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ol fouelt 7 gRaT wH Ih ¥ 3UH FoH™ s g fofeet #eRae & faar 3iR
Sh I T fafesT #eRaer e eledt 9o -2, 58,129.30/ — o1, & JIdH &
Uaol H Ueh dep TR —204793 feAIfhd—25.10.2010 50 39 T oIRg AT 3R
T FHIET AfA-1,58,129.30/— BT IAM FIE A A8 PR o BT Ja e
eI reft Mt EYh Tl b 8RERYR GRATAT AIS ARAT & A BRI dAh
YT 204793 & =g H Hal [ 9 Ih H AR GRT YIH GR11S A7 Y =T &
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1. 9t U RET-204793 feHifdhd 25.10.2010 Fo-1, 00,000/ -
S (veef H-3) THAEe TR BT TET 8 3

2. Rt 991 gfrae & oh 3fUSaT ded T HeET -204793
feifdhd 04.03.2011 YA UR DHITST HE&T 7 3

3. Ret 791 g+ §% o 3fUSar q9d Td HEA -204793
feifdhd 21.04.2011 (YS9 & 4) GATd! YR IS HEIT 9 3

4. fafe Tfew fifdd 18.05.2011 & wfd(vesf & 1) waTaett
TR BRI T 537/1 | 5371/2

5. 7ol Aot Wle fedifhd 20.05.2011 (Yeef & 2) UATEell W
DI AT 6 3

5—TeTdT 37T~
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oAT| JARYh AR B ¥ 2,58,129.30/ - 34U BT AMM BRIGT o IHh Yasl H 3!
Ueh ARG DU T T & 25.10.2010 o1 Bl TYh AU deb &b oTRaT BRERYR
GRTaT &1 3T o1 9N ST DT & oIy 3 Al T T PIAM IR & AU FHar
T| e Ih 31U TIAT 9 I S ARAT GRATET H T & T o AT i1
04.03.2011 30 PI IS & T AT T 4 HER T Ja-T &1 5 3muest 9
IS &l T & D NI W H Ih 9 Pl IART §b H STell Tg oD 1D
21.04.2011 30 Pl IS & TT| §% GRT 30.04.2011 3o &I IFGA IP DI HHI
& 1 IO IR T 11 HA SrfeEhT & ATeTH § BeRATY @ AifeH T o
IRYh GRT ANCH BT S 78! AT 77 7 81 URe o foban| A HGh STt g
Ig 9P gRAT o DI I | SIRT faar el uRardt | uAEEelt § SiiEer AifcH @l
@R Hel 16 I8 I8 AIfcd & Oudh! 71 Ui 1fgd &1 o9 o1 O ® W
gE1ER & O W ued & 1 STl T 51 1 & 98 IR IS wHEe! | e
& g qar Jel MG efie B O yed & 2 e T el 7 uarEet |
QTeT < T ST o TE T8I U & forRIuR 31U h Pl &1eR & O IR U &
3 Stat1 71 (fomeft & et gRT Ry s ) o Ay faHifhd 21.04.2011
I SR &N A AT 6 T8 I8t deb A1 81 TR R GRT 3FIEDH B0 H dep WAl
& |1 G fobar T 9 R ued & 4 <rel Tl

Ja1d Y&l P AfYGHT GRT fORE R R Ik Wil g1 by &5, 7+
P & 3T f[AfesT HRae & gd g™ GRATET Ahe H 8 Al MM Par
qieT T fafoeT e & fau far T o Iud! wHie 39 YHEet d 78! 2
PERATY UTel J H BT 3T A S Uga 81 ST ST Ueb SR H ol & of Tl
REAT &1 IR WRT ISR 3FeT o A GRITAT IR H Ueb GobH 8| Tel Hel b
UM H 8| PERATY g JiH el IR o S 831 I8 g3 A 8l 8 | HERATYS
AT Tpict o STTEHT 8! 81 S77ch JBT H AT BT o S 8! DRAT §| HIRAT
™R §HF W H9 2010 H AR | el AR Y1 2010 & Usel YR g Helolle]
off o S UBell R 3Tl 7| Ugell IR AR &l ofF o g1l ATl |HM ol 4=
el AT FHM BT U1 7781 & o1 IgRY qHE e o1 sy ok &l 81
ST § JebaH H T8 21 H+ Ieh! TaTel o bl Dl AT [T g9 ol &R
™R B H 6-7 bt SfEUT TR 81 IS §9 T Usel ¥ oF <F T8l ATl I
THY M o 3R A1 J31 ARG I1e 81 81 I I G WR &l JATSH! & Ieh
3TCTTET DI ot ATl HERATY H W s IR e g IH RMAIM Bl f[Aare T8l
g3 UT| BESRATY - &1 {0 BR WR O AT ATI Feh DI W o7 G IS el |
PSR I TR TR HE SEATER T ATI T I o 1T o7 | 9 9 J1ed 3-4 IR
TATDIA BT ATl 8 H Td SIS 25.10.2010 BT fHaT o7 TH TP Bl ST
B H - IR W T I Jellebrd g Ficreia gt offl Uuee § FHey H A
AfeT o & o1 v SfSeRt d gudT 9 dal fAerd fawar e fasdt

