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IN THE COURT OF SPECIAL ADDITIONAL CHIEF JUDICIAL
MAGISTRATE, THRISSUR.

Present: Smt. Alpha Mamai K., Additional Chief Judicial Magistrate.
Dated, this the 27" day of September, 2025.

CMP : 7119/2024 in CC 93/2019

(Cr. No. 547/2011 of Thrissur Town West Police Station)
(CBCID Cr. 376/CB/THR/12) (376/CR/EOW II/KTM/12)

Petitioner/Accused : Muhammed Asharaf, S/o. Saithalavi,
no. 14. Puthenpeedikayil House, Chelakkara,
Thrissur District.

(By Advocate. Sri. Naveesh C.N.)

Respondent/ : State represented by the Deputy
Complainant Superintendent of Police, Crime Branch,
Ernakulam.

(Crime no0.547/2011 of Thrissur Town
West Police Station).

(CBCID Cr. 376/CB/THR/12)
(376/CR/EOW II/KTM/12)

(By Smt. Dhannu Gireesh, Assistant
Public Prosecutor, Court of Additional
Chief Judicial Magistrate, Thrissur)

Petition : U/s. 239 Cr.P.C.
Order : Dismissed.
ORDER

1. This is a petition filed u/s. 239 Cr.P.C., by the accused no.14, in CC
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93/2019, on the file of this court, seeking discharge, in the case.

2. Petition averments are, as follows:-

The offences alleged against the accused/petitioner are under sections 406,
420 r/'w 34 of the Indian Penal Code and sections 4, 5, 6 of the Prize Chits and
Money Circulation Schemes (Banning) Act, 1978. As per the First Information
Report or First Information Statement, there is no specific allegation against the
petitioner. It is important to note that, the material witnesses did not speak about the
presence and the involvement of the petitioner. As per the prosecution charge, it is
alleged that, the petitioner promoted the scheme, as a promotional shareholder. As
per the companies Act, only the person responsible for the affairs of the company is
liable. Petitioner did not act as a promoter of the company as per the definition of the
promoter, as per section 2(69) of the Companies Act. The defacto complainant
entrusted the money in the company. There is no allegation that, the petitioner was
entrusted with any money by the defacto complainant. Even if the accused admits
that, he promoted the money circulation scheme, even then, only one crime will lie
against the petitioner. The offences alleged in the case will not get attracted against

the petitioner. Hence, seeks to discharge the petitioner, in the above case.

3.  Objection was filed by the learned Assistant Public Prosecutor, as

follows:-

The averments in the petition, are factually incorrect and legally
unsustainable. The petition filed by the accused, is devoid of merit and hence liable
to be dismissed. There are sufficient ingredients to constitute the offences punishable
under sections 120B, 406, 420 r/w 34 of the Indian Penal Code and sections 4, 5, 6 of
the Prize Chits and Money Circulation (Banning) Act, 1978, against the
accused/petitioner. The accused/ petitioner is a business promoter of Nano Excel

Companies. It is revealed that, he had shares in accused nos.1 to 3 companies, which
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clearly shows that, he had a thorough knowledge about the functioning of accused
nos. 1 to 3 companies, at the time of registration itself. It is crystal clear from the
case diary and charge sheet that the accused/petitioner looted money from general
public, as promoters of Nano Excel Companies and it is revealed from the statements
of witnesses that, the accused had criminal intention from the very beginning to cheat
the public, by way of enrolling persons, and thus by making quick money. Accused
conducted the activities to promote the business of the company. The companies not
functioned as per the norms, objectives and guidelines mentioned in the Certificate of
Incorporation. Accused published misleading advertisements in the marketing of
Nano technology products and announced shares of Nano Power Corporation Limited
company through network marketing system. There is primafacie evidence against
the petitioner/accused and the documents produced, reveals the role of each
petitioner/accused, in the commission of offence. In Gold Quest International Pvt.
Ltd. and Another v. State of Tamilnadu 2003 O supreme (mad)627, it was held that,
the scheme must involve the enrollment of members, where the financial benefits
depend on the number of new members recruited. And the Honourable Court
emphasized that, the scheme should be evaluated as a whole considering both
promoters and members perspectives. The Supreme Court in State of West Bengal
and Others v. Swapankumar Guha, AIR 1982 SC 949, established that two conditions
must be satisfied for liability under the Prize Chits and Money Circulation Banning
Scheme Act,1) The scheme must be for making quick or easy money, and 2). The
opportunity for such earnings must depend on the enrolement of member. Moreover,
at the time of framing of charge, the probative value of the materials on record,
cannot be gone into. There is primafacie case against the accused, as per the
prosecution records. Hence, seeks to accept the objection and dismiss the discharge

petition, filed by the accused/petitioner.

