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CT CASES 2788/2020
MANAPPURAM FINANCE LTD  Vs. RUPENDRA KUMAR

23.05.2022

File taken up through physical hearing.
       Today the undersigned is working as Duty MM

Present: Ld. Counsel for the Complainant alongwith AR.

1. An application for substitution of AR accompanied with copy of board resolution is
moved. Original of the resolution has been seen and returned. AR is allowed to be substituted. Pre-
summoning evidence led. Arguments on summoning heard.

2. Entire  record  including  the  complaint  and  the  annexed  documents  perused
thoroughly. It is alleged that accused issued the cheque in question  to the complainant in discharge
of  liability.  On  presentation,  the  same  got  dishonoured  vide  the  return  memo  of  the  bank.
Thereafter, demand notice was sent to the accused by the complainant. Despite service/ deemed
service of said notice, accused has failed to make the payment within 15 days as per provisions of
the Negotiable Instruments Act, 1881.

3. On consideration of the complaint, annexed documents and verification affidavit of
the  complainant,  this  Court  is  of  the  opinion  that  prima facie there  are  sufficient  grounds  for
proceeding against the accused mentioned below for the commission of offence under Section 138,
Negotiable Instruments Act, 1881. In terms of inquiry conducted under Section 202 CrPC, all the
statutory  requirements  have  been  complied  with.  The  complaint  is  filed  within  the  period  of
limitation as prescribed under Section 142(1)(b) of the Negotiable Instruments Act, 1881,   in light
of the order of the Hon’ble Supreme Court of India in Suo Motu W.P. No. 3 of 2020.

4. Let  accused  be  summoned  on  filing  of  PF,  RC/  Speed  Post/  approved  Courier
service/E-mail within 30 days for 17.01.2023.

5. Complainant is directed to place the tracking report of summons sent through speed
post on record on the next date. In the event the house/office/premises is found to be locked/refusal
to accept the service/any other contingency, the process be served through affixation in terms of
Section 65, CrPC.

6. As per the guidelines laid down in  Damodar S. Prabhu Vs. Sayed Babalal H, AIR
2010 (SC) 1907, Ahlmad is directed to make a mention on the summons issued against the accused
(by adding separate sheet, if required) that “accused can make an application for compounding of
the  offence  at  the  first  and  second  hearing  of  the  case  and  if such  an  application  is  made,
compounding may be allowed by the Court without imposing any costs on the accused.”

 (TWINKLE CHAWLA)
                      MM, NI Act-02, South East District,

                                          Saket Court, New Delhi,23.05.2022
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CT CASES 2789/2020 
MANAPPURAM FINANCE LTD  Vs. RASMITA NAYAK

23.05.2022

File taken up through physical hearing.
       Today the undersigned is working as Duty MM

Present: Ld. Counsel for the Complainant alongwith AR.

1. An application for substitution of AR accompanied with copy of board resolution is
moved. Original of the resolution has been seen and returned. AR is allowed to be substituted. Pre-
summoning evidence led. Arguments on summoning heard.

2. Entire  record  including  the  complaint  and  the  annexed  documents  perused
thoroughly. It is alleged that accused issued the cheque in question  to the complainant in discharge
of  liability.  On  presentation,  the  same  got  dishonoured  vide  the  return  memo  of  the  bank.
Thereafter, demand notice was sent to the accused by the complainant. Despite service/ deemed
service of said notice, accused has failed to make the payment within 15 days as per provisions of
the Negotiable Instruments Act, 1881.

3. On consideration of the complaint, annexed documents and verification affidavit of
the  complainant,  this  Court  is  of  the  opinion  that  prima facie there  are  sufficient  grounds  for
proceeding against the accused mentioned below for the commission of offence under Section 138,
Negotiable Instruments Act, 1881. In terms of inquiry conducted under Section 202 CrPC, all the
statutory  requirements  have  been  complied  with.  The  complaint  is  filed  within  the  period  of
limitation as prescribed under Section 142(1)(b) of the Negotiable Instruments Act, 1881,   in light
of the order of the Hon’ble Supreme Court of India in Suo Motu W.P. No. 3 of 2020.

4. Let  accused  be  summoned  on  filing  of  PF,  RC/  Speed  Post/  approved  Courier
service/E-mail within 30 days for 17.01.2023.

5. Complainant is directed to place the tracking report of summons sent through speed
post on record on the next date. In the event the house/office/premises is found to be locked/refusal
to accept the service/any other contingency, the process be served through affixation in terms of
Section 65, CrPC.

6. As per the guidelines laid down in  Damodar S. Prabhu Vs. Sayed Babalal H, AIR
2010 (SC) 1907, Ahlmad is directed to make a mention on the summons issued against the accused
(by adding separate sheet, if required) that “accused can make an application for compounding of
the  offence  at  the  first  and  second  hearing  of  the  case  and  if such  an  application  is  made,
compounding may be allowed by the Court without imposing any costs on the accused.”

 (TWINKLE CHAWLA)
                      MM, NI Act-02, South East District,

                                          Saket Court, New Delhi,23.05.2022
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CT CASES 2790/2020
MANAPPURAM FINANCE LTD   Vs.  KARAN NAGRIKA

23.05.2022

File taken up through physical hearing.
       Today the undersigned is working as Duty MM

Present: Ld. Counsel for the Complainant alongwith AR.

1. An application for substitution of AR accompanied with copy of board resolution is
moved. Original of the resolution has been seen and returned. AR is allowed to be substituted. Pre-
summoning evidence led. Arguments on summoning heard.

2. Entire  record  including  the  complaint  and  the  annexed  documents  perused
thoroughly. It is alleged that accused issued the cheque in question  to the complainant in discharge
of  liability.  On  presentation,  the  same  got  dishonoured  vide  the  return  memo  of  the  bank.
Thereafter, demand notice was sent to the accused by the complainant. Despite service/ deemed
service of said notice, accused has failed to make the payment within 15 days as per provisions of
the Negotiable Instruments Act, 1881.

3. On consideration of the complaint, annexed documents and verification affidavit of
the  complainant,  this  Court  is  of  the  opinion  that  prima facie there  are  sufficient  grounds  for
proceeding against the accused mentioned below for the commission of offence under Section 138,
Negotiable Instruments Act, 1881. In terms of inquiry conducted under Section 202 CrPC, all the
statutory  requirements  have  been  complied  with.  The  complaint  is  filed  within  the  period  of
limitation as prescribed under Section 142(1)(b) of the Negotiable Instruments Act, 1881,   in light
of the order of the Hon’ble Supreme Court of India in Suo Motu W.P. No. 3 of 2020.

4. Let  accused  be  summoned  on  filing  of  PF,  RC/  Speed  Post/  approved  Courier
service/E-mail within 30 days for 17.01.2023.

5. Complainant is directed to place the tracking report of summons sent through speed
post on record on the next date. In the event the house/office/premises is found to be locked/refusal
to accept the service/any other contingency, the process be served through affixation in terms of
Section 65, CrPC.

6. As per the guidelines laid down in  Damodar S. Prabhu Vs. Sayed Babalal H, AIR
2010 (SC) 1907, Ahlmad is directed to make a mention on the summons issued against the accused
(by adding separate sheet, if required) that “accused can make an application for compounding of
the  offence  at  the  first  and  second  hearing  of  the  case  and  if such  an  application  is  made,
compounding may be allowed by the Court without imposing any costs on the accused.”

 (TWINKLE CHAWLA)
                      MM, NI Act-02, South East District,

                                          Saket Court, New Delhi,23.05.2022
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CT CASES 2792/2020
M/S MANAPPURAM FINANCE LTD.  Vs. AFJAL AHMED

23.05.2022

File taken up through physical hearing.
       Today the undersigned is working as Duty MM

Present: Ld. Counsel for the Complainant alongwith AR.

1. An application for substitution of AR accompanied with copy of board resolution is
moved. Original of the resolution has been seen and returned. AR is allowed to be substituted. Pre-
summoning evidence led. Arguments on summoning heard.

2. Entire  record  including  the  complaint  and  the  annexed  documents  perused
thoroughly. It is alleged that accused issued the cheque in question  to the complainant in discharge
of  liability.  On  presentation,  the  same  got  dishonoured  vide  the  return  memo  of  the  bank.
Thereafter, demand notice was sent to the accused by the complainant. Despite service/ deemed
service of said notice, accused has failed to make the payment within 15 days as per provisions of
the Negotiable Instruments Act, 1881.

3. On consideration of the complaint, annexed documents and verification affidavit of
the  complainant,  this  Court  is  of  the  opinion  that  prima facie there  are  sufficient  grounds  for
proceeding against the accused mentioned below for the commission of offence under Section 138,
Negotiable Instruments Act, 1881. In terms of inquiry conducted under Section 202 CrPC, all the
statutory  requirements  have  been  complied  with.  The  complaint  is  filed  within  the  period  of
limitation as prescribed under Section 142(1)(b) of the Negotiable Instruments Act, 1881,   in light
of the order of the Hon’ble Supreme Court of India in Suo Motu W.P. No. 3 of 2020.

4. Let  accused  be  summoned  on  filing  of  PF,  RC/  Speed  Post/  approved  Courier
service/E-mail within 30 days for 17.01.2023.

5. Complainant is directed to place the tracking report of summons sent through speed
post on record on the next date. In the event the house/office/premises is found to be locked/refusal
to accept the service/any other contingency, the process be served through affixation in terms of
Section 65, CrPC.

6. As per the guidelines laid down in  Damodar S. Prabhu Vs. Sayed Babalal H, AIR
2010 (SC) 1907, Ahlmad is directed to make a mention on the summons issued against the accused
(by adding separate sheet, if required) that “accused can make an application for compounding of
the  offence  at  the  first  and  second  hearing  of  the  case  and  if such  an  application  is  made,
compounding may be allowed by the Court without imposing any costs on the accused.”

 (TWINKLE CHAWLA)
                      MM, NI Act-02, South East District,

                                          Saket Court, New Delhi,23.05.2022
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CT CASES 2795/2020
M/S MANAPPURAM FINANCE LTD.  Vs. RAMSHARAN MOHON LAL

23.05.2022

File taken up through physical hearing.
       Today the undersigned is working as Duty MM

Present: Ld. Counsel for the Complainant alongwith AR.

1. An application for substitution of AR accompanied with copy of board resolution is
moved. Original of the resolution has been seen and returned. AR is allowed to be substituted. Pre-
summoning evidence led. Arguments on summoning heard.

2. Entire  record  including  the  complaint  and  the  annexed  documents  perused
thoroughly. It is alleged that accused issued the cheque in question  to the complainant in discharge
of  liability.  On  presentation,  the  same  got  dishonoured  vide  the  return  memo  of  the  bank.
Thereafter, demand notice was sent to the accused by the complainant. Despite service/ deemed
service of said notice, accused has failed to make the payment within 15 days as per provisions of
the Negotiable Instruments Act, 1881.

3. On consideration of the complaint, annexed documents and verification affidavit of
the  complainant,  this  Court  is  of  the  opinion  that  prima facie there  are  sufficient  grounds  for
proceeding against the accused mentioned below for the commission of offence under Section 138,
Negotiable Instruments Act, 1881. In terms of inquiry conducted under Section 202 CrPC, all the
statutory  requirements  have  been  complied  with.  The  complaint  is  filed  within  the  period  of
limitation as prescribed under Section 142(1)(b) of the Negotiable Instruments Act, 1881,   in light
of the order of the Hon’ble Supreme Court of India in Suo Motu W.P. No. 3 of 2020.

4. Let  accused  be  summoned  on  filing  of  PF,  RC/  Speed  Post/  approved  Courier
service/E-mail within 30 days for 17.01.2023.

5. Complainant is directed to place the tracking report of summons sent through speed
post on record on the next date. In the event the house/office/premises is found to be locked/refusal
to accept the service/any other contingency, the process be served through affixation in terms of
Section 65, CrPC.

6. As per the guidelines laid down in  Damodar S. Prabhu Vs. Sayed Babalal H, AIR
2010 (SC) 1907, Ahlmad is directed to make a mention on the summons issued against the accused
(by adding separate sheet, if required) that “accused can make an application for compounding of
the  offence  at  the  first  and  second  hearing  of  the  case  and  if such  an  application  is  made,
compounding may be allowed by the Court without imposing any costs on the accused.”

 (TWINKLE CHAWLA)
                      MM, NI Act-02, South East District,

                                          Saket Court, New Delhi,23.05.2022
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CT CASES 2796/2020
M/S MANAPPURAM FINANCE LTD.  Vs. DEEPAK KANHAIYA LAL

23.05.2022

File taken up through physical hearing.
       Today the undersigned is working as Duty MM

Present: Ld. Counsel for the Complainant alongwith AR.

1. An application for substitution of AR accompanied with copy of board resolution is
moved. Original of the resolution has been seen and returned. AR is allowed to be substituted. Pre-
summoning evidence led. Arguments on summoning heard.

2. Entire  record  including  the  complaint  and  the  annexed  documents  perused
thoroughly. It is alleged that accused issued the cheque in question  to the complainant in discharge
of  liability.  On  presentation,  the  same  got  dishonoured  vide  the  return  memo  of  the  bank.
Thereafter, demand notice was sent to the accused by the complainant. Despite service/ deemed
service of said notice, accused has failed to make the payment within 15 days as per provisions of
the Negotiable Instruments Act, 1881.

3. On consideration of the complaint, annexed documents and verification affidavit of
the  complainant,  this  Court  is  of  the  opinion  that  prima facie there  are  sufficient  grounds  for
proceeding against the accused mentioned below for the commission of offence under Section 138,
Negotiable Instruments Act, 1881. In terms of inquiry conducted under Section 202 CrPC, all the
statutory  requirements  have  been  complied  with.  The  complaint  is  filed  within  the  period  of
limitation as prescribed under Section 142(1)(b) of the Negotiable Instruments Act, 1881,   in light
of the order of the Hon’ble Supreme Court of India in Suo Motu W.P. No. 3 of 2020.

4. Let  accused  be  summoned  on  filing  of  PF,  RC/  Speed  Post/  approved  Courier
service/E-mail within 30 days for 17.01.2023.

5. Complainant is directed to place the tracking report of summons sent through speed
post on record on the next date. In the event the house/office/premises is found to be locked/refusal
to accept the service/any other contingency, the process be served through affixation in terms of
Section 65, CrPC.

6. As per the guidelines laid down in  Damodar S. Prabhu Vs. Sayed Babalal H, AIR
2010 (SC) 1907, Ahlmad is directed to make a mention on the summons issued against the accused
(by adding separate sheet, if required) that “accused can make an application for compounding of
the  offence  at  the  first  and  second  hearing  of  the  case  and  if such  an  application  is  made,
compounding may be allowed by the Court without imposing any costs on the accused.”

 (TWINKLE CHAWLA)
                      MM, NI Act-02, South East District,

                                          Saket Court, New Delhi,23.05.2022
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CT CASES 2797/2020
M/S MANAPPURAM FINANCE LTD.  Vs. GOPAL MUTHA

23.05.2022

File taken up through physical hearing.
       Today the undersigned is working as Duty MM

Present: Ld. Counsel for the Complainant alongwith AR.

1. An application for substitution of AR accompanied with copy of board resolution is
moved. Original of the resolution has been seen and returned. AR is allowed to be substituted. Pre-
summoning evidence led. Arguments on summoning heard.

2. Entire  record  including  the  complaint  and  the  annexed  documents  perused
thoroughly. It is alleged that accused issued the cheque in question  to the complainant in discharge
of  liability.  On  presentation,  the  same  got  dishonoured  vide  the  return  memo  of  the  bank.
Thereafter, demand notice was sent to the accused by the complainant. Despite service/ deemed
service of said notice, accused has failed to make the payment within 15 days as per provisions of
the Negotiable Instruments Act, 1881.

3. On consideration of the complaint, annexed documents and verification affidavit of
the  complainant,  this  Court  is  of  the  opinion  that  prima facie there  are  sufficient  grounds  for
proceeding against the accused mentioned below for the commission of offence under Section 138,
Negotiable Instruments Act, 1881. In terms of inquiry conducted under Section 202 CrPC, all the
statutory  requirements  have  been  complied  with.  The  complaint  is  filed  within  the  period  of
limitation as prescribed under Section 142(1)(b) of the Negotiable Instruments Act, 1881,   in light
of the order of the Hon’ble Supreme Court of India in Suo Motu W.P. No. 3 of 2020.

4. Let  accused  be  summoned  on  filing  of  PF,  RC/  Speed  Post/  approved  Courier
service/E-mail within 30 days for 17.01.2023.

5. Complainant is directed to place the tracking report of summons sent through speed
post on record on the next date. In the event the house/office/premises is found to be locked/refusal
to accept the service/any other contingency, the process be served through affixation in terms of
Section 65, CrPC.

