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IN THE HIGH COURT OF GUJARAT AT AHMEDABAD

R/CRIMINAL REVISION APPLICATION (AGAINST ORDER PASSED BY
SUBORDINATE COURT) NO.  1818 of 2024

================================================================
MANISHKUMAR MANSUKHBHAI JADAV 

 Versus 
STATE OF GUJARAT & ANR.

================================================================
Appearance:
MR PRATIK G ADVANI(10574) for the Applicant(s) No. 1
MR PRANAV DHAGAT, ADDITIONAL PUBLIC PROSECUTOR for the 
Respondent(s) No. 1
================================================================

CORAM:HONOURABLE MS. JUSTICE GITA GOPI
 

Date : 27/04/2026
 

ORDER

1. By  way  of  the  present  application,  the  challenge  has

been given to the order dated 09.10.2024 passed by the

learned Additional  Sessions  Judge,  City  Sessions  Court,

Bhadra, Court No.10, Ahmedabad whereby the accused

No.2 had moved an application-Exhibit 7 for discharging

him from the offences and the said application came to

be rejected.

2. Learned Additional Public Prosecutor has submitted that

the learned Sessions Judge has referred to the facts of

the  case  as  well  as  the  role  of  the  present  applicant,
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which prima-facie shows his involvement and therefore,

urged to reject the present application.

3. Having perused the records/facts of the case, it appears

that both the brothers were working in the same factory

wherein  the victim was also having a job.   As per the

allegations, the accused No.1 had allured the victim with

the  promise  of  marriage  and  had  thus,  established

physical  relations  with  her.    As  per  the  case  of  the

prosecution, the present applicant as accused No.2 had

threatened the victim stating that if at all she would state

these facts to any person, then they would do away with

her life.   

4. Prima-facie a case has been noticed by the learned Judge

who had during the trial examined the evidence of the

victim herself.  

5. Thus,  this  Court  finds  no  reason  to  interfere  with  the

order  of  the  learned  Additional  Sessions  Judge  dated

09.10.2004  passed  in  Sessions  Case  No.524  of  2024
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below Exhibit  7  and  therefore,  the  present  application

stands rejected. 

Sd/-
(GITA GOPI, J) 

CAROLINE / # 30
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