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Criminal Petition is filed by the Petitioner/Accused under Section 482 Cr.P.C seeking to quash the proceedings in Crl.M.P.No.84 of 2014
in C.A. No.107 of 2012 on the file of VIl Additional District and Sessions Judge, Ongole, Prakasam District under which the petition
under Section 45 of the Indian Evidence Act, to send the disputed pronote and cheque to the proper hand writing expert for opinion, was
dismissed. 2) Heard the learned counsel for the petitioner and perused the material on record. For this Court prima facie there appears
no grounds to sit against the impugned order of the lower appellate Court referred supra, to exercise the inherent power under Section
482 Cr.P.C that too when the appellate Court exercised its discretionary power under Section 391 Cr.P.C and not chosen to permit the
additional evidence in the limited purpose of the application filed under Section 45 of the Indian Evidence Act to send the disputed
writing in the cheque to an expert for opinion. Undisputedly in the trial Court no such recourse taken. He claims for no means he could
not sought which is not a ground for interference or to allow, in the absence of any merits. No doubt in the cross-examination of P.W-1
before the trial Court by accused, there is a suggestion disputing the cheque said to have been issued saying forgery. It is not necessary
in the application to go into factual merits of the appeal by detailed hearing on facts and law including any presumption can be drawn
under Section 118 (a to f) and Section 139 read with 138 explanation of the Negotiable Instruments Act and the scope covered by the
expression of the Apex Court three Judges bench in RANGAPPA vs. MOHAN, but for leaving it to the lower appellate Court to consider
any necessity to invoke Section 165 of Indian Evidence Act read with 391 Cr.P.C. 3) Having regard to the above and in the result, the
petition is disposed of with the observations that the lower Court can entertain fresh application of the appellant petition and decide with
main appeal in deciding the appeal by reappraising the entire evidence and come to independent conclusion as to any necessity for
effective decision of the case to send the document to expert to seek opinion or can compare by it under Section 73 of Indian Evidence
Act. As a sequel, miscellaneous petitions pending, if any, in this criminal petition shall stand closed.
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