6. As per the guidelines laid down in  Damodar S. Prabhu Vs. Sayed Babalal H, AIR
2010 (SC) 1907, Ahlmad is directed to make a mention on the summons issued against the accused
(by adding separate sheet, if required) that “accused can make an application for compounding of
the  offence  at  the  first  and  second  hearing  of  the  case  and  if such  an  application  is  made,
compounding may be allowed by the Court without imposing any costs on the accused.”

 (TWINKLE CHAWLA)
                      MM, NI Act-02, South East District,

                                          Saket Court, New Delhi,23.05.2022
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CT CASES 2798/2020
M/S MANAPPURAM FINANCE LTD.  Vs. MAHADEVRAO DARAODKAR

23.05.2022

File taken up through physical hearing.
       Today the undersigned is working as Duty MM

Present: Ld. Counsel for the Complainant alongwith AR.

1. An application for substitution of AR accompanied with copy of board resolution is
moved. Original of the resolution has been seen and returned. AR is allowed to be substituted. Pre-
summoning evidence led. Arguments on summoning heard.

2. Entire  record  including  the  complaint  and  the  annexed  documents  perused
thoroughly. It is alleged that accused issued the cheque in question  to the complainant in discharge
of  liability.  On  presentation,  the  same  got  dishonoured  vide  the  return  memo  of  the  bank.
Thereafter, demand notice was sent to the accused by the complainant. Despite service/ deemed
service of said notice, accused has failed to make the payment within 15 days as per provisions of
the Negotiable Instruments Act, 1881.

3. On consideration of the complaint, annexed documents and verification affidavit of
the  complainant,  this  Court  is  of  the  opinion  that  prima facie there  are  sufficient  grounds  for
proceeding against the accused mentioned below for the commission of offence under Section 138,
Negotiable Instruments Act, 1881. In terms of inquiry conducted under Section 202 CrPC, all the
statutory  requirements  have  been  complied  with.  The  complaint  is  filed  within  the  period  of
limitation as prescribed under Section 142(1)(b) of the Negotiable Instruments Act, 1881,   in light
of the order of the Hon’ble Supreme Court of India in Suo Motu W.P. No. 3 of 2020.

4. Let  accused  be  summoned  on  filing  of  PF,  RC/  Speed  Post/  approved  Courier
service/E-mail within 30 days for 17.01.2023.

5. Complainant is directed to place the tracking report of summons sent through speed
post on record on the next date. In the event the house/office/premises is found to be locked/refusal
to accept the service/any other contingency, the process be served through affixation in terms of
Section 65, CrPC.

6. As per the guidelines laid down in  Damodar S. Prabhu Vs. Sayed Babalal H, AIR
2010 (SC) 1907, Ahlmad is directed to make a mention on the summons issued against the accused
(by adding separate sheet, if required) that “accused can make an application for compounding of
the  offence  at  the  first  and  second  hearing  of  the  case  and  if such  an  application  is  made,
compounding may be allowed by the Court without imposing any costs on the accused.”

 (TWINKLE CHAWLA)
                      MM, NI Act-02, South East District,

                                          Saket Court, New Delhi,23.05.2022



63
CT CASES 2799/2020
M/S MANAPPURAM FINANCE LTD.  Vs. MIRIYALA SRINU

23.05.2022

File taken up through physical hearing.
       Today the undersigned is working as Duty MM

Present: Ld. Counsel for the Complainant alongwith AR.

1. An application for substitution of AR accompanied with copy of board resolution is
moved. Original of the resolution has been seen and returned. AR is allowed to be substituted. Pre-
summoning evidence led. Arguments on summoning heard.

2. Entire  record  including  the  complaint  and  the  annexed  documents  perused
thoroughly. It is alleged that accused issued the cheque in question  to the complainant in discharge
of  liability.  On  presentation,  the  same  got  dishonoured  vide  the  return  memo  of  the  bank.
Thereafter, demand notice was sent to the accused by the complainant. Despite service/ deemed
service of said notice, accused has failed to make the payment within 15 days as per provisions of
the Negotiable Instruments Act, 1881.

3. On consideration of the complaint, annexed documents and verification affidavit of
the  complainant,  this  Court  is  of  the  opinion  that  prima facie there  are  sufficient  grounds  for
proceeding against the accused mentioned below for the commission of offence under Section 138,
Negotiable Instruments Act, 1881. In terms of inquiry conducted under Section 202 CrPC, all the
statutory  requirements  have  been  complied  with.  The  complaint  is  filed  within  the  period  of
limitation as prescribed under Section 142(1)(b) of the Negotiable Instruments Act, 1881,   in light
of the order of the Hon’ble Supreme Court of India in Suo Motu W.P. No. 3 of 2020.

4. Let  accused  be  summoned  on  filing  of  PF,  RC/  Speed  Post/  approved  Courier
service/E-mail within 30 days for 17.01.2023.

5. Complainant is directed to place the tracking report of summons sent through speed
post on record on the next date. In the event the house/office/premises is found to be locked/refusal
to accept the service/any other contingency, the process be served through affixation in terms of
Section 65, CrPC.

6. As per the guidelines laid down in  Damodar S. Prabhu Vs. Sayed Babalal H, AIR
2010 (SC) 1907, Ahlmad is directed to make a mention on the summons issued against the accused
(by adding separate sheet, if required) that “accused can make an application for compounding of
the  offence  at  the  first  and  second  hearing  of  the  case  and  if such  an  application  is  made,
compounding may be allowed by the Court without imposing any costs on the accused.”

 (TWINKLE CHAWLA)
                      MM, NI Act-02, South East District,

                                          Saket Court, New Delhi,23.05.2022
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CT CASES 2801/2020
M/S MANAPPURAM FINANCE LTD.  Vs. LOKESH KHUTETA

23.05.2022

File taken up through physical hearing.
       Today the undersigned is working as Duty MM

Present: Ld. Counsel for the Complainant alongwith AR.

1. An application for substitution of AR accompanied with copy of board resolution is
moved. Original of the resolution has been seen and returned. AR is allowed to be substituted. Pre-
summoning evidence led. Arguments on summoning heard.

2. Entire  record  including  the  complaint  and  the  annexed  documents  perused
thoroughly. It is alleged that accused issued the cheque in question  to the complainant in discharge
of  liability.  On  presentation,  the  same  got  dishonoured  vide  the  return  memo  of  the  bank.
Thereafter, demand notice was sent to the accused by the complainant. Despite service/ deemed
service of said notice, accused has failed to make the payment within 15 days as per provisions of
the Negotiable Instruments Act, 1881.

3. On consideration of the complaint, annexed documents and verification affidavit of
the  complainant,  this  Court  is  of  the  opinion  that  prima facie there  are  sufficient  grounds  for
proceeding against the accused mentioned below for the commission of offence under Section 138,
Negotiable Instruments Act, 1881. In terms of inquiry conducted under Section 202 CrPC, all the
statutory  requirements  have  been  complied  with.  The  complaint  is  filed  within  the  period  of
limitation as prescribed under Section 142(1)(b) of the Negotiable Instruments Act, 1881,   in light
of the order of the Hon’ble Supreme Court of India in Suo Motu W.P. No. 3 of 2020.

4. Let  accused  be  summoned  on  filing  of  PF,  RC/  Speed  Post/  approved  Courier
service/E-mail within 30 days for 17.01.2023.

5. Complainant is directed to place the tracking report of summons sent through speed
post on record on the next date. In the event the house/office/premises is found to be locked/refusal
to accept the service/any other contingency, the process be served through affixation in terms of
Section 65, CrPC.

6. As per the guidelines laid down in  Damodar S. Prabhu Vs. Sayed Babalal H, AIR
2010 (SC) 1907, Ahlmad is directed to make a mention on the summons issued against the accused
(by adding separate sheet, if required) that “accused can make an application for compounding of
the  offence  at  the  first  and  second  hearing  of  the  case  and  if such  an  application  is  made,
compounding may be allowed by the Court without imposing any costs on the accused.”

 (TWINKLE CHAWLA)
                      MM, NI Act-02, South East District,

                                          Saket Court, New Delhi,23.05.2022
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CT CASES 2804/2020
M/S MANAPPURAM FINANCE LTD.  Vs. SONU SINGH

23.05.2022

File taken up through physical hearing.
       Today the undersigned is working as Duty MM

Present: Ld. Counsel for the Complainant alongwith AR.

1. An application for substitution of AR accompanied with copy of board resolution is
moved. Original of the resolution has been seen and returned. AR is allowed to be substituted. Pre-
summoning evidence led. Arguments on summoning heard.

2. Entire  record  including  the  complaint  and  the  annexed  documents  perused
thoroughly. It is alleged that accused issued the cheque in question  to the complainant in discharge
of  liability.  On  presentation,  the  same  got  dishonoured  vide  the  return  memo  of  the  bank.
Thereafter, demand notice was sent to the accused by the complainant. Despite service/ deemed
service of said notice, accused has failed to make the payment within 15 days as per provisions of
the Negotiable Instruments Act, 1881.

3. On consideration of the complaint, annexed documents and verification affidavit of
the  complainant,  this  Court  is  of  the  opinion  that  prima facie there  are  sufficient  grounds  for
proceeding against the accused mentioned below for the commission of offence under Section 138,
Negotiable Instruments Act, 1881. In terms of inquiry conducted under Section 202 CrPC, all the
statutory  requirements  have  been  complied  with.  The  complaint  is  filed  within  the  period  of
limitation as prescribed under Section 142(1)(b) of the Negotiable Instruments Act, 1881,   in light
of the order of the Hon’ble Supreme Court of India in Suo Motu W.P. No. 3 of 2020.

4. Let  accused  be  summoned  on  filing  of  PF,  RC/  Speed  Post/  approved  Courier
service/E-mail within 30 days for 17.01.2023.

5. Complainant is directed to place the tracking report of summons sent through speed
post on record on the next date. In the event the house/office/premises is found to be locked/refusal
to accept the service/any other contingency, the process be served through affixation in terms of
Section 65, CrPC.

6. As per the guidelines laid down in  Damodar S. Prabhu Vs. Sayed Babalal H, AIR
2010 (SC) 1907, Ahlmad is directed to make a mention on the summons issued against the accused
(by adding separate sheet, if required) that “accused can make an application for compounding of
the  offence  at  the  first  and  second  hearing  of  the  case  and  if such  an  application  is  made,
compounding may be allowed by the Court without imposing any costs on the accused.”

 (TWINKLE CHAWLA)
                      MM, NI Act-02, South East District,

                                          Saket Court, New Delhi,23.05.2022
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CT CASES 2805/2020
M/S MANAPPURAM FINANCE LTD.  Vs. PUNAM KANWAR

23.05.2022

File taken up through physical hearing.
       Today the undersigned is working as Duty MM

Present: Ld. Counsel for the Complainant alongwith AR.

1. An application for substitution of AR accompanied with copy of board resolution is
moved. Original of the resolution has been seen and returned. AR is allowed to be substituted. Pre-
summoning evidence led. Arguments on summoning heard.

2. Entire  record  including  the  complaint  and  the  annexed  documents  perused
thoroughly. It is alleged that accused issued the cheque in question  to the complainant in discharge
of  liability.  On  presentation,  the  same  got  dishonoured  vide  the  return  memo  of  the  bank.
Thereafter, demand notice was sent to the accused by the complainant. Despite service/ deemed
service of said notice, accused has failed to make the payment within 15 days as per provisions of
the Negotiable Instruments Act, 1881.

3. On consideration of the complaint, annexed documents and verification affidavit of
the  complainant,  this  Court  is  of  the  opinion  that  prima facie there  are  sufficient  grounds  for
proceeding against the accused mentioned below for the commission of offence under Section 138,
Negotiable Instruments Act, 1881. In terms of inquiry conducted under Section 202 CrPC, all the
statutory  requirements  have  been  complied  with.  The  complaint  is  filed  within  the  period  of
limitation as prescribed under Section 142(1)(b) of the Negotiable Instruments Act, 1881,   in light
of the order of the Hon’ble Supreme Court of India in Suo Motu W.P. No. 3 of 2020.

4. Let  accused  be  summoned  on  filing  of  PF,  RC/  Speed  Post/  approved  Courier
service/E-mail within 30 days for 17.01.2023.

5. Complainant is directed to place the tracking report of summons sent through speed
post on record on the next date. In the event the house/office/premises is found to be locked/refusal
to accept the service/any other contingency, the process be served through affixation in terms of
Section 65, CrPC.

6. As per the guidelines laid down in  Damodar S. Prabhu Vs. Sayed Babalal H, AIR
2010 (SC) 1907, Ahlmad is directed to make a mention on the summons issued against the accused
(by adding separate sheet, if required) that “accused can make an application for compounding of
the  offence  at  the  first  and  second  hearing  of  the  case  and  if such  an  application  is  made,
compounding may be allowed by the Court without imposing any costs on the accused.”

 (TWINKLE CHAWLA)
                      MM, NI Act-02, South East District,

                                          Saket Court, New Delhi,23.05.2022
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CT CASES 2809/2020
MANAPPURAM FINANCE LTD  Vs.  TEJPAL MAMACHANAD

23.05.2022

File taken up through physical hearing.
       Today the undersigned is working as Duty MM

Present: Ld. Counsel for the Complainant alongwith AR.

1. An application for substitution of AR accompanied with copy of board resolution is
moved. Original of the resolution has been seen and returned. AR is allowed to be substituted. Pre-
summoning evidence led. Arguments on summoning heard.

2. Entire  record  including  the  complaint  and  the  annexed  documents  perused
thoroughly. It is alleged that accused issued the cheque in question  to the complainant in discharge
of  liability.  On  presentation,  the  same  got  dishonoured  vide  the  return  memo  of  the  bank.
Thereafter, demand notice was sent to the accused by the complainant. Despite service/ deemed
service of said notice, accused has failed to make the payment within 15 days as per provisions of
the Negotiable Instruments Act, 1881.

3. On consideration of the complaint, annexed documents and verification affidavit of
the  complainant,  this  Court  is  of  the  opinion  that  prima facie there  are  sufficient  grounds  for
proceeding against the accused mentioned below for the commission of offence under Section 138,
Negotiable Instruments Act, 1881. In terms of inquiry conducted under Section 202 CrPC, all the
statutory  requirements  have  been  complied  with.  The  complaint  is  filed  within  the  period  of
limitation as prescribed under Section 142(1)(b) of the Negotiable Instruments Act, 1881,   in light
of the order of the Hon’ble Supreme Court of India in Suo Motu W.P. No. 3 of 2020.

4. Let  accused  be  summoned  on  filing  of  PF,  RC/  Speed  Post/  approved  Courier
service/E-mail within 30 days for 17.01.2023.

5. Complainant is directed to place the tracking report of summons sent through speed
post on record on the next date. In the event the house/office/premises is found to be locked/refusal
to accept the service/any other contingency, the process be served through affixation in terms of
Section 65, CrPC.

6. As per the guidelines laid down in  Damodar S. Prabhu Vs. Sayed Babalal H, AIR
2010 (SC) 1907, Ahlmad is directed to make a mention on the summons issued against the accused
(by adding separate sheet, if required) that “accused can make an application for compounding of
the  offence  at  the  first  and  second  hearing  of  the  case  and  if such  an  application  is  made,
compounding may be allowed by the Court without imposing any costs on the accused.”

 (TWINKLE CHAWLA)
                      MM, NI Act-02, South East District,

                                          Saket Court, New Delhi,23.05.2022
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CT CASES 2810/2020
MANAPPURAM FINANCE LTD  Vs. RANJEET SINGH

23.05.2022

File taken up through physical hearing.
       Today the undersigned is working as Duty MM

Present: Ld. Counsel for the Complainant alongwith AR.

1. An application for substitution of AR accompanied with copy of board resolution is
moved. Original of the resolution has been seen and returned. AR is allowed to be substituted. Pre-
summoning evidence led. Arguments on summoning heard.

2. Entire  record  including  the  complaint  and  the  annexed  documents  perused
thoroughly. It is alleged that accused issued the cheque in question  to the complainant in discharge
of  liability.  On  presentation,  the  same  got  dishonoured  vide  the  return  memo  of  the  bank.
Thereafter, demand notice was sent to the accused by the complainant. Despite service/ deemed
service of said notice, accused has failed to make the payment within 15 days as per provisions of
the Negotiable Instruments Act, 1881.

