Al TEM NO 44 COURT NO. 6 SECTION 11
SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS
Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Crl) No(s).587/2009
(From the judgenent and order dated 31/05/2008 in CRLA No. 681/2004
of The H GH COURT OF KARNATAKA AT BANGALORE)
GOUNDER JAYANNA & ANR Petitioner(s)
VERSUS
STATE OF KARNATAKA Respondent (s)

(Wth appln. for bail and office report )

Dat e: 26/03/2010 This Petition was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR JUSTICE D. K. JAIN
HON BLE DR JUSTI CE B. S. CHAUHAN

For Petitioner(s) M. Sushil Kumar Jai n, Adv.
For Respondent (s) Ms. Anitha Shenoy, Adv.
UPON hearing counsel the Court made the follow ng
ORDER
Leave granted.
The appeal is disposed of.
[ Usha Bhardwaj ] [ Pushap Lata Bhardwaj ]
Court Master Court Master
Signed order is placed on the file.
IN THE SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A
CRI' M NAL APPELLATE JURI SDI CTI ON

CRI' M NAL APPEAL NO. 637 CF 2010
(Arising out of S.L.P.(Crimnal) No.587 of 2009)

Goudara Jayanna & Anr. ... Appel l ants
Ver sus
State of Karnataka ... Respondent
ORDER

Leave granted.

This appeal is directed against the final judgnent
and order dated 31st May, 2008 passed by the Hi gh Court of
Kar nat aka at Bangalore in Crimnal Appeal No.681 of 2004.
By the inpugned order, the Hi gh Court has affirmed the
order of conviction passed by the Fast Track Court-II
Bellary in S. C No.55 of 1999, whereby the trial court had

convi cted and sent enced t he appel I ant s for of f ences



puni shabl e under Sections 353 and 324 read with Section

34 of the Indian Penal Code, 1860 (for short the "I PC ).

The trial court had sentenced the appellants to undergo

sinmple inprisonment for a period of three nonths on each

count and to pay a fine of Rs. 1, 000/ - for
puni shabl e under the aforenentioned provisions, with a

default stipulation.

When the matter cane up for notion hearing,
notice was confined to t he question as to
sent ences awar ded to t he appel l ant's for
of fences may not run concurrently.
.2/ -

D2
Accordingly, we have heard | earned counsel for the
appel lants and the State on the said question

Having regard to the facts and circunstances of
t he case and al so keeping in view the nature of the
injuries suffered by the conplainant, we direct that the
sent ences awar ded to t he appel I ant s for t he
af orenenti oned of fences shall run concurrently in terns
of Section 31 of the Code of Crinminal Procedure, 1973

The appeal stands disposed of in the above terns.

(Dr.B.S. CHAUHAN)
New Del hi ,
March 26, 2010.
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