4. Heard both sides.
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5.  CC 93/2019 on the file of this court, is a case based on the final report
filed by the Deputy Superintendent of Police, Crime Branch, Ernakulam, against
accused 23 in numbers, alleging offences punishable under sections 120B, 406, 420 r/
w 34 of the Indian Penal Code, sections 4, 5, 6 of the Prize Chits and Money

Circulation Schemes (Banning) Act, 1978.

6.  Case of the prosecution, is as follows:-

Accused with intend to commit cheating, by conducting money circulation
business, banned as per section 3 of The Prize Chits and Money Circulation Schemes
(Banning) Act 1978, in furtherance of their common intention, and by committing
criminal conspiracy, with intend to cheat public, and to obtain wrongful gain, in the
month of June 2007, accused nos.4 and 5 created accused no.l1 company for
conducting money chain business by importing low quality products from abroad and
registered the said company on 12/07/2007 and created a website with the help of
Amandeep Singh, the Director of a software company named Roots Infocom at
Ludhiyana, Punjab and conducted money circulation business through the website
and appointed accused no.6 as the Manager of the said company and thereafter, with
the same intention to commit cheating, accused nos. 4 to 13 created company named
Nano Excel Power Corporation Limited (accused no.2) on 01/01/2010 and changed
its name to Nano Excel Corporation Limited and entered into an agreement with
Arunachal Pradesh Government for starting a Hydro Electric Project in the name of
company named Nano Excel Power Corporation Limited, which was not in existence
at that time and advertised the agreement with internet and media and through
promoters, sold the shares promising good income and thereafter, accused nos. 4 , 6,
8 to 13, on 13/05/2010 formed another company named Nano Power Corporation
Limited (accused no.3) and conducted money circulation business with the money
obtained from the public and accused nos.14 to 23, being very well aware about the

illegal business conducted by the accused companies, approached public giving false
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promises and accused through website and through brochures and advertisements,
and through classes, promoted the illegal business of money circulation scheme and
by making false promise of returning ten times more amount within a short span of
time and also by promising income on members enrolling in the company, and also
by promising amount, if money deposited in the power package of Nano Excel Power
Corporation, fraudulently and dishonestly induced CW1 Sivaraman to deliver Rs.
18,000/- on 10/12/2010, Rs. 18,000/- on 18/12/2010, CW2 John P.I. to deliver Rs.
1,80,000/- on 08/12/2010, CW3 Jomy Anto to deliver Rs.18,000/- on 10/12/2010 and
obtained money from CW4 to CW27 also, and thereafter, neither gave the profits as
promised, nor returned the money obtained and thereby committed cheating and
illegal money circulation business and misappropriated the money obtained and
thereby accused committed offences punishable under sections 120B, 406, 420, r/w
34 of the Indian Penal Code and sections 4, 5 and 6 of the Prize Chits and Money
Circulation Schemes (Banning) Act, 1978.

7. The prosecution in this case was initiated by CW1/defacto complainant
Sivaraman @Mani, by preferring a complaint w/s. 190(1)(a) Cr.P.C., before the
Honourable Chief Judicial Magistrate Court, Thrissur, against accused 2 in numbers,
accused no.1 Nano Excel Corporation Limited, represented by Managing Director
and Chief Executive Officer, Harish Babu Madineni and accused no.2 Harish Babu
Madineni, alleging offences punishable under sections 120B, 406, 417, 420, 468, 471
r/w 34 of the Indian Penal Code and sections 3, 4, 5, 6 of the Prize Chits and Money
Circulation Schemes (Banning) Act, 1978.