3. On consideration of the complaint, annexed documents and verification affidavit of
the  complainant,  this  Court  is  of  the  opinion  that  prima facie there  are  sufficient  grounds  for
proceeding against the accused mentioned below for the commission of offence under Section 138,
Negotiable Instruments Act, 1881. In terms of inquiry conducted under Section 202 CrPC, all the
statutory  requirements  have  been  complied  with.  The  complaint  is  filed  within  the  period  of
limitation as prescribed under Section 142(1)(b) of the Negotiable Instruments Act, 1881,   in light
of the order of the Hon’ble Supreme Court of India in Suo Motu W.P. No. 3 of 2020.

4. Let  accused  be  summoned  on  filing  of  PF,  RC/  Speed  Post/  approved  Courier
service/E-mail within 30 days for 17.01.2023.

5. Complainant is directed to place the tracking report of summons sent through speed
post on record on the next date. In the event the house/office/premises is found to be locked/refusal
to accept the service/any other contingency, the process be served through affixation in terms of
Section 65, CrPC.

6. As per the guidelines laid down in  Damodar S. Prabhu Vs. Sayed Babalal H, AIR
2010 (SC) 1907, Ahlmad is directed to make a mention on the summons issued against the accused
(by adding separate sheet, if required) that “accused can make an application for compounding of
the  offence  at  the  first  and  second  hearing  of  the  case  and  if such  an  application  is  made,
compounding may be allowed by the Court without imposing any costs on the accused.”

 (TWINKLE CHAWLA)
                      MM, NI Act-02, South East District,

                                          Saket Court, New Delhi,23.05.2022
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CT CASES 2811/2020
MANAPPURAM FINANCE TLD  Vs. RANJEET KUMAR KHARWAR 

23.05.2022

File taken up through physical hearing.
       Today the undersigned is working as Duty MM

Present: Ld. Counsel for the Complainant alongwith AR.

1. An application for substitution of AR accompanied with copy of board resolution is
moved. Original of the resolution has been seen and returned. AR is allowed to be substituted. Pre-
summoning evidence led. Arguments on summoning heard.

2. Entire  record  including  the  complaint  and  the  annexed  documents  perused
thoroughly. It is alleged that accused issued the cheque in question  to the complainant in discharge
of  liability.  On  presentation,  the  same  got  dishonoured  vide  the  return  memo  of  the  bank.
Thereafter, demand notice was sent to the accused by the complainant. Despite service/ deemed
service of said notice, accused has failed to make the payment within 15 days as per provisions of
the Negotiable Instruments Act, 1881.

3. On consideration of the complaint, annexed documents and verification affidavit of
the  complainant,  this  Court  is  of  the  opinion  that  prima facie there  are  sufficient  grounds  for
proceeding against the accused mentioned below for the commission of offence under Section 138,
Negotiable Instruments Act, 1881. In terms of inquiry conducted under Section 202 CrPC, all the
statutory  requirements  have  been  complied  with.  The  complaint  is  filed  within  the  period  of
limitation as prescribed under Section 142(1)(b) of the Negotiable Instruments Act, 1881,   in light
of the order of the Hon’ble Supreme Court of India in Suo Motu W.P. No. 3 of 2020.

4. Let  accused  be  summoned  on  filing  of  PF,  RC/  Speed  Post/  approved  Courier
service/E-mail within 30 days for 17.01.2023.

5. Complainant is directed to place the tracking report of summons sent through speed
post on record on the next date. In the event the house/office/premises is found to be locked/refusal
to accept the service/any other contingency, the process be served through affixation in terms of
Section 65, CrPC.

6. As per the guidelines laid down in  Damodar S. Prabhu Vs. Sayed Babalal H, AIR
2010 (SC) 1907, Ahlmad is directed to make a mention on the summons issued against the accused
(by adding separate sheet, if required) that “accused can make an application for compounding of
the  offence  at  the  first  and  second  hearing  of  the  case  and  if such  an  application  is  made,
compounding may be allowed by the Court without imposing any costs on the accused.”

 (TWINKLE CHAWLA)
                      MM, NI Act-02, South East District,

                                          Saket Court, New Delhi,23.05.2022
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CT CASES 2812/2020
MANAPPURAM FINANCE LTD  Vs. DILBAG SINGH

23.05.2022

File taken up through physical hearing.
       Today the undersigned is working as Duty MM

Present: Ld. Counsel for the Complainant alongwith AR.

1. An application for substitution of AR accompanied with copy of board resolution is
moved. Original of the resolution has been seen and returned. AR is allowed to be substituted. Pre-
summoning evidence led. Arguments on summoning heard.

2. Entire  record  including  the  complaint  and  the  annexed  documents  perused
thoroughly. It is alleged that accused issued the cheque in question  to the complainant in discharge
of  liability.  On  presentation,  the  same  got  dishonoured  vide  the  return  memo  of  the  bank.
Thereafter, demand notice was sent to the accused by the complainant. Despite service/ deemed
service of said notice, accused has failed to make the payment within 15 days as per provisions of
the Negotiable Instruments Act, 1881.

3. On consideration of the complaint, annexed documents and verification affidavit of
the  complainant,  this  Court  is  of  the  opinion  that  prima facie there  are  sufficient  grounds  for
proceeding against the accused mentioned below for the commission of offence under Section 138,
Negotiable Instruments Act, 1881. In terms of inquiry conducted under Section 202 CrPC, all the
statutory  requirements  have  been  complied  with.  The  complaint  is  filed  within  the  period  of
limitation as prescribed under Section 142(1)(b) of the Negotiable Instruments Act, 1881,   in light
of the order of the Hon’ble Supreme Court of India in Suo Motu W.P. No. 3 of 2020.

4. Let  accused  be  summoned  on  filing  of  PF,  RC/  Speed  Post/  approved  Courier
service/E-mail within 30 days for 17.01.2023.

5. Complainant is directed to place the tracking report of summons sent through speed
post on record on the next date. In the event the house/office/premises is found to be locked/refusal
to accept the service/any other contingency, the process be served through affixation in terms of
Section 65, CrPC.

6. As per the guidelines laid down in  Damodar S. Prabhu Vs. Sayed Babalal H, AIR
2010 (SC) 1907, Ahlmad is directed to make a mention on the summons issued against the accused
(by adding separate sheet, if required) that “accused can make an application for compounding of
the  offence  at  the  first  and  second  hearing  of  the  case  and  if such  an  application  is  made,
compounding may be allowed by the Court without imposing any costs on the accused.”

 (TWINKLE CHAWLA)
                      MM, NI Act-02, South East District,

                                          Saket Court, New Delhi,23.05.2022
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CT CASES 2813/2020
MANAPPURAM FINANCE LTD  Vs. KARAMBIR BRAHAMA

23.05.2022

File taken up through physical hearing.
       Today the undersigned is working as Duty MM

Present: Ld. Counsel for the Complainant alongwith AR.

1. An application for substitution of AR accompanied with copy of board resolution is
moved. Original of the resolution has been seen and returned. AR is allowed to be substituted. Pre-
summoning evidence led. Arguments on summoning heard.

2. Entire  record  including  the  complaint  and  the  annexed  documents  perused
thoroughly. It is alleged that accused issued the cheque in question  to the complainant in discharge
of  liability.  On  presentation,  the  same  got  dishonoured  vide  the  return  memo  of  the  bank.
Thereafter, demand notice was sent to the accused by the complainant. Despite service/ deemed
service of said notice, accused has failed to make the payment within 15 days as per provisions of
the Negotiable Instruments Act, 1881.

3. On consideration of the complaint, annexed documents and verification affidavit of
the  complainant,  this  Court  is  of  the  opinion  that  prima facie there  are  sufficient  grounds  for
proceeding against the accused mentioned below for the commission of offence under Section 138,
Negotiable Instruments Act, 1881. In terms of inquiry conducted under Section 202 CrPC, all the
statutory  requirements  have  been  complied  with.  The  complaint  is  filed  within  the  period  of
limitation as prescribed under Section 142(1)(b) of the Negotiable Instruments Act, 1881,   in light
of the order of the Hon’ble Supreme Court of India in Suo Motu W.P. No. 3 of 2020.

4. Let  accused  be  summoned  on  filing  of  PF,  RC/  Speed  Post/  approved  Courier
service/E-mail within 30 days for 17.01.2023.

5. Complainant is directed to place the tracking report of summons sent through speed
post on record on the next date. In the event the house/office/premises is found to be locked/refusal
to accept the service/any other contingency, the process be served through affixation in terms of
Section 65, CrPC.

6. As per the guidelines laid down in  Damodar S. Prabhu Vs. Sayed Babalal H, AIR
2010 (SC) 1907, Ahlmad is directed to make a mention on the summons issued against the accused
(by adding separate sheet, if required) that “accused can make an application for compounding of
the  offence  at  the  first  and  second  hearing  of  the  case  and  if such  an  application  is  made,
compounding may be allowed by the Court without imposing any costs on the accused.”

 (TWINKLE CHAWLA)
                      MM, NI Act-02, South East District,

                                          Saket Court, New Delhi,23.05.2022



77
CT CASES 2814/2020
MANAPPURAM FINANCE LTD  Vs.  VINOD TANK

23.05.2022

File taken up through physical hearing.
       Today the undersigned is working as Duty MM

Present: Ld. Counsel for the Complainant alongwith AR.

1. An application for substitution of AR accompanied with copy of board resolution is
moved. Original of the resolution has been seen and returned. AR is allowed to be substituted. Pre-
summoning evidence led. Arguments on summoning heard.

2. Entire  record  including  the  complaint  and  the  annexed  documents  perused
thoroughly. It is alleged that accused issued the cheque in question  to the complainant in discharge
of  liability.  On  presentation,  the  same  got  dishonoured  vide  the  return  memo  of  the  bank.
Thereafter, demand notice was sent to the accused by the complainant. Despite service/ deemed
service of said notice, accused has failed to make the payment within 15 days as per provisions of
the Negotiable Instruments Act, 1881.

3. On consideration of the complaint, annexed documents and verification affidavit of
the  complainant,  this  Court  is  of  the  opinion  that  prima facie there  are  sufficient  grounds  for
proceeding against the accused mentioned below for the commission of offence under Section 138,
Negotiable Instruments Act, 1881. In terms of inquiry conducted under Section 202 CrPC, all the
statutory  requirements  have  been  complied  with.  The  complaint  is  filed  within  the  period  of
limitation as prescribed under Section 142(1)(b) of the Negotiable Instruments Act, 1881,   in light
of the order of the Hon’ble Supreme Court of India in Suo Motu W.P. No. 3 of 2020.

4. Let  accused  be  summoned  on  filing  of  PF,  RC/  Speed  Post/  approved  Courier
service/E-mail within 30 days for 17.01.2023.

5. Complainant is directed to place the tracking report of summons sent through speed
post on record on the next date. In the event the house/office/premises is found to be locked/refusal
to accept the service/any other contingency, the process be served through affixation in terms of
Section 65, CrPC.

6. As per the guidelines laid down in  Damodar S. Prabhu Vs. Sayed Babalal H, AIR
2010 (SC) 1907, Ahlmad is directed to make a mention on the summons issued against the accused
(by adding separate sheet, if required) that “accused can make an application for compounding of
the  offence  at  the  first  and  second  hearing  of  the  case  and  if such  an  application  is  made,
compounding may be allowed by the Court without imposing any costs on the accused.”

 (TWINKLE CHAWLA)
                      MM, NI Act-02, South East District,

                                          Saket Court, New Delhi,23.05.2022
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CT CASES 2815/2020
MANAPPURAM FINANCE LTD  Vs. BALARAM PRADHAN

23.05.2022

File taken up through physical hearing.
       Today the undersigned is working as Duty MM

Present: Ld. Counsel for the Complainant alongwith AR.

1. An application for substitution of AR accompanied with copy of board resolution is
moved. Original of the resolution has been seen and returned. AR is allowed to be substituted. Pre-
summoning evidence led. Arguments on summoning heard.

2. Entire  record  including  the  complaint  and  the  annexed  documents  perused
thoroughly. It is alleged that accused issued the cheque in question  to the complainant in discharge
of  liability.  On  presentation,  the  same  got  dishonoured  vide  the  return  memo  of  the  bank.
Thereafter, demand notice was sent to the accused by the complainant. Despite service/ deemed
service of said notice, accused has failed to make the payment within 15 days as per provisions of
the Negotiable Instruments Act, 1881.

3. On consideration of the complaint, annexed documents and verification affidavit of
the  complainant,  this  Court  is  of  the  opinion  that  prima facie there  are  sufficient  grounds  for
proceeding against the accused mentioned below for the commission of offence under Section 138,
Negotiable Instruments Act, 1881. In terms of inquiry conducted under Section 202 CrPC, all the
statutory  requirements  have  been  complied  with.  The  complaint  is  filed  within  the  period  of
limitation as prescribed under Section 142(1)(b) of the Negotiable Instruments Act, 1881,   in light
of the order of the Hon’ble Supreme Court of India in Suo Motu W.P. No. 3 of 2020.

4. Let  accused  be  summoned  on  filing  of  PF,  RC/  Speed  Post/  approved  Courier
service/E-mail within 30 days for 17.01.2023.

5. Complainant is directed to place the tracking report of summons sent through speed
post on record on the next date. In the event the house/office/premises is found to be locked/refusal
to accept the service/any other contingency, the process be served through affixation in terms of
Section 65, CrPC.

6. As per the guidelines laid down in  Damodar S. Prabhu Vs. Sayed Babalal H, AIR
2010 (SC) 1907, Ahlmad is directed to make a mention on the summons issued against the accused
(by adding separate sheet, if required) that “accused can make an application for compounding of
the  offence  at  the  first  and  second  hearing  of  the  case  and  if such  an  application  is  made,
compounding may be allowed by the Court without imposing any costs on the accused.”

 (TWINKLE CHAWLA)
                      MM, NI Act-02, South East District,

                                          Saket Court, New Delhi,23.05.2022



79
CT CASES 2816/2020
MANAPPURAM FINANCE LTD  Vs. SANKAR NATH

23.05.2022

File taken up through physical hearing.
       Today the undersigned is working as Duty MM

Present: Ld. Counsel for the Complainant alongwith AR.

1. An application for substitution of AR accompanied with copy of board resolution is
moved. Original of the resolution has been seen and returned. AR is allowed to be substituted. Pre-
summoning evidence led. Arguments on summoning heard.

2. Entire  record  including  the  complaint  and  the  annexed  documents  perused
thoroughly. It is alleged that accused issued the cheque in question  to the complainant in discharge
of  liability.  On  presentation,  the  same  got  dishonoured  vide  the  return  memo  of  the  bank.
Thereafter, demand notice was sent to the accused by the complainant. Despite service/ deemed
service of said notice, accused has failed to make the payment within 15 days as per provisions of
the Negotiable Instruments Act, 1881.

3. On consideration of the complaint, annexed documents and verification affidavit of
the  complainant,  this  Court  is  of  the  opinion  that  prima facie there  are  sufficient  grounds  for
proceeding against the accused mentioned below for the commission of offence under Section 138,
Negotiable Instruments Act, 1881. In terms of inquiry conducted under Section 202 CrPC, all the
statutory  requirements  have  been  complied  with.  The  complaint  is  filed  within  the  period  of
limitation as prescribed under Section 142(1)(b) of the Negotiable Instruments Act, 1881,   in light
of the order of the Hon’ble Supreme Court of India in Suo Motu W.P. No. 3 of 2020.

4. Let  accused  be  summoned  on  filing  of  PF,  RC/  Speed  Post/  approved  Courier
service/E-mail within 30 days for 17.01.2023.

5. Complainant is directed to place the tracking report of summons sent through speed
post on record on the next date. In the event the house/office/premises is found to be locked/refusal
to accept the service/any other contingency, the process be served through affixation in terms of
Section 65, CrPC.

6. As per the guidelines laid down in  Damodar S. Prabhu Vs. Sayed Babalal H, AIR
2010 (SC) 1907, Ahlmad is directed to make a mention on the summons issued against the accused
(by adding separate sheet, if required) that “accused can make an application for compounding of
the  offence  at  the  first  and  second  hearing  of  the  case  and  if such  an  application  is  made,
compounding may be allowed by the Court without imposing any costs on the accused.”

 (TWINKLE CHAWLA)
                      MM, NI Act-02, South East District,

                                          Saket Court, New Delhi,23.05.2022
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CT CASES 2818/2020
MANAPPURAM FINANCE LTD  Vs. RAMESH PAL

23.05.2022

File taken up through physical hearing.
       Today the undersigned is working as Duty MM

Present: Ld. Counsel for the Complainant alongwith AR.

1. An application for substitution of AR accompanied with copy of board resolution is
moved. Original of the resolution has been seen and returned. AR is allowed to be substituted. Pre-
summoning evidence led. Arguments on summoning heard.

