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IN THE H GH COURT OF JUDI CATURE AT BOMBAY

NAGPUR BENCH : NAGPUR

Crimnal Wit Petition NO 185 of 2015

(Abhijit Kulkarni V Sau Jyoti Kulkarni)

Office Notes, OFfice Menoranda of

Coram appear ances,

Court's orders Court's or Judge's orders

or directions and Registrar's orders.

[Shri Y.S. Gorle, Adv for applicant.
Ms. S.S. Shesh, Adv for respondent]

CORAM :  A.B. CHAUDHARI, J.
DATED : 03.07.2015.

Heard the |earned Counsel for
the rival parties.

The petitioner 1is aggrieved by
the i npugned revisional order under
which the petitioner has been punished
with an order of costs in the sumof Rs.
25,000/ - payable to the respondent/
wfe. The petitioner is working as a
St enographer in the District Court,
Nagpur, presently posted at Parseoni,

Nagpur .

Perused the reasons given by the
| earned revisional Court for making the
order of costs. Undoubt edl vy, t he
respondent/w fe had no pl ausi bl e
reason to put a challenge t he order
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that was obviously in her favour
regarding no cross examnation to the
W tness examned by the petitioner. It
was the respondent wfe who could
chal l enge the order, she being an
aggrieved person. The applicant could
not fall in the category of aggrieved
person in relation to the said order of
no  Cross exam nati on. The |earned
Sessions Court, t her ef or e, did not
commt an error in finding the conduct
of the petitioner unbecomng of his
status as a Stenographer in Court and
consequently, awarded costs.

However, insofar as the order of
I mposition of costs of Rs. 25,000/- is
concer ned, t he samne IS har sh.
Undoubt edl vy, t hough the petitioner was
required to be punished, the order of
costs is on higher side. That being so,
| think the paynent of costs in the sum
of Rs. 7,000/- to the respondent wfe
since she was required to defend the

revision and the present proceeding

shoul d sub- serve t he i nt er est of
justice. Rest of the order will have to
be renoved. That being so, | make the

follow ng order :-



Deshmnukh

O der

Al Crimnal Wit Petition No.185 of
2015 is partly all owed.

B] The i npugned order inposing costs
of Rs. 25,000/- stands nodified, and in
pl ace of Rs. 25,000/-, Rs. 7,000/- be
pai d by t he petitioner to t he
respondent/ wife, wthin a period of

four weeks from today.

d Rest of the order is set aside.

JUDGE



