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a person must have drawn a cheque on an account
maintained by him in a bank for payment of a certain
amount of money to another person from out of that

account;
the cheque should have been issued for the discharge, in

whole or in part, of any debt or other liability;
that 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;
that cheque is returned by the bank unpaid, either because

of the amount of money standing to the credit of the
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 the bank;
the payee or the holder in due course of the chequemakes

a demand for the payment of the said amount of money by
giving a notice in writing, to the drawer of the cheque,
within 15 days (now 30 days) of the receipt of information
by him from the bank regarding the return of the cheque as
unpaid;

the drawer of such cheque fails to make payment of the
said amount of money to the payee or the holder in due

course of the cheque within 15 days of the receipt ofthe

K.R.GAGNANI

J.M.F.C.(MUNICIPAL),RAJKOT

JUDGMENT



10/30 C.C. NO.31283/2024

said notice. Being cumulative, it is only when all the
aforementioned ingredients are satisfied that the person
who had drawn the cheque can be deemed to have

committed an offence under Section 138 of the Act.”
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Riggid ollHER AdRYU  AEIddall dI¥cRall YSIEl F,
Basalingppa V/s. Mudibasappa 2019(5) SCC 418 #i s3d
8. I $AAIEl gRI YRAR &Y ARIlA asAlRdio s21d]

ASIY 8. F YSIEloll U2 ol.23 of |V ot .

23 We having noticed the ratio laid down by this Court in
above cases on Sections 118(a) and 139, we now
summarise the principles enumerated by this Court in

following manner:-

(i) Once the execution of cheque is admitted Section 139
of the Act mandates a presumption that the cheque was

for the discharge of any debt or other liability.

(i) The presumption under Section 139 is a rebuttable
presumption and the onus is on the accused to raise the
probable defence. The standard of proof for rebutting the

presumption is that of preponderance of probabilities.

(i) To rebut the presumption, it is open for the accused to
rely on evidence led by him or accused can also rely on
the materials submitted by the complainant in order to
raise a probable defence. Inference of preponderance of
probabilities can be drawn not only from the materials
brought on record by the parties but also by reference to

the circumstances upon which they rely.

(iv) That it is not necessary for the accused to come in the
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witness box in support of his defence, Section 139
imposed an evidentiary burden and not a persuasive

burden,

(v) Itis not necessary for the accused to come in the

witness box to support his defence.

(29) agai, €l aoNlRcid gorgHoe A2l SHH—13< ol SAAH
SARAIE U Al ¥ SRIEI]] SEH —1U¢ Al 13C Yol
AgiHloll AHEIAA 82 dedl YAl 38S WR 1Y Sdlall &l
8 dial ARIYIRA Mlos02d 2H1s WIdolldIZ)ell Riegia yxo
ldlofll iU 51 HI2 dofl A1A SA1H] 419l VHajHIollg]
Uisel Sdlo] &l 8. ¥ 3 RARaHi sRuEIf] oIdig]
Aeyeal dl ollHER ARRA JEIAd AHY olIHER d9]
AeIddloli YSIERATHI UBIMNA s3d QA Riggidlol A41R
of|J Yot 8.

In a prosecution under Sec. 138 of N.l. Act, the court shall

presume certain facts against accused upon proof of issuance

of cheque by the accused to the complainant in view of Section

118 and Section 139 of N.I. Act. However such presumptions

are not conclusive in nature but they are rebuttable and it is for

the accused to rebut such presumption. The standard of proof
for rebutting the presumption is that of preponderance of
probabilities. To rebut the presumption, it is open for the
accused to rely on evidence led by him or the accused can also
rely on the materials submitted by the complainant in order to
raise a probable defence. Inference of preponderance of
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probabilities can be drawn not only from the materials brought
on record by the parties but also by reference to the
circumstances upon which they rely. The said presumption can
also be rebutted by the accused from the admission made by
the complainant in his cross examination which creates doubt
on the prosecution story. It is also well settled that it is not
necessary for theaccused to step in the witness box in support
of his defence in all cases. It is also well settled that section139
imposed an evidentiary burden and not a persuasive burden.
So it can legitimately be said that whether presumption stood
rebutted or not would depend upon the facts and
circumstances of each case. Furthermore it is also well settled
that if the accused is not able to rebut the said presumption
raised against him, he can be convicted only on the basis of
such presumption. And if the accused is able to rebut the
presumption, then the onus is again shifted to the complainant

to prove his case beyond all reasonable doubt.

