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SFDGF  TCMDTNFZG[  TFP_$q_5qZ_!(GF  ZMH  5M:8  BFTFGF  SD"RFZL  ;FY[  ;F9UF\9

SZLG[ VIMuI ,FUJU R,FJLG[  GM8L; AHJF lNW[, GYL VG[  GM8L;G]  XL, A\W SJZ

5ZT  DMS,L  VF5[,  K[P  VFD4  WL  G[UMXLV[A,  .g:8]=D[g8  V[S8GL  S,Dv!#(  GL

HMUJF.G[  VFlWG CF,GL  OlZIFN  5|YD NX"GLI  ZLT[  ;DI DIF"NFDF\  NFB, SZJFDF\

VFJ[, K[P
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V[ 5|:YFl5T l;wWF\T K[  S[4R[S  V[  lJlGDI5+ K[  VG[  lJlGDI5+ VgJI[  WL

G[UMXLV[A, .g:8]=D[g8 V[S8GL S,Dv!(( D]HA HM lJ~wWG]\ 5]ZJFZ SZJFDF\ G VFJ[ TM

VJ[H4  TFZLB4  :JLSFZJFGM  ;DI4  TANL,LGM  ;DI4  X[ZFVMGM  S|D4  U]D  YI[,

lJlGDI5+ p5Z  ,UF0[,L  5]ZTL  8LSL8M  ;A\W[  VG[  T[GM  WFZ6STF"  SFIN[;ZGM  S|lDS

WFZ6STF"  CMJF  V\U[  SFG]GL  VG]DFG  WFZ6F  SZL  ,[JFDF\  VFJX[P  T[JL  H  ZLT[  WL

G[UMXLV[A, .g:8]=D[g8 V[S8GL S,Dv!#) J\RF6[ ,[TF T[DF\  56 cc HIF\ ;]WL lJ5ZLT

5]ZJFZ SZJFDF\  G VFJ[4 tIF\  ;]WL V[J]  VG]DFG SZJFDF\  VFJX[  S[  R[SGF WFZS[  S,Dv

!#(DF\  H6FJ[,  R[S4  SM.  N[J]  VYJF  VgI  HJFANFZLG[  5]Z[5]ZL  ZLT[  VYJF  V\XTo

ZLT[  D]ST  YJF  DF8[  D[/jIM  CTMPcc  VFD4  S,Dv!#)GL  HMUJF.VM  HMTF  WFZSGL

TZO[6DF\  VG]DFG SZJFGL  HMUJF. ;NZ  S,DDF\  SZJFDF\  VFJ[,  CMJFG]  O,LT YFI

K[PT[JL  H  ZLT[  WL  G[UMXLV[A, .g:8]=D[g8  V[S8  GL  S,DvZ_ D]HA  HM  SM.  jIlST

lJlGDI5+ p5Z ;CL SZL VgIG[ VF5[ VG[ T[ ;\5]6" S|M; CMI S[ V5]6" lJUTJF/M CMI

TM  T[JL  VF5GFZ  jIlST  5|YDNX"GLI  ZLT[  VgI  jIlST  G[  V[JL  ;tTF  C:TF\TZ

SZ[  K[  S[4T[DFGL  V5]6"  lJUT  VYJF  VgI  H~ZL  EZJFGL  lJUT  T[6[  ;\5]6"  SZL

lJlGDI5+  p5IMUDF\  ,[JFGM  K[P  VFD4  p5ZMST  GM\W[,  S,Dv!!(4!#)

VG[  Z_  VgJI[  p5,aW  SFG]GL  VG]DFG  VG[  WFZ6F  CFY  p5ZGF  S[;DF\4  OlZIFNL

lJlGDI5+GM  WFZ6STF"  CMJFG]  DFGJFG[  ;A/ SFZ6  ZC[  K[P  V[  BZ]  K]  S[4  SFG]GL

VG]DFG VG[ WFZ6F B\0GLI 5|SFZGL K[ VG[ HM lJ~wWG] 5]ZJFZ SZJFDF\ VFJ[ TM T[G]

SFG]GL D]<I ZC[T]  GYLP VFD4 lJ~wWGL CSLST ;FlAT G YFI tIF\  ;]WL V[J]  VG]DFG

SZJFDF\ VFJX[ S[ R[S WFZ6 SZGFZ[ T[ R[S S,Dv!#(DF\ NXF"jIF D]HA T[GF N[JF N[JFGF

VYJF VgI HJFANFZLGF 5]Z[5]ZF VYJF T[GF SM. EFUDF\YL AMH D]ST YJFGF AN,FDF\ T[

R[S D[/jIM CX[P J6R]SjIM 5ZT YI[, R[S CF,G]\ SFIN[;ZG] N[J] S[ HJFANFZL VNF SZJF

DF8[ VF5JFDF\ VFJ[, CTM T[J] VG]DFG SZJFDF\ VFJX[PVFGFYL lJ~wW 5]ZJFZ SZJFGM



OMHNFZL S[; G\P5(&$&qZ_!(P 10

AMHM IFG[ S[  5ZT VFJ[, J6R]SjIF R[S SFIN[;ZGL HJFANFZL S[  N[JF 5[8[  G CTM T[D

5]ZJFZ SZJFGM AMHM T[ R[S ,BL VF5GFZ 5Z ZC[ K[P VFD4 S,Dv!!(sV[f VG[ !#)