2. Entire  record  including  the  complaint  and  the  annexed  documents  perused
thoroughly. It is alleged that accused issued the cheque in question  to the complainant in discharge
of  liability.  On  presentation,  the  same  got  dishonoured  vide  the  return  memo  of  the  bank.
Thereafter, demand notice was sent to the accused by the complainant. Despite service/ deemed
service of said notice, accused has failed to make the payment within 15 days as per provisions of
the Negotiable Instruments Act, 1881.

3. On consideration of the complaint, annexed documents and verification affidavit of
the  complainant,  this  Court  is  of  the  opinion  that  prima facie there  are  sufficient  grounds  for
proceeding against the accused mentioned below for the commission of offence under Section 138,
Negotiable Instruments Act, 1881. In terms of inquiry conducted under Section 202 CrPC, all the
statutory  requirements  have  been  complied  with.  The  complaint  is  filed  within  the  period  of
limitation as prescribed under Section 142(1)(b) of the Negotiable Instruments Act, 1881,   in light
of the order of the Hon’ble Supreme Court of India in Suo Motu W.P. No. 3 of 2020.

4. Let  accused  be  summoned  on  filing  of  PF,  RC/  Speed  Post/  approved  Courier
service/E-mail within 30 days for 17.01.2023.

5. Complainant is directed to place the tracking report of summons sent through speed
post on record on the next date. In the event the house/office/premises is found to be locked/refusal
to accept the service/any other contingency, the process be served through affixation in terms of
Section 65, CrPC.

6. As per the guidelines laid down in  Damodar S. Prabhu Vs. Sayed Babalal H, AIR
2010 (SC) 1907, Ahlmad is directed to make a mention on the summons issued against the accused
(by adding separate sheet, if required) that “accused can make an application for compounding of
the  offence  at  the  first  and  second  hearing  of  the  case  and  if such  an  application  is  made,
compounding may be allowed by the Court without imposing any costs on the accused.”

 (TWINKLE CHAWLA)
                      MM, NI Act-02, South East District,

                                          Saket Court, New Delhi,23.05.2022
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CT CASES 2819/2020
MANAPPURAM FINANCE LTD  Vs. ABHISEK PRADHAN

23.05.2022

File taken up through physical hearing.
       Today the undersigned is working as Duty MM

Present: Ld. Counsel for the Complainant alongwith AR.

1. An application for substitution of AR accompanied with copy of board resolution is
moved. Original of the resolution has been seen and returned. AR is allowed to be substituted. Pre-
summoning evidence led. Arguments on summoning heard.

2. Entire  record  including  the  complaint  and  the  annexed  documents  perused
thoroughly. It is alleged that accused issued the cheque in question  to the complainant in discharge
of  liability.  On  presentation,  the  same  got  dishonoured  vide  the  return  memo  of  the  bank.
Thereafter, demand notice was sent to the accused by the complainant. Despite service/ deemed
service of said notice, accused has failed to make the payment within 15 days as per provisions of
the Negotiable Instruments Act, 1881.

3. On consideration of the complaint, annexed documents and verification affidavit of
the  complainant,  this  Court  is  of  the  opinion  that  prima facie there  are  sufficient  grounds  for
proceeding against the accused mentioned below for the commission of offence under Section 138,
Negotiable Instruments Act, 1881. In terms of inquiry conducted under Section 202 CrPC, all the
statutory  requirements  have  been  complied  with.  The  complaint  is  filed  within  the  period  of
limitation as prescribed under Section 142(1)(b) of the Negotiable Instruments Act, 1881,   in light
of the order of the Hon’ble Supreme Court of India in Suo Motu W.P. No. 3 of 2020.

4. Let  accused  be  summoned  on  filing  of  PF,  RC/  Speed  Post/  approved  Courier
service/E-mail within 30 days for 17.01.2023.

5. Complainant is directed to place the tracking report of summons sent through speed
post on record on the next date. In the event the house/office/premises is found to be locked/refusal
to accept the service/any other contingency, the process be served through affixation in terms of
Section 65, CrPC.

6. As per the guidelines laid down in  Damodar S. Prabhu Vs. Sayed Babalal H, AIR
2010 (SC) 1907, Ahlmad is directed to make a mention on the summons issued against the accused
(by adding separate sheet, if required) that “accused can make an application for compounding of
the  offence  at  the  first  and  second  hearing  of  the  case  and  if such  an  application  is  made,
compounding may be allowed by the Court without imposing any costs on the accused.”

 (TWINKLE CHAWLA)
                      MM, NI Act-02, South East District,

                                          Saket Court, New Delhi,23.05.2022
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CT CASES 2820/2020
MANAPPURAM FINANCE LTD  Vs. GUDDU ATAR SINGH SAINI 

23.05.2022

File taken up through physical hearing.
       Today the undersigned is working as Duty MM

Present: Ld. Counsel for the Complainant alongwith AR.

1. An application for substitution of AR accompanied with copy of board resolution is
moved. Original of the resolution has been seen and returned. AR is allowed to be substituted. Pre-
summoning evidence led. Arguments on summoning heard.

2. Entire  record  including  the  complaint  and  the  annexed  documents  perused
thoroughly. It is alleged that accused issued the cheque in question  to the complainant in discharge
of  liability.  On  presentation,  the  same  got  dishonoured  vide  the  return  memo  of  the  bank.
Thereafter, demand notice was sent to the accused by the complainant. Despite service/ deemed
service of said notice, accused has failed to make the payment within 15 days as per provisions of
the Negotiable Instruments Act, 1881.

3. On consideration of the complaint, annexed documents and verification affidavit of
the  complainant,  this  Court  is  of  the  opinion  that  prima facie there  are  sufficient  grounds  for
proceeding against the accused mentioned below for the commission of offence under Section 138,
Negotiable Instruments Act, 1881. In terms of inquiry conducted under Section 202 CrPC, all the
statutory  requirements  have  been  complied  with.  The  complaint  is  filed  within  the  period  of
limitation as prescribed under Section 142(1)(b) of the Negotiable Instruments Act, 1881,   in light
of the order of the Hon’ble Supreme Court of India in Suo Motu W.P. No. 3 of 2020.

4. Let  accused  be  summoned  on  filing  of  PF,  RC/  Speed  Post/  approved  Courier
service/E-mail within 30 days for 17.01.2023.

5. Complainant is directed to place the tracking report of summons sent through speed
post on record on the next date. In the event the house/office/premises is found to be locked/refusal
to accept the service/any other contingency, the process be served through affixation in terms of
Section 65, CrPC.

6. As per the guidelines laid down in  Damodar S. Prabhu Vs. Sayed Babalal H, AIR
2010 (SC) 1907, Ahlmad is directed to make a mention on the summons issued against the accused
(by adding separate sheet, if required) that “accused can make an application for compounding of
the  offence  at  the  first  and  second  hearing  of  the  case  and  if such  an  application  is  made,
compounding may be allowed by the Court without imposing any costs on the accused.”

 (TWINKLE CHAWLA)
                      MM, NI Act-02, South East District,

                                          Saket Court, New Delhi,23.05.2022
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CT CASES 2823/2020
MANAPPURAM FINANCE LTD  Vs.  AIJAJ AHMED

23.05.2022

File taken up through physical hearing.
       Today the undersigned is working as Duty MM

Present: Ld. Counsel for the Complainant alongwith AR.

1. An application for substitution of AR accompanied with copy of board resolution is
moved. Original of the resolution has been seen and returned. AR is allowed to be substituted. Pre-
summoning evidence led. Arguments on summoning heard.

2. Entire  record  including  the  complaint  and  the  annexed  documents  perused
thoroughly. It is alleged that accused issued the cheque in question  to the complainant in discharge
of  liability.  On  presentation,  the  same  got  dishonoured  vide  the  return  memo  of  the  bank.
Thereafter, demand notice was sent to the accused by the complainant. Despite service/ deemed
service of said notice, accused has failed to make the payment within 15 days as per provisions of
the Negotiable Instruments Act, 1881.

3. On consideration of the complaint, annexed documents and verification affidavit of
the  complainant,  this  Court  is  of  the  opinion  that  prima facie there  are  sufficient  grounds  for
proceeding against the accused mentioned below for the commission of offence under Section 138,
Negotiable Instruments Act, 1881. In terms of inquiry conducted under Section 202 CrPC, all the
statutory  requirements  have  been  complied  with.  The  complaint  is  filed  within  the  period  of
limitation as prescribed under Section 142(1)(b) of the Negotiable Instruments Act, 1881,   in light
of the order of the Hon’ble Supreme Court of India in Suo Motu W.P. No. 3 of 2020.

4. Let  accused  be  summoned  on  filing  of  PF,  RC/  Speed  Post/  approved  Courier
service/E-mail within 30 days for 17.01.2023.

5. Complainant is directed to place the tracking report of summons sent through speed
post on record on the next date. In the event the house/office/premises is found to be locked/refusal
to accept the service/any other contingency, the process be served through affixation in terms of
Section 65, CrPC.

6. As per the guidelines laid down in  Damodar S. Prabhu Vs. Sayed Babalal H, AIR
2010 (SC) 1907, Ahlmad is directed to make a mention on the summons issued against the accused
(by adding separate sheet, if required) that “accused can make an application for compounding of
the  offence  at  the  first  and  second  hearing  of  the  case  and  if such  an  application  is  made,
compounding may be allowed by the Court without imposing any costs on the accused.”

 (TWINKLE CHAWLA)
                      MM, NI Act-02, South East District,

                                          Saket Court, New Delhi,23.05.2022
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CT CASES 2826/2020
MANAPPURAM FINANCE LTD  Vs.  RUBI YADAV LALBHADUR YADAV

23.05.2022

File taken up through physical hearing.
       Today the undersigned is working as Duty MM

Present: Ld. Counsel for the Complainant alongwith AR.

1. An application for substitution of AR accompanied with copy of board resolution is
moved. Original of the resolution has been seen and returned. AR is allowed to be substituted. Pre-
summoning evidence led. Arguments on summoning heard.

2. Entire  record  including  the  complaint  and  the  annexed  documents  perused
thoroughly. It is alleged that accused issued the cheque in question  to the complainant in discharge
of  liability.  On  presentation,  the  same  got  dishonoured  vide  the  return  memo  of  the  bank.
Thereafter, demand notice was sent to the accused by the complainant. Despite service/ deemed
service of said notice, accused has failed to make the payment within 15 days as per provisions of
the Negotiable Instruments Act, 1881.

3. On consideration of the complaint, annexed documents and verification affidavit of
the  complainant,  this  Court  is  of  the  opinion  that  prima facie there  are  sufficient  grounds  for
proceeding against the accused mentioned below for the commission of offence under Section 138,
Negotiable Instruments Act, 1881. In terms of inquiry conducted under Section 202 CrPC, all the
statutory  requirements  have  been  complied  with.  The  complaint  is  filed  within  the  period  of
limitation as prescribed under Section 142(1)(b) of the Negotiable Instruments Act, 1881,   in light
of the order of the Hon’ble Supreme Court of India in Suo Motu W.P. No. 3 of 2020.

4. Let  accused  be  summoned  on  filing  of  PF,  RC/  Speed  Post/  approved  Courier
service/E-mail within 30 days for 17.01.2023.

5. Complainant is directed to place the tracking report of summons sent through speed
post on record on the next date. In the event the house/office/premises is found to be locked/refusal
to accept the service/any other contingency, the process be served through affixation in terms of
Section 65, CrPC.

6. As per the guidelines laid down in  Damodar S. Prabhu Vs. Sayed Babalal H, AIR
2010 (SC) 1907, Ahlmad is directed to make a mention on the summons issued against the accused
(by adding separate sheet, if required) that “accused can make an application for compounding of
the  offence  at  the  first  and  second  hearing  of  the  case  and  if such  an  application  is  made,
compounding may be allowed by the Court without imposing any costs on the accused.”

 (TWINKLE CHAWLA)
                      MM, NI Act-02, South East District,

                                          Saket Court, New Delhi,23.05.2022
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CT CASES 2827/2020
MANAPPURAM FINANCE LTD  Vs. HUSSAIN MIYA 

23.05.2022

File taken up through physical hearing.
       Today the undersigned is working as Duty MM

Present: Ld. Counsel for the Complainant alongwith AR.

1. An application for substitution of AR accompanied with copy of board resolution is
moved. Original of the resolution has been seen and returned. AR is allowed to be substituted. Pre-
summoning evidence led. Arguments on summoning heard.

2. Entire  record  including  the  complaint  and  the  annexed  documents  perused
thoroughly. It is alleged that accused issued the cheque in question  to the complainant in discharge
of  liability.  On  presentation,  the  same  got  dishonoured  vide  the  return  memo  of  the  bank.
Thereafter, demand notice was sent to the accused by the complainant. Despite service/ deemed
service of said notice, accused has failed to make the payment within 15 days as per provisions of
the Negotiable Instruments Act, 1881.

3. On consideration of the complaint, annexed documents and verification affidavit of
the  complainant,  this  Court  is  of  the  opinion  that  prima facie there  are  sufficient  grounds  for
proceeding against the accused mentioned below for the commission of offence under Section 138,
Negotiable Instruments Act, 1881. In terms of inquiry conducted under Section 202 CrPC, all the
statutory  requirements  have  been  complied  with.  The  complaint  is  filed  within  the  period  of
limitation as prescribed under Section 142(1)(b) of the Negotiable Instruments Act, 1881,   in light
of the order of the Hon’ble Supreme Court of India in Suo Motu W.P. No. 3 of 2020.

4. Let  accused  be  summoned  on  filing  of  PF,  RC/  Speed  Post/  approved  Courier
service/E-mail within 30 days for 17.01.2023.

5. Complainant is directed to place the tracking report of summons sent through speed
post on record on the next date. In the event the house/office/premises is found to be locked/refusal
to accept the service/any other contingency, the process be served through affixation in terms of
Section 65, CrPC.

6. As per the guidelines laid down in  Damodar S. Prabhu Vs. Sayed Babalal H, AIR
2010 (SC) 1907, Ahlmad is directed to make a mention on the summons issued against the accused
(by adding separate sheet, if required) that “accused can make an application for compounding of
the  offence  at  the  first  and  second  hearing  of  the  case  and  if such  an  application  is  made,
compounding may be allowed by the Court without imposing any costs on the accused.”

 (TWINKLE CHAWLA)
                      MM, NI Act-02, South East District,

                                          Saket Court, New Delhi,23.05.2022
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CT CASES 2828/2020
MANAPPURAM FINANCE LTD  Vs. SATISH SURENDRA UTWAL

23.05.2022

File taken up through physical hearing.
       Today the undersigned is working as Duty MM

Present: Ld. Counsel for the Complainant alongwith AR.

1. An application for substitution of AR accompanied with copy of board resolution is
moved. Original of the resolution has been seen and returned. AR is allowed to be substituted. Pre-
summoning evidence led. Arguments on summoning heard.

2. Entire  record  including  the  complaint  and  the  annexed  documents  perused
thoroughly. It is alleged that accused issued the cheque in question  to the complainant in discharge
of  liability.  On  presentation,  the  same  got  dishonoured  vide  the  return  memo  of  the  bank.
Thereafter, demand notice was sent to the accused by the complainant. Despite service/ deemed
service of said notice, accused has failed to make the payment within 15 days as per provisions of
the Negotiable Instruments Act, 1881.

3. On consideration of the complaint, annexed documents and verification affidavit of
the  complainant,  this  Court  is  of  the  opinion  that  prima facie there  are  sufficient  grounds  for
proceeding against the accused mentioned below for the commission of offence under Section 138,
Negotiable Instruments Act, 1881. In terms of inquiry conducted under Section 202 CrPC, all the
statutory  requirements  have  been  complied  with.  The  complaint  is  filed  within  the  period  of
limitation as prescribed under Section 142(1)(b) of the Negotiable Instruments Act, 1881,   in light
of the order of the Hon’ble Supreme Court of India in Suo Motu W.P. No. 3 of 2020.

4. Let  accused  be  summoned  on  filing  of  PF,  RC/  Speed  Post/  approved  Courier
service/E-mail within 30 days for 17.01.2023.

5. Complainant is directed to place the tracking report of summons sent through speed
post on record on the next date. In the event the house/office/premises is found to be locked/refusal
to accept the service/any other contingency, the process be served through affixation in terms of
Section 65, CrPC.

6. As per the guidelines laid down in  Damodar S. Prabhu Vs. Sayed Babalal H, AIR
2010 (SC) 1907, Ahlmad is directed to make a mention on the summons issued against the accused
(by adding separate sheet, if required) that “accused can make an application for compounding of
the  offence  at  the  first  and  second  hearing  of  the  case  and  if such  an  application  is  made,
compounding may be allowed by the Court without imposing any costs on the accused.”

