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SUPREMECOURTOF I NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Crl.) No(s) .
8390- 8391/ 2011

(Arising out of inmpugned final judgnment and order dated 20/06/2011

in CRLA No. 670/2011, 20/ 06/ 2011 in CRLA No. 671/2011 passed by the

H gh Court O Bonbay)

SHALI RAJ SHETTY Petitioner(s)
VERSUS

KI SHORE T. SHETTY & ANR Respondent ( s)

(with office report)
(For Final Disposal)

Date : 09/03/2015 These petitions were called on for hearing
t oday.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE J. CHELAMESWAR
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE R K. AGRAVWAL

For Petitioner(s)

M C. Dhingra, Adv.
For Respondent (s) Anoop Pande, Adv.
Manj unat h Mel ed, Adv.

Ani | Kumar, Adv.
Ani ruddha P. Mayee, Adv.

A. Selvin Raja, Adv.
Asha CGopal an Nair, Adv.

555 5 5% %

UPON hearing the counsel the Court namde the follow ng
ORDER

Leave granted.
The appeal s are disposed of in terns of the signed
order.
Signature Not Verified

Digitally signed by
Deepak Mansukhani
Dat e: 2015.03. 10
17:31:17 I ST
Reason:
( DEEPAK MANSUKHANI ) (1 NDU BALA KAPUR)
COURT MASTER COURT MASTER
(Signed order is placed on the file)
IN THE SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A
CRI' M NAL APPELLATE JURI SDI CTI ON

CRIM NAL APPEAL NO(s). 415-416 OF 2015
(Arising out of SLP(Crl.) No(s). 8390-8391 of 2011)

SHALI RAJ SHETTY Appel I ant (s)
VERSUS
KI SHORE T. SHETTY & ANR Respondent ( s)

ORDER



Leave granted.

Aggri eved by the judgnent dated 20th June, 2011 passed
by the H gh Court of Bonbay in Crimnal Application Nos.
670-671  of 2011, the appel |l ant therein preferred t he
i nstant appeal s.

The above- nent i oned t wo appl i cations wer e filed
seeking | eave to file an appeal agai nst the i mpugned
judgnent dated 8th April, 2010 by the |l earned Metropolitan
Magi strate, Kurla, Munbai. By the said judgment, |earned
Magi strate acquitted respondent herein of the offences
puni shabl e under Section 138 of t he Negoti abl e
I nstruments Act.

According to the appellant, the appell ant advanced an
anount of Rs. 14 |akhs to the respondents fromtinme to
tine. The respondent s i ssued three cheques to t he
appel lant for an anmount of Rs. 3,50,000/- each payable on
three different dates, i.e., 30th May, 2007, 30th Novenber,
2007 and 30th March, 2008. Those cheques eventual |y when
presented before the Bank bounced. Therefore, the
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appel l ant preferred two conpl ai nts agai nst the bouncing
of the cheques which were dated 30th May, 2007 and 30th
Mar ch, 2008. The trial Court by a judgment dated 8 th
April, 2010 dism ssed the conpl ai nts.

Aggri eved by the sane, the appellant approached the
Hi gh Court seeking | eave of the Hi gh Court under Section
378(4) of the Code of Crininal Procedure. The High Court
by a very cryptic or der rejected t he | eave. e,
therefore, set aside the order, renmit the matter back to
the H gh Court for appropriate consideration of the | eave
applications in accordance with | aw.

The appeal s are di sposed of accordingly.

(J. CHELAVESWAR)

(R K. AGRAWAL)

NEW DELH
MARCH 09, 2015.