(22) 211 s1A s3luieual dsell sluiel &l agliciyg dgaer
AR His: v ol MaAuRd  Aieddly Y S
8 duIA sAREH v Yxoiol  sslsdl  Aldie
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8. A€ Algedl BdedURl Sl HI2 WiUIYUial Yl ds
AIUY] 9l U@l oAU £RI AT ¥Id § ddall (.42 g2
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(23) ggai slue ud Qa2 ol Al edld & 5, As2d
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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,
indorsed, negotiated or transferred, was accepted,
indorsed, negotiated or transferred  for
consideration;

(b) as to date —that every negotiable instrument
bearing a date was made or drawn on such date;

(c) as to time of acceptance —that every accepted bill
of exchange was accepted within a reasonable

time after its date and before its maturity;
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(d) as to time of transfer —that every transfer of a
negotiable instrument was made before its
maturity;

() as to order of indorsements —that the
indorsements appearing upon a negotiable
instrument were made in the order in which they
appear thereon;

) as to stamps —that a lost promissory note, bill of
exchange or cheque was duly stamped;

(g) that holder is a holder in due course —that the
holder of a negotiable instrument is a holder in due

course.

Provided that, where the instrument has been
obtained from its lawful owner, or from any person in
lawful custody thereof, by means of an offence or fraud,
or has been obtained from the maker or acceptor thereof
by means of an offence or fraud, or for unlawful

consideration, the burden of proving that the holder is a

holder in due course lies upon him.

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.

qgHi A1 SIA SUI U1 ANNAHI Vgflailof visel 5d] 2d s2

N

QASIY A&l Al AAofHlollo] Visol SAI HIZ YIdIall Gl Sl
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GU2 8 Aa d $d] 3A visal s3] ASIA A HIS SIHER AU
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(B) Negotiable Instruments Act (26 of 1881), S.139, S.138 -
DISHONOUR OF CHEQUE - Dishonour of cheque -
Presumption that cheque was drawn for discharge of liability of
drawer - Is presumption of law - Ought to be raised by Court in
every case — Rebuttal evidence - Nature - Mere plausible
explanation is not sufficient - Proof of explanation is necessary.
Evidence Act (1 of 1872), S.114, S.101, S.102, S.103, S.104.

Section 139 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 accused of proving that the cheque was not received by
the complainant towards the discharge of any liability. Because
both Sections 138 and 139 require that the Court "shall
presume" the liability of the drawer of the cheques for the
amounts for which the cheques are drawn, as noted in 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. Such a presumption is a presumption of law,

as distinguished from a presumption of fact which describes
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provisions bywhich the Court "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. (Paras 20, 21)

The distinction between the two kinds of presumption lay
not only in the mandate to the Court, but also in the nature of
the evidence required to rebut the two. In the case of
discretionary presumption the presumption if drawn may be
rebutted by an explanation which 'might reasonably be true and
which is consistent with the innocence" of the accused. On the
other hand in the case of a mandatory presumption "the burden
resting on the accused person in such a case would not be as
light as it is where a presumption is raised under Section 114 of
the Evidence Act and cannot be held to be discharged merely
by reason of the fact that the explanation offered by the
accused is reasonable and probable. It must further be shown
that the explanation is a true one. The words ‘unless the
contrary is proved' which occur in this provision make it clear
that the presumption has to be rebutted by proof and not by a
bare explanation which is merely plausible. A fact is said to be
proved when its existence is directly established or when upon
the material before it the Court finds its existence to be so

probable that a reasonable man would act on the supposition
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that it exist. Unless therefore, the explanation is supported by
proof, the presumption created by the provision cannot be said
to be rebutted. (Para 23)
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AHRIU] GUR 2B & al ¥ ARIU] AofHlollg] ViSal of S3 AS Al HiIN

ofdlofl GUR 18R 2Avlal Ul ARl asAlRdlet 8211 2SI 8.