4



Complaint No.-918/2011 Mahendra Vs Kedarnath Pal

T H & T AT ISH JhaH & SIRGA IR &b I1G HRT T BERATY DT HeATbrd el
gs ol T 91979 B & 918 fobe o a1e A fm o a1 78t 8§ 3IR JaveHT
&9 SRS fhaT a6 81 &1 ART d R BT GaeHT QMG R & 15 T Jrerid
T & P oI Tl Tl dhaR fhemT g foiaT & J31 8! AT | I8 el Tad &
foh BER GRT I Jo1 NS & AR R AT 7 o1 fSFd1 Igfed amd o &
foly 3PS~ R @ T o1 78 |el & b b H SR U T Sif §1eR & I8
q87% PR DI b olRg d9Y ol H 3R 81 I8 IR <fth GRT foll 11 81 I8
AT Teld & fob a1l T o 31gfad AT o o foly JhedT b 7| I8 el
T & 1 H Tl GepaT T el "
fAsepy: -
11- Wepry felgd A9 1881 &1 &R 138 & d8d b S dlel
3TIRTY & folq o TT BT BT 3TaTh 8-
1. foett cafeh gIRT fonelt o a7 3 qrfded & qufd: a1 AFTa: e &
folg fohelt SR & T 31U GRT < & @14 H 9 fohd! 3= &afh i
fopadt RIS & T/ & fAT BIs I folar T 87|
2. 98 AP I folkd T & ARG | ©: 919 $I 3fafdy & fioR a1 Saqh
fafEmTaar &1 3rafd & iR S ot geieR &1, §% I IR T T 8|
3. 98 9% S gRT IS fopd 997 a1 o 39 &Rl dier far Siam & b
S @I H ST GRIS I d Pl 37T IR o folT 9T & a7 I8
S Y 9 AF & ST §6 & A1 {6 T IRR GRT 99 @1 H 8
TSR = T BEvTd BT 1T B
4. TP U AT AT GRD, FID T H b P AT Pl 3G db
& e SM & 9ad §6 I I GoT Hf T & N T & ofieR,
foIfRT 9 & G SR I GFRIS & HeT & foly 77 el g
5. U TP & oRIIdTel I & UM dTel Bl T URS Pl Sth G+ DI W0 &
15 T & IR Ih GRIY BT TS TP TIhH H IR H 3RIhe]
RGN

12- Ueel -3 Ub HEAT 204793 H T BIAT & & 31 RT U G
B BT Ueh T foifhd 25.10.2010 URarE! 1 &1 ol ueel & 4 S fb JfaA
e 3 SoeaT gRT 3T a1 Reet 9491 & S9S 3@l J T9¥ 8Id1 & 1 31y h
ST gRaTst Y a1 71 S 9 feid 21.04.2011 BT UATH G=RIf B & BRI
3MIGa ax T | veef -1 fafere Aifew f&Hifda 18.05.2011 &f ufd & S
URATE! GRT AMAYH DI &l T51 S -2 Ih [Afgd Ay | F=ad I S
Wil feAifda 20.05.2011 g1 3f@: ’Fi@ 21.04.2011 & 9P I 8F &
SR R g1 faferes e f&Aifhd 18.05.2011 319 &l AR IS
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{31 20.05.2011 o1 S Y| 3Hh IURT T 3ITRIh FRT U7 199 2 b
T 99 gRael 7 gRae o IHid 08.06.2011 30 D <RI & T Udd
fepar |