8. The said complaint was forwarded to the Station House Officer,
Thrissur Town West Police Station, u/s. 156 (3) Cr.P.C., for registration of First
Information Report and accordingly the First Information Report in this crime, crime

no. 547/2011 of Thrissur Town West Police Station, was registered on 03/04/2012.
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9.  After investigation, the Investigating Officer, Deputy Superintendent of
Police, Crime Branch, Ernakulam Unit, filed final report, against accused 23 in
numbers, alleging offences punishable under sections 120B, 406, 420 r/w 34 of the
Indian Penal Code and sections 4, 5, 6 of the Prize Chits and Money Circulation
Schemes (Banning) Act, 1978 and this petitioner is arrayed as accused no.14, in the

final report.

10. It is true that, CW1/defacto complainant in the complaint preferred by
him, has not arrayed this petitioner as an accused. But, in the statement u/s. 161
Cr.P.C., dated 12/07/2012, preferred by CW1 to the Investigating Officer, he has

mentioned about the inducement made by petitioner Muhammad Asharaf. CW1 in his

said statement u/s. 161 Cr.P.C., has stated that, “GRO® @H00 emIM B@ Elairve
@milem) @and5eil@d 62181 Qo AFlo6BBl@ a1OB:SHRH Qo 0.21Q. Allosarl@d, MIGM?
ADHRT B E0umM alAlga’ ag) HTUM] §HA0BINIDAEITE ORIRD H.21QYEIOENI o,
a0@lad 6NN AWM, abSle: ey, Llmod) ©sSEElAIEIEM  B&HMUTIQSs
WROHANIOOMo, SHMUBIIG aléMo MlEHHAN oD@ MIGM) OSCHIVE (@IHOYSS
GEUOMRQ, 6MIGW) W aNgd GMNDIIM, OO EHIAWHUWB  af)MlEBOMQSS
TLIWMEBBU LIEIBBOATD0, HSIO® 6 DXTVOTIMd:o MledHallel @H Dldlod Hlgeamoo,
3 AURHODMdro alOTBIOZ] @d> DTV OUMBHBIV] BlD6 B oeﬂgemmoo 12,000/- @3l
DG PR MledsHallgp@d 6 oMo 18,000- @Bat @dlesd eldlesonmmo, @am’
QU Mdro  1,80,000/- @al 2TV ®QAUMESHSIO zﬁﬂ%@@(mo af)Mles) 90a] @D.
alBlaDSI@ BMIM] WOHANIOIW a0IBlad’ 6NN ABMIMS], aldSld: GEAMY ag)arlaud
Al®BHSOT MoMVIAlL]IMBD. &SIO® BHMUMIQOS (@JEASANIW QPaOmAE @RAHOAL ,
eaNMq]M, @e2E Hadd, RWM, eaunild, mileRad , ERMIRH28, quslal e,
mglal’ @K ag)lume al@ladSIKI@ aloe:gom smumliQes afllallw aYlgeessadl.al
HIOMSOTIBAD.  @RAIOOLD  BHMIM]  HAMUGMEIVIM  GUWaHo M) QITRAIMo
2IElBR MO HMITII@  ¢oI@aT  (@JAUAOD @ MlERBEB. ME] QAUMAIMo
H|FOAMo, WWOHODIBo, (JE2IFA2ITo ANFloBMHEIT a0, i HOENIMA,

OO@@Jl eni eenDAW" a@l  enllmSlmaY’ P Elajos@Iem’ Sl @enemay’
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HAlou®, Al®EMo 6.21QMEM0o HMUMIBI@ aleMoe MleHHalla] HAMIOIBMAUO®
endlenSloneny’ aﬁ]crg’]emckgaomam” Qliglesmemmoo, 5,000/-, 6,000/-, 12,000/-, 1,50,000/-,
1,80,000/- af)MIEBBOM  ©BHHUR MlesUal of ST @D endlondlmany’

