR o7 el S Hebcdl § T Hel Glord sidaet
g.d%.1. gierd &YeT 7.8 1. 0.6 H Ig aar faar oar f
THIT BIRGT I 34 FlPra g T b ag g7d T T R
AT ST H &gl & S o7l Jd ARG & Fat ST & HR B
drofl, meg 3w aa g.d.e, .81 e T 096 # 7 fordt gl ar
PIRT el G TpcAl §/

9- A TG.02 T G.H.03 & T J T HIT G U 7
EEAEN b2 &) Hed e1ars79T &1 & Hled aI¥ &4 g7 a4t off )
TE el dal & [ A ufa gd H ITcarem axar faara 3
g T A@a A afd & ay 2017 & HcHAET BT
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Brarar sis fa, 377?715«7&37‘5’7?&%373:‘@77&#

HIFRET R Rrd & # arsde H 3 & 15 Tl d& &
ged] I THICT fa@re & Ford dAdt g1 3 FoR fadeT &
gl are g arehr GHI H vep aIX e it g1 H uld a= &
300 &G S A g1 H T BH H BH 40 H 50 FTE
DT HIga 37 &1 A gfad gd & A Redars erara & 3k
# 378 qd & SHAA g/

10- #Het g.dt.01 @r 31dGeT A= & FET eTSAIT Bl
GePI=T & ET3T 1T AT| Fg el T & fab e a R afd
& ARG & o | 3417 o & Tg dgedr e & fab A IR
TR gia & IR & &7 SN 3 JI7 O 317 ferd & gear
& AT # Gfd Ser H &1 A ufd b Qarep el Ser & Rer
&9 T8 arg 73t AG Tl &1 TG el b FTART H el &
Rer g2 &/ AR &I7T Ee=T T 3Tdge Rl 24.03.2023 &t
e g H fear ar) oI Fg & fb A gIr 3des faarad
24.03.2024 @} Gget T dig H 1331 A1 TE Fear T & far
IRIGT & AT R A9 & g FéT gepsr| AT glord &
FHEIPeT &I FRTAT 7| T, 378, 3. & FHI G FH 9RN T¥
I3 Tic gl A1 ST IR & gear & TFHT FRT &Y THsT
3 FHI IR G A1 & 1T AT Tg b Fgt & b aear
& dearer ara Ruid agl forars | «aa: ey far 3k afad Ser
# 2 3 g7 & o & swford Aa Raid 78t forars |
U a7 & Try Ruid foragra 13 off «aa: aar b A ofa
H #H T [apenar gl & ag Tel gl Hebcdll g Phgell
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W?‘ﬁ;#muﬁa#a’w;fﬁwquﬂwf
&1 Tg Pear e & for IR & 3417 ford O & 3T g
S PIRUT R &5 3G BT ORI Gflag T 13T &/

From the aforesaid, it is clear that nowhere the complaint had
mentioned the present offence, which had allegedly taken prior to that
incident.

Apart from that that the photographs appended with the case reflects
that they had been taken while video chatting with someone, as in every
photograph there is another window visible either blank or someone
watching, which further goes to show that they were conscious and not
deliberate.

Further, applicant No.1, Anand Singh Lodha, who is the President of
the Press Club, Guna, and Bureau Chief of Haribhoomi newspaper had no
prior acquaintance with the complainant or her husband as in none of the
complaints prior meeting with him had been alleged, thus, it appears that
their first meeting occurred on 30.06.2024 during a skating competition,
where Applicant No.1 was invited as the Chief Guest. The alleged incidents
pertains to year 2021-2022, a period when Applicant No.l had no
connection with the complainant, rendering the allegations against him
chronologically implausible.

Applicant No.l's journalistic activities, including publishing factual
reports about the complainant and her husband's involvement in child abuse
cases, were misconstrued as defamatory actions. The complainant's lodging

of FIR No. 1002/2024 immediately after these reports were published
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suggests a retaliatory motive, indicating that the FIR was filed with malafide

intent and ulterior motives.

During the investigation, the complainant submitted certain obscene
photographs allegedly depicting Applicant No.1 with a normal hand;
however, it i1s undisputed that Applicant No.l's left-hand index finger has
been permanently damaged since 21.08.1999. In the alleged obsecene
photos, the index finger appears normal, conclusively proving the false
implication of Applicant No.l. The same is evident from concession
certificate issued by the Orthopedic Specialist, District Hospital, Ujjain.

Through Right to Information (RTI) inquiries, it was revealed that
between 01.01.2022 and 04.11.2024, the complainant filed several
complaints, but none of which named or implicated Applicant No.1. This
further demonstrates that the introduction of Applicant No. 1's name in FIR
No. 1002/2024 is an afterthought, lacking any prior basis.