(au) 1 13 €] aoNRAbeid gorgHoe Aseal] SeH—3¢ AHof2A IR0l ol
ooldl HI2all AH1URUS dcd]l A dl, JS SIRIEA]] ¥UIGIER]all
yof AUl 2ARId: YSULII HIZoll &A1 FA. AR Al SIA GURlsd
SAUIHI A1 UUT YXColl ol AU GHall AHIH AHIURJS dcdl YRUR
sl A13 sAUIEl gRI €l aNRMNAcid gogdoe AAse ¢ ol
sad—wu( ) AAodd Uldiofl dHIH &slsdial AHPoISRS Y141 |
SIA A2 gRI APidaHI] 2% SAUIHT AHIAd & ¥ Al2ig ol IHIH]
A1 A1 sIA AR A8 &Ad YdeRofl (Aadl dxy il
sid AR gRI dlal As AHudIdi 2H1dd  &ldiofl  sslsd
ol AHaisIRS HIfVIs YAU] 2% SA & dHY il SIA d] gRI AS
sdlxlol HI2 cisHi Y SAIHI AHIddI 241 AS orAg1{uoe §S2all
A A19 URd A1Ad 8. ¥ Ud s3T sled 211 S1Hall AHARIVlA o1l
AU 2419 240l d olZl 2RIl v1%] 21 &ldlall AHEaisdl
YR 2% 53d 8. AHY I s1A Uidlall A1fUiS YRid ol A+ iSRS
€199l WRIYIRAI ¥ SAUIHI A1dd 8. FAHI Al SAUIE] g

JJRId ARSR RAISIR URI—097 ofIA &Ad 1eRIcla] UHILRIU,
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A1dMleld] eaidey, 26AlEsR uat, ARV edRl sRAIElS 2IUUIH]
A1dd As, Vs Ud syl 2430l Iled A, 2RIla gslagl] siRsd
Hisddidi  21dd  odld, odld UiRke  uididi - aldlA
. AA9].5gA93i 2119d doll dofl 2dlu, AR UiReal 2Hladieof
2s RWE, dloofl Rdlell ([Aadl exlfag uas, dlol 4]
S1a, 22edoe s AsIBoe, SARUIEl AIER SIS Y SJAIHI 2419d
8. AH, Al sIA sARAIE] gRI Uldlall AHis— ol AHatAHi €]
AaNflAcid gogioe Ased] saH—asu(a) Yol Uidloll Yrid]
%Y s3] Uldlell A4 sUIE &Slsd YUR SA 8. AIH, i
sIA &ldall s2AIEl gRI €] aAaNRRlod gogoe As2 1<
SHH—U3< HYGlall dolloll GURISA YUl SJAIHI A1Ad A19RUS
dcdl YUR §dI A13 Uldioll dHIH Y1l 2% s3] €ldd 8. dHy
Al gRI Y RAIMI AAd YAUl HYG Al SlHall
AURIlal SIuEA0ll Edlofl crRUIES AUl HIZ AU AS WRd §U
cedol] olidlA AH0A &ldl 9dl A1 gRI Asell SH A1 Sl
SARUElA 2HUE of ldlg] WRUR YR 8. AlH, FRUR Al
sIA g3UIElD AU SIRIEAWII EIall GRUIS HIZ AHIUE AS URd
S3d] Aal A Vs Ud sAT alle dddlal ollZlA SAUIHI A1Ad Al A
o121 o1l 2R-d &ldl 9dl [Eoi—au Hi 241 ASlol]l 28H AHIVUA o
aldiell, 211 sidoll AR gIRI €l AdNRRIoid gorgioe As2 1<
ol SHH—-13¢ HYGlall olia] AojHlel YL AS AH B. RUR Al

13 &lcall JYail Gloldl HIZ AHIU™US dcd] 241 S1A §31AIE] IR Udlal
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YRAdloll HiedH &f] YRAUIR $3d 8. A1, 1 SIA &ldoll STRJUIE] gRI
Uldlall YR141€f] &1caf] 9fof] Goid] aldIafl 851Sd YRUR $3d 8.