13- TIRdeTd & fob AMAYH IR IRATET Th & SFUS & I8 dlel &1 giRaral
SRT AN Td Sep IR I DY H 3 AYeh BT UaT felger MY & I W Tl
T Bl U & 5T & U & UG H ST BT IR0 IR & ol AFgett ghd
TR STeh bl Ueh H &I o oIl 81 AR H1ed AT 1872 &t &RT 114 &
3R T I8 IULTR R Fh it fob AT Afel H BRIR B AT IehH
T ITIERUT 3T 7T 81 1RT 27 HIER0T @US (ST 1897 & 3FHR: -

ST GRT e ol 3ref: -

"STET hI = SR & UNET & YT g9 T Dls bl IR a1
fafm foelt ST Bl S GRT ARl 6T ST ITaIgpd A1 Jufad el & ame
"l SerET ST AT "W, § Q1 A H bl off U a1 srerd fobwl 3 U b
SUART foaT T B 98l 59 aa & O ey Uefld 7 81 99 S¥ares ol gy
G JTel 0 I BT H Udl f@gaR, 9 R Yd TR R IR I IoRC I
STeh GRT STeh H HoH | THIeT g3 Tl STRAM 3R 519 e o Teofcipet A F
R AT STRY I8 FHST S o arfiel 99 99 &1 gl & oid 98 0 1 & AMel!
3o § uRe &l Sarl "

14— 31q: ARGIY &Y AT 1872l GRT 114 HUST GRT 27 HTYRU TUS
3TfAfZH 1897 | TE TUMT bl S Hebell & fob IRaTEt GRT fa=ied 20.05.2011 1
Jorr 7 fafde e 22.05.2011 & WH IR o man g Aifew f&Hifda
18.05.2011 ST URATE! §RT JeT G I PR FRAT-6 3 &b IFAR oAb
20.05.2011 T “oil TRt off & Ul & 15 o q1e ot 3Rk gRT Dlg GRS
uRAIEl Bl PIaE Fal fbar T, uRarel gRT fGH16 08.06.2011 d1 I8 URaR
TR fehaT T

15— ST81 e A Bl el & 1o ACH 7 UTH B & BRI ATGDHRU] I ol
geT, a1 st Teo # A Hate e 7 . ol Srerd) sl ST dredet
AEAS T 3FT 2007 AIR SCW 3578 fofr fa=ie 18.05.2007 H I8 e & fah-

“It is also to be born in mind that the requirement of giving

of notice is a clear departure from the rule of Criminal Law, where
there is no stipulation of giving of a notice before filing a
complaint. Any drawer who claims that he did not receive the
notice sent by post, can, within 15 days of receipt of summons

from the court in respect of the complaint under section 138, of
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the Negotiable instruments Act, 1881 make payment of the
cheque amount and submit to the court that he had made
payment within 15 days of receipt of summons (by receiving a
copy of complaint with the summons) and, therefore, the
complaint is liable to be rejected. A person who does not pay
within 15 days of receipt of the summons from the Court along
with the copy of the complaint under Section 138 of the Act,
cannot obviously contend that there was no proper service of
notice as required under Section 138, by ignoring statutory
presumption to the contrary under Section 27 of the G.C. Act and
Section 114 of the Evidence Act. In our view, any other
interpretation of the proviso would defeat the very object of the
legislation. As observed in Bhaskarans case(supra), if the giving
of notice in the context of Clause(b)of the proviso was the same
as the receipt of notice a trickster cheque drawer would get the
premium to avoid receiving the notice by adopting different
strategies and escape from legal consequences of Section 138 of
the Act.”