aiﬂa@auégémmoe;)s)mmo, Tlesdtallesm ©6HQY  ape®ssle)o (DWW B

eIElERODMMo,  MGM)  OSCHIBE]  DalcOIUSla] @ldadls] D (eI B

D lBWIUIBBHWINMEIM VAlEEBTINMO I (JDIGDIW GUDaHl QAUIARSIEROHDMM., e’
(@Jout® MO E66aTMo, a0IBSOIBE OSWHAM00, H6IUIE: GudaHl QIBRIISROAMORLo
A0 @D, aBOO®Ieje H(EPWE, AIElEBSMTIEMIOSIa]e @OM TledHails] @ 6
DINVETIMSSIT UM BB SISl dlesenmo, allarls’ 3 AUBaHo OEIMNE Al @b
@AV @AUMBBID] AIEl S8R0, BHMIMIQes enilmiimay’ w]ag]auégoawwﬂm” GUDaHo
BB HBIO@ BalO® HMUTIDIM GBI OONIMAS] Mo Af)M Galdl@d GUOHO
SO AUGBRIMo 2IElHB6AMMo AGlosBlGd IO, HMUM] @RMEMIAIB (JERUTI@D
©SERITIBHBM HOAUBID AIBVGIOWHBG].5jo BOMI@ aleMo MlEHHllo] HHUWOOGODIG
s dlwilo @l eeasidll @eeans’ ealgenme, 2012 =mad a>ave HO® O
@omeé@'] QAI@HBCMNDW @IMVo GOIQo  QAUMAIMo oeﬂgemmoe alosoml@mao. 12,000/-
@BalQOS AlQIB aIEBEORIEM af)SEBMEOOIIT 240 HaUWA ~IElBEB6DMMo, @R@IM 120
QEMIY alId @) HAUQED )BT GRHSIM GRERNS ©21Q6ODM0o, GG ey’ aameé@’] 3
@l Aldesem®d 360/~ @al @TMo Qe 50 QAUBHBNRIGTSE LIElHBOAM0o
OB @M. AlCBIOZ] @d 3 AUBHo OBIENE AIBIBBINE &SIOMWIEN CGAM IO Ob>
2IElSBIMO@MN’ &MU ADBIMo O2IQPE. HMIMIQOS ADWIMe B af)TBe BmUMIIG
Qflvodave el 12.08.2010 @l ID 356318 @d 18,000/- @al®o, 10.12.2010 oo
ID 358905 @@ 18,000/- @al®o @rsHeo 36,000/~ @al MEGMI af)@@d CHIB]EOUM
elldlgafl@d  alal®  abDeseRl@d  dlesuallgflam.  @edlm’  Haudldlced  mlaoo
(W R HOSIMo alélofl@marilel. ag)mles’ Ml Mlame aldl.a) alud B33adlemo 2
aldhBo]dd 6D QUSEN@B  QeIS00  EHISTIVG  TVAd]fISNE.  ag)OM HSIO®
AFA@B alOEHFODm DY alel@o, HMUTIWIG aleMo MleHHallallgens. sauil an®d Mo
621Q A@MIMo af)Mles) Blgldiiglal. HUDD@ dHlestalnD Higlo @ e
066nIMA], GG 6N GnNAW’ ag)aml enllmSImmY’ apE:Elalns a6l TLABRELlAHUM

endlmdlmay’ MsE)l HMUIMIQo  WOHHADIMo, (@JEAISBDIMo QUM DWW QAUMDIMo
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DENIB6) )OI GalIE|BSBQUOD mmqﬂé(}]o 21 H21Q QllvdDIV AeRIM 6.21QISBB@EM”.