Here the previous conduct of the complainant and her husband is also
required to be seen.

The complainant and her husband have been implicated in serious
criminal activities, including child trafficking and abuse. FIR No. 12/2022
under Sections 376(2)(n), 376-D, 376-DA, and Sections 5, 6 of the
Protection of Children from Sexual Offences (POCSO) Act, along with FIR
No. 454/2023 under Sections 448, 294, and 506 of the IPC, have been
registered against them and their associates. Their involvement in such
activities reflects a lack of clean hands and supports the defense that the

present FIR is a weapon of harassment and a retaliatory measure to harass
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Applicant No.2 for initiating action against them.

The sequence of events, including the filing of counter FIRs and the
applicants' journalistic activities, suggests that the present FIR was filed as a
counterblast and tool of vendetta, indicating malicious intent and oblique
motive, the continuation of proceedings in FIR No. 1002/2024 would amount
to an abuse of the process of law, subjecting the applicants to harassment
and irreparable injury.

The present case squarely falls within the categories (a), (¢), (e), and
(g) laid down in State of Haryana v. Bhajan Lal (AIR 1992 SC 604) and
reaffirmed in Vineet Kumar v. State of U.P. ((2017) 13 SCC 369). These
decisions affirm the High Court's authority to quash FIRs and criminal
proceedings in cases where the allegations are found to be manifestly false
or where the continuation of proceedings would amount to an abuse of the
process of law.

In the case of Mahmood Ali and others Vs. State of U.P. and others
passed on 08.08.2023 in Criminal Appeal No.2341/2023, the Hon'ble Apex

Court has observed that:

"]2. At this stage, we would like to observe something
important. Whenever an accused comes before the Court
invoking either the inherent powers under Section 482 of the
Code of Criminal Procedure (CrPC) or extraordinary
Jurisdiction under Article 226 of the Constitution to get the
FIR or the criminal proceedings quashed essentially on the

ground that such proceedings are manifestly fiivolous or
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vexatious or instituted with the ulterior motive for wreaking

vengeance, then in such circumstances the Court owes a duty
to look into the FIR with care and a little more closely. We

say so because once the complainant decides to proceed
against the accused with an ulterior motive for wreaking
personal vengeance, etc., then he would ensure that the
FIR/complaint is very well drafted with all the necessary
pleadings. The complainant would ensure that the averments
made in the FIR/complaint are such that they disclose the
necessary ingredients to constitute the alleged offence.

Therefore, it will not be just enough for the Court to look
into the averments made in the FIR/complaint alone for the
purpose of ascertaining whether the necessary ingredients to
constitute the alleged offence are disclosed or not. In
frivolous or vexatious proceedings, the Court owes a duty to
look into many other attending circumstances emerging from
the record of the case over and above the averments and, if
need be, with due care and circumspection try to read in
between the lines. The Court while exercising its jurisdiction
under Section 482 of the CrPC or Article 226 of the
Constitution need not restrict itself only to the stage of a case
but 1s empowered to take into account the overall
circumstances leading to the initiation/registration of the case

as well as the materials collected in the course of
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investigation. Take for instance the case on hand. Multiple

FIRs have been registered over a period of time. It is in the
background of such circumstances the registration of
multiple FIRs assumes importance, thereby attracting the
issue of wreaking vengeance out of private or personal

grudge as alleged.”

In the aforesaid judgment, it was observed that when an accused
approaches the High Court, invoking either the inherent power under Section
482 Cr.P.C. or the extraordinary jurisdiction under Article 226 of the
Constitution, to get the FIR or the criminal proceedings quashed, essentially
on the ground that such proceedings are manifestly frivolous or vexatious or
instituted with the ulterior motive of wreaking vengeance, then in such
circumstances, the High Court owes a duty to look into the FIR with care and
a little more closely. It was further observed that it will not be enough for the
Court to look into the averments made in the FIR/complaint alone for the
purpose of ascertaining whether the necessary ingredients to constitute the
alleged offence are disclosed or not as, in frivolous or vexatious proceedings,
the Court owes a duty to look into many other attending circumstances
emerging from the record of the case over and above the averments and, if
need be, with due care and circumspection, try to read in between the lines.

Considering in the totality the facts and circumstances of the case and
in view of the law laid down by the Hon’ble Apex Court in the cases of
Bhajanlal (supra) and Mehmood Ali (supra), this Court, while exercising its

inherent powers under Section 528 of the BNSS to prevent the abuse of the
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process of law and to secure the ends of justice, concludes that the

applications under Section 528 of the BNSS filed by Applicants No.1 and 2
are allowed. FIR No.1002/2024 and all consequential proceedings are hereby

quashed.

(MILIND RAMESH PHADKE)
JUDGE
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