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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

CRR No. 2888 of 2014 (O/M)
Date of decision : 13.7.2017

Karam Singh . Revisionist
Versus
vinod Kyjmar . Respondent
CORAM : HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE KULDIP SINGH
Present:-  None for the revisionist.
None for respondent.
1. Whether the Reporters of local newspaper may be allowed to
see the judgment ?

To be referred to the Reporter or not.
3. Whether the judgment should be reported in the digest ?

N

KULDIP SINGH J. (ORAL)

For the last three dates, none is appearing for revisionist. Today
is the fourth date. In view of the matter, I proceed to examine the file and
dispose of the present revision.

This is revision against judgment dated 8.7.2014, passed by the
learned Additional Sessions Judge (Fast Track Court), Patiala, affirming that
of the learned Judicial Magistrate 1* Class, Patiala, vide which the present
revisionist was convicted under Section 138 of the Negotiable Instruments
Act, 1881, and was sentenced to undergo rigorous imprisonment for six
months and a compensation equivalent to half of the cheque amount i.e. Rs.
65,000/-, vide judgment of conviction and order of sentence dated
25.11.2013. 1t also comes out that the present revisionist was not present
before the appellate Court when his appeal was decided and consequently
warrants of his arrest had been issued.

The examination of judgments of both the Courts below shows
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that to repay the loan, accused issued a cheque No. 733728 dated 20.3.2012
for Rs. 1,30,000/-. The said cheque when presented before the bank for
encashment was dishonoured with the remarks 'insufficient funds'. The
complainant has supported his case. He led evidence to prove the charges.
The defence plea was discarded. There is no illegality or infirmity in the
findings recorded by both the Courts below. There is no mis-reading of

evidence. Hence, the present revision is dismissed.

(KULDIP SINGH)
JUDGE
13.7.2017
sjks

Whether speaking / reasoned : Yes

Whether Reportable : No



