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  Petitioner preferred an application before the learned 

ACJM, Dinhata in connection with C.R. Case No. 108/2020 

thereby praying for examination through an expert for 

assessing the writings in the cheques, so far as the contents of 

the cheques are concerned. Although the petitioner does not 

dispute the signature in the cheque but questions regarding 

the contents of cheque. Such prayer was turned down by the 

learned ACJM, Dinhata. Against such rejection petitioner 

preferred Criminal Revision No. 04 of 2024 before the learned 

Additional Sessions Judge, Dinhata. 

  The learned Sessions Court on an appreciation of 

the materials so placed accepted the findings arrived at by the 

Trial Court. As at an advanced stage of the trial i.e. after the 
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examination under section 313 of the Code of Criminal 

Procedure was over, such an application was preferred the 

same was rejected. 

  Since there are concurrent findings of the Court 

below and the application has been filed to delay the 

proceedings as also the fact that from the inception in the 

cross-examination such issues were not canvassed, further the 

application was preferred after the evidence of DW was over, I 

am of the opinion that the courts below did not take an 

incorrect view. 

  Accordingly, I am of the opinion that no interference 

is called for. 

  Thus, CRR 509 of 2024 is dismissed.  

  All parties to act on the server copy of this order 

duly downloaded from the official website of this Court. 

 

 

                                             (Tirthankar Ghosh, J.)                               