GF VG]DFGM V[ SFINFGF VG]DFGM K[ RMSS; VG]DFGM K[ VG[ VFZM5L TZOYL HIF ;]WL

lJ~wWG]\  5]ZJFZ G YFI tIF\  ;]WL T[ B\0LT YTF GYLP VF SFD[ GFDNFZ ;JM"rR VNF,T

wJFZF V[ l;wWF\T 5|:YFl5T SZJFDF\ VFJ[, K[ S[4 VFZM5LV[ H[JM X\SFYL 5Z R]:T 5]ZFJM

VF5JF  DF8[  VFZM5LV[  ;F1FLGF  5F\HZFDF\  56  VFJJFGL  H~Z  ZC[TL  GYL  V[8,[  S[4

VG]DFGG]  B\0G  VFZM5L  OlZIFN51F[  H[  5]ZFJM  ZH]  SZ[,  K[  T[GF  wJFZF  56  T[  SZL

XS[ K[ VG[ VFZM5L wJFZF DF+ X\SF p%TgG SZTM S[ XSI 5]ZFJM VF5JM H H~ZL K[P V+[

V[  CSLSTGM  p<,[B  SZJM  H~ZL  K[  S[4  WL  G[UMXLV[A,  .g:8]=D[g8  V[S84  !((!GL

S,Dv!#( VgJI[GL  N\0GFtDS  HMUJF. N[XDF\  A[\S  wJFZF  YTF  GF6FSLI  jIJCFZMGL

lJ`J;GLITFG[ DHA]TL VF5JF DF8[ SZJFDF\ VFJ[, ;FDFgI ZLT[ DHS]Z VlWlGID C[9/

p5ZMST U]GFDF\ U]GFGM VFWFZ D]bItJ[ N:TFJ[HL 5]ZFJF p5Z VJ,\A[ K[P ;NZC] SFINFGL

S,Dv!#)  C[9/GL  HMUJF.  D]HA  HIF  ;]WL  lJ~wWGL  CSLST  ;FlAT  G  SZJFDF\

VFJ[  tIF\  ;]WL  R[SGF  WFZ6STF"G[  V[JM  R[S  SM. N[J]  VYJF VgI HJFANFZL  VNFIUL

5[8[ VF5JFDF\ VFJ[, K[ T[J] VG]DFG SZJFG] 9ZFJ[, K[P VF ;\HMUMDF\ VNF,T[ TSZFZL

R[S SFIN[;ZGF ,[6F 5[8[ VF5JFDF\ VFJ[, K[ T[J] SFG]GL VG]DFG SZJFG] ZC[ K[P V,AT4

VFYL lJ~wWGM B\0GFtDS 5]ZFJM Z[S0" 5Z ZH] SZL XSFI K[P VFJM 5]ZFJM VlWlGIDGL

S,Dv!#) C[9/GF SFG]GL VG]DFG G[ jIFHAL VG[ 5|lTHgI ZLT[ B\0LT SZL XS[, S[ GCL

T[JL AFAT 5|tI[S S[;DF\ ZH] YI[, 5]ZFJFGL lJUTM 5Z VJ,\A[ K[P HM S,Dv!#) C[9/G]

SFINFSLI VG]DFG V\U[ 5|lT51F wJFZF ;\TMQFSFZS ZLT[ B\0GFtDS 5]ZJM ZH] SZL 5]ZJFZ

SZJFDF\  G  VFJ[  TM  T[J]  VG]DFG  OlZIFN51FGL  TZO[6DF\  VFBZL  VG[  lG6F"IS  AGL

ZC[ K[ T[J] GFDNFZ U]HZFT CF.SM8"GM R]SFNM S[ H[ o

Girishbhai Natvarbhai Patel Versus State of Gujarat and Anr.,
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2006 (1) G.L.H. 530 DF\ 9ZFJ[, K[ S[4

20. The appellant's submission that the cheques were not drawn for

the 'discharge in whole or in part of any debt or other liability' is

answered  by  the  third  presumption  available  to  the  Banks  under

Section 139 of the Negotiable Instruments Act. This section provides

that "it  shall  be presumed, unless the contrary is proved, that the

holder of a cheque received the cheque, of the nature referred to in

Section 138 for the discharge, in whole or in part, of any debt or

other  liability."  The  effect  of  these  presumptions  is  to  place  the

evidential burden on the appellant of proving that the cheque was not

received by the Bank towards the discharge of any liability.

21. Because both Sections 138 and 139 require that the Court "shall

presume" the liability of the drawer of the cheque for the amounts

for which the cheque are drawn, as noted in State of Madras v. A.

Vaidyanatha Iyer, AIR 1958 SC 61, it is obligatory on the Court to

raise this presumption in every case where the factual basis for the

raising of the presumption had been established. "It introduced an

exception to the general rule as to the burden of proof in criminal

cases  and  shifts  the  onus  on  to  the  accused"  (ibid).  Such  a

presumption  is  a  presumption  of  law,  as  distinguished  from  a

presumption of fact which describes provisions by which the Court
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"may presume" a certain state of affairs. Presumptions are rules of

evidence and do not  conflict  with  the  presumption of  innocence,

because  by  the  latter  all  that  is  meant  is  that  the  prosecution  is

obliged  to  prove  the  case  against  the  accused  beyond  reasonable

doubt. The obligation on the prosecution may be discharged with the

help  of  presumptions  of  law  or  fact  unless  the  accused  adduces

evidence showing the reasonable possibility of the non-existence of

the presumed fact. 

29.  The  adequacy  of  evidence  and  its  efficacy  in  respect  of

mandatory  presumption  under  Section  139  has  now  been  well

settled.  It  is  a  duty  cast  upon  the  accused  to  lead  cogent  and

plausible  evidence  demolishing  the  presumption  that  the  cheques

were issued against some existing liability or debt.

;NZ  R]SFNFDF\  5|l;wW  YI[,  R]SFNFDF\  WL  G[UMXLV[A,  .g:8]=D[g8  V[S8GL

S,Dv!!(4 !#) D]HA HM lJ~wWG] 5]ZJFZ SZJFDF\ G VFJ[ TM R[SGF WFZS[ R[S SM. N[JF

S[ HJFANFZL 5[8[ :JLSFZ[, K[ T[J] VG]DFG SZJFG] K[P R[S V[ SFIN[;ZGF N[JF S[ HJFANFZL

5[8[ VF5[, GYL T[ CSLST 5]ZJFZ SZJFGL S,Dv!$& D]HA A[\S :,L5 VG[ ZL8"G D[DF V\

U[ 56 SFINFSLI VG]DFG SZJF HMUJF. SZ[, K[P H[YL ;NZC] SFINFSLI VG]DFGMG[ B\

0LT SZTM 5]ZFJM ARFJ51F[  SZJM H~ZL K[P H[  D]HAGL SFINFSLI 5lZl:YlT wIFG[  ,.

CF,GF S[;DF\ 5]ZFJFGL RRF" SZJL H~Z K[P

      ;NZ SFDDF\ OlZIFN51F[ VFZM5L ;FD[GM S[; ;FlAT SZJF DF8[ V+[GL VNF,T ;D1F
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H[ ,[lBT T[DH DF{lBS 5]ZFJM ZH] SZ[, K[ T[ 5]ZFJFGM ;FZF\X HM.V[ TM GLR[ 5|DF6[GM

