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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A
CRI M NAL APPELLATE JURI SDI CTI ON
CRI M NAL APPEAL NO 2210 OF 2014
(Arising out of S.L.P.(Crl) No.3965/2013)
Daya Rani .. Ap
pel l ant (s)

Ver sus

Gaut am Prasad Chandoliya & Anr. .. Re
spondent (s)

ORDER

Leave granted.

The facts of t he pr esent case are
t hat t he
Judi ci al Magistrate No.23, Jaipur Metropolitan, Jaipur,
had taken cogni zance of an of fence under Section 498-A
I PC by t he appel | ant agai nst t he respondent.
Bei ng
aggrieved with the order of taking cognizance, a revision
petition was filed by t he r espondent b
efore t he
Additional District and Sessions Judge (Fast Track) Court
No. 8, Jai pur Metropolitan, Jaipur. The Revi sion Pe
tition

filed before the Additional District and Sessions Judge
(Fast Track) Court No.8, Jaipur came to be dism ssed.

Ther eupon, the appellant-w fe has approached this Court
agai nst the order of the High Court which reversed both
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t hese vi ews. The Hi gh Court has observed that there is
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no reason supporting t he exerci se of t
erritori al
Reason:

jurisdiction havi ng been articul ated by th
e Judicial

Magi strate and or by t he Revi si onal Court.

e are



unabl e to accept the inpugned decision inasnuch as it

quashes the conpl ai nt al t oget her

After hearing | earned counsel for the parties, we
are of considered opinion that the inmpugned order may be
set aside and the matter nay be renmitted back to the
Judi ci al Magistrate No. 23, Jai pur Metropolitan, Jaipur
for continuance of the proceedi ngs under Section 498-A
| PC. The Judi ci al Magi strate shal |, however, at t he
appropriate tine, consider the defences of the respondent
accused i ncl udi ng t he contention t hat t he Courts at
Jai pur do not possess t he territorial jurisdiction to
entertain the conplaints.

We order accordingly.

The appeal is disposed of accordingly.

[ PRAFULLA CHANDRA PANT ]

NEW DELHI ,
OCTOBER 13, 2014.
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| TEM NO. 52 COURT NO. 13 SECTI ON 11
SUPREMECOURTOF I NDI A

RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS
Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Crl.) No. 3965/ 2013
(Arising out of inpugned final judgrment and order dated 05/02/2013
in CRLMP No. 196/2012 passed by the H gh Court O Rajasthan At
Jai pur)
DAYA RANI Petitioner(s)

VERSUS

GAUTAM PRASAD CHANDOLI YA & ANR. Respondent (s)
(with office report)
Date : 13/10/2014 This petition was called on for hearing today.
CORAM :

HON BLE MR, JUSTI CE VI KRAMAJI T SEN
HON BLE MR, JUSTI CE PRAFULLA CHANDRA PANT



For Petitioner(s) M.

Basava Prabhu S. Patil,

M. Chi nnoy Deshpande, Adv.

Ms.
M.

For Respondent (s)

UPON heari ng

Leave granted.

The appeal

(USHA BHARDVAJ)
AR- CUM PS
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t he counsel

i s di sposed of

Daya Rani, Adv.
Abhi shek Gupt a, Adv.

Ashok K. Srivastava, Adv.
Vi vek Sharma, Adv.

Ruchi Kohli, Adv.

Jayant Bhatt, Adv.
Ni dhi Jai swal , Adv.

ORDER

Signed order is placed on the file.

. Adv.

the Court made the follow ng

in ternms of the signed order.

(SARQJ SAINI)
( COURT MASTER)



