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SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS
Crimnal Appeal No.680 of 2002

STATE OF KARNATAKA Appellant (s)
VERSUS

MURALI DHAR Respondent (s)
Date : 15/01/2004 This petition was called on for hearing today.
CORAM :

HON BLE MR JUSTI CE B. N. AGRAVAL

HON BLE MR JUSTICE G P. MATHUR

For Appellant (s)Ms Sanjay R Hegde,
Anil K. M shra, Advs.

For Respondent (s)Ms GV Chandrashekhar,
PP Si ngh, Advs.

UPON hearing counsel the Court nmade the foll ow ng
ORDER

M . SR Hegde, |earned counsel for the State commenced his arguments at 12.00 noon and concl uded
at 12.15 P.M followed by a short reply by M.GV Chandrashekhar, |earned counsel for the resp

ondent .

The appeal is allowed in terns of the signed order.

[ Naresh Kumar] [ Kanwal Si ngh]

AR-cum PS  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. 680 OF 2002

STATE OF KARNATAKA
APPELLANT (S)
VERSUS

MURAL| DHAR

RESPONDENT ( S)

ORDER

Thi s appeal has been filed for setting aside the inpugned order dated 26th Septenber, 2000 pas



sed by the High Court of Karnataka in Crl.Petition No.1514/2000 whereby prosecution of the res
pondent in CC No.18537/99 pending in the Court of VIII Addl.Chief Metropolitan Mgistrate, Ba
ngal ore has been quashed.

Havi ng heard the parties and perused the inpugned order we are of the viewthat it was not a f
it case for quashing the prosecution at the stage of cognizance. W may, however, observe tha
t at the stage of fram ng of charge if a petition for discharge is filed on behalf of the resp
ondent the sanme shall be considered on its own nerit in accordance with law. The appeal is ac
cordingly allowed and the inpugned order is set aside.

( GP. MATHUR )
New Del hi ,
January 15, 2004.



