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Status: Pending

Case Number: WP 32231/2024
(KAHC010679092024)

Classification: GM RES Date of Filing: 22/11/2024
16:49:54

Petitioner: RANJITH
BALAKRISHNAN

Petitioner Advocate: JOSEPH
ANTHONY

Respondent: THE STATE BY Respondent Advocate:

Filing No.: WP 31899/2024 Judge: M.NAGAPRASANNA

Last Posted For: FRESH
MATTER/S

Last Date of Action: 09/12/2024 Last Action Taken: NOTICE

Next Hearing Date: 17/01/2025

1 M.NAGAPRASANNA 09/12/2024

10/12/2024, 15:51 High Court of Karnataka

https://karnatakajudiciary.kar.nic.in/newwebsite/casemenu.php 1/2

https://karnatakajudiciary.kar.nic.in/newwebsite/sitemap.php
https://karnatakajudiciary.kar.nic.in/newwebsite/screen_reader.php
https://karnatakajudiciary.kar.nic.in/newwebsite/index_kan.php
https://karnatakajudiciary.kar.nic.in/newwebsite/index_kan.php
https://karnatakajudiciary.kar.nic.in/newwebsite/index.php
https://karnatakajudiciary.kar.nic.in/newwebsite/index.php
https://karnatakajudiciary.kar.nic.in/newwebsite/index.php
https://karnatakajudiciary.kar.nic.in/newwebsite/index.php
https://karnatakajudiciary.kar.nic.in/newwebsite/index.php
https://karnatakajudiciary.kar.nic.in/newwebsite/index.php
https://karnatakajudiciary.kar.nic.in/newwebsite/index.php
https://karnatakajudiciary.kar.nic.in/newwebsite/index.php
https://karnatakajudiciary.kar.nic.in/old_website
https://t.me/karhcbot
https://www.youtube.com/c/HighCourtofKarnatakaOfficial
https://karnatakajudiciary.kar.nic.in/newwebsite/telegram_channel.php
https://www.youtube.com/playlist?list=PLSI5CdhKDCWY62yee67oymHFINyWFmW8o
https://karnatakajudiciary.kar.nic.in/newwebsite/android.php
https://karnatakajudiciary.kar.nic.in/newwebsite/newsletter.php
https://karnatakajudiciary.kar.nic.in/newwebsite/index.php
https://karnatakajudiciary.kar.nic.in/newwebsite/index.php


Feedback /  Website Policies /  Disclaimer /  Accessiblity Statement /  Contact Us

  Heard Sri Prabhuling K. Navadgi, learned senior counsel for the petitioner and the learned Additional State
Public Prosecutor for the State.
The second respondent is the complainant. The complaint is against the petitioner who is said to be the
renowned director in the Malayalam Film Industry. The complaint is registered in Crime No.689/2024,
before the Kerala Police, which stands transferred to Benglauru and is now registered as Crime
No.64/2024, for the offences punishable under Section 377 of the IPC and Section 66E of the Information
Technology Act, 2000.
The fulcrum of the complaint is, in the year 2012, the complainant who is an aspiring actor is called by the
petitioner to Taj Hotel at the Bengaluru International Airport and has had unnatural sex with the
complainant which becomes an offence under Section 377 of the IPC, as on the alleged date of the
incident, along with other offences.
The narration in the complaint is that, the complainant was called to Hotel Taj, a five star property, and
when he reached the reception of the hotel, he was asked to see the petitioner and he was instructed to
follow the directions as was given. The complainant makes a vivid description of the instructions and the
room in the fourth floor of the hotel, and other vivid description about how he was inappropriately touched
or otherwise. Therefore, the complainant is clear that he was called to Taj hotel, near the Bengaluru
International Airport. In the fourth floor of the Taj hotel, all the allegations have happened there on the said
date, in the year 2012.
The complaint on the face of it, is false. I don’t even say prima facie, as the Taj Hotel near Bengaluru
International Airport starts its operation only in the year 2016, this is in public domain, it is four years after
the incident. Therefore, the vivid narration at Taj hotel is absolutely false. This is thus a canard.
The complaint is registered in the year 2024 and the alleged incident is said to have happened in the year
2012. Therefore, it has taken 12 years for the complainant to register the complaint. Delay of 12 years is
also left completely unexplained. Therefore, on all these factors it becomes a classic case of falsus in uno,
falsus in omnibus.
Therefore, there shall be an interim order of stay of the investigation and all further proceedings in Crime
No.64/2024, registered by BIAL Police Station, till the disposal of the petition.
Learned Additional State Public Prosecutor accepts notice for respondent No.1.
Issue emergent notice to respondent No.2.
Heard in-part.
List this matter on 17.01.2025, for further hearing.
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