11.  As per the statements u/s.161 Cr.P.C. of CW2 John, CW3 Johny Anto,
CW4 Krishnankutty, CW5 Paul, CW6 Rajan, CW7 Mohanan, CW8 Prinson Jose,
CW9 Jomy@Rani, CW10 Smitha Devadas, CW11 Poulose Konikkara, CW12 Mini
Paul, CW13 Johny, CW15 Sunny C.R., CW16 Suresh Kumar, CW17 Shabu, CW18
Ayyappan, CW19 Vasudevan, CW20 Shinto Raphael, CW21 Ramesh, CW22 Sheeja,
CW24 Johny M.P. and CW25 Babu, they came to know about the accused company
as told by one Valsa Madam (CW27 Valsa Thomas) and it was CW27 Valsa Thomas,
who told them about the profits and income which will be derived on depositing
money in the various schemes and projects of the accused companies and as per the
inducement offered by the said Valsa Thomas, they deposited money in the various
packages of the accused companies. CW2 John, CW3 Johny Anto, CW4
Krishnankutty, CW5 Paul, CW6 Rajan, CW7 Mohanan, CW8 Prinson Jose, CW10
Smitha Devadas, CW11 Poulose Konikkara, CW12 Mini Paul, CW13 Johny, CW15
Sunny C.R., CW16 Suresh Kumar, CW17 Shabu, CW18 Ayyappan, CW19
Vasudevan, CW20 Shinto Raphael, CW21 Ramesh, and CW22 Sheeja, in their
statements u/s.161 Cr.P.C. have categorically stated that, they entrusted money with
CW27 Valsa Thomas, for depositing in the various packages of the accused
companies. It is true that, the person who made inducement to the above witnesses
and who obtained money from them, is not made an accused in this case, by the
Investigating Officer, and instead she is made as a witness in the final report as
CW27. But, whether a person is to be made as an accused or a witness, in the final

report is entirely the prerogative of the Investigating Officer.

12. As far as this discharge petition is concerned, as stated above,
CW1/defacto complainant in his statement u/s.161 Cr.P.C., has stated about the
fraudulent inducement made by the promoters of the accused companies, including

petitioner Muhammad Asharaf. It is also relevant to note the statement u/s.161
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Cr.P.C. of CW27 Valsa Thomas. In her statement u/s. 161 Cr.P.C. she has stated that,

“2010 @2 @ae M@  qudallmil@d @l s HGletmGa U
G2lBIBOHOHNIOM® PanME BRAUOAD af)MNM@ISo, (JEMIB HMIA af)MWISo &S| af)BOO
allglod  mm’ agemmIs’ MIEM afi@ BHMITlowdl alltoradd] qVoa@ls. ®@RAIA
SHMUDQOS BHOBSOTNOLR!I (JWIM  OEJICMISAMIOIOEMMMVo  , GBRAUASLS  HMUMIS] @D
UG H9IM @SBRI MWEUAHo EIGHUBHEMESIM (@Bl QUGBRIMRPENBIOWQ Moo, AUSHO
ENRHO2IW (JUBCHHRM SHMUMI@IQ@IMIT QAUSOD oJREBEIQ  BHIRIOHINZOEM

WIVIBo aléMo MVMUIAEIBHIMD MVLIWIBBODMo AIOETT). HMUMIQYSS (O JAURDDMEBRUY @RI
aflaudlgom. @ead alosom@ allwlmils] emamd &Ml @@d aja) Gamdgallad alsf
MSOTIQ B@ KITVIG a1OH:SOD. @RANHS HMIMIQSS AIEMEloU) WDOH0IW anIBleH
enen) ABleMMIQo, WQOHOIW alSld DM, @WIM BEPERIFAMOIQ YadoNE
@RaU0aQo, P.D. cadmMqo®, kM P.G, aulal :@mem, enileRay, @Bl wiese Gald
IXMHUWB ) FHBHQo, HMUMIQOS (UCTMEReOSFl Qllaidlends@o 021 MU
060a0@6NDEIM  WWAMAVEEMo  EHIAYA @mqé];gﬁ__a HMNUMIQINEMMDo,  BHMUM]
MBMIOSEHZHISE] (@00  MIAAHBID WIS  D@aIMEBBW  Qll@EMo ©21QaM

SHNIM@IOMMVo, @RQ  DalEWIWN 2P  VAEOBIVEBIGIN WIVIBo  COINEBRUD

DIQOAMMo, alll COIXNEERBo QGTT%)cB;]G)%(T'TOo, @REEROMWBS DD alMEERW MIAHHOCI D
660 8dlsEme QNERIM®  aldlsslogMmo , &M A8 eNROWIG (@ JAGTBIeRaM
MNAIMDIOEMMMo, HMUMDIQOS O@AIMMEBRUW  QDEEEl HMNUIMIQYOS HOMIA @RYWITD