5]ZFJM ZH] SZJFDF\ VFJ[ K[P

\oo OlZIFN51F[ ZH] YI[, DF{lBS T[DH N:TFJ[HL 5]ZFJM oo

VF SFD[ OlZIFNLG] VF\Sv$ YL ,[lBT ;ZT5F;G] :J~5G] ;MU\NGFD] ZH] K[ H[DF\

T[VMGL OlZIFN D]HAGL CSLST H6FJ[, K[P VFZM5LV[ G[UMXLIA[, .g:8]=D[g8 V[S8GL

S,Dv!#( VgJI[ U\ELZ U]GM SZ[, CM. T[VMG[ IMuI GXLIT SZJF C]SD SZJF lJG\TL

SZ[, K[P VF SFD[ OlZIFNLGL VF\Sv$ YL ,[lBT ;ZT5F; :J~5G] ;MU\NGFD] ZH] SZJFDF\

VFJ[,  H[  ,UT  TCMDTNFZ  TYF  T[DGF  lJPJPzL  wJFZF  D]NT[  CFHZ  ZCL  OlZIFNLGL

p,8T5F; ,[JFDF\ VFJ[, GYL T[ CSLST K[P H[YL VF SFD[ OlZIFNL wJFZF VF\Sv!$ YL

VF\SvZ# ;]WL GF TDFD N:TFJ[HL 5]ZFJF wIFG[ ,[TF\ VF\Sv!$4 VF\Sv!& TYF VF\Sv!(

JF/F  TSZFZL  V;,  R[S  S[  H[  VF  SFDGF  TCMDTNFZ[  OlZIFNLG[[  SFIN[;ZGL  R]SJ6L

5[8[  VF5[, CMJFGF ;NZ SFINFGL S,Dv!#) D]HAGF VG]DFGG] TCMDTNFZ51F[  B\0G

SZJFDF\ ;\NTZ lGQO/ lGJ0[, CMJFG] V+[GL VNF,TG] DFGJ] K[P 

VF  SFD[  OlZIFNLV[  T[DGF  OlZIFN  T[DH  T[DGF  ,[lBT  ;ZT5F;  :J~5GF

;MU\NGFDFGF ;DY"GDF\ VF\Sv!$ YL VF\Sv Z# ;]WLGF N:TFJ[H ZH] SZ[, K[P H[ TDFD

N:TFJ[HL 5]ZFJF V+[GL VNF,T wJFZF J\RF6[ ,[JFDF\ VFJ[, K[P

vo WL G[UMXLV[A, .g:8]=D[g8 V[S8 V\U[GL SFINFSLI HMUJF.VM ov

s!!f  ;NZ  S[;  VFZM5L  ;FD[  V[S8GL  S,Dv!#( D]HAGF  lX1FF5F+ U]GFGF  VF1F[5

V\U[GM K[P  TCMDTNFZ lJ~wW H[  U]GFGM VF1F[5 K[  T[  wIFG[  ,[TF ;NZ V[S8GF 36L H

OZHLIFT  VG[  VUtIGL  HMUJF.VM  SZJFDF\  VFJ[,  K[P  H[YL  VF  SFD[  V+[GL

VNF,TG[  ;NZ V[S8 V\U[GL DCtJGL HMUJF.VMGL RRF"  SZJL H~ZL H6FTL CMJFYL

T[ GLR[ D]HA K[P
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118  Presumptions  as  to  negotiable  instruments.  -  Until  the

contrary is proved, the following presumptions shall be made: (a) of

consideration: that every negotiable instrument was made or drawn

for consideration, and that every such instrument when it has been

accepted, endorsed,negotiated or transferred, was accepted,endorsed,

negotiated or transferred for consideration; ...

138.   Dishonour of cheque for insufficiency, etc., of funds in the  

account.-Where  any  cheque  drawn  by  a  person  on  an  account

maintained by him with a  banker  for  payment  of  any amount  of

money to another person from out of that account for the discharge,

in whole or in part, of any debt or other liability, is returned by the

bank unpaid, either because of the amount of money standing to the

credit of that account is insufficient to honour the cheque or that it

exceeds the amount arranged to be paid from that  account by an

agreement  made with that  bank,  such person shall  be  deemed to

have committed an offence and shall, without prejudice to any other

provision of  this  Act,  be punished with imprisonment  for  a  term

which may extend to two years, or with fine which may extend to

twice the amount of the cheque, or with both: Provided that nothing

contained in this section shall apply unless-
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(a) the cheque has been presented to the bank within a period of six

months from the date on which it is drawn or within the period of its

validity, whichever is earlier.

(b)the payee or the holder in due course of the cheque, as the case

may be,  makes a  demand for  the payment of  the said amount of

money by giving a notice, in writing, to the drawer of the cheque,

within thirty days of the receipt of information by him from the bank

regarding the return of the cheque as unpaid; and

(c) the drawer of such cheque fails to make the payment of the said

amount of money to the payee or, as the case may be, to the holder

in due course of the cheque, within fifteen days of the receipt of the

said notice.

Explanation.  -  For  the  purposes  of  this  section,  'debt  or  other

liability' means a legally enforceable debt or other liability.

s!Zf;NZ V[S8GL S,Dv!#( D]HA D]bItJ[ GLR[ D]HAGF TtJMGM ;DFJ[X YJM H~ZL

K[P

(1) that there is a legally enforceable debt,

(2)  that  the  cheque was drawn from the account of  bank for

discharge in whole or in part of any debt or other liability which

presupposes a legally enforceable debt, and,
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(3)  that  the  cheque  so  issued  had  been  returned  due  to

insufficiency of funds.

;NZ V[S8GL S,Dv!#) D]HA D]bItJ[ GLR[ D]HAG] VG]DFG p5l:YT YFI K[P

“ The presumption referred to in Section 139 of the N.I. Act is a

mandatory  presumption  and  not  a  general  presum  ption,  but  the

accused is entitled to rebut the said presum ption. What is required

to be established by the accused in order to rebut the presumption is

different  from each  case  under  given circumstances.  But  the  fact

remains that a mere plausible explanation is not expected from the

accused and it must be more than a plausible explanation by way of

rebuttal  evidence.  In  other  words,  the  defence  raised  by  way  of

rebuttal evidence must be probable and capable of being accepted by

the Court.”

“ In view of Section 139, it has to be presumed that a cheque

is issued in discharge of any debt or other liability. The presumption

can be rebutted by adducing evidence and the burden of proof is on

the person who wants to rebut the presumption. This presumption

coupled with the object  of  Chapter  XVII of  the Act leads to the

conclusion that by countermanding payment of a post-dated cheque,

a party should not be allowed to get away from the penal provision
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of Section 138.”

139. Presumption in favour of holder.- It shall be presumed, unless

the  contrary  is  proved,  that  the  holder  of  a  cheque  received  the

cheque, of the nature referred to in Section 138 for the discharge, in

whole or in part, of any debt, or other liability.

s!#f VF SFD[ p5ZMST HMUJF. GHZ ;D1F ZFBL V+[ GFDNFZ ;]l5|D SM8"GF R]SFNF wIFG[

,[JF H~ZL Y. 50[ K[P

GFDNFZ  ;]l5|D  SM8"GM  R]SFNM  S[  H[ KUMAR EXPORTS VERSUS

SHARMA CARPETS, AIR(SC) 2009 - 1518 DF\ V[ 5|:YFl5T SZ[, K[ S[4

10. Section 118 of the Act inter alia directs that it shall be presumed,

until  the contrary is proved, that  every negotiable instrument was

made or drawn for consideration. Section 139 of the Act stipulates

that unless the contrary is proved, it shall be presumed, that the

holder of the cheque received the cheque, for the discharge of,

whole or part of any debt or liability. Applying the definition of

the  word  'proved'  in  Section  3  of  the  Evidence  Act  to  the

provisions of Sections 118 and 139 of the Act, it becomes evident

that in a trial under Section 138 of the Act a presumption will

have to be made that every negotiable instrument was made or

drawn for consideration and that it was executed for    discharge  

of debt or liability once the execution of negotiable instrument is



OMHNFZL S[; G\P5(&$&qZ_!(P 18

either proved or admitted. As soon as the complainant discharges

the burden to prove that the instrument, say a note, was executed by

the accused, the rules of presumptions under Sections 118 and 139

of  the  Act  help  him  shift  the  burden  on  the  accused. The

presumptions will live, exist and survive and shall end only when

the contrary is proved by the accused, that is, the cheque was not

issued for consideration and in discharge of any debt or liability.

