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Petition for Special Leave to Appeal (Crl.) No. 4600/ 2015

(Arising out of inmpugned final judgnment and order dated 23/06/2011

in CRLA No. 431/2006 passed by the High Court of Karnataka Crcuit

Bench at Dharwad)

BASAPPA Petitioner(s)
VERSUS

STATE OF KARNATAKA Respondent ( s)

(Wth prayer for interimrelief and office report)

Date : 21/09/2015 This petition was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR. JUSTI CE FAKKI R MOHAMED | BRAH M KALI FULLA
HON BLE MR. JUSTI CE UDAY UMESH LALIT
For Petitioner(s) M. Sharana Gouda Patil, Adv.
For Ms S-legal Associates, Advs.
For Respondent (s) M. V.N Raghupathy, A OR
UPON hearing counsel the Court nmade the foll ow ng
ORDER
Leave granted.
Appeal st ands di sposed of in terns of t he
si gned order.
[ KALYANI GUPTA] [ SHARDA KAPQOOR]
COURT MASTER COURT MASTER

Signature Not Verified
[ SI GNED ORDER |'S PLACED ON THE FI LE. ]
Digitally signed by
Kal yani Gupta
Date: 2015.10.01

16:16:00 | ST
Reason:
IN THE SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A
CRI M NAL APPELLATE JURI SDI CTI ON
CRI M NAL APPEAL NO. 1242 OF 2015
[ ARI SING QUT OF SLP(CRL) NO 4600 OF 2015]
BASAPPA APPELLANT

VERSUS

STATE OF KARNATAKA ... RESPONDENT



ORDER

Leave granted.
2. We have heard | earned counsel for the appellant and
the counsel for the State.
3. On nerits of the case, we do not find any scope to
interfere with the inpugned judgnment of the High Court
by which A2 and his son Al were convicted for offences
under Sections 342 and 332 of the Indian Penal Code.
The appel | ant obstructed P.W 1, the Police Constable
fromexecuting the arrest warrant as against Al who is
none other than the son of the appellant. In the course
of such obstruction, the appellant also beat the Police
Const abl e, scol ded himand the buttons of the shirt of
the Constable was al so torn. However, we find that the
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occurrence took place on 1st February, 2005 when the
appel l ant was 60 years old and as of today the appellant
is 70 years of age. In fact while entertaining this
Speci al Leave Petition, after condoning the delay of
nmore than three years, we issued notice confining to the
question of sentence only as we do not find any scope to
interfere with the judgnent of the H gh Court. In fact
as against Al at the very adm ssion stage, the Specia

Leave Petition was di sm ssed. In t he facts an

ci rcumst ances, t aki ng into account t he age  of th

appel lant, we deemit appropriate to nodify the sentence

and instead of six nonths as awarded by the H gh Court,

the sane stands reduced to three nonths. In all other
respects, the judgnment of the High Court is confirned.

4. The appeal stands di sposed of. It is directed that

the appellant shall surrender forthwth.



[ UDAY UVESH LALI T]

NEW DELHI
SEPTEMBER 21, 2015.
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