(15) sAUEl gRI evid s AH1dd $RJUIE, Al doll AA
A3g15%I01 ol £2d1AN] YRRl dHIH cisA] il SIHall 2ARIVIal
ciRAIRY at19R]s Rl Rilkdiofl SEH—230 AU AIudIHi A419d
8. Vol SIAUIE Uiall AHA 851Sdl AHal £2d1A%] 214 Rall W21 ]
sidall ARG 831, iR o1PRls Y211 2ilkdiol sdH-3uq
Ao ARIlg} (o1dEat ofieidini A19d 8. RUR slddl] SIRUEISIY
2191 &1l AdIHi 2419 dl d ol Yot 8.

Al sIA GWIsd sRIEISI KA ol Adidi 2419 d)
AR AHoH 2IR-IA SAHT AR ARl A2 AH2l 6I1¥R U
$ d=ilal &19R s4IHi 1A R ARIlA d=ilefl Aidall 241U
[Qardlofl %121 sdiofl 24l dHi dflal 41 ol SOA AV
HIPL & AYYl dl dl A1 el Uldlell SIg ciRAIY 54l
HIJ 8 § 5H? d Yyololl FAAYIS 8. iH, GUISd SIRIEISIY
SoIdle el AdIdi 241d dl d Yuwcd A clPIAi 9gyRd] 8,
UZHCI2I A1 SIHoll ARl d=dlofl A18 2412 IYailofl (dardlal]
dlal %1l 531 A=Al Yol So4A 52U HIA 8 5 5H? A fiaid ARl
Yyodio 8 8. WRAR oflyl ikl edladdidi 241d dl d A1 [Ud
ot IHi Uldlell GiRUIY Y SAI HIA & § SH? AIH, YAR GUSd
SIJEISIA FAYIES H¥O A1 SIHoll ARIU]a ol SG{d SAI HIJN & d

YodIHi Aiddl dA1 gRI A1 Jallall gosiR SAIHI wHIdd 8.

cd1? AIR 2014 SC 2528, INDIAN BANK ASSOCIATION AND
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OTHER VS UNION OF INDIA AND OTHER il %SIEIH] SI%EI3]
sI3Rd (& o106l SEH—UA AU ailall oSIR SAIHI A9l
ARl Q) 2% & ? dol &lal Adl, ollH.YUH SI& gRI AY
&AGUIHI AHIAd 8 5, %] AR Jallall osiR 53, dl A2l sAJUIE
ugl s8] Ysaidi A19d A1AuHi s 8ISl AHIGUR HUIY S|
HIA A GiUIY Y182 51 US ol d ARIUIall ¥IcieR] 28 & 5 Al
sAlu1e U2t asell YsdiHi A1Ad AHIAUall AHAd UG %Y 53]
AS. WG I S1A 38S &lal AdIHI A1 dl 41 SIHHI &lcall AR
ERI SIF oiRAUIY Y S ofl. dHY SIE gRI AIUIHI 1A dS]
ERlol ULl Uldlell GiAUIY SVlg] Wie 53d olefl d &slsd «
A dgdlolld $3 & 5 Al s1A sFAUEUt asell YsdiAHi 2419d
AIAUHI AR U SI QU] g1 ofe].

