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1. Rikhab Birani & Anr. v/s State of U.P. Judgement Dated :
16.04.2025

2. Radheyshyam & Ors. v/s State of Rajasthan & Anr. Criminal
Appeal No. 3020/2024 Judgement Date : 22.07.2024
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37. The chargesheet states that the offence under Section 420 is not
made out The offence of cheating under Section 415 of the IPC
requires dishonest inducement, delivering of a property as a result of
the inducement, and damage or harm to the person so induced. The
offence of cheating is established when the dishonest intention exists
at the time when the contract or agreement is entered, for the
essential ingredient of the offence of cheating consists of fraudulent
or dishonest inducement of a person by deceiving him to deliver any
property, to do or omit to do anything which he would not do or omit
if he had not been deceived. As per the investigating officer, no
fraudulent and dishonest inducement is made out or established at
the time when the agreement was entered.
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