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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
Cr.P.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—

(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”

L S §RULE usl % YA dHM HIblSs dul ecld YRldl dABL ddl, sRAULEL d§

A€l cugfesil 852213 WL (A Al 0L, WA, Sl ABACU oUseus ARt

7 of 21



Judgment CC no.: 980/2024
ARAURA ALIEAR, 24i5-04 ol 2% s © % sRULEL, His-1-l s2ulerl eslsdirl Ame,

SO, 2l dH eslsdl GUR U ALIHL [Widar Ad ariddl elaell YAuddt ad
25lddl W2 3L AR SAML udd Al agui, AeR sAUELL du-l ol el

1i5-9 ol 37 $50 2% 53¢ EllABIA UM 2N, B,

9. ek s RN gl sAUE Geaduid diRAR ds ANAML 2Udd], U3 RN §
RMIAL (a8, sRUEA Gaadwt M2 €logR - dl slaell 44 Al sAALEAL
GradMIA-AL €55 6ltl SAUAL $5H SAUML A © dal sUEUEL His-45 @l du-il
yRudl ol 2Ll selslL yrellel 2% 53 A YRudl 2% sAL HidLdL AL &l Uil yRudl

YL >UL UL eslsd R e B,

10. el plelAcd Segie disedl seu-118 dall sei-139 dRUEL Adl 2 2w AL B S,
ol lsclz U UG WA S, AURMDL UL AS VA O, dl ddl JPRUHL S2dis

HIAL HHELE SAAL ¢ B, o 5, d Al (ARils YRudl A, ud dal il

=\ Y

Y i dlgell Y1dl dal vaRiAel visd 53U st di 8. 2Rl slael-l Gue
UL 2l 25$ GuRAL YRLdl uRel dal il visd 53 o5 du ©. %], GuRisd seHl
A2 Yool ©:

“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 Iindorsements a

negotiable appearing upon instrument were made Iin the order
In which they appear thereon,
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(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 Al yowoirll Rigid wReufd s ©:

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

(ii) The presumption under Section 139 is a rebuttable
presumption and the onus iIs 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.”

22019 AIR SC 1983

CC no.: 980/2024

Al L SR 5UL AUHL el viset 5l 2Ad 52U 2ASIU L ddl el vis
SRl HI2 YRLalAL ol SIRLUR © il o 5ol 2Ad vis 53 2ASEL d ollod Al AR

21eldd Basalingappa vs. Mudibasappa® - sieii UL 2341 GURLsd Al
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L2 oIl UALUS decdl WAL 5 ©, % sRuULEUEL AlGLd sRal-AL ¢ B

“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 in 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
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 satistied 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.
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2L A Udd 53l ©5lsd Al Aami 249 dl:

Sr no. Particular Date
1. Date of the cheque at Exh.31 18/03/2024
2. Presentation of the cheques 18/03/2024
3. Intimation of dishonour 19/03/2024

82009 (14) SCC 683
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4. Statutory notice to the accused 04/04/2024

5. Notice served 08/04/2024

6. Completion of 15 days time as 23/04/2024
per Sec. 138(b) of the NI Act.

7. Filing of the Complaint before 13/05/2024
the Court
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ANl B, AAHATEML sAUE SAL B, d URAR S Y, U, A& 018 sRuleugl Al

S

NN .

PLAAL SlEAL ASL SIUEAUR-AL ARLL U2 UL HUAE B, d YRAIR S1ll-f ¢ ., 4L L2

o

6

Rl YRAARAAL HltaeiR] AuHla srdl waeus ©. AR, RN dRE SHH -
139 Hoyol RAULEIAL YRldld vis sal-d € &, e, sAUEL dal 2URNAL YRiaily

SIUELA] BRLALEAL AR YRS 50U 8 B,

16. <A vl 6slsd Aol % YA YAARAL LU Al U dl DILG.viseHdl seu-a3¢ -l

-

SRIELSIA LA W ULl dg A B 5 5H, dHy RN s

A Y Y Y

SRAULELAL SIALAURAAL ARLL U2 ASL ANA O 5 SU, dMos DL SU 52l seu a3¢ (),

- A

(o) 24 (AL) L Wt Aoi8AL SISl vis ™AL S del USSIR 3U SI % $SISdl 2R

6

-\

% % SAML 2Ad B 5 ¥, d Al 2

(@
(2%

6

-

17. e S GuR AL sul ol As Re wul vid sk “FUNDS INSUFFICIENT” §
i AR AsHL AL L 2R ot 518 aiell dlae el sRuel Wl 2R As © AR
el gt visedll se-118, 139 Yool Bosneld sRuEHl drimi ¢
® i d Bosnei o2 sl FAleeRl AR GUR 8A 8. U 1L S 2R dR
S 139 &501 SAML Al HAlL AU2, SR il @U%6LL ViARAL AL YRAARAL
A8 s 5 AL, dHay, Vi AH S 258 AL UL dl 2R id ot 240,
A2l 5 SIE ALdE dWRAA A2l aYuL, 2is-31 dlow AsHL 2R AsTHE Ul A€ (&