 (TWINKLE CHAWLA)
                      MM, NI Act-02, South East District,

                                          Saket Court, New Delhi,23.05.2022
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CT CASES 2829/2020
MANAPPURAM FINANCE LTD  Vs. GAYASUDIN SAMASUDIN

23.05.2022

File taken up through physical hearing.
       Today the undersigned is working as Duty MM

Present: Ld. Counsel for the Complainant alongwith AR.

1. An application for substitution of AR accompanied with copy of board resolution is
moved. Original of the resolution has been seen and returned. AR is allowed to be substituted. Pre-
summoning evidence led. Arguments on summoning heard.

2. Entire  record  including  the  complaint  and  the  annexed  documents  perused
thoroughly. It is alleged that accused issued the cheque in question  to the complainant in discharge
of  liability.  On  presentation,  the  same  got  dishonoured  vide  the  return  memo  of  the  bank.
Thereafter, demand notice was sent to the accused by the complainant. Despite service/ deemed
service of said notice, accused has failed to make the payment within 15 days as per provisions of
the Negotiable Instruments Act, 1881.

3. On consideration of the complaint, annexed documents and verification affidavit of
the  complainant,  this  Court  is  of  the  opinion  that  prima facie there  are  sufficient  grounds  for
proceeding against the accused mentioned below for the commission of offence under Section 138,
Negotiable Instruments Act, 1881. In terms of inquiry conducted under Section 202 CrPC, all the
statutory  requirements  have  been  complied  with.  The  complaint  is  filed  within  the  period  of
limitation as prescribed under Section 142(1)(b) of the Negotiable Instruments Act, 1881,   in light
of the order of the Hon’ble Supreme Court of India in Suo Motu W.P. No. 3 of 2020.

4. Let  accused  be  summoned  on  filing  of  PF,  RC/  Speed  Post/  approved  Courier
service/E-mail within 30 days for 17.01.2023.

5. Complainant is directed to place the tracking report of summons sent through speed
post on record on the next date. In the event the house/office/premises is found to be locked/refusal
to accept the service/any other contingency, the process be served through affixation in terms of
Section 65, CrPC.

6. As per the guidelines laid down in  Damodar S. Prabhu Vs. Sayed Babalal H, AIR
2010 (SC) 1907, Ahlmad is directed to make a mention on the summons issued against the accused
(by adding separate sheet, if required) that “accused can make an application for compounding of
the  offence  at  the  first  and  second  hearing  of  the  case  and  if such  an  application  is  made,
compounding may be allowed by the Court without imposing any costs on the accused.”

 (TWINKLE CHAWLA)
                      MM, NI Act-02, South East District,

                                          Saket Court, New Delhi,23.05.2022



91
CT CASES 2831/2020
MANAPPURAM FINANCE LTD  Vs. LAKHAN SINGH

23.05.2022

File taken up through physical hearing.
       Today the undersigned is working as Duty MM

Present: Ld. Counsel for the Complainant alongwith AR.

1. An application for substitution of AR accompanied with copy of board resolution is
moved. Original of the resolution has been seen and returned. AR is allowed to be substituted. Pre-
summoning evidence led. Arguments on summoning heard.

2. Entire  record  including  the  complaint  and  the  annexed  documents  perused
thoroughly. It is alleged that accused issued the cheque in question  to the complainant in discharge
of  liability.  On  presentation,  the  same  got  dishonoured  vide  the  return  memo  of  the  bank.
Thereafter, demand notice was sent to the accused by the complainant. Despite service/ deemed
service of said notice, accused has failed to make the payment within 15 days as per provisions of
the Negotiable Instruments Act, 1881.

3. On consideration of the complaint, annexed documents and verification affidavit of
the  complainant,  this  Court  is  of  the  opinion  that  prima facie there  are  sufficient  grounds  for
proceeding against the accused mentioned below for the commission of offence under Section 138,
Negotiable Instruments Act, 1881. In terms of inquiry conducted under Section 202 CrPC, all the
statutory  requirements  have  been  complied  with.  The  complaint  is  filed  within  the  period  of
limitation as prescribed under Section 142(1)(b) of the Negotiable Instruments Act, 1881,   in light
of the order of the Hon’ble Supreme Court of India in Suo Motu W.P. No. 3 of 2020.

4. Let  accused  be  summoned  on  filing  of  PF,  RC/  Speed  Post/  approved  Courier
service/E-mail within 30 days for 17.01.2023.

5. Complainant is directed to place the tracking report of summons sent through speed
post on record on the next date. In the event the house/office/premises is found to be locked/refusal
to accept the service/any other contingency, the process be served through affixation in terms of
Section 65, CrPC.

6. As per the guidelines laid down in  Damodar S. Prabhu Vs. Sayed Babalal H, AIR
2010 (SC) 1907, Ahlmad is directed to make a mention on the summons issued against the accused
(by adding separate sheet, if required) that “accused can make an application for compounding of
the  offence  at  the  first  and  second  hearing  of  the  case  and  if such  an  application  is  made,
compounding may be allowed by the Court without imposing any costs on the accused.”

 (TWINKLE CHAWLA)
                      MM, NI Act-02, South East District,

                                          Saket Court, New Delhi,23.05.2022
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CT CASES 2832/2020 
MANAPPURAM FINANCE LIMITED  Vs. GAJANAN BEHERA 

23.05.2022

File taken up through physical hearing.
       Today the undersigned is working as Duty MM

Present: Ld. Counsel for the Complainant alongwith AR.

1. An application for substitution of AR accompanied with copy of board resolution is
moved. Original of the resolution has been seen and returned. AR is allowed to be substituted. Pre-
summoning evidence led. Arguments on summoning heard.

2. Entire  record  including  the  complaint  and  the  annexed  documents  perused
thoroughly. It is alleged that accused issued the cheque in question  to the complainant in discharge
of  liability.  On  presentation,  the  same  got  dishonoured  vide  the  return  memo  of  the  bank.
Thereafter, demand notice was sent to the accused by the complainant. Despite service/ deemed
service of said notice, accused has failed to make the payment within 15 days as per provisions of
the Negotiable Instruments Act, 1881.

3. On consideration of the complaint, annexed documents and verification affidavit of
the  complainant,  this  Court  is  of  the  opinion  that  prima facie there  are  sufficient  grounds  for
proceeding against the accused mentioned below for the commission of offence under Section 138,
Negotiable Instruments Act, 1881. In terms of inquiry conducted under Section 202 CrPC, all the
statutory  requirements  have  been  complied  with.  The  complaint  is  filed  within  the  period  of
limitation as prescribed under Section 142(1)(b) of the Negotiable Instruments Act, 1881,   in light
of the order of the Hon’ble Supreme Court of India in Suo Motu W.P. No. 3 of 2020.

4. Let  accused  be  summoned  on  filing  of  PF,  RC/  Speed  Post/  approved  Courier
service/E-mail within 30 days for 17.01.2023.

5. Complainant is directed to place the tracking report of summons sent through speed
post on record on the next date. In the event the house/office/premises is found to be locked/refusal
to accept the service/any other contingency, the process be served through affixation in terms of
Section 65, CrPC.

6. As per the guidelines laid down in  Damodar S. Prabhu Vs. Sayed Babalal H, AIR
2010 (SC) 1907, Ahlmad is directed to make a mention on the summons issued against the accused
(by adding separate sheet, if required) that “accused can make an application for compounding of
the  offence  at  the  first  and  second  hearing  of  the  case  and  if such  an  application  is  made,
compounding may be allowed by the Court without imposing any costs on the accused.”

 (TWINKLE CHAWLA)
                      MM, NI Act-02, South East District,

                                          Saket Court, New Delhi,23.05.2022
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CT CASES 2833/2020
MANAPPURAM FINANCE LTD  Vs. SANTOSH SINGH

23.05.2022

File taken up through physical hearing.
       Today the undersigned is working as Duty MM

Present: Ld. Counsel for the Complainant alongwith AR.

1. An application for substitution of AR accompanied with copy of board resolution is
moved. Original of the resolution has been seen and returned. AR is allowed to be substituted. Pre-
summoning evidence led. Arguments on summoning heard.

2. Entire  record  including  the  complaint  and  the  annexed  documents  perused
thoroughly. It is alleged that accused issued the cheque in question  to the complainant in discharge
of  liability.  On  presentation,  the  same  got  dishonoured  vide  the  return  memo  of  the  bank.
Thereafter, demand notice was sent to the accused by the complainant. Despite service/ deemed
service of said notice, accused has failed to make the payment within 15 days as per provisions of
the Negotiable Instruments Act, 1881.

3. On consideration of the complaint, annexed documents and verification affidavit of
the  complainant,  this  Court  is  of  the  opinion  that  prima facie there  are  sufficient  grounds  for
proceeding against the accused mentioned below for the commission of offence under Section 138,
Negotiable Instruments Act, 1881. In terms of inquiry conducted under Section 202 CrPC, all the
statutory  requirements  have  been  complied  with.  The  complaint  is  filed  within  the  period  of
limitation as prescribed under Section 142(1)(b) of the Negotiable Instruments Act, 1881,   in light
of the order of the Hon’ble Supreme Court of India in Suo Motu W.P. No. 3 of 2020.

4. Let  accused  be  summoned  on  filing  of  PF,  RC/  Speed  Post/  approved  Courier
service/E-mail within 30 days for 17.01.2023.

5. Complainant is directed to place the tracking report of summons sent through speed
post on record on the next date. In the event the house/office/premises is found to be locked/refusal
to accept the service/any other contingency, the process be served through affixation in terms of
Section 65, CrPC.

6. As per the guidelines laid down in  Damodar S. Prabhu Vs. Sayed Babalal H, AIR
2010 (SC) 1907, Ahlmad is directed to make a mention on the summons issued against the accused
(by adding separate sheet, if required) that “accused can make an application for compounding of
the  offence  at  the  first  and  second  hearing  of  the  case  and  if such  an  application  is  made,
compounding may be allowed by the Court without imposing any costs on the accused.”

 (TWINKLE CHAWLA)
                      MM, NI Act-02, South East District,

                                          Saket Court, New Delhi,23.05.2022
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CT CASES 2834/2020
MANAPPURAM FINANCE LTD  Vs. PRADEEP KUMAR SETHY

23.05.2022

File taken up through physical hearing.
       Today the undersigned is working as Duty MM

Present: Ld. Counsel for the Complainant alongwith AR.

1. An application for substitution of AR accompanied with copy of board resolution is
moved. Original of the resolution has been seen and returned. AR is allowed to be substituted. Pre-
summoning evidence led. Arguments on summoning heard.

2. Entire  record  including  the  complaint  and  the  annexed  documents  perused
thoroughly. It is alleged that accused issued the cheque in question  to the complainant in discharge
of  liability.  On  presentation,  the  same  got  dishonoured  vide  the  return  memo  of  the  bank.
Thereafter, demand notice was sent to the accused by the complainant. Despite service/ deemed
service of said notice, accused has failed to make the payment within 15 days as per provisions of
the Negotiable Instruments Act, 1881.

3. On consideration of the complaint, annexed documents and verification affidavit of
the  complainant,  this  Court  is  of  the  opinion  that  prima facie there  are  sufficient  grounds  for
proceeding against the accused mentioned below for the commission of offence under Section 138,
Negotiable Instruments Act, 1881. In terms of inquiry conducted under Section 202 CrPC, all the
statutory  requirements  have  been  complied  with.  The  complaint  is  filed  within  the  period  of
limitation as prescribed under Section 142(1)(b) of the Negotiable Instruments Act, 1881,   in light
of the order of the Hon’ble Supreme Court of India in Suo Motu W.P. No. 3 of 2020.

4. Let  accused  be  summoned  on  filing  of  PF,  RC/  Speed  Post/  approved  Courier
service/E-mail within 30 days for 17.01.2023.

5. Complainant is directed to place the tracking report of summons sent through speed
post on record on the next date. In the event the house/office/premises is found to be locked/refusal
to accept the service/any other contingency, the process be served through affixation in terms of
Section 65, CrPC.

6. As per the guidelines laid down in  Damodar S. Prabhu Vs. Sayed Babalal H, AIR
2010 (SC) 1907, Ahlmad is directed to make a mention on the summons issued against the accused
(by adding separate sheet, if required) that “accused can make an application for compounding of
the  offence  at  the  first  and  second  hearing  of  the  case  and  if such  an  application  is  made,
compounding may be allowed by the Court without imposing any costs on the accused.”

 (TWINKLE CHAWLA)
                      MM, NI Act-02, South East District,

                                          Saket Court, New Delhi,23.05.2022
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CT CASES 2835/2020
MANAPPURAM FINANCE LTD  Vs.  LAXMI DHARA MAHARANA

23.05.2022

File taken up through physical hearing.
       Today the undersigned is working as Duty MM

Present: Ld. Counsel for the Complainant alongwith AR.

1. An application for substitution of AR accompanied with copy of board resolution is
moved. Original of the resolution has been seen and returned. AR is allowed to be substituted. Pre-
summoning evidence led. Arguments on summoning heard.

2. Entire  record  including  the  complaint  and  the  annexed  documents  perused
thoroughly. It is alleged that accused issued the cheque in question  to the complainant in discharge
of  liability.  On  presentation,  the  same  got  dishonoured  vide  the  return  memo  of  the  bank.
Thereafter, demand notice was sent to the accused by the complainant. Despite service/ deemed
service of said notice, accused has failed to make the payment within 15 days as per provisions of
the Negotiable Instruments Act, 1881.

3. On consideration of the complaint, annexed documents and verification affidavit of
the  complainant,  this  Court  is  of  the  opinion  that  prima facie there  are  sufficient  grounds  for
proceeding against the accused mentioned below for the commission of offence under Section 138,
Negotiable Instruments Act, 1881. In terms of inquiry conducted under Section 202 CrPC, all the
statutory  requirements  have  been  complied  with.  The  complaint  is  filed  within  the  period  of
limitation as prescribed under Section 142(1)(b) of the Negotiable Instruments Act, 1881,   in light
of the order of the Hon’ble Supreme Court of India in Suo Motu W.P. No. 3 of 2020.

4. Let  accused  be  summoned  on  filing  of  PF,  RC/  Speed  Post/  approved  Courier
service/E-mail within 30 days for 17.01.2023.

5. Complainant is directed to place the tracking report of summons sent through speed
post on record on the next date. In the event the house/office/premises is found to be locked/refusal
to accept the service/any other contingency, the process be served through affixation in terms of
Section 65, CrPC.

6. As per the guidelines laid down in  Damodar S. Prabhu Vs. Sayed Babalal H, AIR
2010 (SC) 1907, Ahlmad is directed to make a mention on the summons issued against the accused
(by adding separate sheet, if required) that “accused can make an application for compounding of
the  offence  at  the  first  and  second  hearing  of  the  case  and  if such  an  application  is  made,
compounding may be allowed by the Court without imposing any costs on the accused.”

 (TWINKLE CHAWLA)
                      MM, NI Act-02, South East District,

                                          Saket Court, New Delhi,23.05.2022
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CT CASES 2837/2020
MANAPPURAM FINANCE LTD  Vs. KAMLESH KUMAR KESARWANI

23.05.2022

File taken up through physical hearing.
       Today the undersigned is working as Duty MM

Present: Ld. Counsel for the Complainant alongwith AR.

1. An application for substitution of AR accompanied with copy of board resolution is
moved. Original of the resolution has been seen and returned. AR is allowed to be substituted. Pre-
summoning evidence led. Arguments on summoning heard.

2. Entire  record  including  the  complaint  and  the  annexed  documents  perused
thoroughly. It is alleged that accused issued the cheque in question  to the complainant in discharge
of  liability.  On  presentation,  the  same  got  dishonoured  vide  the  return  memo  of  the  bank.
Thereafter, demand notice was sent to the accused by the complainant. Despite service/ deemed
service of said notice, accused has failed to make the payment within 15 days as per provisions of
the Negotiable Instruments Act, 1881.

3. On consideration of the complaint, annexed documents and verification affidavit of
the  complainant,  this  Court  is  of  the  opinion  that  prima facie there  are  sufficient  grounds  for
proceeding against the accused mentioned below for the commission of offence under Section 138,
Negotiable Instruments Act, 1881. In terms of inquiry conducted under Section 202 CrPC, all the
statutory  requirements  have  been  complied  with.  The  complaint  is  filed  within  the  period  of
limitation as prescribed under Section 142(1)(b) of the Negotiable Instruments Act, 1881,   in light
of the order of the Hon’ble Supreme Court of India in Suo Motu W.P. No. 3 of 2020.

4. Let  accused  be  summoned  on  filing  of  PF,  RC/  Speed  Post/  approved  Courier
service/E-mail within 30 days for 17.01.2023.

