.1 TEM NO. 102 COURT NO. 12 SECTI ON 1|

SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS
CRI M NAL APPEAL NO(s). 853 OF 2004

MAHABOOB JAN Appel lant (s)

VERSUS

STATE OF KARNATAKA Respondent ( s)

Date: 11/01/2011 This Appeal was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE AFTAB ALAM
HON BLE MR, JUSTICE R M LODHA

For Appellant(s) M. Basava Prabhu S. Patil, Sr. Adv.
M. B. Subrahmanya Prasad, Adv.
M. Ajay Kumar M, Adv.

For M. A S. Bhasne, Adv.

For Respondent (s) M. Anand Sanjay M Nuli, Adv.
M. V.N Raghupat hy, Adv.
For M. Sanjay R Hegde, Adv.

UPON hearing counsel the Court nade the foll ow ng
ORDER

Heard | ear ned seni or advocat e for
appel I ant.

The appeal is dismssed in terns of the
si gned order.

(Neetu Khaj uria) (S.S.R Krishna)
Sr.P. A 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. 853 OF 2004

MAHABOOB JAN
VERSUS
STATE OF KARNATAKA
ORDER
Hear d M . B. P. S Pati |, | ear ned seni or

appearing for the appellant.

On hearing counsel for the appellant and on going

t he

APPELLANT

RESPONDENT

advocat e



through the materials on record, we are not inclined to
interfere with the the High Court order. The appeal is,
accordingly, dismssed.

There is a need, however, to clarify that the trial
court shal | not franme charge(s) agai nst t he appel | ant
under t he provi si ons of Preventi on of Corruption Act,
1947, mechanically and sinply follow ng the direction of
t he Hi gh Court. The trial court shal | exam ne t he
materials comng to light on the basis of the case diary
of the investigation and the charge-sheet submtted by the
police and in case it is satisfied that the materials
justify framing of a triable charge under the provisions
of Prevention of Corruption Act, 1947, then only it would

frame charge(s) and proceed with the trial

(Aftab Al am

New Del hi , (R M Lodha)
January 11, 2011.