¥ AcfAe 0l &ICall SHoll AX12N &lol AdIHi 2419 dl 41 SIA &Idall
AR 512 A2l GuRed WA Aal d €4 dflal &ldall 4121 Ud
yatiall ([AoIdl dlad FRIYdIHI AHIAA B. ™R A SIA &Idail
AR £RI 9ol Sojd AUA ol€ll 2ial 41 S1A A=Al Uldlell oA
SAI HidId 8ldIo] ¥IBR S B. AR AI S1A FNAIE] gRI ¥ s
ANUYIHT AH1AE O A JS SIRAEAWII EdIol] CRUIYS ST I3 A&
dl sI¢f ¥dIGiElR] AEl SUI 213 AIUUIHI 2A41Ad of &dl d dHIIH
gslsdl YdR sdlofl ¥dicielR] 2ARIlell 2R 28 8. dHY ofIH.

AMAHsIE gl gldal l. eciid [A. cilgaliy Qo] .l

2009 AA.2l.3¢EVY ail YSlElall UAIMNA RFegtidl edlal Adl :

“In_other words, proved the facts required to form the

basis of a presumption of law exists, no discretion is left
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with the court but to drawn the statutory conclusion,

but this does not preclude the person against whom the

presumption is drawn from rebutting it and proving the

contrary. A fact is said to be proven when, “ after

considering the matters before it, the court either

believes it to exist, or considers its existence so

probable that a prudent man_ ought, under the

circumstances of the particular case, to act upon the

supposition that it exists”. Therefore, the rebuttal does

not have to be conclusively established but such

evidence must be adduced before the court in support

of the defence that the court must either believe the

defence to exist or consider its existence to be

reasonability being that of the 'prudent man”

(<) 214 ekl otPRls el 2Albdioll saH—29% Yol il
sIA AR gRI Uldiell A AR U] Hidldl 8ldle] ¥IeR
SUIHI AIAd 8ldl GllE, I SIA SRAIE] ERI ¥ ASoll AHIUR df
gldoll sAluIE Elud SUIAHI A1Ad 8 A AS Al ERI SIS SIUEAR0
g1 U2 AIUdIH] A419d of &l § SARUIE] WA SIS Y of &g d AHIH
gslsdl YRR sl ¥dicield] 2RIlall 23 28 8. Wg
sIA dll gRRI Uldioll oiRAIY 5d1 HI2 slef siddIg] sUIi 2+41dd
ol®fl. AHY oll.51E gRI @UI¥G]] AAal Yol ds A1udIHi 2419d &ld|
odi GdeduiR s3d o®fl. dxy Al AAMNd Yol A
HIZ &I%R Bdlo] ULl UAE 5d olefl. RUIR A &51Sd ojdlal S3
ASIA B 5 AI 1A Alof] IR 13U Yailotl SIA HI BSIG oS

sl Rid1 ofl) slg2ice1d aiuId HI2 SIS YRI) ol &1,
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(e) 2114, Gwisd €] aaNMAod gorgioeall As2el] sAH-13¢
HIZ A19YS dcd] YRUR $AUIHI STRJUIE] 4501 ¥l &1 RUR FIYENR]
sIRIZ ] (o0l SHH—UA A0U A1 SIN &ldall ARIU] £1RI ¥
Jofl SO SUIHI A1Ad of &1 H¥OHaf [G1dEat AHULIHI A1 8.
Al gRI I (oideatdi GlGall 2ol HI2 Uldloll GiRUIY ST HidIdl
gldig) ¥lddIHi AHIAd 8. 1A, AR AR gRI dldll 241Aall
A1 Ud 2ot 1H| Uldloll GiUIY SAI Hidldl &1) d YRId1 2% Sdlol] §
Avigsdioll Yrdial ussrdl Hidldi eldiofl ¥dicelR] 241R1Ulof] o]
28 8. Al s1A AR €11 ¥ Uldlall GAIY %18 SAUI Hidldl &l
s AdidaHIEf] ¥ &slsdl ¥IER AT AH1dd &> dal dulRidl
Hiodl &l dl d olieid sl 2R¥ AN 2l dflad Yrrdl
HIZ olldlddidi A19d o], IR A1 SIA &ldall A18Eall YIdlo]]
AHRIUlA Sl HIdRUSAl 8 & 5H? ol dll 4l Aiesdid]
eslsdlal GdedulRd Hi2 oididdl Hi3l & § SH d Hi2oll e

dlal Adl d ol Yo 8.
el aaNRMAcid JorgNoe Asedll saH:— 1xu(R)

(2) The court may, if it thinks fit, and shall,

on the application of the prosecution or the

accused, summons and examine any person

giving evidence on the affidavit as to the facts
contained therein.