5. Complainant is directed to place the tracking report of summons sent through speed
post on record on the next date. In the event the house/office/premises is found to be locked/refusal
to accept the service/any other contingency, the process be served through affixation in terms of
Section 65, CrPC.

6. As per the guidelines laid down in  Damodar S. Prabhu Vs. Sayed Babalal H, AIR
2010 (SC) 1907, Ahlmad is directed to make a mention on the summons issued against the accused
(by adding separate sheet, if required) that “accused can make an application for compounding of
the  offence  at  the  first  and  second  hearing  of  the  case  and  if such  an  application  is  made,
compounding may be allowed by the Court without imposing any costs on the accused.”

 (TWINKLE CHAWLA)
                      MM, NI Act-02, South East District,

                                          Saket Court, New Delhi,23.05.2022
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CT CASES 2838/2020
MANAPPURAM FINANCE LTD  Vs. SHEKHAR KUMAR 

23.05.2022

File taken up through physical hearing.
       Today the undersigned is working as Duty MM

Present: Ld. Counsel for the Complainant alongwith AR.

1. An application for substitution of AR accompanied with copy of board resolution is
moved. Original of the resolution has been seen and returned. AR is allowed to be substituted. Pre-
summoning evidence led. Arguments on summoning heard.

2. Entire  record  including  the  complaint  and  the  annexed  documents  perused
thoroughly. It is alleged that accused issued the cheque in question  to the complainant in discharge
of  liability.  On  presentation,  the  same  got  dishonoured  vide  the  return  memo  of  the  bank.
Thereafter, demand notice was sent to the accused by the complainant. Despite service/ deemed
service of said notice, accused has failed to make the payment within 15 days as per provisions of
the Negotiable Instruments Act, 1881.

3. On consideration of the complaint, annexed documents and verification affidavit of
the  complainant,  this  Court  is  of  the  opinion  that  prima facie there  are  sufficient  grounds  for
proceeding against the accused mentioned below for the commission of offence under Section 138,
Negotiable Instruments Act, 1881. In terms of inquiry conducted under Section 202 CrPC, all the
statutory  requirements  have  been  complied  with.  The  complaint  is  filed  within  the  period  of
limitation as prescribed under Section 142(1)(b) of the Negotiable Instruments Act, 1881,   in light
of the order of the Hon’ble Supreme Court of India in Suo Motu W.P. No. 3 of 2020.

4. Let  accused  be  summoned  on  filing  of  PF,  RC/  Speed  Post/  approved  Courier
service/E-mail within 30 days for 17.01.2023.

5. Complainant is directed to place the tracking report of summons sent through speed
post on record on the next date. In the event the house/office/premises is found to be locked/refusal
to accept the service/any other contingency, the process be served through affixation in terms of
Section 65, CrPC.

6. As per the guidelines laid down in  Damodar S. Prabhu Vs. Sayed Babalal H, AIR
2010 (SC) 1907, Ahlmad is directed to make a mention on the summons issued against the accused
(by adding separate sheet, if required) that “accused can make an application for compounding of
the  offence  at  the  first  and  second  hearing  of  the  case  and  if such  an  application  is  made,
compounding may be allowed by the Court without imposing any costs on the accused.”

 (TWINKLE CHAWLA)
                      MM, NI Act-02, South East District,

                                          Saket Court, New Delhi,23.05.2022
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CT CASES 2840/2020
MANAPPURAM FINANCE LTD  Vs.  KALIA BHOI

23.05.2022

File taken up through physical hearing.
       Today the undersigned is working as Duty MM

Present: Ld. Counsel for the Complainant alongwith AR.

1. An application for substitution of AR accompanied with copy of board resolution is
moved. Original of the resolution has been seen and returned. AR is allowed to be substituted. Pre-
summoning evidence led. Arguments on summoning heard.

2. Entire  record  including  the  complaint  and  the  annexed  documents  perused
thoroughly. It is alleged that accused issued the cheque in question  to the complainant in discharge
of  liability.  On  presentation,  the  same  got  dishonoured  vide  the  return  memo  of  the  bank.
Thereafter, demand notice was sent to the accused by the complainant. Despite service/ deemed
service of said notice, accused has failed to make the payment within 15 days as per provisions of
the Negotiable Instruments Act, 1881.

3. On consideration of the complaint, annexed documents and verification affidavit of
the  complainant,  this  Court  is  of  the  opinion  that  prima facie there  are  sufficient  grounds  for
proceeding against the accused mentioned below for the commission of offence under Section 138,
Negotiable Instruments Act, 1881. In terms of inquiry conducted under Section 202 CrPC, all the
statutory  requirements  have  been  complied  with.  The  complaint  is  filed  within  the  period  of
limitation as prescribed under Section 142(1)(b) of the Negotiable Instruments Act, 1881,   in light
of the order of the Hon’ble Supreme Court of India in Suo Motu W.P. No. 3 of 2020.

4. Let  accused  be  summoned  on  filing  of  PF,  RC/  Speed  Post/  approved  Courier
service/E-mail within 30 days for 17.01.2023.

5. Complainant is directed to place the tracking report of summons sent through speed
post on record on the next date. In the event the house/office/premises is found to be locked/refusal
to accept the service/any other contingency, the process be served through affixation in terms of
Section 65, CrPC.

6. As per the guidelines laid down in  Damodar S. Prabhu Vs. Sayed Babalal H, AIR
2010 (SC) 1907, Ahlmad is directed to make a mention on the summons issued against the accused
(by adding separate sheet, if required) that “accused can make an application for compounding of
the  offence  at  the  first  and  second  hearing  of  the  case  and  if such  an  application  is  made,
compounding may be allowed by the Court without imposing any costs on the accused.”

 (TWINKLE CHAWLA)
                      MM, NI Act-02, South East District,

                                          Saket Court, New Delhi,23.05.2022
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CT CASES 2841/2020
MANAPPURAM FINANCE LTD  Vs. HRUDANANDA RANA 

23.05.2022

File taken up through physical hearing.
       Today the undersigned is working as Duty MM

Present: Ld. Counsel for the Complainant alongwith AR.

1. An application for substitution of AR accompanied with copy of board resolution is
moved. Original of the resolution has been seen and returned. AR is allowed to be substituted. Pre-
summoning evidence led. Arguments on summoning heard.

2. Entire  record  including  the  complaint  and  the  annexed  documents  perused
thoroughly. It is alleged that accused issued the cheque in question to the complainant in discharge
of  liability.  On  presentation,  the  same  got  dishonoured  vide  the  return  memo  of  the  bank.
Thereafter, demand notice was sent to the accused by the complainant. Despite service/ deemed
service of said notice, accused has failed to make the payment within 15 days as per provisions of
the Negotiable Instruments Act, 1881.

3. On consideration of the complaint, annexed documents and verification affidavit of
the  complainant,  this  Court  is  of  the  opinion  that  prima facie there  are  sufficient  grounds  for
proceeding against the accused mentioned below for the commission of offence under Section 138,
Negotiable Instruments Act, 1881. In terms of inquiry conducted under Section 202 CrPC, all the
statutory  requirements  have  been  complied  with.  The  complaint  is  filed  within  the  period  of
limitation as prescribed under Section 142(1)(b) of the Negotiable Instruments Act, 1881,   in light
of the order of the Hon’ble Supreme Court of India in Suo Motu W.P. No. 3 of 2020.

4. Let  accused  be  summoned  on  filing  of  PF,  RC/  Speed  Post/  approved  Courier
service/E-mail within 30 days for 17.01.2023.

5. Complainant is directed to place the tracking report of summons sent through speed
post on record on the next date. In the event the house/office/premises is found to be locked/refusal
to accept the service/any other contingency, the process be served through affixation in terms of
Section 65, CrPC.

6. As per the guidelines laid down in  Damodar S. Prabhu Vs. Sayed Babalal H, AIR
2010 (SC) 1907, Ahlmad is directed to make a mention on the summons issued against the accused
(by adding separate sheet, if required) that “accused can make an application for compounding of
the  offence  at  the  first  and  second  hearing  of  the  case  and  if such  an  application  is  made,
compounding may be allowed by the Court without imposing any costs on the accused.”

 (TWINKLE CHAWLA)
                      MM, NI Act-02, South East District,

                                          Saket Court, New Delhi,23.05.2022
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CT CASES 2843/2020
MANAPPURAM FINANCE LTD  Vs. RAJENDRA KUMAR

23.05.2022

File taken up through physical hearing.
       Today the undersigned is working as Duty MM

Present: Ld. Counsel for the Complainant alongwith AR.

1. An application for substitution of AR accompanied with copy of board resolution is
moved. Original of the resolution has been seen and returned. AR is allowed to be substituted. Pre-
summoning evidence led. Arguments on summoning heard.

2. Entire  record  including  the  complaint  and  the  annexed  documents  perused
thoroughly. It is alleged that accused issued the cheque in question  to the complainant in discharge
of  liability.  On  presentation,  the  same  got  dishonoured  vide  the  return  memo  of  the  bank.
Thereafter, demand notice was sent to the accused by the complainant. Despite service/ deemed
service of said notice, accused has failed to make the payment within 15 days as per provisions of
the Negotiable Instruments Act, 1881.

3. On consideration of the complaint, annexed documents and verification affidavit of
the  complainant,  this  Court  is  of  the  opinion  that  prima facie there  are  sufficient  grounds  for
proceeding against the accused mentioned below for the commission of offence under Section 138,
Negotiable Instruments Act, 1881. In terms of inquiry conducted under Section 202 CrPC, all the
statutory  requirements  have  been  complied  with.  The  complaint  is  filed  within  the  period  of
limitation as prescribed under Section 142(1)(b) of the Negotiable Instruments Act, 1881,   in light
of the order of the Hon’ble Supreme Court of India in Suo Motu W.P. No. 3 of 2020.

4. Let  accused  be  summoned  on  filing  of  PF,  RC/  Speed  Post/  approved  Courier
service/E-mail within 30 days for 17.01.2023.

5. Complainant is directed to place the tracking report of summons sent through speed
post on record on the next date. In the event the house/office/premises is found to be locked/refusal
to accept the service/any other contingency, the process be served through affixation in terms of
Section 65, CrPC.

6. As per the guidelines laid down in  Damodar S. Prabhu Vs. Sayed Babalal H, AIR
2010 (SC) 1907, Ahlmad is directed to make a mention on the summons issued against the accused
(by adding separate sheet, if required) that “accused can make an application for compounding of
the  offence  at  the  first  and  second  hearing  of  the  case  and  if such  an  application  is  made,
compounding may be allowed by the Court without imposing any costs on the accused.”

 (TWINKLE CHAWLA)
                      MM, NI Act-02, South East District,

                                          Saket Court, New Delhi,23.05.2022
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CT CASES 2844/2020
MANAPPURAM FINANCE LTD  Vs.  AJAY KUMAR

23.05.2022

File taken up through physical hearing.
       Today the undersigned is working as Duty MM

Present: Ld. Counsel for the Complainant alongwith AR.

1. An application for substitution of AR accompanied with copy of board resolution is
moved. Original of the resolution has been seen and returned. AR is allowed to be substituted. Pre-
summoning evidence led. Arguments on summoning heard.

2. Entire  record  including  the  complaint  and  the  annexed  documents  perused
thoroughly. It is alleged that accused issued the cheque in question  to the complainant in discharge
of  liability.  On  presentation,  the  same  got  dishonoured  vide  the  return  memo  of  the  bank.
Thereafter, demand notice was sent to the accused by the complainant. Despite service/ deemed
service of said notice, accused has failed to make the payment within 15 days as per provisions of
the Negotiable Instruments Act, 1881.

3. On consideration of the complaint, annexed documents and verification affidavit of
the  complainant,  this  Court  is  of  the  opinion  that  prima facie there  are  sufficient  grounds  for
proceeding against the accused mentioned below for the commission of offence under Section 138,
Negotiable Instruments Act, 1881. In terms of inquiry conducted under Section 202 CrPC, all the
statutory  requirements  have  been  complied  with.  The  complaint  is  filed  within  the  period  of
limitation as prescribed under Section 142(1)(b) of the Negotiable Instruments Act, 1881,   in light
of the order of the Hon’ble Supreme Court of India in Suo Motu W.P. No. 3 of 2020.

4. Let  accused  be  summoned  on  filing  of  PF,  RC/  Speed  Post/  approved  Courier
service/E-mail within 30 days for 17.01.2023.

5. Complainant is directed to place the tracking report of summons sent through speed
post on record on the next date. In the event the house/office/premises is found to be locked/refusal
to accept the service/any other contingency, the process be served through affixation in terms of
Section 65, CrPC.

6. As per the guidelines laid down in  Damodar S. Prabhu Vs. Sayed Babalal H, AIR
2010 (SC) 1907, Ahlmad is directed to make a mention on the summons issued against the accused
(by adding separate sheet, if required) that “accused can make an application for compounding of
the  offence  at  the  first  and  second  hearing  of  the  case  and  if such  an  application  is  made,
compounding may be allowed by the Court without imposing any costs on the accused.”

 (TWINKLE CHAWLA)
                      MM, NI Act-02, South East District,

                                          Saket Court, New Delhi,23.05.2022



105
CT CASES 2845/2020
MANAPPURAM FINANCE LTD  Vs. KHAGESWAR SEE 

23.05.2022

File taken up through physical hearing.
       Today the undersigned is working as Duty MM

Present: Ld. Counsel for the Complainant alongwith AR.

1. An application for substitution of AR accompanied with copy of board resolution is
moved. Original of the resolution has been seen and returned. AR is allowed to be substituted. Pre-
summoning evidence led. Arguments on summoning heard.

2. Entire  record  including  the  complaint  and  the  annexed  documents  perused
thoroughly. It is alleged that accused issued the cheque in question  to the complainant in discharge
of  liability.  On  presentation,  the  same  got  dishonoured  vide  the  return  memo  of  the  bank.
Thereafter, demand notice was sent to the accused by the complainant. Despite service/ deemed
service of said notice, accused has failed to make the payment within 15 days as per provisions of
the Negotiable Instruments Act, 1881.

3. On consideration of the complaint, annexed documents and verification affidavit of
the  complainant,  this  Court  is  of  the  opinion  that  prima facie there  are  sufficient  grounds  for
proceeding against the accused mentioned below for the commission of offence under Section 138,
Negotiable Instruments Act, 1881. In terms of inquiry conducted under Section 202 CrPC, all the
statutory  requirements  have  been  complied  with.  The  complaint  is  filed  within  the  period  of
limitation as prescribed under Section 142(1)(b) of the Negotiable Instruments Act, 1881,   in light
of the order of the Hon’ble Supreme Court of India in Suo Motu W.P. No. 3 of 2020.

4. Let  accused  be  summoned  on  filing  of  PF,  RC/  Speed  Post/  approved  Courier
service/E-mail within 30 days for 17.01.2023.

5. Complainant is directed to place the tracking report of summons sent through speed
post on record on the next date. In the event the house/office/premises is found to be locked/refusal
to accept the service/any other contingency, the process be served through affixation in terms of
Section 65, CrPC.

6. As per the guidelines laid down in  Damodar S. Prabhu Vs. Sayed Babalal H, AIR
2010 (SC) 1907, Ahlmad is directed to make a mention on the summons issued against the accused
(by adding separate sheet, if required) that “accused can make an application for compounding of
the  offence  at  the  first  and  second  hearing  of  the  case  and  if such  an  application  is  made,
compounding may be allowed by the Court without imposing any costs on the accused.”

 (TWINKLE CHAWLA)
                      MM, NI Act-02, South East District,

                                          Saket Court, New Delhi,23.05.2022
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CT CASES 2848/2020
MANAPPURAM FINANCE LTD  Vs. DHARMESH OMPRAKASH

23.05.2022

File taken up through physical hearing.
       Today the undersigned is working as Duty MM

Present: Ld. Counsel for the Complainant alongwith AR.

1. An application for substitution of AR accompanied with copy of board resolution is
moved. Original of the resolution has been seen and returned. AR is allowed to be substituted. Pre-
summoning evidence led. Arguments on summoning heard.

2. Entire  record  including  the  complaint  and  the  annexed  documents  perused
thoroughly. It is alleged that accused issued the cheque in question  to the complainant in discharge
of  liability.  On  presentation,  the  same  got  dishonoured  vide  the  return  memo  of  the  bank.
Thereafter, demand notice was sent to the accused by the complainant. Despite service/ deemed
service of said notice, accused has failed to make the payment within 15 days as per provisions of
the Negotiable Instruments Act, 1881.

