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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT MADRAS

DATED: 30-09-2026

CORAM

THE HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE G.K. ILANTHIRAIYAN

CRL.OP.No.20955 of 2026
CNR:{HCMA011740282026}

and CRL.MP.Nos.13964 & 13965 of 2026

R.Chandran ..Petitioner

Vs

V.S.Radhakrishnan ..Respondents

PRAYER: Criminal Original Petition filed under Section 528 of BNSS, 

praying to call for the records in S.T.C.No.198 of 2024 pending on the file 

of the Judicial Magistrate, Fast Track Court, Ambattur and quash the same.

For Petitioner(s): Mr.A.Kripakaran

For Respondent(s): Mr.R.Gopinath 

ORDER

This  petition  has  been  filed  seeking  to  quash  the  proceedings  in 

S.T.C.No.198 of 2024, pending on the file of the Judicial Magistrate, Fast 
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Track Court, Ambattur. The petitioner is the accused facing prosecution for 

an offence under Section 138 of the Negotiable Instruments Act.

2.  According to the respondent/complainant, who is engaged in the 

real estate business, he was induced to purchase a property admeasuring 3 

acres 88 cents and had paid a sum of Rs.1.05 crores against a total sale 

consideration of  Rs.3.10 crores to one Karthik,  from whom a power of 

attorney was also obtained. This being the case, the petitioner contacted the 

respondent and informed that the said Karthik was a fictitious person and 

that  the  real  owner,  also  named  Karthik,  was  with  the  petitioner.  The 

petitioner further claimed to have a sale agreement with the real owner for 

a sum of Rs.15,00,000/- in respect of the very same property.

3. Subsequently, the parties agreed that the respondent would pay a 

sum of Rs.20,00,000/- to the petitioner and the balance sale consideration 

to the real owner, Karthik. Accordingly, a Memorandum of Understanding 

(MOU) was entered into on 03.07.2021 and the respondent paid the sum of 

Rs.20,00,000/- to the petitioner on various dates. Concurrently, a sale deed 

was executed. However, during a subsequent inquiry regarding the issuance 
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of the Patta, the petitioner agreed to return the sum of Rs.20,00,000/- and 

issued four post-dated cheques as security. When the said cheques were 

presented  for  collection,  they  were  returned  dishonoured  with  the 

endorsement "funds insufficient".

4. Out of the four cheques, the respondent initially filed a complaint 

in  S.T.C.No.2508  of  2023 before  the  XXV  Metropolitan  Magistrate, 

Egmore,  Chennai, in  respect  of  two  cheques  (bearing  Nos.128878  & 

128879). The said complaint was dismissed by an order dated 05.05.2026. 

The  scanned  version  of  the  relevant  portion  of  the  order  is  extracted 

hereunder:
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5. For the very same set of allegations, the respondent has filed the 

present  complaint  before  a  different  Court  by  presenting  the  remaining 

cheques through another bank. Consequently, no useful purpose would be 

served by proceeding with the trial  in the present complaint.  The entire 

proceedings are a clear abuse of the process of law.

6.  Accordingly,  this  criminal  original  petition is  allowed,  and the 

proceedings in  S.T.C.No.198 of 2024, pending on the file of the  Judicial 

Magistrate,  Fast  Track Court,  Ambattur,  are hereby quashed.  Connected 

miscellaneous petitions are closed.

30-09-2026
Index: Yes/No
Speaking/Non-speaking order
Neutral Citation: Yes/No

Sni
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G.K.ILANTHIRAIYAN, J.

Sni

To

The Judicial Magistrate,
Fast Track Court,
Ambattur.
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