fSrenT 78 312l g fob IS S1fRIch =IRITery | =19 UTH 81 &l dRRg I 15
f&T & iR 9 Bl geRIfer TRaTe @ I T8t IRAT & 9 AMRIH 9 Satlel ol
Pl BIIST T8! IoT Fhdl & b IH DI ANCH UTH T8l g3 AT §F qHd H
SIRIh GRT RIS H FHF UTH 81 1 ARG H 15 AT & iR e bl geRiel
1 URETE! T I 8l fhdT 1, 3d: AHYh Bl dIb FMRIEIR &1 $5h 3feATal
NI GRT UHT Bls A1 T8l WA b1 T O ARG |16 3ffeferR,
1872 & IRT 114(f) Ud AR [Us fSH, 1897 Fil gy 27 H IfAfEd
SUYRUY WTST & ST 37T AHYeh g Hifed R H g dve fawhet a1 fob
R folaa iAo 1881 & GRT 138 & 3FaHid URAR! DI d1& HRUT I
el §371 81 SURIh BRUN & YR W g HIfAd Bl & fb deb BT oHdTet I
3IfRYh Th U dlel Bl T GRS Bl Ieh a1 @l WH & 15 T & iR Ih
GRS BT TSI T 3IehT H PR H ST hel &
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16- gRaATEr SRT 9aR G1eft foTeglo -1 MU Ok H I8 TU¥ e fdan
T & B, ” T DI TR o Gl IS I8l haR 9o TR AN M swaier B em”
gRaTe! = IWYh PRATY UT GRT b IR BEIIER B bl I DT Ieikd §I H
forar 81 AT watE =aRTer gRT fafer sraeen dR Rig 99 o AR 2019 4
SCC 197 H TE fafdie A yepe foham i & fob,

” A meaningful reading of the provisions of the Negotiable

Instruments Act including in particular Section 20, Section 87 and 139 makes
it amply clear that a person who signs @ cheque and makes it over to the
payee remains liable unless he adduces evidence to rebut the presumption
that the cheque has been issued for payment of debt or in discharge of a
liability. It is immaterial that the cheque may have been filled by any person
other than the drawer, if the cheque is duly signed by the drawer.”
SWIh ey aeen & 8 8 & afk o9 W AfRh & s&er & af
DT IR T9dT &1 IRATE GRT TG 18T & T@Ue H AT GRT DIy T
T AR 1T SISl e TR Fa! foar T B
17- YAl & Jaaie o el fomg e 8:-
« RIS AR B TP TET-204793 fEHifBd-25.10.2010 Ho-
1,00,000/ - B0 3HYh BERAY UTel GRT &1 717
« S U B 04.03.2011d1 3R T: 21.04.2011 P IUTH
FARTIS B & HRUI §% GRT 3FIGT X GRae! df aad o f&an
YT
uRard g1 fafees e faAifdd 18.05.2011 Haot IO IHTg
f&ifhe 20.05.2011 & AR AMHGH DT ol AT
SR folfed gRT 114 YR 1&g g9 1872 |ufdd arT 27
TR QoS AfAFTH 1897 | I UM Hl ST Tavelt & b aRare
GRT f&H1$—20.05.2011 BT ¥SIT T AfeH B -22.05.2011 &l
3fIGeh GRT UTH & el T o7
b 15 o are o afigs aR1 Jrae T R I R i
08.06.2011 ! URETE! gRT I8 yRare IRgd fobar |
18- 39 YR WehTy folgd srfaf e 1881 &t 9RT 138 & ded fhd 9T
aTel JTRTY & ol Teft araeyd de I1fed 81 &1 31d: W fokga rfafam,
1881 Pl gRT 118(P) TG &RT 139 DI T UNGHIDH ERTT|
« ORI 118(%) W foiga S1faf a9 1881 & IOR 59 d& &
yfddel Fifad T8 R & S, ufdva & vy 9 I8 IugrRum 6l
ST b &% U IRepr=r folad wfdwarel Ya a7 fordt 78 off Jik I8
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for &R Uit folaa 9 uforrgla, gsifed, wRepTfod a1 o=aRa &t gt &l
de g fdhene], UfdTeld, gsifdhd, =TI IT 3Rd el TS ot |
« GRT 139 GhNT foigd S1fefad 1881 & IFHR 9d T o 3

