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Material on Record
* Police report, FIR, statements under Section 161

* Documents sent under Section 173 CrPC
* Evidence recorded (in cases under Section 245)

The Magistrate must confine scrutiny only to the
prosecution material.
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Prima Facie Case

« Whether the allegations, if taken at face value, disclose
the commission of an offence.

 Discharge is proper when the charge appears groundless.
The Magistrate must not conduct a mini-trial or weigh
evidence as at final judgment.
(.3) % Belddal sIUuIEUial 32 A1d] Ad [uRRIAH
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Nature of Suspicion

« If grave suspicion exists — charge should be framed.
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« If suspicion is mere conjecture — discharge is justified.

(R.%) 50l &slsdlall 2A18 slojofl clits vl [AuRRIHI Adioll .

Legal Bars

The Magistrate must consider whether prosecution is
barred by:

e Lack of mandatory sanction
e Limitation under CrPC
 Jurisdictional defects
() A doiSS AIHIcA ANN-BHUYIEIY (52211 RIGIY
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No Defense Evidence at This Stage
 Accused cannot rely on defense evidence (except

undisputed documents of sterling quality, in rare cases.
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Test is existence of sufficient ground to proceed, not
proof beyond doubt

A Magistrate must carefully examine whether the
prosecution material discloses a legally sustainable, prima facie

case, without evaluating credibility or conducting a trial.

HONOURABLE SUPREME COURT CASE LAWS
State of Bihar v. Ramesh Singh AIR 1977 SC 2018

Principle:

« At the stage of discharge/framing of charge, the court only
has to see whether there is a prima facie case.
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 Strong suspicion is sufficient to proceed.

e The court should not weigh evidence as if conducting a

trial.

Union of India v. Prafulla Kumar Samal (1979) 3 SCC 4

Guidelines laid down:

(3)

(¥)

* Magistrate can sift evidence to see whether the case is

groundless.

If two views are possible and one gives rise to grave
suspicion, charge must be framed.

Court must not act as a mere post office.
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yel aigsid udioloflell ofSeM Y d HYR SwIR AU
Cilgfclal Ael-2flssi el sl uRg RAIYN sieall 2.[E.3.al.
$3/0ACal SAHI I A1RAI aislld] ded Wizl Alg2 Ldlal
ololld] Ad of. €3 Usl 2 ofl ¥aloiaii yd drs wdle sioiR U, §,
O Aol 2w Hl Yl 2dl &ly Adl el Glalldd] ois?

3/4



SIYEIR] 3A of. RUSU /R0

AHRIYIRAIRA % S}, A1 A18Iofl Ul &l Al ddié] sH
Aol @RI dIRlv *R/05/0R0 ofl AY dIG) U A¥SIH AN
AUd ¥ YRl Al AH1AUIa 2ure AHal 52 8, GUd dHl
AU dallGlotall ¥dI YRl olitld & ol A=A uel
A11d] A aisliel]l vl s?la 2H1AUla 2ure Al 241U
8, Vial ¥ ullel oisell Y S d A3 FUIHER AdIZ] SH #H]
oll [o1AIGHRGI ¥UIG URI 2SS U2 & Aal d1A 18l s
o€l dd 2uwe YRNdd & al ddId] [AxR~e gRI Ul AHId]
sgdldl uiel os:udi Uldle] el aldidfl 2ure gosi?l sd
8. IH, AHA AUIRA dAUIQ) Adl A1 SAH A1 U] YR
SRRIN & Aol UUH eRlallA 31 & el AHId] SlRAIY 212D
2sl 215 dH algl &l oflA Y Giall AIVI] AIEQ URAIR S 1]
A1d 8.

- AL A1 ::-

® 2| ARY A1E] 2eE-0l1:HYR SAIHI 41D &,
® siR2 su1ai Aidd] ol

o 21d 35Ul AP UdIddl &Aef] HeA UIFFH HIS dAHIH
ARMIA ([Qail QAcicl) ofloiys 1% 2BY.

o dofl yed diflvi : 0R/0R/R0RS

85 A% dRlu a9 oyu1Z] 05011 A% YEl Aeldai
gifl, 2ic101d], 2Hal A&l s3lal MeR sl

@der y, 2HuRlu)
diFlul : 09.09.20R§ Als aysleud Awee
220 :9f12-A1Hall e ARAYN ofl2-A1Ha118 A2 AJAY:

YAIY.9-9.¥.0129¢

4/4



	Material on Record
	Prima Facie Case
	Legal Bars
	No Defense Evidence at This Stage
	State of Bihar v. Ramesh Singh AIR 1977 SC 2018
	Principle:
	Union of India v. Prafulla Kumar Samal (1979) 3 SCC 4
	Guidelines laid down:

