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“14. Considering the facts and circumstances of the case, this

Court is of the opinion that the trial Court was 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
CrP.C. was recorded but before it could be exhibited.”
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“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 be extended 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 of other
liability” means a legally enforceable debt or other liability”
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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;

(d) as to time of transfer.: that every transfer of a negotiable
Instrument was made before its maturity;

(e) as to order of indorsements.: that the indorsements a
negotiable appearing upon instrument were made in the order
In which they appear thereon,

(f) as to stamp.: 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.”

Al A2 Yorordl Rigid uRAlid s ©:

“23. We having noticed the ratio laid down by this Court in
above cases on Sections 118(a) and 139, we now suminarise
the principles enumerated by this Court in following
manner:-

22019 AIR SC 1983
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SRl HI2 YRdlAL ol S18LUR © L o 5ol 2Ad vis 52U 2SR d olleld M. A

2¢eldd Basalingappa vs. Mudibasappa® - sieii UL 2311 GURLSd AL

9 of 22



Judgment CC no.: 528/2024

(1) 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.

(ii) 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.

(iii) 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
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
witness box in support of his defence, Section 139 imposed an
evidentiary burden and not a persuasive burden.

(v) It is not necessary for the accused to come in the witness
box to support his defence.”
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“9. It is manifest that to constitute an offence under Section
138 of the Act, the following ingredients are required to be
fulfilled:

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

(ii) The cheque should have been issued for the discharge, in
whole or in part, of any debt or other liability;

(iii) 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;

(iv) 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;

(v) the payee or the holder in due course of the cheque 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
15 days of the receipt of information by him from the bank
regarding the return of the cheque as unpaid;

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

32009 (14) SCC 683
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course of the cheque within 15 days of the receipt of the said
notice.

10. Being cumulative, it is only when all the afore-mentioned
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.”

YAl HERULS:

14. iAol Udd 5l ©slsd -l dami 2d dl:

Sr no. Particular Date

1. Dates of the cheques at Exh. 35, |30/12/2023
37, 39 and 41, respectively

2. Presentation of the cheques 30/12/2023

3. Intimation of dishonour 01/01/2024

4. Statutory notice to the accused 13/01/2024

5. Notice served 15/01/2024

6. Completion of 15 days time as 30/01/2024
per Sec. 138(b) of the NI Act.

7. Filing of the Complaint before 26/02/2024
the Court
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dall AEARMML ZRUdE B, dHoy ASL ARl 1SIRAAL U, 2Ll el Udl
o Aol stdl AR U el EEBLAL AR L. 13/01/2024-L
A% His-43 &l HisedMi 2idd B, % ¢slsd SAUEL df Y YA iis-44
2l 47 -l fclldosl LUl Adi BRUES AL B, FHL AL SPHAL PURAAA A21L

dL.15/01/2024 -l A% 61%) 21Ad . %2l AdUL.E. sl s 138(b) -

UL UleA 2 Sldid RIS 24d B,

3. QRoUE W (fauul As-l 51l Ysarll sl (ego %di s sl
SRAUE IS5 HRAHL e Sl uS. % vl alis-oq &l %Y sUlE LUl Adi
sAUEA cladl sAUE ervid s @ldl Bl wRUY 2Ud © ed §
sRAAEIBL A UMl sAUE emid s Qlald YraR A . el
UL g2l san- 138(c) dat 142(1)(bh) - w3l wart 2idd, dldld

AFRUES U 9.

15. UM, SRAULEUS ARUR SlE-dl ASs AHA HAULEML eHE SIE B, AMA HALEML A

-~

AN B, AHAHATEML §AE AL B, d YRAR S B, U A& A1 s2Aieuel Al

o

i .

1AL Sl AS SIUERARAL AR U2 AUAMHL 2UdA B, d YRAR 5l € . L HIR
sRlUEUgAL YRAARAAL HtaeiR] AuHlan srdl 2ideus ©. AR, RN dRE SHH -
139 yoyol s3AElAL YRldld visd sald ¢ &, 2], suel dal 2Rl

YA SIUEL] BPRLAUSBIL 2AAR HALIS Sal ¢ B,

16.  «d 2l eslsd Aol %Y U YRAARAL Ll Qi 2Ud dl PILg.sel se-a3¢ A
SRUELSIA RLAUGAL Wl UL dRs YA & 5 5H, duy 2RI sAUEA

SRAULELAL SIALAUR-AL ARLL U2 AS VU B § 5U, duoy PUL.GRLAs-l sdu 3¢ (L),
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(o) 2 (RA) AL W Acib-Al €slsdld vist A § dl USSR U SIS % wslsdl

®.

@’

RN dR5 %Y SAML A B 5 54, d Al R

-\

17. ek S GuR AL sul 1ol As Re wul vid sk “FUNDS INSUFFICIENT” §
i AR AsHL ASIAL 2131 URY2AL d§ s1e el dlelet A2l sRUEL W 2R As ©
QAR Dilellioid ggi-au Ase-dl sem-118, 139 Yol blnel sRuel-l dgewmi
8 B 2t d Bsnert Aoz sl waleedl R GUR WA . Ud il S
ARMIAL dRg sAM 139 501 SRAML LAl A AAL2, Sl i Aoll vl
UL YRAARAL A vist s A2l du, i Al A4 S Al 20d dl
RN Uld, ol 20a A2l 5 sl Ade duRle ell. aymi, 1is-35, 37, 39
i 41 ol AsHL UL Asul Uldi-dl A€ A slal Aeal S8 % dsA dlede
Al dHy slddl Asl A wdl il dlil WRd sd 48], ¢ “FUNDS
INSUFFICIENT” sldi-ll dlél Ud §3¢ O dall A%UHL 210024 YidiAl Al&ainl
As sRUEA sugAR AuU-l wdoleRl U2 AN €l dd sRUE-L dFRMIL Al
Gzl UL © il 2L 6slsd §RAUEL Uil {ibls dHey excld) YRlaell yraR sd

§. . ABPIML A, AR eldd gkl Bir Singh vs. Mukesh Kumar* -l

Yslel-l UL 372 4241 Al yorordl Rigid uRalid s ©:

“37. A meaningful reading of the provisions of the Negotiable
Instruments Act including, in particular, Sections 20, 87 and 139,
makes it amply clear that a person who signs a cheque and
makes it over to the payee remains liable unless he adduces
evidence to rebut the presumption that the cheque had been
issued for payment of a debt or in discharge of a liability. It is
Immaterial that the cheque may have been filled in by any
person other than the drawer, if the cheque is duly signed by the
drawer. If the cheque is otherwise valid, the penal provisions of
Section 138 would be attracted.

38. If a signed blank cheque is voluntarily presented to a payee,
towards some payment, the payee may fill up the amount and
other particulars. This in itself would not invalidate the chegue.
The onus would still be on the accused to prove that the cheque

was not in discharge of a debt or liability by adducing evidence.

XXX XXX XXX

42019 AIR (SC) 2446
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18.
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40. Even a blank cheque leaf, voluntarily signed and handed
over by the accused, which is towards some payment, would

attract presumption under Section 139 of the Negotiable
Instruments Act, in the absence of any cogent evidence to show
that the cheque was not issued in discharge of a debt.

41. The fact that the appellant-complainant might have been an
Income Tax practitioner conversant with knowledge of law does
not make any difference to the law relating to the dishonour of a
cheque. The fact that the loan may not have been advanced by a
cheque or demand draft or a receipt might not have been
obtained would make no difference. In this context, it would,
perhaps, not be out of context to note that the fact that the
respondent-accused should have given or signed blank cheque to
the  appellant  complainant, as claimed by @ the
respondent-accused, shows that initially there was mutual trust
and faith between them.

42. In the absence of any finding that the cheque in question was
not signed by the respondent-accused or not voluntarily made
over to the pavee and in the absence of any evidence with regard
to the circumstances in which a blank signed cheque had been
given to the appellant-complainant, it may reasonably be
presumed that the cheque was filled in by the
appellant-complainant being the payee in the presence of the
respondent-accused being the drawer, at his request and/or with
his acquiescence. The subsequent filling in of an unfilled signed
cheque is not an alteration. There was no change in the amount
of the cheque, its date or the name of the payee. The High Court
ought not to have acquitted the respondent-accused of the charge
under Section 138 of the Negotiable Instruments Act.”

