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“It is amended provision which came
into effect from 6th February 2003
and provided that notwithstanding
anything contained In the
Code of Criminal Procedure, 1973,

every offence punishable under
Negotiable Instruments Act would
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be compoundable. As regarding It
can be said that non-obstinate
clause, it given overriding effect
over the Code and in view of the
clear

mandate given to the parties, the
offence U/s. 138 of Negotiable
Instruments Act has been made
compoundable.

(3)  dYui, sld-dl SIHHL 2L deiss K. M.Ibrahim

V/s. K.P. Mohmmed and Anr., reported in

2010(2) GLR 1049, L 4SLel ul4Hl adl 3]

®. Ul Hudcd UL 4.92 Ul v g uAL[Ud se 8

w/

b

“it is true that the application under
Sec. 147 of the Negotiable
Instruments Act was made by the
parties after the proceedings and
had been concluded before the
Appellate Forum. However, Sec.147
of the aforesaid Act does not bar the
parties from compounding an
offence under Sec. 138 even at the
appellate stage of the proceedings.
So, there is no reason to reject the
application under under Sec. 147 of
the aforesaid Act even in the
proceeding under Art. 136 of the
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constitution.”
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(1) Anil Kumar Haritwal V/s. Alka Gipta
2004(4) SCC 366;

(2) B.C. Seshadri V/s. B. N.
Suryanaranyana Rao, 2004(11) SCC
353 decided by a three Judge Bench;

(3) G.Sivarajan  V/s.  Little Flower
Kuries & Enterprises Ltd.,2004(11)
SCC 400;

(4) Kishore Kumar V/s. ]. K.
Corporation Ltd., 2004(13) SCC 494;

(5) Sailesh Shyam Parsekar V/s. Baban
2005 (4) SCC 162;

(6) K. Gyansagar V/s. Ganesh Gupta,
2005 (7) SCC  54;

(7) K.J.B.L. Rama Reddy V/s. Annapuna
Seeds,2005(10) SCC 632;

(8) Sayeed Ishaque Menon V/s. Ansari
Naseer Ahmed, 2005(12) SCC 140;
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(9) Vinay Devanna Nayak V/s. Ryot
Sewa Sahakari Bank Ltd., 2008(2)
SCC 305 and

(10) Sudheer Kumar V/s. Mankkandi M.
K. Kunhiraman, 2008 (1) KLJ 2003.
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