A presumption is not in itself evidence, but only makes a prima facie

case for a party for whose benefit it exists. 

11. The use of the phrase "until the contrary is proved" in Section

118 of the Act and use of the words "unless the contrary is proved"

in Section 139 of the Act read with definitions of "may presume"

and  "shall  presume"  as  given  in  Section  4  of  the  Evidence  Act,

makes it at once clear that presumptions to be raised under both the

provisions are rebuttable. When a presumption is rebuttable, it only

points out that the party on whom lies the duty of going forward

with  evidence,  on  the  fact presumed  and  when  that  party  has

produced evidence fairly and reasonably tending to show that  the

real fact is not as presumed, the purpose of the presumption is over.

The accused in a trial under Section 138 of the Act has two options.

He can either show that consideration and debt did not exist or that
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under the particular circumstances of the case the non-existence of

consideration and debt is so probable that a prudent man ought to

suppose  that  no  consideration  and  debt  existed.  To  rebut  the

statutory  presumptions  an  accused  is  not  expected  to  prove  his

defence beyond reasonable doubt as is expected of the complainant

in a criminal trial. The accused may adduce direct evidence to prove

that the note in question was not supported by consideration and that

there was no debt or liability to be discharged by him. However, the

court need not insist in every case that the accused should disprove

the  non-existence  of  consideration  and  debt  by  leading  direct

evidence  because  the  existence  of  negative  evidence  is  neither

possible nor contemplated. At the same time, it  is  clear that bare

denial  of  the  passing of  the  consideration  and existence  of  debt,

apparently would not serve the purpose of the accused. Something

which is probable has to be brought on record for getting the burden

of proof shifted to the complainant. To disprove the presumptions,

the  accused  should  bring  on  record  such  facts  and

circumstances,  upon  consideration  of  which,  the  court  may

either believe that the consideration and debt did not exist or

their non-existence was so probable that a prudent man would

under the circumstances of the case, act upon the plea that they

did not exist. Apart from adducing direct evidence to prove that the
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note in question was not supported by consideration or that he had

not incurred any debt or liability, the accused may also rely upon

circumstantial evidence and if the circumstances so relied upon are

compelling,  the  burden  may  likewise  shift  again  on  to  the

complainant. The accused may also rely upon presumptions of fact,

for instance, those mentioned in Section 114 of the Evidence Act to

rebut the presumptions arising under Sections 118 and 139 of the

Act. The accused has also an option to prove the non- existence of

consideration and debt or liability either by letting in evidence or in

some  clear  and  exceptional  cases,  from  the  case  set  out  by  the

complainant, that is, the averments in the complaint, the case set out

in  the  statutory  notice  and evidence adduced by the  complainant

during  the  trial.  Once  such  rebuttal  evidence  is  adduced  and

accepted by the court, having regard to all the circumstances of the

case and the preponderance of probabilities,  the evidential burden

shifts  back  to  the  complainant  and,  thereafter,  the  presumptions

under Sections 118 and 139 of the Act will not again come to the

complainant's rescue.

GFDNFZ ;]l5|D SM8"GM R]SFNM S[ H[ RANGAPPA VERSUS MOHAN,

AIR(SC) 2010 - 1898 DF\ V[ 5|:YFl5T SZ[, K[ S[4

7. The High Court in its order noted that in the course of the trial
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proceedings,  the  accused  had  admitted  that  the  signature  on  the

impugned cheque  (No.  886322,  dated  8-  2-2001)  was indeed  his

own. Once this fact has been acknowledged, Section 139 of the Act

mandates  a  presumption  that  the  cheque  pertained  to  a  legally

enforceable debt or liability. This presumption is of a rebuttal nature

and the onus is then on the accused to raise a probable defence. With

regard to the present facts,  the High Court found that the defence

raised by the accused was not probable.

14.  In  light  of  these  extracts,  we  are  in  agreement  with  the

respondent-claimant that the presumption mandated by Section 139

of the Act does indeed include the existence of a legally enforceable

debt  or  liability.  To  that  extent,  the  impugned  observations  in

Krishna Janardhan Bhat (supra) may not be correct. However, this

does not in any way cast doubt on the correctness of the decision in

that case since it was based on the specific facts and circumstances

therein. As noted in the citations, this is of course in the nature of a

rebuttable resumption and it is open to the accused to raise a defence

wherein the existence of a legally enforceable debt or liability can be

contested.  However,  there can be no doubt that there is an initial

presumption which favours the complainant. Section 139 of the Act

is an example of a reverse onus clause that  has been included in
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furtherance of the legislative objective of improving the credibility

of negotiable instruments. While Section 138 of the Act specifies a

strong criminal remedy in relation to the dishonour of cheques, the

rebuttable  presumption  under  Section  139  is  a  device  to  prevent

undue  delay  in  the  course  of  litigation.  However,  it  must  be

remembered that the offence made punishable by Section 138 can be

better  described  as  a  regulatory  offence  since  the  bouncing  of  a

cheque is  largely in the nature of  a  civil  wrong whose impact  is

usually  confined  to  the  private  transactions.  In  parties  such  a

involved scenario, in commercial the test of proportionality should

guide the construction and interpretation of reverse onus clauses and

the  accused/defendant  cannot  be expected to  discharge an unduly

high standard or proof. In the absence of compelling justifications,

reverse onus clauses usually impose an evidentiary burden and not a

persuasive burden. Keeping this in view, it is a settled position that

when an accused has to rebut the presumption under Section 139,

the  standard  of  proof  for  doing  so  is  that  of  'preponderance  of

probabilities'.  Therefore, if the accused is able to raise a probable

defence  which  creates  doubts  about  the  existence  of  a  legally

enforceable debt or liability, the prosecution can fail. As clarified in

the citations, the accused can rely on the materials submitted by the

complainant in order to raise such a defence and it is conceivable
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that in some cases the accused may not need to adduce evidence of

his/her own.