(R0) 2114, GWisd dRMla &ldall sAéIElll sAH—ATU(R)
AHod ¥l A1 SIRAIE] gRI ¥ Y] Aol 1Al 2% SAIH] 2419

8. dofl 851sA) AHodd BaedulHall HieaHe] ussRUl Hidldl 81y Al
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A1 Adigatidlel] Gae duiR sl HI2 2% Al AS 8. URg

Al sIA dAIgU2iad Ydl AAa UIwoll ds AIudl 9di A1

AHal AH1R1IUloll [A,d. 2ol A4 1261412 WISI2 $241 ©9d] SIS 61%2 28 o

g1 ¥ 2 1R1lall BdedUlAall 655 Hel SUIH] AA1Ad 8. AH1H, A

SIA &ldall ARIUIA sAUIElall Yidlal ofloiussi?] 84l €ldd 8.
AIH, dAlofl Gaeduid sdl Hi2 dflofl WA sl oAU of &ldig]
[A3ecia] ViojHiol YUY AS dH B. AR A1 SIA &ldall AR gRI
ciRd1 ot191R]s Y2l 2ilkdiofl sSaH—230 2Acu Uldiell GlRAUIY 9
A dl €l aNMAoid  gorgioe Aseddl sdH-a3€E
AHodd Uld [A3esiofl SIS eslsd 385 W dlddie] Wie s3d olel.
AR laaNMRoid gogioe Ase 1< ofl saH—3¢ ofl Aardief

dlal Adl d ol Yot 8.

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.

AUIH BWASA sIIEISII FdIdigal edlad AddiAHi 2419
d &slsd IElicHs A gHlal sdloll 28 & 5 % [A3esof] Slef
eslsd WRAR sAIHI of 2419 dl €] adNRlRAeid gorgdoe Aseal
SAH—A3< AHodd AIUIHI A1dd JS A SIUEAwWl| £l US AHYU|
dl deil SI¢f af191 A4 dl SIS FUIGER] AEI SAUI HIZ AHIUYIHI

AAd 8. AR 6l sIA siweld] sRIFdl sdd—ua der €l

K.R.GAGNANI
J.M.F.C.(MUNICIPAL),RAJKOT

JUDGMENT



25/30 C.C. NO.31283/2024

AaNflAcid gogdoe Aseol saH-3c AT U Adl Al
SIA AR AR gRI Yall SGd of 2Avidl A1 SIA AXIA Uldlal]
UG S| HidAdl &ldlg] 18 SJAIHI AHIdd & Aol SHH—U3C
Aodd FIUIE] Ut a8l YRAUR sAIHI AH1Ad &slsdlHi [A3eiof]
SIS &s1sd YuIR sdlofl wdIGieR] 2RIl =[R2 28] &l IR I
sI13 &ldall AR gRI Uldlall GiRAIUHI SIE YRA] 2% §3d of &ld12]
dxl €l adNflFdoid gorgdoe As2oll sEH—-13C H¥ ldliol]

GiAUIY SAIHI HEAR [o1vsA ofluSHI Bldio] HI3 Hiol] 8.

(29) 1A, AR GWIsd saHl Yol AR gRrI SIg [A3eio]
&s1sdl YuIR sd1 HI2 &1%R 8d| aldll Ay aRdlY aiarkls el
Albdiofl sAH—29F H¥ot Uldioll oiUId Y A ol & €]
aaNMAoid  gogdoe Wseol sAH-3C Y¥o  sAUIEUal
WIUIHI SIS [A3e80fl 515 2% SAI HIZ Ucol $AIH] 2419 ot ]
AR €l aNMRoid gogHoe As2oll sAH-13¢ edla Adl
d oflJ ot 8.