UM, UM, AdRR el gRL GURISd YstEmMl &ud]l Rigid Wil R 2R
dSAR As UL ASL 564 5L Sl L L APUHL sRAUEL 2RI 3R 240
® Vil d @l BURNRAL WAl Asul eellde 5U Aol ous) Alsol © el d-ll olecml
L AL dS2AR AR ASL SRAUEL NA sdl. 2 ¢5lsd Gurell s(Ad A ® §, 4L S
SRR Wil ARURAML 2R A8l sRAEUL LRI ddsR YAd © d $Slsd
YRAR S 8§, RN As GUAL ASL 2L 518 dsAR Bslde + Sl dal AU
sRuleugl RAEAL dRSRML SIUERARAL ARLL 2L FAGERL U2 AS AN & dd i
SRUELAL d5RIML Gtz 2 9.

agi, il Aeel i doiss A, AdlA ieldd gL Bharat Barrel And Drum

Manufacture Company Limited Versus Amin Chand Pyarelal® ui

c o

®, % 2 Yool O

-]

WYL 3 [Rigid el ddl 4Aat

1999 (3) SCC 35
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“The bare denial of the passing of the consideration apparently
does not appear to be any defence. Something which is probable

has to be brought on record for getting the benefit of shifting the
onus of proving to the plaintiff. To disprove the presumption the
defendant has to bring on record such facts and circumstances,
upon consideration of which the Court may either believe that
the consideration did not exist or its non-existence was So
probable that a prudent man would, under the circumstances of
the case, shall act upon the plea that it did not exist.”

18.1.  ¢d, GURisd AN Rigid dHay sl 5AHL 2% YA YldL staml 2ud dl sRutelA
Yldldl $RUE d2ll ARAWRAHL UL SPAL UM 3L.3,17,568/- AL 25u-AL HLe, AL
¢SS WRUAA . il A BURSA €SS vis RN gl Uil YRl 2% 530
sl ¢ B 5 AURNPUIA GURASH AS gRL sRAUELL Rl Yarordl SIS 51 HAA
el U U S AR glRL Al SIE dsAR AdHi U A2l 5 2idl SIE YRdl %
sl e ell. sl sRuLeAL et RN SIE AR sRUEL wiiel dldd -8l
5 ollsl el 2 YRaR s2al-l aleteR] HRMRUIAL (R edl €ld 8. u3q 2RI

2l SIES wslsd 258 WR cldl @5 A2l 5 sRUELAL yRualL uRel 2uid)l sl 2ist Beaunt 53

Asd 2.

19. U GUAd sla-l SUML s[RULEL d§ is-21is-36, 38, 40 i 42 &l GUUSd, ARY AS
Red 2ul 2l Red Wil 2% Avicl 2de B, AL Al DI Yguey se-dl
sad 146 - adl 32 8, % 12l Hoyol &

“146. Bank’s slip prima facie evidence of certain
facts.—The Court shall, in respect of every proceeding under
this Chapter, on production of Bank's slip or memo having
thereon the official mark denoting that the cheque has been

dishonoured, presume the fact of dishonour of such cheque,
unless and until such fact is disproved.”

-

19.1. 24, GURISH S Hol R As Re-d Al 6ls gL 2l 2udd] el 2iadL WHL
SIEHL 2% SAME 2Ud dl d As Red &L Y1dl dRl5 Hill Adld & ©. 4L AU L
2iS-21is-36, 38, 40 i 42 Al ARY AS A2 WL Slclml 249, dl d visA4 6ls
cl., AdRUM ML, SR, A gRL SRAUE 2udHl 2uda Red Wl . Ul

