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SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS
Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Crl) No(s).2453/2010
(From the judgenent and order dated 16/12/2009 in CRLA No. 845/2007
of The HI GH COURT OF KARNATAKA AT BANGALORE)
GURUNATH & ORS. Petitioner(s)
VERSUS
STATE OF KARNATAKA Respondent ( s)
(Wth appln(s) for bail and office report)

Date: 30/07/2010 This Petition was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR, JUSTI CE P. SATHASI VAM
HON BLE DR JUSTI CE B. S. CHAUHAN
For Petitioner(s) Ms. Kiran Suri, Adv.

For Respondent (s) Sanj ay R Hegde, Adv.

M .

M. Ranesh Kr. M shra, Adv.
M . Krutin Joshi , Adv.

M . Ramesh S. Jadhav, Adv.

UPON hearing counsel the Court made the follow ng
ORDER

Leave granted.
Heard both si des.
The crimnal appeal is disposed of accordingly

in terns of the signed order.

[ Madhu Bal a] [ Savita Sai nani ]
Sr. PA Court Master
(Signed order is placed on the file)
I N THE SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A

CRI M NAL APPELLATE JURI SDI CTI ON

CRI M NAL APPEAL NO. 1406 OF 2010

(@ SPECI AL LEAVE PETI TI ON( CRI M NAL) NO. 2453 OF 2010
GURUNATH & ORS. ... . APPELLANTS
VERSUS
STATE OF KARNATKA ... . RESPONDENT
ORDER

Leave granted.



Heard both sides.

Aggri eved by the judgnent and order of the H gh Court of
Kar nat aka dated 16.12.2009 in Crimnal Appeal No. 845 of
2007, the appellants have preferred the above appeal

At the outset, |earned counsel appearing on behalf of the
appel l ants, by drawing our attention to the inpugned order
of the High Court, subnmitted that except narrating the facts
the Hi gh Court has not anal ysed the evidence and arrived
reasonabl e conclusion. In the |light of the above statenent,
we have perused the judgnent of the High Court. The High
Court narrated the case of the prosecution as well as of the
defence and thereafter sinply noted the contentions raised

by bot h si des. Finally, in the |ast paragraph ,i.e., 9
wi t hout goi ng into t he veracity or correctness of t he
statements of W t nesses and docunent s pr oduced by t he

prosecution and the defence, the H gh Court nerely confirnmed

the conviction and sentence inposed by the Trial Court. In a

series of decisions, this Court has held that the Appellate
Court has to consider the entire factual matrix as well as

the | aw and decide the issue one way or the other by giving

.2/ -
-2-
adequat e reasons. we feel such recourse has not been adopted
in the inmugned order. On this ground, wthout going into
the merits of the claimof both the parties, we set aside
the judgnent and renit the appeal to the Hi gh Court. Now
the Hi gh Court has to restore the appeal with the sane
nunber and di spose of t he same af resh expedi tiously
preferably within a period of four nonths fromthe date of
recei pt of this order.
The crimnal appeal is disposed of accordingly.
................. J.
[ P. SATHASI VAM
NEW DELH J.

30TH JULY, 2010 [DR B.S. CHAUHAN