GFDNFZ  ;]l5|D  SM8"GM  R]SFNM  S[  H[ ROHITBHAI  JIVANLAL

PATEL, AIR(SC) 2019 - 1876 DF\ V[ 5|:YFl5T SZ[, K[ S[4

14. So far the question of existence of basic ingredients for drawing

of presumption under Sections 118 and 139 the NI Act is concerned,

apparent it is that the accused- appellant could not deny his signature

on the cheques in  question that  had been drawn in favour of  the

complainant on a bank account maintained by the accused for a sum

of Rs. 3 lakhs each. The said cheques were presented to the Bank

concerned  within  the  period  of  their  validity  and  were  returned

unpaid for the reason of either the balance being insufficient or the

account being closed.  All the basic ingredients of  Section 138 as

also of Sections 118 and 139 are apparent on the face of the record.

The Trial Court had also consciously taken note of these facts and

had drawn the requisite presumption. Therefore, it is required to be

presumed that the cheques in question were drawn for consideration

and the holder of the cheques i.e., the complainant received the same

in discharge of an existing debt. The onus, therefore, shifts on the

accused- appellant to establish a probable defence so as to rebut such

a presumption.
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16.On  the  aspects  relating  to  preponderance  of  probabilities, the

accused  has  to  bring  on  record  such  facts  and  such

circumstances which may lead the Court to conclude either that

the consideration did not exist or that its non-existence was so

probable that a prudent man would, under the circumstances of

the case, act upon the plea that the consideration did not exist.

This Court has, time and again, emphasized that though there

may not be sufficient negative evidence which could be brought

on  record  by  the  accused  to  discharge  his  burden,  yet  mere

denial would not fulfil the requirements of rebuttal as envisaged

under Section 118 and 139 of the NI Act.

s!$f VF  SFD[  p5ZMST  GFDNFZ  ;]l5|D  SM8"GF  R]SFNFDF\  5|:YFl5T  SZ[,  l;wWF\TM

GHZ ;D1F ZFBL CF,GF CFY 5ZGF S[;DF\ ZH] YI[, TDFD 5]ZFJF wIFG[ ,[TF V[ CSLST

K[ S[4VFZM5L wJFZF ;NZ R[SDF\ T[DGL ;CL G CMJF AFAT[ SM. H TSZFZ ,[JFDF\ VFJ[,

GYL  ;NZ  cc  V[S8cc  GL  S,Dv!#(  VG[  !$ZDF\  9ZFJ[,  HMUJF.VMG]  OlZIFN51F

R]:T56[ 5F,G SZL XSIF K[ T[J] V+[GL VNF,TG] DFGJ] K[P T[JF ;\HMUMDF\ OlZIFN51FGL

TZO[6DF\  V[S8GL  S,Dv!#)  TYF  !!(  D]HA  VG]DFG  p5l:YT  YFI  K[P T[  ZLT[

OlZIFNLG] VFZM5L TZO[ SFIN[;ZG] ,[6] K[ T[J] DFGJFG[ SFZ6 ZC[ K[P OlZIFNLGL TZO[6DF\

p5Z D]HAG] VG]DFG p5l:YT YT] CMI T[JF ;\HMUMDF\ ARFJ51F TZO[ EFZTLI 5]ZFJF

VlWlGIDGL  S,Dv!_!  D]HA  B\0GFtDS  5]ZFJM  VF5JFGL  HJFANFZL  VFJ[  K[P

T[ ZLT[ CJ[ V[ RSF;J] H~ZL Y. 50[ K[ S[ X] ARFJ51F[ OlZIFN51FGL TZO[6DF\ p5l:YT

YI[, VG]DFG VgJI[ B\0GFtDS 5]ZFJM ZH] SZ[, K[ m
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vo OlZIFN51F[ ZH] SZJFDF\ VFJ[, DF{lBS T[DH N:TFJ[HL 5]ZFJFG] D]<IF\SG ov

        ;NZ SFD[ OlZIFN TZO[ ZH] YI[,F 5]ZFJF HMTF OlZIFNL OlZIFNDF\ H6FJ[, CSLSTG[

;\5}6"  ;DY"G  SZTM  5]ZFJM  VF5[,  K[PG[UMXLV[A,  .g:8]=D[g8  V[S8GL  S,Dv!$#

VgJI[  OlZIFNLV[  ,[lBT ;MU\NGFDF  5Z H]AFGL  VF5[, K[  VG[  T[DF\  T[VM  wJFZF  ZH]

SZJFDF\ VFJ[, N:TFJ[H V;, :J~5[ CMI OlZIFNL wJFZF ZLOZ SZ[, CMI VFD4 5]ZFJF

VlWlGIDTL  HMUJF.GF  CFN"G[  wIFG[  ,[TF  51FSFZ[  5MTFGL  5F;[GF  5|FYDLS  5]ZFJFYL

CSLST 5]ZJFZ SZJL HM.V[ T[ D]HA OlZIFNLV[ 5MTFGF SAHFDF\YL H[ N:TFJ[HL 5]ZFJF

ZH] SZ[, CMI T[ TDFDG[ VF\S VF5JFDF\ VFJ[, K[P

s!f VF  SFD[  V+[GL  VNF,T  wJFZF  OlZIFNLV[  T[DGL  OlZIFN  TYF  T[DGF

VF\Sv$ YL ZH] ,[lBT ;ZT5F; :J~5GF ;MU\NGFDFDF SZ[, SYGM 5]ZFJFZ

SZJF DF8[  VF\Sv!$4 VF\Sv!& TYF VF\Sv!( YL TSZFZL R[S ZH] SZ[,

K[ H[DF\ VF SFDGF TCMDTNFZ TO"[ OlZIFNLGL p,8T5F; SZJFDF\ VFJ[, G

CMJFYL ;NZ TSZFZL R[SMDF\  TCMDTNFZ[  ;CL SZ[, CMJFG]  ;NZ SFINFGL

S,Dv!#)  D]HA  TCMDTNFZ[  ;NZ  R[S  OlZIFNLG[  SFIN[;ZGL  R]SJ6L

5[8[  VF5[, CMJFG] T[DH ;NZ +6[I TSZFZL R[S cc O\0 .g;OLxIg8 c  GF

X[ZF ;FY[ 5ZT OZ[, CMJFG] VF\Sv!54 VF\Sv!* TYF VF\Sv!) YL R[S

ZL8"G D[DFYL V;, ZH] SZ[, K[ T[DH VF\SvZ_ YL OlZIFNLV[ TCMDTNFZG[

T[DGF ZC[6F\SGF ;ZGFD[ TFP_Zq_5qZ_Z(GFZMH VF5[, GM8L;GL VMOL;

SM5L T[DH VF\SvZ! YL ;NZ GM8L; VFZP 5LP V[P 0LP SIF"GL ;O[N 5FJTL

T[DH ;NZ GM8L; ZLOI]hGF X[ZF ;FY[ 5ZT VFJ[, CMJF AFAT[ GM8L;G]