AR olsel 2U[E5d A5 ASL B,
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20. 2, 21 s gRueual Hl llellAud Sgie sisedl se-a3¢ Al 12l wdldlgil
et 53, €l Dlelliod ggie dserdl saH-11c(l) vinl W3¢ -l LUl Aotoi-l
iUIAL (el il URS AL ASL AR dYA HOAdL $SER B d LAL AL [A3eani
ollquel SIE wislA YRldl % s A il SRRIAR sRAULE ugt-l 2L 5 [reisual
Alelld 2 eldld 23l el WA B, agul 4L sBL L iAo ggue vise
UCL HL AR AR AHA A SAML 2UdA YHUIRL ARl A& 2L 52 WN-ll &
ALRUSIA delRUL Adl SRIUARAL 2esldl L ARl gL SIS ulSd d-l elisla

Y

AERH ] ©925] o AU 2 ARSI AR SeUSAlAL drll & WR WSL sIE As 24,
2 d GUGRUL AU AR GISL Rl dH% e ALRUSIAL 2L LR AUdl ARSI
AdSRUAL [Qa-lladl 82l ond 9. vled 5 dl [AsAg-laudl @2l A o d W2 2L s
GRL cleslells €16l udl Slglee A%l Sl ©. 21l SUUL [BdrdaR 2Al sul yasol

sRule ual 1L 5 2URNL A 2 ¢Slsd (LelsuRl YRR s 8,

21, UM, SAAUE Ul SA-L eslsdl dal % A YL AU SIUELSIL BRLALESAL 24,
AMER ABMSIE dl @lgsledl Gusd AsleliMi WA sa Riedidl (1R dHm
€Slsdld AMA Ad 2l Adrl 20d dl 2UG s AAL Wyl sULE uakll S
WAdAS BRI O 2 ollduel gRL dull [Adgell Sl Al vis sauml
A, o 2l 2 §AAULE Ul SR AR] Slall SAULE UL YRAR SAML ASHL 8A

©. % A2UHL HeL 4. Al (AR ¢SRIMHS SRAAAML U & i UL SPHAL AURNIA €

BllfeRled ggizd dse-dl sar 138 21l el R SAML U © dHy Yl .2

e |2 Yooirll $5H SAML 2Ud ©:

-1t 2R $SU ;-
1) 2L sl ARML . 4 dl. Wl 25U, W20 s dall RML 1.2 A dRid
Ay, dlil. s=2sutll RlER, (1) 8. o1, wld [awry, Hidlew AL Ma-l
wen, ([QRR yd, wadR, HeRR - ¥o13ou. (R) . /g, (& sL 21 «lBRbL

ARAAA, dlR ARS8 2AS, Hidlol ALH W, sists dsl, axs, (R ud, ),
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UeR ARl gl sRldl A&l se 255(2) wiad dl Pllellicd =g

252, 1881 il seu 138 yooirl [Rlatiuiet Al elffid suddl-Al ¢sH s 2Ud B,

2) slarl SuAl SagL stdetsl AqL2URMLRALAL USWL 20 A<t AU 21-GA d
Alddl 8, el Al.auRdLRAL Al saH 255(2) Hael UL siHAL URNA A% 243
Al siE 3RUA &) Al U, seL AL RLgidiA L vl 2004
A% 2L AGLAAL HI2 2L S HAdL AL 20 B,

ALRE $5H A% Al 30 3 et A 2026 AL A% vieell veledui i,
2ol md: sul.

arlvi:  30/06/2026 (Rala 5. s21ll)
RN S8R il qY. §.5., 581

Judge Code - GJ01769
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AL VIO ULCLRLL GUEAL $SH,

Erll $SH
1. elarl S 2% A% 21 sRAELAL (A.a.8ll Aletoul. sRAEL drg (d.d.sll 2L 924d
s © 5 sRueusl @ld-dl 54 du-l dRERML AsNdAds YRAR S ©. el VAL S

AURNRAA SIUEMHL UL HETH AL 5L 2% 2R B.

2. AL SPHAL URNRAL BURAY A, SIE AMeL SR W 2l 5 RN dRE SLE %ild
sl Udd] A8l 230 2 itg ueL Geauidld 8 5 2RI Uldil [A3gAt 5u-dl —ulls
SRIALEIHL el URL ©1%R e Aell, U AL (Ml 2U%RA% A€ SAHL R4

A% 1 UlHNdlAL ds AL 2.

