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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT MADRAS

DATED: 08.04.2026

CORAM

THE HON'BLE  MR.JUSTICE C.KUMARAPPAN

CRL RC No. 816 of 2026

M.Janani, W/o.S.Sankar

..Petitioner(s)

Vs

M/s.Ultra Ready Mix Concrete,

Rep. By Authorized Power Agent,

Mr.Perumalsamy, Asst. Manager,

having its registered office at 

No.36-38, 11th Street, Tata bad,

Gandhipuram, Coimbatore – 641 102.

and its Factory situated at

No.25, Trichy Road,

Kannamapalayam, Coimbatore – 641 201.

..Respondent(s)

Prayer: This Criminal Revision Petition is filed under Section 438 read with 442 

BNSS,  to  call  for  the  records  culminating  in  Crl.M.P.No.9240  of  2024  in 

C.C.No.956 of 2018 on the file of learned Judicial Magistrate, Fast Track Court 

at Magisterial Level – II, Coimbatore, dated 26.09.2025, allow the same.

For Petitioner(s): Mr.B.Mohan

For Respondent : Ms.T.Trishala

ORDER

This Criminal Revision Petition has been filed to set aside the judgment 

passed by the learned Judicial Magistrate, Fast Track Court at Magisterial Level 

– II, Coimbatore, dated 26.09.2025 in Crl.M.P.No.9240 of 2024 in C.C.No.956 

of 2018.
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2. The learned counsel for the petitioner submits that the impugned order 

was passed in an application filed by the petitioner to send the cheques to a 

forensic  expert.  It  is  the  specific  submission  of  the  learned  counsel  for  the 

petitioner  that  the  petitioner’s  husband  was  working  in  the 

respondent/complainant’s  office  and  when  he  was  working  there,  he  has 

misappropriated certain amount and in order to discharge the amount, he has 

given the cheque leaves issued in the account of the petitioner. It is the specific 

contention of the learned counsel for the petitioner that she has not at all issued 

such cheque and has never signed the same and apart from that, the cheque was 

issued in the Month of April, 2017, whereas the petitioner had separated from 

her husband in the month of March, 2017. Therefore, the question of issuance of 

cheque does not arise. In spite of such fact, the learned Magistrate has dismissed 

the application.

3.  At  this  juncture,  Ms.T.Trishala,  learned  counsel  for  the  respondent 

would contend that  according to  reply in  Ex.P.10,  the  petitioner  herself  has 

admitted that her husband got her sign in blank cheque, which was misused by 

her husband. Apart from that, during 313 Cr.P.C. questioning, the petitioner has 

not at all raised such an objection and the present application has been filed only 

to delay and protract the prosecution.
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4. I have given my anxious consideration to the submission made by the 

learned counsel appearing on either side.

5. It is well settled principle of law that the contours of revision is very 

limited and evidence cannot be reappreciated. The Court should only look into 

the palpable error or manifest injustice and perversing in the order.

6. While looking into the order, the learned Magistrate has recorded that 

in Ex.P.10, (reply notice), the petitioner herself had stated that she has signed 

blank cheque and apart from that, the petitioner also not disputed her signature 

when she was questioned under Section 313 Cr.P.C. Only, based on the above 

context of the petitioner, the learned Magistrate has dismissed the application. 

Though the learned counsel for the petitioner would submit that she has not at 

all signed the cheque and the cheques were misused by her husband, contrary to 

such  contention,  in  her  reply  i.e.,  in  Ex.P.10,  she  had  stated  about  the 

mishandling of her signed cheque by her husband and she has also not making 

any specific denial in respect of her signature at the time of questioning under 

Section 313 Cr.P.C. 

7.  In  view  of  the  above  factual  observations  made  by  the  learned 

Magistrate, this Court absolutely does not find any perversity over the order and 

thus, there are no grounds to interfere with the order.
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C.KUMARAPPAN, J.

mp

Accordingly, the present Criminal Revision Case stands dismissed. 

08.04.2026

mp

To

The Judicial Magistrate, 

Fast Track Court at Magisterial Level – II,

Coimbatore.
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