Sldl ALl SIE % ds2AR AlAA A2l dHIS slE-l As AL AL Sldll AlEl Ud §3¢ 2,
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Judgment

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

XXX XXX XXX

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
hot signed by the respondent-accused or not voluntarily made

over to the payee 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 pavee in the presence of the
respondent-accused being the drawer, at his request and/or with

#2019 AIR (SC) 2446

CC no.: 980/2024
ud “FUNDS INSUFFICIENT” ¢ldl-l dlfl Wd §3¢ © ddl Aqelmi iRl

Uil Al@aian As sRUEA sEuR QuUHl wdleerRl U2 2l sl dd Rl
AREQME il Gz AL © il 2L wslsd §RAUEIL Uldi-l Hilbls dHey €Ay
Al YRaR S B, 2L ARPLIHL WM. AR veldd gL Bir Singh vs.

Mukesh Kumar* -t yslel-il UL 37¢ 4241 12l Hogoil Rigid ualfid s:d ©:
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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.”

17.1. A, A, AR AHeldd gRL GURLSH Asle sud] Rigid WHIBL 2R 2URNL dsALL

Asl UL A€l 564 Sl Sl dl el A%PUHL sRAEL 2R Helld ALl s e

O

i d @9l R WiRell AsUi e2llde 5 ddlirl oisL Alsol © ogell drll cleciml il
sl dsALL AsL sRAEA 2N ¢dl. 2 ¢slsd Gl slAd 2 & 5, 20 sl
SRUERL Wil AduRHL 2R el sRUEHT RIdE Adsk A O d ¢SlSd
AR S B, RN Asl Gl ACL 2L SIY dsAR Galdel L @l dall AL
sRuleugl RALAL dRSRML SIUERARAL ARLL 2L BAGHERL U2 AS WA & dd i

SRUELAL d5RIME Gtz 2 9.

18.  ayui, il A Vi doiss M. AU 2ieldd gkl Bharat Barrel And Drum
Manufacture Company Limited Versus Amin Chand Pyarelal® i

WY 53 Rigid el Adl 2[R 8, % 12l Yoyol 9:

S

“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, GURASH AN Rigid dHy sldrl SAHL 2% YA YldL taml 2ud dl sRutElA
Uil sRAULE dll ARAURHL L Sl RN R ollsl i AL s, Bl
ysall U2 31.11,41,987/- -l 251 Rule sal-ll ousl laidl eslsd apudd . i
A0 BURLSH ©5l5dr vis BURML gRRL UldlAl YRldl 2% s34 5cld € & 5 2R
BURlsd Asl gL RAEIR UL Hagotl SIS 51 HAA 2l U 2L S 2R glRL
Adl Sl dsAR Al 2ide A8l 5 dl SIE YRAdl %Y SAML vudd gl sl

sRute-L deal 2R S AR| sRALEL wiiell dlid A2l 5 ousl 8l 2L yrarR sadl
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BAAEIR] 2URNMAL (AR 8L €l B, U, 2R 2] SIES €Slsd 288 UR cdl o5 8l

5 sRAULELAL yR1aL uRell 24l sIE 2isL Beuat 53U 25e A8l

19. i GURId sld-l SAML SRUEL d§ 1is-32 &l GuURlsd As (el «ul 21l Red HHl
% AR A B, 21 Aeal UL Grgue visedl seu 146 Lud Adl %33 S, %
A2 Yool ©:

“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. U, GURISH s Hayol 2R As Red waull ols glrL 2iudimi 2Uddl el siadl Hil

AN A

SIEHL 2% SAML 2Ud dl d As Red &AL y1dl dRl5 Hill ddl & &, 1L AU L

2(5-32 ol Asl ed WHL 2™l 2Ud dl d ASRKARA 65, AcPUH AL, AR gRL

sRAEA Al vudd Red AHL . Ful AsALA cls-L 2iEsd 2A0ESRIAL A S.

