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ORDER:-  

 
 This revision pet it ion is filed quest ioning the order, dated 

11-02-2014 passed in O.S.No.653 of 2009 on the file of the 

court  of Principal Junior Civil Judge, Kothagudem . 

2 .  The plaint iff filed the suit  for recovery of a sum of 

Rs.43,300/ -  with interest  etc., I nterest ingly in the plaint  itself,  

the plaint iff clearly pleaded that  undated blank cheque bearing 

No.0117811 was issued to him . Basing on the said signed but  

otherwise blank cheque, the suit  was filed. The defendant  is 

contest ing the suit  on various grounds. He pleaded that  the suit  

is not  m aintainable. 

3 .  The m at ter was posted for the evidence of PW.1. At  that  

point  of t im e, an object ion was raised that  a blank cheque which 

is signed by the defendant  cannot  be m arked. The court  

overruled the said object ion. Quest ioning the said order, the Civil 

Revision Pet it ion is filed. 

4 .  The learned counsel for the pet it ioner argues that  the 

fram e of the ent ire suit  is wrong and it  cannot  be filed on a blank 

negot iable inst rum ent .  He states that  docum ent  is inadm issible 

in evidence and it  cannot  be relied upon by the court .  

5 .  On the other hand, the learned counsel for the respondent  

argues that  the docum ent  should be received in evidence and 

later depending upon the evidence adduced with regard to the 

said docum ent , the court  can decide whether the suit  is 

m aintainable and a decree can be passed or not .  
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6 .  Therefore, the point  that  ar ises for considerat ion is: -  

 Whether the lower court  com m it ted any error in allowing 

the docum ent  to be m arked? 

7 .  This court  after hearing both the learned counsel not ices 

that  as per the Negot iable I nst rum ents Act , 1881 an inchoate 

inst rum ent  is also valid and recognized in law. I n fact , in the 

judgm ent  cited in the lower court  and referred to in the 

im pugned order also, an undated cheque was relied upon. This is 

the judgm ent  of this court  in CCCA No.116 of 1981. I n that  

judgm ent , it  is clearly held that  an incom plete inst rum ent  

containing the signatures gives a prim a facie authority of the 

holder to m ake or com plete the said inst rum ent  for any am ount . 

Therefore, it  is clear that  there is no error in the im pugned 

order. The other pleas that  are raised by the learned counsel for 

the pet it ioner are on the m erits of the m at ter. They can be 

raised and urged at  the t im e of the final hearing in the m at ter, 

but  on the ground that  the docum ent  is not  filled up, the 

evidence cannot  be shut  out . Therefore, this court  is of the 

opinion that  there are no m erits in the revision. 

 I n that  view of the m at ter, the Civil Revision Pet it ion is 

dism issed No costs. Miscellaneous Pet it ions pending, if any, shall 

stand closed in consequence. 

______________________ 
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