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112 IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

CRM-M-25055-2024
Date of Decision: May 18, 2024

Manish Kumar and another ...Petitioners
Versus
M/s P.R. Associates and others ...Respondents

CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE DEEPAK GUPTA
Present:- Mr. Bikram Chaudhary, Advocate for the petitioners.
DEEPAK GUPTA, J.(Oral)

Complaint titled as “M/ P.R. Associates v. M/s CSM Ecogreens
Infra” is pending in the Court of learned Judicial Magistrate 1* Class,
Faridabad. Notice of accusation under Section 263(g) Cr.P.C. was served
upon the accused (petitioner herein) and his statement was recorded on
28.02.2024 (copy Annexure P-2). Grievance of the petitioner is that in the
said reply to the notice of accusation, petitioner missed to mention that prior
to filing of the complaint, petitioner-accused had sent reply to the Legal
Notice of the complainant-respondent.
2. Learned counsel for the petitioner contends that petitioner
moved an application for seeking amendment of the statement in response to
notice of accusation recorded under Section 263(g) Cr.P.C., but the said
application was dismissed by way of impugned order of Judicial Magistrate
1** Class dated 03.05.2024 (Annexure P-5) on the ground that there is no
provision in the Negotiable Instruments Act, 1881 for allowing amendment
of the statement.
3. Learned counsel for the petitioner contends that petitioner will
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notice during the cross-examination of the respondent-complainant and also
to produce the same in his defence evidence.
4. In view of the aforesaid submission, present petition is hereby
disposed of with a direction to the Trial Court that it will permit the
petitioner-accused to cross-examine the complainant-respondent by
confronting the reply to the legal notice, which the petitioner-accused wants
to produce and will also permit the petitioner-accused to produce that reply
in his defence evidence. It is made clear that necessary relevance and the
legal value to be attached to that evidence are to be considered at appropriate
stage. Disposed of accordingly.

As present order has been passed without issuing any notice to
the respondent-complainant, therefore, he will be at liberty to approach this

Court, if feels aggrieved by this order.

May 18, 2024 (DEEPAK GUPTA)
sarita JUDGE
Whether reasoned/speaking: Yes/No
Whether reportable: Yes/No

Sarita Rani
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