1T | IR A1 S, I8 IUYROT ST {7 T & 9IRS - 98 dD

YRT 138 H et K0T 37T 3= ST P HFIG: AT GUic: SHAH &

folq uTe fovar g

1 S ORT § g2 faar 8 fb Irery gRT SuygRuT Y Srwft, g
gRT 138 Wepr fogd S1fSfad 1881 % foly ARl IMEWWdHAN T 89 W
e (spy Mde & 3reTar dig ot fddd e & U 78l 81 IR 98
fh o oG IITHM TFIIIT T & $9d e 2 3R 39d Ui J1fed oo
& ol qe TR o FadT &
19- i gRaret ey feikga ifaf=m, 1881 &t &RT 138 & T&d fad
ST dTel JTURTY & oIy TFRa ST a2 HIfed axA H I%dl &l &, 31§ 30A
AT T Hifd PR T MM HYh IR &
20- 3IfRIch HERTY UTeT GRT HHh1g A& H JAR SEATdoll HI& 3T §eb
ThISC FCCHC TAMG UR PRI H&dT-14 37/ 2 WRd b1 7 & foeh! vgfe
feifdhd 01.10.2010 & YR W URETE He== & U& H 20,000/ - 9IS I
e fhar T g1 faeg S g1 T HEAT 204793 | HHIF4T 1,00,000/ -
DU DT IERAT & gehA H <t WY oft 1 A8 T8 Wifdd IR H Y h B I8
g1 $h 20,000/ - 39 URETE! Bl e 01.10.2010 & i T & IR T Tven
204793 f&A® 25.10.2010 BI AT AT o1 YTEel R AMAIH SRT DIy AIRGD
1&g Uegd el fear T & O I8 |ifed 8 9 fb I 20,000/ - IW
IMIGA AP TET-204793 | FHIEd 1,00,000/- & JIAE & Tra=g H U
T Bl
21- 3ITRIh HERATY UTeT GRT THTS A& H JAR SEATdSll H1& 3T §b
IPST FCTHT DI HE&-2837/2 Wegd fhar fSadh! wait fAifehd
31.05.2011 & IMYR W AMAYH & MAGhT GRT 989 &b TR W I8 b I
faaT 71T 1o SIf¥IH GRT 31.05.2011 3T 1,00,000/ - P9I 37U IHIS< H STel
T A yReTet gRT db U fhar Tar o ifuyeh gRT f#rid de J@am 204793
feifhd 25.10.2010 ©: A8 & fAlU d¢ o 3R I8 G THH 8 & 95 &
31fERIh GRT &A@ 31.05.2011 B 30 @A H U STl T &1 IS I8 &
9 feAifdhd 25.10.2010 6T e THH B & IURT= URATST Ih b &b HATeTH
I U 9109 8T of Hepall o7 3R 3IHYh FRT U Wi H 1,00,000/ - 39 &l
YHH Ich A & HAH 8 &b I8 31.05.2011 BT Sleft RAT| YR 2011 4
AfEd 8 3R 30 RO YD FRT URETE! Bl Ich 3G b Dl G=RIMET o -
1,00,000/ - D9 Bl ST g PIs T et har 7|
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22~ 31: IR fAdeHT deT Aifed T YolEd 1&g & e e gd
T AU & FURT AT 99 fIsehy TR ugddT @ fob IfYch haRATY UTe]
YRT 138 U9 TS Uae | Yfoid SULRUT & TUed U 1&g | I8! IR TPl §
STefds aRaTet e T1eg & I8 A1fed B H A% & & fb §-1,00,000/ - B0
B db WAl 204793 fodAifbd 25.10.2010, f&H® 21.04.2011 @1 U
RIS B & HRUT IHIGT & T TR (I8 AfCH UTH =t & SR off
SIfRIh GRT 31U MUY & I~Aad & Feh H UNATET Dl S deb T 7T off
IHD! RIS 19 et Bl T |

31 IRIh BERAT UTeT & I0g gRT 138 Wehr folgd ifef a9 1881
B ARIY fh-Jh Fsg ¥ W HIfAd Biar 21 AMAYh BaRATYT Ul gRT 138
Rep™ ol STfaf g 1881 o 3TRIU H I9Rig Td fUsd o SiH a1 & |

e
23- 3IfRIh PERATY T G IMUMT Ul I GRT 138 WRehr folad
1fAf T 1881(138 TT 0 3MME 0 TIT) & IFCRIA SUSHIYI JTURTY H_T T SIST URIT
SITT 21 JAMAYH HERATY UTel S WR 21 SHb SHMAAM T deus FREdT fhd
ST & AT JfchpIor &l S9& Srfdcal ¥ IHIad fBar S g1 If9gd Bl gia
=T 3rfaRar H fetdm Syl
UATdel SUS & UH IR G 9 8 o9 I1G UL &

fai®-27.02.2024 %0 ( feifort area )

e AfSRge— UeM,
aIe—STgR |
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