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"We. therefore. hold that the courts at the place where the wife 1akes shelter after
leaving or driven away from the matrimonial home on account of acts of ‘cruelty committed
by the husband or his relatives, would, dependent on the factual situation, also have

jurisdiction to entertain a complaint alleging commission of offences under Section 4984 of

the Indian Penal Code."
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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA
CRIMINAL APPELLATE JURISDICTION
CRIMINAL APPEAL NO.71 OF 2012
RUPALI DEVI ... APPELLANT
VERSUS
i~ v STATE OF UTTAR PRADESH & ORS. ... RESPONDENTS
) wiTH

CRIMINAL APPEAL NO. 619 OF 2019
[Arising out of SLP(Crl.) No. 5695/2010]

CRIMINAL APPEAL NO. 620 OF 2019
[Arising out of SLP(Crl.) No. 8246/2010]

g CRIMINAL APPEAL NO. 621 OF 2019
[Arising out of SLP(Crl.) No. 7387/2011]

CRIMINAL APPEAL NO. 622 OF 2019
[Arising out of SLP(Crl.) No. 5052/2014]

CRIMINAL APPEAL NO. 623 OF 2019
[Arising out of SLP(Crl.) No. 5139/2014]

JUDGMENT

RANJAN GOGOI, CJI

1. swhether a woman forced to leave her matrimonial home on account of
acts and conduct that constitute cruelty can initiate and access the legal process

smawenaveggithin the jurisdiction of the courts where she is forced to take shelter with the

A | . | | |
735 parents or other family members”. This is the precise question that arses for

determination in this group of appeals.
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said question peing sharply divided,

. the afore
inions of this Court on _ _
2. The opinions een made for consideration of the

as b
the present reference 10 a larger Bench h

question indicated hereinabove.

3. In

() Y. Abraham Ajith and Others v. Inspector of Police,
Chennai and Another (2004) 8 SCC 100.

(i)  Ramesh and Others v. State of Tamil Nadu (2005) 3 SCC
507.

(i) Manish Ratan and Others v. State of Madhya Pradesh
and Another (2007) 1 SCC 262.

(v)  Amarendu Jyoti and Others v. State of Chhattisgarh and
Others (2014) 12 SCC 362.

a view has been taken that if on account of Cruelty committed to a wife in g
matrimonial home she takes shelter in the parental home and if no Specific act of

commission of Cruelty in the parenta| home can be attributed to the husband or

his relatives, the initiation of proceedings under Section 498A in the courts having

Jurisdiction in the area where the parental home is Situated wi|| not bp
e

Itis in these circumstances that the view

had been expressed in the above cases that the offence of Cruelty having been

committed in the matrimonial home the same does not amount to a continuing

offence committed in the parental home to which place the aggrieved wife may

have later shifted.

4, In Sujata Mukherjee v, Prashant Kumar Mukherjee (1997) 5 scc 30;

Sunita Kumari Kashyap v. State of Bihar and Another (2011) 11 SCC 301 ang
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