SJZ VF\SvZZ YL ZH]  YI[, CMJFG]  ;FlAT YT]  CMI VF SFD[  VFZM5LV[

OlZIFNL  5F;[YL  CFYpKLGF  ZMS0F  ~FPZ4!54___qv  ,LW[,  H[GL

SFIN[;ZGL  R]SJ6L  5[8[  +6[I  TSZFZL  R[S  VF5[,  CMJFG]  ;FlAT  YI[,
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CMJFG] V+[GL VNF,T DFG[ K[ VG[ T[GL SFIN[;ZGL R]SJ6L 5[8[ TCMDTNFZ[

+6[I TSZFZL R[S OlZIFNLGL TZO[6DF\ .:I] SZ[, CMJFG] ;FlAT YT] CMI

T[JF  ;\HMUMDF\  TCMDTNFZ51F  TO"[  OlZIFNLGL  TZO[6  DF\  ;NZ  SFINFGL

S,Dv!#)  D]HAGF  VG]DFGG]  B\0G  SZJFDF\  ;\NTZ  lGOQ/  lGJ0[,

CMJFG]  V+[GL  VNF,T  DFGTL  CMJFYL  OlZIFNLGF  lJPJPzLGL

N,L,M ;FY[ ;C\DT YFI K[P

sZf JW]DF\  VF SFD[ V+[GL VNF,T wJFZF p5ZMST ;A 5[ZF G\P !DF\  ,[JFDF\

VFJ[,  TFZ6  T[DH  VF  SFD[  TCMDTNFZ  wJFZF  VF\Sv!!  YL  5]Z;L;

VF5JDF\  VFJ[,  K[  H[DF\  TCMDTNFZ51F  wJFZF  HFC[Z  SZJFDF\  VFJ[,

K[ S[ ccDHS]Z SFDDF\ VFHZMH OlZIFNLG[ ;DFWFG 5[8[ ~FP !_4___qv V\S[

~l5IF N; CHFZ 5]ZF  OlZIFNLG[  R]SJ[, K[  H[  VFHZMH GFDNFZ SM8"DF\  

VF 5]Z;L; YL  HFC[Z  SZLV[  KLV[Pcc   ;NZ 5]Z;L; TCMDTNFZ TO"[  ZH]

SZJFDF\ VFJ[,   K[P H[ V+[GL VNF,T wjFFZF wIFG[ ,[JFDF\ VFJ[, K[P ;NZ

5]Z;L; wIFG[  ,[TF  VF SFDGF TCMDTNFZ[  OlZIFNLGL  OlZIFNDF\  H6FjIF

D]HAGL CSLSTGF VG];\WFG[ SFIN[;ZG] ,[6] lGS/T] CMJFG] ;NZ 5]Z;L;

wIFG[ ,[TF :5Q856[ 5]ZJFZ YFI K[PT[JF ;\HMUMDF\ ;NZ OlZIFN51F[ T[DGL

OlZIFN  T[DH  T[DGF  ,[lBT  ;ZT5F;  :J~5GF  ;MU\NGFDFDF\  H6FJ[,

CSLSTM  5]ZJFZ  YTL  CMI  V+[GL  VNF,T  OlZIFNLGF  lJPJPzLGL

N,L,M ;FY[ ;CDT YFI K[P

s#f VF  SFD[  GFDNFZ  ;]l5|D  SM8"GM  R]SFNM  S[  H[ Uttam Ram Versus

Devinder  Singh  Hudan,  LAWS(SC)  2019  (10)  64  GF

R]SFNFDF\ GFDNFZ ;]l5|D SM8"[ WFZ6 ,LW[, K[ S[4
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20. The Trial Court and the High Court proceeded as if,

the  appellant  is  to  prove  a  debt  before  civil  court

wherein, the plaintiff is required to prove his claim on

the basis of evidence to be laid in support of his claim

for  the  recovery  of  the  amount  due.  A  dishonour  of

cheque  carries  a  statutory  presumption  of

consideration. The holder of cheque in due course is

required  to  prove  that  the  cheque  was  issued  by  the

accused and that when the same presented, it was not

honoured.  Since  there  is  a  statutory  presumption  of

consideration, the burden is on the accused to rebut the

presumption  that  the  cheque  was  issued  not  for  any

debt or other liability.

21.  There  is  the  mandate  of  presumption  of

consideration  in terms of the provisions of the Act. The

onus  shifts  to  the  accused  on  proof  of  issuance  of

cheque to rebut the presumption that the cheque was

issued not for discharge of any debt or liability in terms

of Section 138 of the Act”

    GFDNFZ  ;]l5|D  SM8"GM  R]SFNM  S[  H[   Rasiya Versus Abdul
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Nazer  and  Anr.,  LAWS(SC)  2022(8)  -  129GF  R]SFNFDF\

GFDNFZ ;]l5|D SM8"[  WFZ6 ,LW[, K[ S[4  However,the High Court

has failed to note the presumption under Section 139 of

the N.I. Act. As per Section 139 of the N.I. Act, it shall

be  presumed,  unless  the  contrary  is  proved,  that  the

holder of a cheque received the cheque of the nature

referred to in Section 138 for discharge, in whole or in

part, of any debt or other liability.  Therefore, once the

initial  burden is  discharged  by  the  Complainant  that

the cheque was issued by the accused and the signature

and the issuance of the cheque is not disputed by the

accused,  in  that  case,  the  onus  will  shift  upon  the

accused to prove the contrary that the cheque was not

for any debt or other liability.  The presumption under

Section 139 of the N.I. Act is a statutory presumption

and thereafter, once it is presumed that the cheque is

issued in whole or in part of any debt or other liability

which is in favour of the Complainant/ holder of the

cheque, in that case, it is for the accused to prove the

contrary.

     VFD4 p5ZMST GFDNFZ ;]l5|D SM8"[ A\gG[ R]SFNFDF\ 5|:YFl5T SZ[,

l;wWF\TM GHZ ;D1F ZFBL CF,GF S[;GL CSLST wIFG[ ,[TF V[ CSLST K[ S[4
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OlZIFNLGL  TZO[6DF\  ;NZ  V[S8GL  S,Dv!#)  D]HA  YI[,  VG]DFGG]

B\0G SZJFDF\ VF SFDGF TCMDTNFZ ;N\TZ lGQO/ lGJ[0[, CMJFG]\ V+[GL

VNF,TG]  DFGJ]  CMJFYL  V+[GL  VNF,T  TCMDTNFZ  TZO[  T[DGF

lJPJPzLGL N,L,M ;FY[ lA,S], ;C\DT YTL GYLP

s$f VF SFD[  GFDNFZ U]HZFT CF.SM8"GM R]SFNM S[  H[  DGMH JF;]N[J ;MD5]ZF

lJ~wW :8[8 VMO U]HZFT4 Z_Z$s#f HLPV[,PVFZP 5FGF G\P !*#* GF

R]SFNFDF\ V[ TFZ6 ,LW[, K[ S[4

10. It is pertinent to note that the trial Court has recorded

in the impugned judgment and order that the evidence of

the complainant came to be closed vide closing purshis

Exhibit-31. The Further Statement of the petitioner  u/s.