138. Dishonour of cheque for insufficiency,
etc. of fund in the account,

Where any cheque drawn by a person
on an account maintainedby 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 bythe bank unpaid,
either because of the amount of money standing
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to the credit of that account is insufficient to
honour the cheque or that it exceeds the amount
arranged to be paid from the 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
2[a term which may extend to two year] or with
fine which may extend to twice the amount of the

cheque, or with both:

AIH GWIsd SRIEISRI A1 ol ddidi 1A dl |
2191¢f 3ot “such person shall be deemed to have
committed an offence” yxcidfl ¥12dief sUIHI 1A B.
RUIR A1 SIA %] Sl @UfSdoll AS AYRAI CiSINGll SRRIAR Ud
SAIHI 2A419d gl S
ols w18 viideroll Anydlofl 2802 8RR 284 Sa1 YR Hal]
Bl Aal d SRRIA WRd SUIHI A1Ad 81 AR AHIEUICHS
Ad d @lsd gri €l aanMRod gorgioe sl saH—-3¢
H¥GHall JJofl S &ldig] Hlofl AUIHI A1UR).

(R) ¥R A1 813 &ldall AHARIU] §2NUIElS 41 SIHoll AS SIRAER
€41 U2 ANd aldl A1 SIS GiéId sAIHi AH1Ad oell, AR €]
AN2MRAcid gorgHoe ANs2oll SHH—A1U< Y0l A EIRI &Idal] AS
SIRIEARWI| €4l U2 AIUE &ldIgf VAol of Sl HI2 SIg UATLd

sRREI Y 3 ASd o], dHwy €l adNMAcid gogAoe As2d]
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SAH—13C Yo ULl §31A1€lotl Yua1€ll sief [A3eciof] 6515 YuR
SA1 I3 A ofl AEIAA AHS &1%2 28d ] aiel]. dHY RN olio1R]s
el 2ledioll sAH—29T Hodd Al &ldall dolloll SIA A
ldloll GiUIY S| HidldI &ldIg ¥18R §3], Uldlall SIg GiUIY 1Y,
A a2l @&@R €l NMAod  dogioe  Ased
SAH—A3¢ Ao A &lcall Yol §3d of &ldig] Hliofl ASIY A

ai®fl. AR GURSd Yelai.q ol [c1efy ARl [AeE1Hi GSRAi

AU dHx A 20U A1 SIHall dSAT] As ARIUI €RI SIUEARWI|
Edl Yl oY YYIGER] eRUIEY $AUI HIZ AHIUE ol d AS
"UAYRAI GG ol SRRIAR WA KAl Vd  d  oled
dxflal siEAR0( olld]d 61l 2R-d &ldl ©dl [eiR]d AHU HATEIH
A £RI Asofl 284 3RUIENA ai@] Ysdl 211U] 40l Yol 3¢ &ldig]
YRAR &d &lY, ol di Uldlall ofuId 19 SAIHI [oivga oflasdl
1, ARG €] aANMNJoid gorgdoe dsed] saH—-3<all
Aot AGG  dsARdlel sAUUIHI AT B ddl oURIST UlIcRR
ARl A¥loll ARl HI0{d]

AIHNYl GUR 54 Hdddl v 1A 2419 8.

cl.2.0£.R0%§ (sHAAGHR AR.2NPIatR)

JA%¥s12. wysleflua Al §.5.(3ydll ) 219512
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SARUIE] a8 [A.9.20 glRI ARIUlal Y2y3] o dniof]l 241
ol Asoll cH Ll 8H0ll 4R YsUdl Hiol] /R S 8.
qgiHi Ad] 941d 53d 8 3,