3. On consideration of the complaint, annexed documents and verification affidavit of
the  complainant,  this  Court  is  of  the  opinion  that  prima facie there  are  sufficient  grounds  for
proceeding against the accused mentioned below for the commission of offence under Section 138,
Negotiable Instruments Act, 1881. In terms of inquiry conducted under Section 202 CrPC, all the
statutory  requirements  have  been  complied  with.  The  complaint  is  filed  within  the  period  of
limitation as prescribed under Section 142(1)(b) of the Negotiable Instruments Act, 1881,   in light
of the order of the Hon’ble Supreme Court of India in Suo Motu W.P. No. 3 of 2020.

4. Let  accused  be  summoned  on  filing  of  PF,  RC/  Speed  Post/  approved  Courier
service/E-mail within 30 days for 17.01.2023.

5. Complainant is directed to place the tracking report of summons sent through speed
post on record on the next date. In the event the house/office/premises is found to be locked/refusal
to accept the service/any other contingency, the process be served through affixation in terms of
Section 65, CrPC.

6. As per the guidelines laid down in  Damodar S. Prabhu Vs. Sayed Babalal H, AIR
2010 (SC) 1907, Ahlmad is directed to make a mention on the summons issued against the accused
(by adding separate sheet, if required) that “accused can make an application for compounding of
the  offence  at  the  first  and  second  hearing  of  the  case  and  if such  an  application  is  made,
compounding may be allowed by the Court without imposing any costs on the accused.”

 (TWINKLE CHAWLA)
                      MM, NI Act-02, South East District,

                                          Saket Court, New Delhi,23.05.2022
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CT CASES 2850/2020
MANAPPPURAM FINANCE LTD  Vs. SAVIR MAULA BAKHSHA

23.05.2022

File taken up through physical hearing.
       Today the undersigned is working as Duty MM

Present: Ld. Counsel for the Complainant alongwith AR.

1. An application for substitution of AR accompanied with copy of board resolution is
moved. Original of the resolution has been seen and returned. AR is allowed to be substituted. Pre-
summoning evidence led. Arguments on summoning heard.

2. Entire  record  including  the  complaint  and  the  annexed  documents  perused
thoroughly. It is alleged that accused issued the cheque in question  to the complainant in discharge
of  liability.  On  presentation,  the  same  got  dishonoured  vide  the  return  memo  of  the  bank.
Thereafter, demand notice was sent to the accused by the complainant. Despite service/ deemed
service of said notice, accused has failed to make the payment within 15 days as per provisions of
the Negotiable Instruments Act, 1881.

3. On consideration of the complaint, annexed documents and verification affidavit of
the  complainant,  this  Court  is  of  the  opinion  that  prima facie there  are  sufficient  grounds  for
proceeding against the accused mentioned below for the commission of offence under Section 138,
Negotiable Instruments Act, 1881. In terms of inquiry conducted under Section 202 CrPC, all the
statutory  requirements  have  been  complied  with.  The  complaint  is  filed  within  the  period  of
limitation as prescribed under Section 142(1)(b) of the Negotiable Instruments Act, 1881,   in light
of the order of the Hon’ble Supreme Court of India in Suo Motu W.P. No. 3 of 2020.

4. Let  accused  be  summoned  on  filing  of  PF,  RC/  Speed  Post/  approved  Courier
service/E-mail within 30 days for 17.01.2023.

5. Complainant is directed to place the tracking report of summons sent through speed
post on record on the next date. In the event the house/office/premises is found to be locked/refusal
to accept the service/any other contingency, the process be served through affixation in terms of
Section 65, CrPC.

6. As per the guidelines laid down in  Damodar S. Prabhu Vs. Sayed Babalal H, AIR
2010 (SC) 1907, Ahlmad is directed to make a mention on the summons issued against the accused
(by adding separate sheet, if required) that “accused can make an application for compounding of
the  offence  at  the  first  and  second  hearing  of  the  case  and  if such  an  application  is  made,
compounding may be allowed by the Court without imposing any costs on the accused.”

 (TWINKLE CHAWLA)
                      MM, NI Act-02, South East District,

                                          Saket Court, New Delhi,23.05.2022



111
CT CASES 2851/2020
MANAPPURAM FINANCE LTD  Vs.  SONU JAISWAL

23.05.2022

File taken up through physical hearing.
       Today the undersigned is working as Duty MM

Present: Ld. Counsel for the Complainant alongwith AR.

1. An application for substitution of AR accompanied with copy of board resolution is
moved. Original of the resolution has been seen and returned. AR is allowed to be substituted. Pre-
summoning evidence led. Arguments on summoning heard.

2. Entire  record  including  the  complaint  and  the  annexed  documents  perused
thoroughly. It is alleged that accused issued the cheque in question  to the complainant in discharge
of  liability.  On  presentation,  the  same  got  dishonoured  vide  the  return  memo  of  the  bank.
Thereafter, demand notice was sent to the accused by the complainant. Despite service/ deemed
service of said notice, accused has failed to make the payment within 15 days as per provisions of
the Negotiable Instruments Act, 1881.

3. On consideration of the complaint, annexed documents and verification affidavit of
the  complainant,  this  Court  is  of  the  opinion  that  prima facie there  are  sufficient  grounds  for
proceeding against the accused mentioned below for the commission of offence under Section 138,
Negotiable Instruments Act, 1881. In terms of inquiry conducted under Section 202 CrPC, all the
statutory  requirements  have  been  complied  with.  The  complaint  is  filed  within  the  period  of
limitation as prescribed under Section 142(1)(b) of the Negotiable Instruments Act, 1881,   in light
of the order of the Hon’ble Supreme Court of India in Suo Motu W.P. No. 3 of 2020.

4. Let  accused  be  summoned  on  filing  of  PF,  RC/  Speed  Post/  approved  Courier
service/E-mail within 30 days for 17.01.2023.

5. Complainant is directed to place the tracking report of summons sent through speed
post on record on the next date. In the event the house/office/premises is found to be locked/refusal
to accept the service/any other contingency, the process be served through affixation in terms of
Section 65, CrPC.

6. As per the guidelines laid down in  Damodar S. Prabhu Vs. Sayed Babalal H, AIR
2010 (SC) 1907, Ahlmad is directed to make a mention on the summons issued against the accused
(by adding separate sheet, if required) that “accused can make an application for compounding of
the  offence  at  the  first  and  second  hearing  of  the  case  and  if such  an  application  is  made,
compounding may be allowed by the Court without imposing any costs on the accused.”

 (TWINKLE CHAWLA)
                      MM, NI Act-02, South East District,

                                          Saket Court, New Delhi,23.05.2022
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CT CASES 2852/2020
MANAPPURAM FINANCE LTD  Vs. RAJESH MALIK

23.05.2022

File taken up through physical hearing.
       Today the undersigned is working as Duty MM

Present: Ld. Counsel for the Complainant alongwith AR.

1. An application for substitution of AR accompanied with copy of board resolution is
moved. Original of the resolution has been seen and returned. AR is allowed to be substituted. Pre-
summoning evidence led. Arguments on summoning heard.

2. Entire  record  including  the  complaint  and  the  annexed  documents  perused
thoroughly. It is alleged that accused issued the cheque in question  to the complainant in discharge
of  liability.  On  presentation,  the  same  got  dishonoured  vide  the  return  memo  of  the  bank.
Thereafter, demand notice was sent to the accused by the complainant. Despite service/ deemed
service of said notice, accused has failed to make the payment within 15 days as per provisions of
the Negotiable Instruments Act, 1881.

3. On consideration of the complaint, annexed documents and verification affidavit of
the  complainant,  this  Court  is  of  the  opinion  that  prima facie there  are  sufficient  grounds  for
proceeding against the accused mentioned below for the commission of offence under Section 138,
Negotiable Instruments Act, 1881. In terms of inquiry conducted under Section 202 CrPC, all the
statutory  requirements  have  been  complied  with.  The  complaint  is  filed  within  the  period  of
limitation as prescribed under Section 142(1)(b) of the Negotiable Instruments Act, 1881,   in light
of the order of the Hon’ble Supreme Court of India in Suo Motu W.P. No. 3 of 2020.

4. Let  accused  be  summoned  on  filing  of  PF,  RC/  Speed  Post/  approved  Courier
service/E-mail within 30 days for 17.01.2023.

5. Complainant is directed to place the tracking report of summons sent through speed
post on record on the next date. In the event the house/office/premises is found to be locked/refusal
to accept the service/any other contingency, the process be served through affixation in terms of
Section 65, CrPC.

6. As per the guidelines laid down in  Damodar S. Prabhu Vs. Sayed Babalal H, AIR
2010 (SC) 1907, Ahlmad is directed to make a mention on the summons issued against the accused
(by adding separate sheet, if required) that “accused can make an application for compounding of
the  offence  at  the  first  and  second  hearing  of  the  case  and  if such  an  application  is  made,
compounding may be allowed by the Court without imposing any costs on the accused.”

 (TWINKLE CHAWLA)
                      MM, NI Act-02, South East District,

                                          Saket Court, New Delhi,23.05.2022
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CT CASES 2853/2020
MANAPPURAM FINANCE LTD  Vs. SURESH CHANDRA NAYAK 

23.05.2022

File taken up through physical hearing.
       Today the undersigned is working as Duty MM

Present: Ld. Counsel for the Complainant alongwith AR.

1. An application for substitution of AR accompanied with copy of board resolution is
moved. Original of the resolution has been seen and returned. AR is allowed to be substituted. Pre-
summoning evidence led. Arguments on summoning heard.

2. Entire  record  including  the  complaint  and  the  annexed  documents  perused
thoroughly. It is alleged that accused issued the cheque in question  to the complainant in discharge
of  liability.  On  presentation,  the  same  got  dishonoured  vide  the  return  memo  of  the  bank.
Thereafter, demand notice was sent to the accused by the complainant. Despite service/ deemed
service of said notice, accused has failed to make the payment within 15 days as per provisions of
the Negotiable Instruments Act, 1881.

3. On consideration of the complaint, annexed documents and verification affidavit of
the  complainant,  this  Court  is  of  the  opinion  that  prima facie there  are  sufficient  grounds  for
proceeding against the accused mentioned below for the commission of offence under Section 138,
Negotiable Instruments Act, 1881. In terms of inquiry conducted under Section 202 CrPC, all the
statutory  requirements  have  been  complied  with.  The  complaint  is  filed  within  the  period  of
limitation as prescribed under Section 142(1)(b) of the Negotiable Instruments Act, 1881,   in light
of the order of the Hon’ble Supreme Court of India in Suo Motu W.P. No. 3 of 2020.

4. Let  accused  be  summoned  on  filing  of  PF,  RC/  Speed  Post/  approved  Courier
service/E-mail within 30 days for 17.01.2023.

5. Complainant is directed to place the tracking report of summons sent through speed
post on record on the next date. In the event the house/office/premises is found to be locked/refusal
to accept the service/any other contingency, the process be served through affixation in terms of
Section 65, CrPC.

6. As per the guidelines laid down in  Damodar S. Prabhu Vs. Sayed Babalal H, AIR
2010 (SC) 1907, Ahlmad is directed to make a mention on the summons issued against the accused
(by adding separate sheet, if required) that “accused can make an application for compounding of
the  offence  at  the  first  and  second  hearing  of  the  case  and  if such  an  application  is  made,
compounding may be allowed by the Court without imposing any costs on the accused.”

 (TWINKLE CHAWLA)
                      MM, NI Act-02, South East District,

                                          Saket Court, New Delhi,23.05.2022
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CT CASES 2854/2020 
MANAPPURAM FINANCE LTD  Vs. PRASANT KUMAR SAHOO

23.05.2022

File taken up through physical hearing.
       Today the undersigned is working as Duty MM

Present: Ld. Counsel for the Complainant alongwith AR.

1. An application for substitution of AR accompanied with copy of board resolution is
moved. Original of the resolution has been seen and returned. AR is allowed to be substituted. Pre-
summoning evidence led. Arguments on summoning heard.

2. Entire  record  including  the  complaint  and  the  annexed  documents  perused
thoroughly. It is alleged that accused issued the cheque in question  to the complainant in discharge
of  liability.  On  presentation,  the  same  got  dishonoured  vide  the  return  memo  of  the  bank.
Thereafter, demand notice was sent to the accused by the complainant. Despite service/ deemed
service of said notice, accused has failed to make the payment within 15 days as per provisions of
the Negotiable Instruments Act, 1881.

3. On consideration of the complaint, annexed documents and verification affidavit of
the  complainant,  this  Court  is  of  the  opinion  that  prima facie there  are  sufficient  grounds  for
proceeding against the accused mentioned below for the commission of offence under Section 138,
Negotiable Instruments Act, 1881. In terms of inquiry conducted under Section 202 CrPC, all the
statutory  requirements  have  been  complied  with.  The  complaint  is  filed  within  the  period  of
limitation as prescribed under Section 142(1)(b) of the Negotiable Instruments Act, 1881,   in light
of the order of the Hon’ble Supreme Court of India in Suo Motu W.P. No. 3 of 2020.

4. Let  accused  be  summoned  on  filing  of  PF,  RC/  Speed  Post/  approved  Courier
service/E-mail within 30 days for 17.01.2023.

5. Complainant is directed to place the tracking report of summons sent through speed
post on record on the next date. In the event the house/office/premises is found to be locked/refusal
to accept the service/any other contingency, the process be served through affixation in terms of
Section 65, CrPC.

6. As per the guidelines laid down in  Damodar S. Prabhu Vs. Sayed Babalal H, AIR
2010 (SC) 1907, Ahlmad is directed to make a mention on the summons issued against the accused
(by adding separate sheet, if required) that “accused can make an application for compounding of
the  offence  at  the  first  and  second  hearing  of  the  case  and  if such  an  application  is  made,
compounding may be allowed by the Court without imposing any costs on the accused.”

 (TWINKLE CHAWLA)
                      MM, NI Act-02, South East District,

                                          Saket Court, New Delhi,23.05.2022
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CT CASES 2855/2020
MANAPPURAM FINANCE LTD  Vs. BAKSHISH SINGH

23.05.2022

File taken up through physical hearing.
       Today the undersigned is working as Duty MM

Present: Ld. Counsel for the Complainant alongwith AR.

1. An application for substitution of AR accompanied with copy of board resolution is
moved. Original of the resolution has been seen and returned. AR is allowed to be substituted. Pre-
summoning evidence led. Arguments on summoning heard.

2. Entire  record  including  the  complaint  and  the  annexed  documents  perused
thoroughly. It is alleged that accused issued the cheque in question  to the complainant in discharge
of  liability.  On  presentation,  the  same  got  dishonoured  vide  the  return  memo  of  the  bank.
Thereafter, demand notice was sent to the accused by the complainant. Despite service/ deemed
service of said notice, accused has failed to make the payment within 15 days as per provisions of
the Negotiable Instruments Act, 1881.

3. On consideration of the complaint, annexed documents and verification affidavit of
the  complainant,  this  Court  is  of  the  opinion  that  prima facie there  are  sufficient  grounds  for
proceeding against the accused mentioned below for the commission of offence under Section 138,
Negotiable Instruments Act, 1881. In terms of inquiry conducted under Section 202 CrPC, all the
statutory  requirements  have  been  complied  with.  The  complaint  is  filed  within  the  period  of
limitation as prescribed under Section 142(1)(b) of the Negotiable Instruments Act, 1881,   in light
of the order of the Hon’ble Supreme Court of India in Suo Motu W.P. No. 3 of 2020.

4. Let  accused  be  summoned  on  filing  of  PF,  RC/  Speed  Post/  approved  Courier
service/E-mail within 30 days for 17.01.2023.

5. Complainant is directed to place the tracking report of summons sent through speed
post on record on the next date. In the event the house/office/premises is found to be locked/refusal
to accept the service/any other contingency, the process be served through affixation in terms of
Section 65, CrPC.

6. As per the guidelines laid down in  Damodar S. Prabhu Vs. Sayed Babalal H, AIR
2010 (SC) 1907, Ahlmad is directed to make a mention on the summons issued against the accused
(by adding separate sheet, if required) that “accused can make an application for compounding of
the  offence  at  the  first  and  second  hearing  of  the  case  and  if such  an  application  is  made,
compounding may be allowed by the Court without imposing any costs on the accused.”

 (TWINKLE CHAWLA)
                      MM, NI Act-02, South East District,

                                          Saket Court, New Delhi,23.05.2022
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CT CASES 2857/2020
MANAPPURAM FINANCE LTD  Vs. SUPRIYA MALIK 

23.05.2022

File taken up through physical hearing.
       Today the undersigned is working as Duty MM

Present: Ld. Counsel for the Complainant alongwith AR.

1. An application for substitution of AR accompanied with copy of board resolution is
moved. Original of the resolution has been seen and returned. AR is allowed to be substituted. Pre-
summoning evidence led. Arguments on summoning heard.