20. 2, i si sRueual Hl Allellue B2 Aserdl sau-a3e -l A-se:l weldgil
et 53, €l Dlellioid ggie 2serdl sar-11¢(l) vinl W3¢ l Bl Aotoi-L
UL (Aol 4L UIRS AL ASIAL ALRLL YA HOAAL SSER © d iUl Il [A3eani
oluluel SIE wislA YRldl 2% 53 A il SRRIAR SRAULE ugt-l 2L 5 [reisusl
Alelld 2 eldld 23l el WA B, agul 4L sBL L iAo ggie vise
UCL HL AR AR AHA A SAML 2UdA JHUIRL ALRL A& 2L 52 WN-l &
ALl ddelRUL 2ddl SRILARAL 2esidl L ARl gL SIS ulSd d-l Aelisla

Ut

BAUHERHIE] 925 o %A i ARSI iR gousdl-ll drll & WR ULsl S As 24,
B d GUGRL AL AR GISL Rl dH A ALRLUSIAL b2 LRl AUdL ALRLiSIY
SRl [Quan-audl 82l o 9. sled § 21l [Auu-dlaudl el + o d HI2 241 252
GRL cleslells €16l udl Slgleer A%l Sl ©. 21l SUUL [BdrdaR 2Al sul Yool

sRule ugl 1 5 2URNL A 2 ¢Slsd (LelsuRl AR 54 8,
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21. UM, SAUE Ualdl SA-L ¢Slsdl dal % UAG YRl dH SIIELSIL BRLAESAL 2

AMER ABMSIE dl @lgsiAl Gulsd Ysleximi WA s Riedidl (PR dHm
€Slsdld AHA Ad 2l ddl A dl 2UB s AAL Yol sAUE Ul s
WAdIARIS BRI O i ollduel gRL duHll (gl Sl i vis saml
A A Al i SRAAULE Ugl SIUERAR] ARL wlall RAULE UL YRAR SAML AN 8
. % APUHL YEL 4. Al (Rl esRIAS SAAAMT U B i AL SHAL 2R €
WllfeRed ggizy dserdl saH 138 1 Elfid ¢ SAML A © dHy Yel .2

e |2 Yoroirdl ¢5H SAML U ©:

=13 2R $5YU 3i-

1) i sBdl 2ARML 1. A RedllQauas seaugy sud 2. 4 Redl-uas
BLr2ULEN SUALAL WRAS2 (2L S ell, 8. LU L. 13, AG-S SR, 6AlS
1.3%9/02, QAL (e, it i el Wel, R, Hold, HeRlp. Aid
gloseRl SRRl Aldi-l sem 255(2) 2tadl €l Allelliod g2 is2, 1881 -l

SAH 138 HayoirL [l Al €ld suddl-Al 54 SAML 2Ud S.

2) slarl SuAl SgL stdetsl AqL2URMLALAL USWL 20 et AURL 21-AGA Id
Al 8§, el Al2RMLRAL Al seu 255(2) ol L SBHAL AURNIA A% 243
Al siE 3R 8l Agl, U sEdl AL Rigidia Luq wul 20l
A% 2L AGLAAL HIR 2L S HAdL AL 2Ud 8.

ALRS 5 A% dRluL 10™ W geld AL 2026 AL A% vieell MeEdui
gi2ll, Aetoud) e sl

daklv:  10/07/2026 (Rald 8. serellul)
RN S8R L. 1. §.5., 581
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AL VIO ULCLRLL GUEAL $SH,

Erll $SH
1. elarl S 2URA% A% 21 sRAELAL (A8l Aletoul. sRAEL drg (d.d.sll 2L :%24d
s © 5 sRuleusl eld-dl 53 du-l dRERML AsNdAds YRAR S ©. el VAL S

RN SILEML AN HETH A% AL 2R \BRA 8.

2. AL Sl 2R 2U%RA M. 512 AHEL €1%R W A2l 5 AR R SIE YA SAMI
ddl ell. 23 3l Al uel Geauile & 5 RNl Uidill (A3gt Sull ~ulls
SEIALEIHL 02Ul UL 1R e A8ll, U, AL (Sl 2R AR SAMT 2R A

| ANl dS BMAML ddl,

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

gy 2isedl sei 138 Hwoirl sl Al AUY sl 2ud dl 200l

~\ =\

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

A2 c

S A VA €5 ol AL sl UL 2Ll SAML Ul B, AL Aol RN dRs 85S

A A

URAl eslsdl du Rl GHR, du-l Si(ols waleelR] dHey 2URMIAL WM 2L €l
dell ol af Yyl Ao sl AU %Rl el v 2l dielladl, d-l el 2R

GHR, UMU%S URRAL (AR ¢Slsdl edln dS Aot 231 [l s2dl-l 28 9.