Al SIA AYRAYR UISR Sl ©9di AR 5 Aol
[@.9.20 g19R @d @l § Udioll oAU 243 SIg IAUE
$ Id 52 ol®f] AR ¥Id AR8&I%R elal Aloll UHILI
23] ddlal AiNdiofl dsoll GUI2l 53d o1€fl ol d ds ¥d]
S 8 dg Hlsid ol SREI W O,

qgHi eldall sIA Ysiel ¥1eR sl guid AR
AREIR 8. d AYNHI Heldd U o [Aseu W@ 8.
AEIAA A%1 H3Nall YSIEl 18R sl Yd AR [A3e8s uss
qize okl s as & AUl ARIUlofl AR&INNHI A1 2i3a]
Ysiel AN ] AR [A3ear el of1213]s Y211 2[5diof]
SAH-TUC () 2oud ussdle %3] s3] IS, &ldall (S22
ARUIRAIA odigl sIRdIE] €@ylol IAREINR 28] Al
velddal  iRARI aoiRls Yratl Rilddldll saH-vuc ()
3ol BUAR WRE ST WA 8. Al GIoid olIHER IYNRId]
GlIUSIcall RE IBIAIA Alddl [A3ea 222 2§ AR
Aol oflyRdl, %.AA.AR.—029(3), UX0i.23U3 ol
YsielHiweAdRiegidl  aldol  sluleuiol Sl
gslsdl A1 ol def odlall AN (adHi HEI ol. 2

HI2 AHIVF] §SH of|IA H¥ot sAUIHI 2419 8.
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—:: v g8H -

Al 1ol AR dleig s dNelRRI o iR
dlPRls el Alediddl  saH—209<¢ () voud €]
AdNfAoicd  gogdoe As2dl sEH—3< ol oGl
dsARdlol 5AUY 0l §SH S 1H] A41A B,

A1 s1Hall ARl & HiAoll A1€] Seofl A1 HlaUd 10l §SH
SAIHI 2419 8.

ciRAR ol1dRls Yratl lsdiell sdH-3cu (3) yYxol €
AaNMNJoid gogioe Aseall saH—-3¢ ol Al AoAdleS
&llal Adl Asofl WH 3.Uw,v00/—(S 3.JyMUol &WR
ARA Y1) S3RUIENG A1 1ol ARIUIRA 241 gsHE [Eai—30
Hi Ysdl Audiell gsH sAUIHI 241D 8. %1 AR da1dRq]
28H [Eol—30di YSUUIHI [oixgn ¥R dl ARl dgf s
HIdofl AIE] Seol A1 AlloIudlioll g5H SAUIHT 41D 8. A
HEIAd A1 SIA (Aol [Ae Aolloie 5. al oflxIAlall
YSIEl UR AR AV daicRel] 284 YsAdiai [oresn 1R d
dal A1€] Seafl %1 A0l §5H S ©.

AHRIUlall 242118 SIS %) ¥1Hlot vid &l Al 41| SeAd S Ia]
ESH S41HI A1d 8.

ARl iRkl aliokls  HReil Rilbdiell  sad—wuc
Aodd AY| AIAIUUl HIS USSHIRE €23 Sdlofl §SH SAUIM]

219 8,
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5.  ARMRA 5A 21ud Jlddi A4 €13Alol SIAUI SIHall SE
a5 % SIg AHY FAHi 2N1Ad &R dl HRAR aldR]s YRl
Aledloll sAH-TT< YA HWR AIuUdioll §SH SAUIHI
A1d 8,

9. AR &Rl of1PRls Y21l ledlofll sdH-—vov Yxo
gsHdll 211515 aisd a1 &3El Qe YA Y3l wisdl.

&SH dl.Aa—0¢—R0RSF olRI% yedl AeiddHi di] Aeiqd]

%182 SA.

dl.A—0¢—R0RS (sHAIgH R ™AICH 2120110 )
Jl%5e. wyslflud AFlge 22 s (RyoflAluid) ,RIxsle

S1501.%].%¥.095 <9
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