D@alMEEBUR  LIEIEMOEBSIO® NEANaSIMe ©Sd.IT  2IElojoHEldlesnamo
@REROM 6 MMVoeOBHINE TledHallasmm ©d ©@dlos eléleseamo . aflamils’ 3
QURHOBIME MEHHUITDHQeS 10 oglowslele @ldlos eElesenmo, &SIOO
SN GR@EMI2IMJERUIT  ©SEEBIM  GaldhIM  REIOOAUBLOAIRDOWadlQo0 |
HMUBIQes IMIm@Y aPMHO8FIQo , HOITIDIG®  E2IGTM@IB  HIOG® Gl
SHMNIBIDN @B G21BOMIT DA HSO@ QUMDIMo Binary Plan genaie. eiéleseamoo
HNUTQOS XAV Qla] WOBHQe H)IGRIZADIMWo BOBE IO . EMUM] @RMEMI I3
(@eRUdl@d Hydro sneiglss alald GldReE; aBeQsSom MSEOMeeeao., Power Package-

21D6M aléMo MletUallesmmemeslad Nano Excel Power Corporation Limited Company-
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QOS OUVA elRlesenmde, D Power Project-@ &Sl all@desmm @@meémﬂmg@s
eneailadlme elélesenmo, 12,000/- @at et allop@d 240 oA oeé]gam(mo,
@M 120 KW Power @emlg eidlesonmo, 2012-@8 alald GIRg; &giloum
£21QYMOYO@ 3@ QETHIGIM MO 3/- @t aflossicd 360/- @ad O] 50 Adato
©50J@XT] AImDIMe LIElEBONnMMo, BRHEOWe HMUBIWI@ GaAOTlOLIBISje DQIBHUD
SNUBDI@  Cal@M@IM @RMIVE ] HNUMD  LIElESHAMIAIETN @RAUR Al .
@RAIMOS QADWBIMEEBRSIGd QNUvIIMo CMMIV@IMI@ eI 08-04-2010 oo 36,000/-
@Bl M oJBHOOS8S HMUMIQOS BIadlMVl@ Al QanmME @RAU0ASIMO0 66 EBQD
OISO HMUMIQOS ol aneseEled 12,000/~ @t oflogss 3 adesere8lendl
MledHailofls). GROGIM 184614, 184615, 184616 ag)aml ID MMU@HUR 21Ela). ag)asles’
@By HILIEBSIM  GRAA  AlOMOEADORI @RHLE®IQe  ENRANOIMe  ag)emO

BRHODEMEIGRIHE QAUTDOHBIEEIRAD. @RCGAPWB af)TBs HMUMIDIG HBSO@  AlluoldTve
el emm@ aflengo 19-06-2010 @l 6,000/- @al@o, 29-07-2010 @l 6,000/-
@alQo, 24-11-2010 @l 12,000/~ @alqo, 29-11-2010 @@ 1,80,000/- @GalQo
HNUTBQOS aIQd aDCHOKI@ 2JBHOOBB HMUBIQOS Badlnfled MG GadW @RS .
@ROIM WLNXG Do 236581, 266445, 342184, 347641 agomilerem ID mmu@meud elré]_gd.
a)Dles) 0O MledHnil.a] alemoBIM Mgy AGIPIc eneailabime eIl gjose@slwemos
6000 ¢ER0E1le2IGMAD £ aldlal@eq]s 021Qels eilalmane®d eaig slall.aflaan
alelGoGo  6M  HMUDOWF]  alOfo.  @RAIGIT  alfi@o  HMUMIDI@  alemo
MeB:ua B0 @0k BIMlEsdQo, 2llLIH0686 UMD Mlee:aileamalmic]
aléMo af)BO0 OB OOHQo MM @R HMIMIQOS @RQEINIS|aJNIQ @M
30l OHHIMFE N DlesUaloaHcw),  @oauO0adlIOM OOHGIT  HBIFOD

v

@RSl EBHEW)I @M OalPaBM® .

13. CW7 Mohanan, CW8 Prinson Jose, and CW26 Vincent T.T., in their
statements u/s. 161 Cr.P.C., have stated about the fraudulent inducement made by the
promoters of the accused companies including petitioner Muhamamd Asharaf, to
deposit money in the accused company, in the promotion meeting conducted at the

Thrissur Casino Cultural Auditorium, by the accused company.
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14. CW14 Sheeja Sajeevan and CW25 Babu A.J., also in their statements u/
s. 161 Cr.P.C., have stated about the fraudulent inducement made by the promoters of
the accused companies including the petitioner Muhammad Asharaf, to deposit
money in the accused company in the promotion meeting conducted at the Lulu

International Convention Centre, by the accused company.