313 of Cr.P.C. was recorded but, it could not be exhibited

on  the  particular  date.  On  the  next  date,  neither  the

petitioner  nor  his  advocate  had  remained  present  and

therefore, his Further Statement, which was recorded on

the earlier date and was also available on record, could

not be exhibited. There is nothing on record to suggest

that  the  petitioner  or  his  advocate  had  filed  any

application before the trial Court seeking exemption from

the  trial  proceeding  on  the  date  when  his  Further

Statement  recorded u/s.  313 of  Cr.P.C.  was  to  be

https://indiankanoon.org/doc/767287/
https://indiankanoon.org/doc/767287/
https://indiankanoon.org/doc/767287/
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exhibited  or  seeking  any  modification  in  the  Further

Statement  recorded  on  the  earlier  date  before  it  is

exhibited. 

11. Before the trial Court,  sufficient opportunities were

granted to the petitioner to conduct the cross-examination

of  the  complainant.  However,  it  appears  that  the

petitioner  had  not  availed  of  any  of  the  opportunities

provided by the trial Court to conduct cross-examination

of  the  complainant.  The  trial  Court  had even imposed

costs upon the petitioner for getting his right to conduct

cross-examination of the complainant re-opened but, even

thereafter,  the  petitioner  had  not  availed  of  the

opportunity to cross-examine the complainant for reasons

best  known  to  him.  Further,  the  petitioner  had  not

produced any evidence in his defence nor had submitted

any oral / written arguments or had examined any witness

in his defence. 

12.  From  the  above  set  of  facts,  it  appears  that  the

decision  to  not  remain  present  on  the  next  date  after

getting his Further Statement u/s. 313 of Cr.P.C. recorded

on the earlier date and to not conduct cross-examination

https://indiankanoon.org/doc/767287/
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of  the  complainant  in  spite  of  being  afforded  with

sufficient  opportunities,  was  a  deliberate  or  voluntary

decision taken by the petitioner. In the interregnum, there

is nothing to suggest that the petitioner or his advocate

had  filed  any  application  requesting  the  trial  Court  to

grant him an opportunity to record his Further Statement

u/s. 313 of Cr.P.C. or to conduct cross-examination of the

complainant. The petitioner went into oblivion after the

date when his Further Statement u/s. 313 of Cr.P.C. came

to   be  recorded  but  before  it  could  be  exhibited.

Therefore, the trial Court was left with no other option

but to conduct the trial in the absence of the petitioner,

who had deliberately or voluntarily chosen to evade the

trial proceedings. Under these circumstances, there was

no reason for the trial Court to issue any warrant against

the petitioner, as contended by learned advocate for the

petitioner. Moreover, the petitioner had not produced any

evidence  in  his  defence  or  had  made  any  submissions

either oral or in writing. 

14. Considering the facts and circumstances of the case,

this  Court  is  of  the  opinion  that  the  trial  Court  was

https://indiankanoon.org/doc/767287/
https://indiankanoon.org/doc/767287/
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completely  justified in  passing the  impugned judgment

and order. The decision to not conduct cross-examination

of the complainant in spite of repeated opportunities and

to not remain present on the next date of trial when his

Further  Statement u/s.    313   of  Cr.P.C.  recorded  on  the

earlier  date  was  to  be  exhibited  was  a  deliberate,

intentional  and  conscious  decision  on  the  part  of  the

petitioner.  It  was not that  the petitioner  was not aware

about  the  stage  of  trial  proceedings.  However,

deliberately, the petitioner had chosen to remain absent

from  the  trial  proceedings  from  the  date  his  Further

Statement u/s. 313 of Cr.P.C. was recorded but before it

could be exhibited. 

VFD  GFDNFZ  U]HZFT  CF.SM8"GF  ;NZ  R]SFNFDF\  ,LW[,  SFZ6

wIFG[ ,[TF VF SFD[ TCMTNFZ TYF T[DGF lJPJPzLG[ OlZIFNLGL p,8T5F;

DF8[ CFHZ ZC[JF ;\5}6" TS VF5JFDF\ VFJ[, K[ T[D KTF\ T[VM OlZIFNLGL

p,8T5F; SZJF D]NT[ CFHZ G ZC[TF OlZIFNLGL p,8T5F; YI[, GYL H[YL

T[  ALGTSZFZL  ZC[JF  5FD[,  K[  T[DH VF  SFD[  T[VM  wJFZF  lS|P5|MPSM0GL

S,Dv#!# D]HA T[VMG] JWFZFG] lGJ[NG VF5JF DF8[ T[VM CFHZ ZC[, G

CMJFYL  T[VMV[  T[DGF ARFJ SZJF V\U[GF TDFD CSM HTF SZ[, CMJFG]

V+[GL VNF,TG] DFGJ] CMJFYL ;NZ p5ZMT GFDNFZ U]HZFT CF.SM8"GM

R]SFNM CF,GF S[;DF\ 56 ,FU] 50TM CMJFG] V+[GL VNF,T DFGTL CMJFYL

https://indiankanoon.org/doc/767287/
https://indiankanoon.org/doc/767287/
https://indiankanoon.org/doc/767287/
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VF SFD[  V+[GL  VNF,T OlZIFNLGF  lJPJPzLGL N,L,M  ;FY[  ;\5}6"  ZLT[