3. suAl eslsdl ud dledl. sRuEl dg ([d.a.slld Al 2 doiss ¢l oo

grgiedy dserdl sei 138 Hoirl dlrsidl AL UL el 241d dl 200l

\ =\

sl sl ol arl el A2 viaal Asl ol 257 YL €5 AL oin 018, ed

A (g

5 AL VUL €5 6ir A sl UL LAY ScAML ALl . AL Al R dR§ 35S

URAl €slsdl duo RN GHR, dusl siglols aaloteiRl dHey 2R HeH 2Ll €l

-

dell o onf Yyl A sl A AR el URd 2Ll dledlRdl, dt Aol RN

GHR, UMHU%S URRAL (AR ¢Slsdl edln dgs 1ot 23 [l s2dl-lL 28 9.

4. ag, slel RN AR 2AUES USIRAL drel RRRalAL U © % §AULE U8B WRAR

SR Qg i il SREL SAAEL WL 2l s wA €Y, Bl ¥ sAUEA YA,

Y

AU Aseurdl U2 2As-l U F2d, dndR SAULER Ul $5H SAML Ud, 24d dl d

QAR i dlogoll 891, Vil A Slerl dolss M. AR ueldd gkl A K Vijaya

-

Kumar Versus R.Mohan® - sieimi w2efid s Rigld i ddl iarl 8, %
A2 Yool ©:

“8. The 1idea behind directing the accused to pay
compensation to the complainant is to give him immediate
relief so as to alleviate his grievance. In terms of Sec. 357(3)
compensation is awarded for the loss or injury suffered by
the person due to the act of the accused for which he is

sentenced. If merely an order. directing compensation, Is

passed, it would be totally ineffective. It could be an order

2012 (8) SCC 721
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without any deterrence or apprehension of immediate
adverse consequences In case of its non- observance. The
whole purpose of giving relief to the complainant under Sec.
357(3) of the Code would be frustrated if he is driven to take
recourse to Sec. 421 of the Code. Order under Sec. 357 (3)
must have potentiality to secure its observance. Deterrence
can only be infused into the order by providing for a default
sentence. If Sec. 421 of the Code puts compensation ordered
to be paid by the Court on par with fine so far as mode of
recovery Is concerned, then there is no reason why the Court
cannot impose a sentence In default of payment of
compensation as it can be done in case of default in payment
of fine under Sec. 64 of the IPC. It is obvious that in view of
this, in Vijayan, this Court stated that the above mentioned
provisions enabled the Court to impose a sentence in default
of payment of compensation and rejected the submission that
the recourse can only be had to Sec. 421 of the Code for
enforcing the order of compensation. Pertinently, it was
made clear that observations made by this Court in Hari
Singh are as important today as they were when they were
made. The conclusion, therefore, is that the order to pay
compensation may be enforced by awarding sentence In
default.”

5. agui Gualsd ystel Hayol ALaRMLALAL sem 357(3) sléA il elldl eirdl disid
AN AUl ATl AU O F2U 2URRAAL sl WS ©. sRALA YRdl dndR (AL
2 AU WE V. AL AR % YA UG A5, BUR §RAEA d-ll 45U HIURR AR
ML U, SAH-357 L 25 SAFUL LAY © % dHIH AELAL glRL U 4L
Actouadl duid el QA 2Ud 8. 9l IR 2L dondR-l 54 Usdl AMAML SUR 52

ol BelAd delRAAL Sedl A% s11ad) 25 9.

6. UM, GURASA dHH Al dUl SRUE edldl el Adi dM UM Aisil ols
2deRUL Asl [ARAAUAL 251 & dHY AHHL AsL EIUAPL Uddl 2425 d W2 EMvidl
ol d %33 B. ayui, ¢l Pilfled ggu-e visedl siuell & Ease of Doing
Business-l Rigid liled M-l ©. el »suell oledldl AMURS A4 sy

YRl Alliql BUELL ULl FNALES Q.