4. agi, ela-dl 2R A s USR-AL ALl iRl UL © % §3AULE UEL YRAR S
Slg i il SIREL SAUEA UL 2 s 2AA Y, Bl % sAUEA 2 AUl
sel-ll U2 Asl :5H %2 dndr SULE BUUALAL g5H SAML U U9 ddl d AR 217

alegell 681, L AH ¢l doiss A, AR vieldd gkl A.KVijaya Kumar

-

Versus R.Mohan® -l st uafid 53¢ Rigid LU qdl 2Rl 8§, % 12 yesol

:

“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 Iimpose 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 AL2RMLALAL seu 357(3) sléd il elldl eidl disid
dndR AL Al 20 S B2 2URMIAL sl Ylsi . sRUEA Ydl dnd (AL =
YL KE B, AR QAR % YL =Y 2S5, WAL RUE drll Sl HIURAR duLdR A
ld. SAU-357 2L s AU HPRLAES & % dHIH AUELAL glRL B 4o Aciovddl
cuid LAl Al 2 ©. 2 2URML AL ddidR-L 25U sl AUAMHL AR 52 dl 2eled

elRLAL Sl U ML) 2US ©.

6. UM, GURASA dHH Al dUl SRUE edldl deul Adi dM UM AlsiHl 6ls
2deRUL Asl [AAAUAL 251 & dHY AHBHL AsL EIUAPL Uddl 2425 d W2 EMvidl
ol d %33 . ayui, ¢l Pilfleld ggu-e visedl siuell &q Ease of Doing
Business-l Rigidd liled M-l ©. el »suell oledldl AMURS ¢4 sy

YRl Alliql BUELL ULl FNALES Q.

7. U doiss ARMIAL dReRHL ASIEL 2iudl 2L M. 2Rl ¢lgsie gl Sharad
Jethalal Savla vs. State of Gujarat’ -l S4ui U2l 254 Wellfld 53¢ Rigid

241 Adll 2UARUS 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. ayui, AlaRMLALA seH 363(1) 2iddld 2R 2R 512 glRL AL SAML 2]

€l dal APUHL gsHAL 25 Ase 2URNMIA (Al 1l U2l wisall astolale sRami 2409l
B, UG AR ¢5H WUIR RN SR SR sAML iddl €, d Agelui
AL 2R MLALAL sdM 363(1) 24 A, A<l 21eldd Rajesh Ponnada Versus

Satyanarayana Srirangam®-l 54ui {2 3ol Rigid wealld 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 VRN ASIEAL (Bl A, SIEHL @R e

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

9. M, GURSH diM ¢Slsdld dami vl dal Gulsd Aslex Ml WA s Rigidid
UMl AL L SHAL UL, HRMAL S gRL 45U A B, d el ddl 1A
HopOLtl $5H SRAML UL dl AL $d el dd AL el HUBL HIAd S, el

ALAAL (Ml HEL A 2 URed A2 YOIl 2URL $5H SRAML U B

1. 21 sl 2ARML @ 4 ResllQias sieaugs sudl 2. < Reslld-uas
Lr2ULEW SUAAL WURLES22 (Bl Sl el §. olU . a3, AG-S §AR,
oclls «.3¥9/R, wedldl ([AEShl, . 2. el Hl, WRd, Hold, HeRp.
Al §lowelRl SIRLdL 2Al&ciAl ser 255(2) 2t-a €l Pilelliod Sgie vise,
1881 {l se 138 wooisil (Qlatriat i €l &Rucl 2is (1) axl -l u€l sell

AL 5L §5H SAML U B,
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2. AgMl 2L SHAL 2URMA el SAML A B 5, ARl shlldd Wl sis-l sau
357(3) a3 11,41,987/- (215 3(0aL BRUR Arvl Bisdlol® R
gl Acuell w1) sRate era sul-l drluel s 6% - AwtelL e WA
sRUEA andR U2 sl didluigl]l o (2) W&l Usdl vl

3. agi, ol ARNL GUR Hordl dodR-l 53 sRUEA (R AHAHL A Usdl 24 dl
AR 48, 8 (6) MR-l ALEL Se-l A saUUAL $5H SAML 2419 B,

4, VRN % sldl SIH SIRAL SHAAL SEL dRS SIS 4 elrlddl sl dl AL.20R.4LAL. -l
SAH 428 1A o AHANOL HAYR AL $5H SAML 21 B,

5. ystelll oMAd AHA 2R €1%R W o i, AL20RLRALAL s6au 418(2) vi-ad
AAL DHA W2 RN (g USS iR 23] sal-Al 2Atell ¢5H SAML 2Ud B,

ARG 5 2UAA% dARluL 10T W e, A 2026+ A% viedl MeEAdui
il AMNL) 28R SUL.

daklv:  10/07/2026 (Rald 8. s2rellul)
OO S8R il 1. §.5., 56R
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