;CDT YFI K[P

s!5f  VFD4 p5ZMST ;A 5[ZF ! YL $ DF\ V+[GL VNF,T wJFZF ,[JFDF\ VFJ[, TFZ6 D]HA 

TCMDTNFZ  VG[  OlZIFNL  V[SALHFGF  ;FZF  lD+  CMJFYL  OlZIFNL  5F;[YL  VFlY"S

H~ZLIFT 5]ZL SZJF GF6FGL DF\U6L SZTF OlZIFNLV[ T[DGL H~ZLIFT D]HA ~FPZ4!54

___qv  V\S[  ~l5IF  A[  ,FB  5\NZ  CHFZ  5]ZF  CFYpKLGF  ZMS0F  VF5[,  tIFZAFN

OlZIFNLG[ VF SFDGF TCMDTNFZ[ VF5[, lJ`JF; VG[ JFINF D]HA OlZIFNLV[ T[VMGL

SFIN[;ZGL ,[6L lGS/TL ZSDGL DF\U6L SZTF VF SFDGF TCMDTNFZ[ +6 TSZFZL R[S S[

H[  VF\Sv!$4 VF\Sv!& TYF VF\Sv!( YL TSZFZL R[S ZH]  SZ[, K[  H[DF\  VF SFDGF

TCMDTNFZ TO"[  OlZIFNLGL p,8T5F; SZJFDF\  VFJ[, G CMJFYL ;NZ TSZFZL R[SMDF\

TCMDTNFZ[  ;CL  SZ[,  CMJFG]  ;NZ SFINFGL  S,Dv!#) D]HA TCMDTNFZ[  ;NZ R[S

OlZIFNLG[ SFIN[;ZGL R]SJ6L 5[8[  VF5[, CMJFG] T[DH ;NZ +6[I TSZFZL R[S cc O\0

.g;OLxIg8 cc  GF X[ZF ;FY[ 5ZT OZ[, CMJFG] VF\Sv!54 VF\Sv!* TYF VF\Sv!) YL

R[S ZL8"G D[DFYL V;, ZH] SZ[, K[ T[DH VF\SvZ_ YL OlZIFNLV[ TCMDTNFZG[ T[DGF

ZC[6F\SGF ;ZGFD[  TFP_Zq_5qZ_Z(GFZMH VF5[, GM8L;GL VMOL; SM5L  T[DH VF\S

vZ! YL ;NZ GM8L; VFZP 5LP V[P 0LP SIF"GL ;O[N 5FJTL T[DH ;NZ GM8L; 5ZT

VFJ[, CMJF AFAT[ GM8L;G] SJZ VF\SvZZ YL ZH] YI[, CMJFG] ;FlAT YT] CMI VFD

VF SFD[ TCMDTNFZ[ OlZIFNLG[ T[VMGL SFIN[;ZGL ,[6L ZSD R]SJL VF5[, G CMI VF

SFD[ OlZIFNLGL TZO[6DF\ ;NZ SFINFGL S,Dv!#) D]HA OlZIFNLGL TZO[6DF\ YI[,

VG]DFGG]  B\0G  SZJFDF\  TCMDTNFZ51F  lGQO/  lGJ0[,  CMJFYL  VFZM5LV[  WL

G[UMXLV[A, .g:8]=D[g8 V[S8GL S,Dv!#( D]HA U]GM SZ[, K[ T[D V+[GL VNF,TG]

DFGJ] CMJFYL OlZIFN51F[ D]N'F G\ !GM HJFA VF5L CSFZDF\ VF5L D]N'F G\P Z VgJI[ GLR[

D]HA VFBZL C]SD SZJFDF\ VFJ[ K[P 



OMHNFZL S[; G\P5(&$&qZ_!(P 34

oo VFBZL   C]SD   oo

s!f  VF  SFDGF  VFZM5Lo  EZTEF.  lXJ,F,  AMZF6F4  ZC[ov  Z)4  IMU[̀ JZGUZ

lJEFUv!4 ;ZB[H ZM04 JF;6F4 VDNFJFNv #(___*GFVMG[ lS|DLG,5|M;LHZ SM0GL

S,Dv Z55sZf VgJI[  WL  G[UMXLI[A, .g:8|]D[g8 V[S8 GL S,Do!#(GF U]gCF ;AA

TS;LZJFG 9ZFJL ZsA[f JQF"GL ;FNL S[NGL ;HF EMUJJFGM C]SD OZDFJJFDF\ VFJ[ K[P

sZf VF SFDGF  VFZM5LV[ OZLIFNLG[ lS|DLG, 5|M;LHZSM0GL S,Do #5* s#f D]HA

+6[I TSZFZL R[SGL ZSD J/TZ 5[8[ ;NZ R]SFNFGL TFZLBYL lNGv#_DF\ R]SJL VF5JFGM

VFYL C]SD SZJFDF\ VFJ[ K[ T[DH HM VFZM5L OlZIFNLG[ J/TZGL ZSD R]SJJFDF\ lGQO/

HFI TM VFZM5LV[ JW] & sKf DF;GL ;FNL S[NGL ;HF EMUJJFGL ZC[X[P

 

s#f VF SFD[ VFZM5L D]NT[ CFHZ G CMI T[VM lJ~wW CF,GM R]SFNM lS|DLG,  5|M;LhZ

SM0GL  S,Dv#5#  s&f  D]HA  T[VMGL  U[ZCFHZLDF\  HFC[Z  SZJFDF\  VFJ[,  CMJFYL

VFZM5LGF  ;NZ  S[;DF\  ZH]  SZJFDF\  VFJ[,  HFDLG  ZN  SZJFGM  VFYL  C]SD  SZJFDF

VFJ[  K[  T[DH T[VM lJ~wW lS|DLG, 5|M;LHZSM0GL S,Dv*_ D]HA ALGHFDLG ,FIS

JMZ\8 56 .xI] SZJFGM C]SD SZJFDF\ VFJ[ K[P 

s$f VFZM5L  CFHZ  YI[YL  VYJF  CFHZ  SZJFDF\  VFjI[YL  VF  R]SFNFGL V[S  GS,

VFZM5LG[ lS|DLG, 5|M;LHZSM0GL S,Dv#&# VgJI[ lJGFD}<I[ 5]ZL 5F0JLP

      VF R]SFNM  VFHZMH   TFZLBv#_DL4  DFC[vV[l5|,4;G[v Z_Z5GF ZMH B]<,L

VNF,TDF\ JF\RL ;\E/FJL HFC[Z SIM"P

VDNFJFNP       sClQF"T 0FCIFEF. 58[,f
TFP#_q_$qZ_Z5P        Z(DF\  V[0LxG, RLO HI]0LxI, D[HL:8[=84

    VDNFJFNP
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	s5f VF SFD[ OZLIFN51F wJFZF OZLIFN ;FY[ VFSv_$YL T[VMG] ;ZT5F;G] ;MUNGFD] ZH] SZJFDF VFJ[, K[ VG[ VF SFD[ TCMDTNFZ51F[ T[DGF lJPJPzL wJFZF ;NZ OlZIFNLGF ,[lBT ;ZT5F; :J~5GF ;MUNGFDF ,UT T[VMG[ 5]ZTL TS VF5JF KTF p,8T5F; SZ[, GYL H[YL VF SFD[ VFSv!Z YL OlZIFN51F[ OlZIFNLGL p,8T5F; SZJFGM TCMDTNFZGM CS AW SZJF VZHL ZH] SZTF T[ ,UT V+[GL VNF,T wJFZF TCMDTNFZGM p,8T5F; SZJFGM CS AW SZJFDF VFJ[, K[ T[ AFN VF SFD[ OlZIFN51F[ VFSvZ$ YL JW] 5]ZFJF ZH] SZJF G CMJFG] HFC[Z SZTL 5]ZFJF AW SZJFGL 5]Z;L; ZH] SZ[, K[P

