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SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

CRI M NAL APPEAL NO(s). 438 OF 2005

BASAPPA @ BASAVARAJ Appel I ant (s)
VERSUS
STATE OF KARNATAKA Respondent (s)
(Wth appln(s) for permission to file additional docunents and
orders)
Date: 01/03/2011 Thi s Appeal was called on for hearing today.
CORAM :
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE HARJI T SI NGH BEDI
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE CHANDRAMAULI KR. PRASAD
For Appellant(s) M. N nad Laud, Adv. (A.C)
For Respondent (s) M. V.N Raghupat hy, Adv.

UPON hearing counsel the Court made the follow ng

ORDER
The appeal is di smi ssed in terns of t he
si gned order.
The fee of Amicus is fixed at ‘ 7,000/ -.
(KALYANI GUPTA) (VI NOD KULVI)
SR P. A COURT MASTER

[ SIGNED ORDER |'S PLACED ON THE FI LE. ]
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I N THE SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A
CRI M NAL APPELLATE JURI SDI CTI ON
CRI M NAL APPEAL NO. 438 OF 2005

BASAPPA @ BASAVARAS L APPELLANT

VERSUS



STATE OF KARNATAKA RESPONDENT

ORDER
1. We have heard | earned counsel for the parties
2. The courts bel ow have found, as a matter of fact,

that the chain of circunstances led to the concl usion

that the appellant who was t he husband of the deceased

was unnistakably guilty of the charges franed agai nst

hi m Admittedly, the extra judicial confession nade by
the accused before his father who was examined as P.W 2

has not been bel i eved by t he courts below as this
wi tness did not support the prosecution and was decl ared
hostil e. However, the recovery of the bones of the
deceased and the jewellery i.e. the ear rings, nose pin

and mangal sutra at the instance of the appellant and

the fact that he had tried to side track the inquiry on

the conplaint filed by the father of the deceased after

her di sappearance, clearly connects the appellant with

the crinme.
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3. The | earned Amicus Curiae has placed reliance on
certain j udgnent s of this Court to contend that t he

chain of circunstances had to be conplete in a case

rel ating to a conviction based on circunstanti al
evi dence. There can be no quarrel with this proposition

but each case has to be dealt with on its own facts and

no universal rules on facts can be drawn or spelt out.

4, We are, therefore, of the opinion that there is no

merit in this appeal

5. Di smi ssed.

6. The fee of Amicus is fixed at ‘ 7,000/ -



[ CHANDRAMAULI KR. PRASAD

NEW DELHI
MARCH 01, 2011.