2. Entire  record  including  the  complaint  and  the  annexed  documents  perused
thoroughly. It is alleged that accused issued the cheque in question  to the complainant in discharge
of  liability.  On  presentation,  the  same  got  dishonoured  vide  the  return  memo  of  the  bank.
Thereafter, demand notice was sent to the accused by the complainant. Despite service/ deemed
service of said notice, accused has failed to make the payment within 15 days as per provisions of
the Negotiable Instruments Act, 1881.

3. On consideration of the complaint, annexed documents and verification affidavit of
the  complainant,  this  Court  is  of  the  opinion  that  prima facie there  are  sufficient  grounds  for
proceeding against the accused mentioned below for the commission of offence under Section 138,
Negotiable Instruments Act, 1881. In terms of inquiry conducted under Section 202 CrPC, all the
statutory  requirements  have  been  complied  with.  The  complaint  is  filed  within  the  period  of
limitation as prescribed under Section 142(1)(b) of the Negotiable Instruments Act, 1881,   in light
of the order of the Hon’ble Supreme Court of India in Suo Motu W.P. No. 3 of 2020.

4. Let  accused  be  summoned  on  filing  of  PF,  RC/  Speed  Post/  approved  Courier
service/E-mail within 30 days for 17.01.2023.

5. Complainant is directed to place the tracking report of summons sent through speed
post on record on the next date. In the event the house/office/premises is found to be locked/refusal
to accept the service/any other contingency, the process be served through affixation in terms of
Section 65, CrPC.

6. As per the guidelines laid down in  Damodar S. Prabhu Vs. Sayed Babalal H, AIR
2010 (SC) 1907, Ahlmad is directed to make a mention on the summons issued against the accused
(by adding separate sheet, if required) that “accused can make an application for compounding of
the  offence  at  the  first  and  second  hearing  of  the  case  and  if such  an  application  is  made,
compounding may be allowed by the Court without imposing any costs on the accused.”

 (TWINKLE CHAWLA)
                      MM, NI Act-02, South East District,

                                          Saket Court, New Delhi,23.05.2022
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CT CASES 2858/2020
MANAPPURAM FINANCE LTD  Vs.  MOHD SALMAN

23.05.2022

File taken up through physical hearing.
       Today the undersigned is working as Duty MM

Present: Ld. Counsel for the Complainant alongwith AR.

1. An application for substitution of AR accompanied with copy of board resolution is
moved. Original of the resolution has been seen and returned. AR is allowed to be substituted. Pre-
summoning evidence led. Arguments on summoning heard.

2. Entire  record  including  the  complaint  and  the  annexed  documents  perused
thoroughly. It is alleged that accused issued the cheque in question  to the complainant in discharge
of  liability.  On  presentation,  the  same  got  dishonoured  vide  the  return  memo  of  the  bank.
Thereafter, demand notice was sent to the accused by the complainant. Despite service/ deemed
service of said notice, accused has failed to make the payment within 15 days as per provisions of
the Negotiable Instruments Act, 1881.

3. On consideration of the complaint, annexed documents and verification affidavit of
the  complainant,  this  Court  is  of  the  opinion  that  prima facie there  are  sufficient  grounds  for
proceeding against the accused mentioned below for the commission of offence under Section 138,
Negotiable Instruments Act, 1881. In terms of inquiry conducted under Section 202 CrPC, all the
statutory  requirements  have  been  complied  with.  The  complaint  is  filed  within  the  period  of
limitation as prescribed under Section 142(1)(b) of the Negotiable Instruments Act, 1881,   in light
of the order of the Hon’ble Supreme Court of India in Suo Motu W.P. No. 3 of 2020.

4. Let  accused  be  summoned  on  filing  of  PF,  RC/  Speed  Post/  approved  Courier
service/E-mail within 30 days for 17.01.2023.

5. Complainant is directed to place the tracking report of summons sent through speed
post on record on the next date. In the event the house/office/premises is found to be locked/refusal
to accept the service/any other contingency, the process be served through affixation in terms of
Section 65, CrPC.

6. As per the guidelines laid down in  Damodar S. Prabhu Vs. Sayed Babalal H, AIR
2010 (SC) 1907, Ahlmad is directed to make a mention on the summons issued against the accused
(by adding separate sheet, if required) that “accused can make an application for compounding of
the  offence  at  the  first  and  second  hearing  of  the  case  and  if such  an  application  is  made,
compounding may be allowed by the Court without imposing any costs on the accused.”

 (TWINKLE CHAWLA)
                      MM, NI Act-02, South East District,

                                          Saket Court, New Delhi,23.05.2022
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CT CASES 2859/2020
MANAPPURAM FINANCE LTD  Vs.  SAGAR PRADHAN

23.05.2022

File taken up through physical hearing.
       Today the undersigned is working as Duty MM

Present: Ld. Counsel for the Complainant alongwith AR.

1. An application for substitution of AR accompanied with copy of board resolution is
moved. Original of the resolution has been seen and returned. AR is allowed to be substituted. Pre-
summoning evidence led. Arguments on summoning heard.

2. Entire  record  including  the  complaint  and  the  annexed  documents  perused
thoroughly. It is alleged that accused issued the cheque in question  to the complainant in discharge
of  liability.  On  presentation,  the  same  got  dishonoured  vide  the  return  memo  of  the  bank.
Thereafter, demand notice was sent to the accused by the complainant. Despite service/ deemed
service of said notice, accused has failed to make the payment within 15 days as per provisions of
the Negotiable Instruments Act, 1881.

3. On consideration of the complaint, annexed documents and verification affidavit of
the  complainant,  this  Court  is  of  the  opinion  that  prima facie there  are  sufficient  grounds  for
proceeding against the accused mentioned below for the commission of offence under Section 138,
Negotiable Instruments Act, 1881. In terms of inquiry conducted under Section 202 CrPC, all the
statutory  requirements  have  been  complied  with.  The  complaint  is  filed  within  the  period  of
limitation as prescribed under Section 142(1)(b) of the Negotiable Instruments Act, 1881,   in light
of the order of the Hon’ble Supreme Court of India in Suo Motu W.P. No. 3 of 2020.

4. Let  accused  be  summoned  on  filing  of  PF,  RC/  Speed  Post/  approved  Courier
service/E-mail within 30 days for 17.01.2023.

5. Complainant is directed to place the tracking report of summons sent through speed
post on record on the next date. In the event the house/office/premises is found to be locked/refusal
to accept the service/any other contingency, the process be served through affixation in terms of
Section 65, CrPC.

6. As per the guidelines laid down in  Damodar S. Prabhu Vs. Sayed Babalal H, AIR
2010 (SC) 1907, Ahlmad is directed to make a mention on the summons issued against the accused
(by adding separate sheet, if required) that “accused can make an application for compounding of
the  offence  at  the  first  and  second  hearing  of  the  case  and  if such  an  application  is  made,
compounding may be allowed by the Court without imposing any costs on the accused.”

 (TWINKLE CHAWLA)
                      MM, NI Act-02, South East District,

                                          Saket Court, New Delhi,23.05.2022
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CT CASES 2860/2020
MANAPPURAM FINANCE LTD  Vs.  SHIV SHANKAR TIWARI

23.05.2022

File taken up through physical hearing.
       Today the undersigned is working as Duty MM

Present: Ld. Counsel for the Complainant alongwith AR.

1. An application for substitution of AR accompanied with copy of board resolution is
moved. Original of the resolution has been seen and returned. AR is allowed to be substituted. Pre-
summoning evidence led. Arguments on summoning heard.

2. Entire  record  including  the  complaint  and  the  annexed  documents  perused
thoroughly. It is alleged that accused issued the cheque in question  to the complainant in discharge
of  liability.  On  presentation,  the  same  got  dishonoured  vide  the  return  memo  of  the  bank.
Thereafter, demand notice was sent to the accused by the complainant. Despite service/ deemed
service of said notice, accused has failed to make the payment within 15 days as per provisions of
the Negotiable Instruments Act, 1881.

3. On consideration of the complaint, annexed documents and verification affidavit of
the  complainant,  this  Court  is  of  the  opinion  that  prima facie there  are  sufficient  grounds  for
proceeding against the accused mentioned below for the commission of offence under Section 138,
Negotiable Instruments Act, 1881. In terms of inquiry conducted under Section 202 CrPC, all the
statutory  requirements  have  been  complied  with.  The  complaint  is  filed  within  the  period  of
limitation as prescribed under Section 142(1)(b) of the Negotiable Instruments Act, 1881,   in light
of the order of the Hon’ble Supreme Court of India in Suo Motu W.P. No. 3 of 2020.

4. Let  accused  be  summoned  on  filing  of  PF,  RC/  Speed  Post/  approved  Courier
service/E-mail within 30 days for 17.01.2023.

5. Complainant is directed to place the tracking report of summons sent through speed
post on record on the next date. In the event the house/office/premises is found to be locked/refusal
to accept the service/any other contingency, the process be served through affixation in terms of
Section 65, CrPC.

6. As per the guidelines laid down in  Damodar S. Prabhu Vs. Sayed Babalal H, AIR
2010 (SC) 1907, Ahlmad is directed to make a mention on the summons issued against the accused
(by adding separate sheet, if required) that “accused can make an application for compounding of
the  offence  at  the  first  and  second  hearing  of  the  case  and  if such  an  application  is  made,
compounding may be allowed by the Court without imposing any costs on the accused.”

 (TWINKLE CHAWLA)
                      MM, NI Act-02, South East District,

                                          Saket Court, New Delhi,23.05.2022
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CT CASES 2861/2020
MANAPURAM FINANCE LTD  Vs.  NAIN SINGH

23.05.2022

File taken up through physical hearing.
       Today the undersigned is working as Duty MM

Present: Ld. Counsel for the Complainant alongwith AR.

1. An application for substitution of AR accompanied with copy of board resolution is
moved. Original of the resolution has been seen and returned. AR is allowed to be substituted. Pre-
summoning evidence led. Arguments on summoning heard.

2. Entire  record  including  the  complaint  and  the  annexed  documents  perused
thoroughly. It is alleged that accused issued the cheque in question  to the complainant in discharge
of  liability.  On  presentation,  the  same  got  dishonoured  vide  the  return  memo  of  the  bank.
Thereafter, demand notice was sent to the accused by the complainant. Despite service/ deemed
service of said notice, accused has failed to make the payment within 15 days as per provisions of
the Negotiable Instruments Act, 1881.

3. On consideration of the complaint, annexed documents and verification affidavit of
the  complainant,  this  Court  is  of  the  opinion  that  prima facie there  are  sufficient  grounds  for
proceeding against the accused mentioned below for the commission of offence under Section 138,
Negotiable Instruments Act, 1881. In terms of inquiry conducted under Section 202 CrPC, all the
statutory  requirements  have  been  complied  with.  The  complaint  is  filed  within  the  period  of
limitation as prescribed under Section 142(1)(b) of the Negotiable Instruments Act, 1881,   in light
of the order of the Hon’ble Supreme Court of India in Suo Motu W.P. No. 3 of 2020.

4. Let  accused  be  summoned  on  filing  of  PF,  RC/  Speed  Post/  approved  Courier
service/E-mail within 30 days for 17.01.2023.

5. Complainant is directed to place the tracking report of summons sent through speed
post on record on the next date. In the event the house/office/premises is found to be locked/refusal
to accept the service/any other contingency, the process be served through affixation in terms of
Section 65, CrPC.

6. As per the guidelines laid down in  Damodar S. Prabhu Vs. Sayed Babalal H, AIR
2010 (SC) 1907, Ahlmad is directed to make a mention on the summons issued against the accused
(by adding separate sheet, if required) that “accused can make an application for compounding of
the  offence  at  the  first  and  second  hearing  of  the  case  and  if such  an  application  is  made,
compounding may be allowed by the Court without imposing any costs on the accused.”

 (TWINKLE CHAWLA)
                      MM, NI Act-02, South East District,

                                          Saket Court, New Delhi,23.05.2022
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CT CASES 2863/2020
MANAPPURAM FINANCE LTD  Vs. HIMANSHU SATISH

23.05.2022

File taken up through physical hearing.
       Today the undersigned is working as Duty MM

Present: Ld. Counsel for the Complainant alongwith AR.

1. An application for substitution of AR accompanied with copy of board resolution is
moved. Original of the resolution has been seen and returned. AR is allowed to be substituted. Pre-
summoning evidence led. Arguments on summoning heard.

2. Entire  record  including  the  complaint  and  the  annexed  documents  perused
thoroughly. It is alleged that accused issued the cheque in question  to the complainant in discharge
of  liability.  On  presentation,  the  same  got  dishonoured  vide  the  return  memo  of  the  bank.
Thereafter, demand notice was sent to the accused by the complainant. Despite service/ deemed
service of said notice, accused has failed to make the payment within 15 days as per provisions of
the Negotiable Instruments Act, 1881.

3. On consideration of the complaint, annexed documents and verification affidavit of
the  complainant,  this  Court  is  of  the  opinion  that  prima facie there  are  sufficient  grounds  for
proceeding against the accused mentioned below for the commission of offence under Section 138,
Negotiable Instruments Act, 1881. In terms of inquiry conducted under Section 202 CrPC, all the
statutory  requirements  have  been  complied  with.  The  complaint  is  filed  within  the  period  of
limitation as prescribed under Section 142(1)(b) of the Negotiable Instruments Act, 1881,   in light
of the order of the Hon’ble Supreme Court of India in Suo Motu W.P. No. 3 of 2020.

4. Let  accused  be  summoned  on  filing  of  PF,  RC/  Speed  Post/  approved  Courier
service/E-mail within 30 days for 17.01.2023.

5. Complainant is directed to place the tracking report of summons sent through speed
post on record on the next date. In the event the house/office/premises is found to be locked/refusal
to accept the service/any other contingency, the process be served through affixation in terms of
Section 65, CrPC.

6. As per the guidelines laid down in  Damodar S. Prabhu Vs. Sayed Babalal H, AIR
2010 (SC) 1907, Ahlmad is directed to make a mention on the summons issued against the accused
(by adding separate sheet, if required) that “accused can make an application for compounding of
the  offence  at  the  first  and  second  hearing  of  the  case  and  if such  an  application  is  made,
compounding may be allowed by the Court without imposing any costs on the accused.”

 (TWINKLE CHAWLA)
                      MM, NI Act-02, South East District,

                                          Saket Court, New Delhi,23.05.2022
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CT CASES 2867/2020
MANAPPURAM FINANCE LTD  Vs. BICHITRA JALLY 

23.05.2022

File taken up through physical hearing.
       Today the undersigned is working as Duty MM

Present: Ld. Counsel for the Complainant alongwith AR.

1. An application for substitution of AR accompanied with copy of board resolution is
moved. Original of the resolution has been seen and returned. AR is allowed to be substituted. Pre-
summoning evidence led. Arguments on summoning heard.

2. Entire  record  including  the  complaint  and  the  annexed  documents  perused
thoroughly. It is alleged that accused issued the cheque in question  to the complainant in discharge
of  liability.  On  presentation,  the  same  got  dishonoured  vide  the  return  memo  of  the  bank.
Thereafter, demand notice was sent to the accused by the complainant. Despite service/ deemed
service of said notice, accused has failed to make the payment within 15 days as per provisions of
the Negotiable Instruments Act, 1881.

3. On consideration of the complaint, annexed documents and verification affidavit of
the  complainant,  this  Court  is  of  the  opinion  that  prima facie there  are  sufficient  grounds  for
proceeding against the accused mentioned below for the commission of offence under Section 138,
Negotiable Instruments Act, 1881. In terms of inquiry conducted under Section 202 CrPC, all the
statutory  requirements  have  been  complied  with.  The  complaint  is  filed  within  the  period  of
limitation as prescribed under Section 142(1)(b) of the Negotiable Instruments Act, 1881,   in light
of the order of the Hon’ble Supreme Court of India in Suo Motu W.P. No. 3 of 2020.

4. Let  accused  be  summoned  on  filing  of  PF,  RC/  Speed  Post/  approved  Courier
service/E-mail within 30 days for 17.01.2023.

5. Complainant is directed to place the tracking report of summons sent through speed
post on record on the next date. In the event the house/office/premises is found to be locked/refusal
to accept the service/any other contingency, the process be served through affixation in terms of
Section 65, CrPC.

6. As per the guidelines laid down in  Damodar S. Prabhu Vs. Sayed Babalal H, AIR
2010 (SC) 1907, Ahlmad is directed to make a mention on the summons issued against the accused
(by adding separate sheet, if required) that “accused can make an application for compounding of
the  offence  at  the  first  and  second  hearing  of  the  case  and  if such  an  application  is  made,
compounding may be allowed by the Court without imposing any costs on the accused.”

 (TWINKLE CHAWLA)
                      MM, NI Act-02, South East District,

                                          Saket Court, New Delhi,23.05.2022
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