7. U doiss ARMIAL dReHL ASIEL 2iudl 2L M. ARl ¢lgsle gl Sharad
Jethalal Savla vs. State of Gujarat’ -l S4ui U2l 2540 Wellfld 53¢ Rigid

24l Adll 2UARAS B, % Al Ul B

72017 (3) GLR 2353
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“25. However, the judgment that the learned Magistrate may
pronounce in the absence of the accused by itself will not vitiate
the judgment. Subsection (7) of Section 353 of the Cr.P.C. clearly
lays down that no judgment delivered by any criminal court
shall be deemed to be invalid by reason only of the absence of

any party.”
8. dyui, AlaRMLALA s 363(1) 2iddld 2R 2R 512 glRL AL SAML 4]

€l dal APUHL gsHAL 25 Ase 2URNIA (Al Hel U2l wisatl astolale sRami 2409l
B. UG AR ¢5H WIR RN SR SR sJAML iddl €, d Aglul
AL 2R MLALAL sdM 363(1) 24+ A, A<l 2eldd Rajesh Ponnada Versus

Satyanarayana Srirangam®-l 54ui {2 3ol Rigid walld s ©:

“3. Section 363(1) of Cr.P.C. entitling the accused for free copy of
the judgment has to be read harmoniously with Section 353(6).
The present petitioner having not appeared before the Court on
the date of judgment cannot as of right seek for supply of the
copy of the judgment.”

e, GURAsd Rigid Hol 2R RN ASIEL [Eal A, SIEHL @R e

€l ddl ABPUML A g5l Ase (AL Hel Hoaama, 2.

9. M, GURLSH dHiM €SSl dami vl dal Gulsd Aslex Ml WA s Rigidid
UMl A0 24 SHAL SAULE, HRMPUAL S glRL 52l 8 B, d i Adi 12
ULl §5H SAML UL dl AL $d el dd AL el HUBL HIAd S, el

ALAAL (Ml HEL AL 2 URed A2 YOIl 2R $5H SRAML U B

1. 2L SBL ARML . @ dl. L. 5254, WA $H &l BUAM) .2 A=A ddd
ady, dladl. sResudl ewiler, (1) €. oq, Wdld ([Aart, Hidlew AL
Ra-dl won, (G2 ud, wadR, HeRIR - ¥oa3ou. () Q. /2, (&1 sl 20y
SIGRIL AR, AR ALURS2 2AS, HIALAL AW WO, SISISR dLS, dAs, (AR

ud, Wl HeRy Al sierRl SRRl A&l sam 255(2) wiad €l

82019 (1) CriCC 633
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Wllellalod gl vis2, 1881 -l s 138 3ol (gt il el sudll

L5 (1) Al AL ALl Se-ll A SRaAl-AL $5H SAML 2Ud B,

2. AgHi 2L SHAL 2URMAA 2iEeL SAML 2 © 5, d)l shldc WRdleR sisHl sau
357(3) i< 3L 3,17,568/- (15 3 (WAL LU ALV AR SR WIRAML BASUS
wRt) sRate erviat sui-l el s 6% L Atel U WA sRUEAA dond U2
¢5HrAL diluigll ol (2) H&ArL Asdl L.

3. ayui, ol RN BuR Yasoirdl dnd-l 253 sRALEIA (Haud AHAML L Ysdl 2 dl
AURMRAA 4L 9 (6) Wil ALEL Se-ll AL 5AUAL $5H SAML 21 B,

4. BRI %l Sldl S SIRAL SMHAL SEL dR1S SIS A% et Sl dl AL UL,
Al SEH 428 1A o AHUIGU HYR UL §5H SAML U B,

5. Ysleldl dAd AHA R €19 Wd, A iy, AlARMLALA saun 418(2)
-2 AL 2HA L2 RN [Ag uSS dlRe 2L sl 20l ¢5H SAMi 2Ud B,

AL $5U A% vt 30 WR %t A 2026+ A% el el i),
Aetoud) od sul.

darlv:  30/06/2026 (Rl 5. s21ell)
RN SER 9l 1. §.5., 56R
Judge Code - GJ01769

gl 28R,
5.9.ds31
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