15. CW24 Johny M.P. in his statement u/s. 161 Cr.P.C., has categorically
stated that, petitioner Muhammad Asharaf and another promoter named
Pramodkuamr came to his house and told him in detail about the business conducted
by the accused companies and profits which would be received and on believing their

words, he deposited money in the accused company in the office of the company at

Chunkam.

16. CW28 Nidhun in his statement u/s. 161 Cr.P.C. stated that, “@®cmuai
@(@@ Galtd AlRMMY, BHIMIIEMI BaNIS®D, 61_33@ tower @a0IS@, el HEMOAIMaUd
OTVMOO af)lausengl@ dlee @rgsmglejo enllmiimmy dldlomswd msoBldlaman. @ooslod
HMUT] WQOHAMMo  (JEMIFAMTo  AlOIHSHRMD|@BAD.  HNUTIQOS Tl
AwIMeEBW  @eailes alpaiesmdiamm . o@d =gl eugldlae DO eabeel
dldleamndw@d  muoraiSlaflaflmao.  aeimle,  emMell@IMIG]  aMBlAISEBREI@ ool
eacmiglem motivate £21QdM® training programme 6a@IM @JeMIE5 LW Qanoa’ Asharaf,
GeNMq®, qulal” Hmem, slaveomo, eenienil e=day, P.G. ko, Pramodkumar,
£6aNMV@  af)MlI@ MVoraISlaflaflaan. @(@(a’]«)% MSOMIQSS Al GIWIYHEIe)o
a0y’ qagdge  alomseamdlma. 2010 eanegnjaudl  @VEBEI@  B:IMlem)d
Ba0I5@, Galtd AlRMMI agavlailsenglad msan dlFleslod WOHBA a0d@lad eniden)
23MIBIQoe, aldSlH’ GMAMe AlOIHSOBIBM@IW af)TBEOClWlo. HSIO®, (JCDIGS YW
QaomE @RAUOa0, MVEIQS H@EM, @CDIE H@IQ, VWM, OOANITV@, RWM P.G.,
BRIV, GANM]®, slavomo, aqundlminm, ea@lmegl, P.N. @wigym, C.R
@WIHYM, E.S, 0dm, K, enbaidaym, T.K. snideld)ymd )Mo alOEHSOI @M.

SMUID] BletUalla]l@Bm @H 6 2IMVOTIMdo @AM EHSIW] (0)'1(5]_34 <ﬁ>’]§6)m(TTOo allamls’ 3
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UAHODIMSS@B  aloDlogldeillde @ ATV OAUMBHSIT  HIgeReaNeo

WOHANIBo, (JERIFARITo QADWBIMo MBI TM.”

17. The bank account statement of the petitioner also seized by the
Investigating Officer and produced along with the final report, to show that the

petitioner obtained commission from the accused companies.

18. Hence, in this case, as per the prosecution records, a strong primafacie
case is made out against the accused no.14/petitioner. It is settled position of law
that, at the stage of hearing on charges, the entire evidence produced by the
prosecution is to be believed. In case, no offence is made out, then only, accused can
be discharged. Truthfulness, sufficiency and acceptability of the material produced
can be done only at the stage of trial. At the stage of framing charges, the Court has

to satisfy, whether a primafacie case is made out against the accused, or not.

19. As stated above, in this case, as per the prosecution records, as per the
statements of witnesses and documents produced, a strong primafacie case is made
out against the accused no.14/petitioner. Hence, after considering the police report,
and documents sent along with the police report, under section 173 Cr.P.C., and after
hearing both sides, I am of the finding that, there is sufficient ground for proceeding

against the accused no.14/petitioner, for the offences alleged in the prosecution case.
20. Hence, this discharge petition filed by accused no.14, stands dismissed.

(Dictated to the Confidential Assistant, typed by her directly to the computer,
corrected and pronounced by me in the open court this, the 27" day of September,
2025.)

Sd/-

Additional Chief Judicial Magistrate,
Thrissur.



