pictation No. 10 — Evidence Evaluation in Criminal Trial

In every criminal trial the court must carefully evaluate the evidence
placed before it. The duty of the JUdgeMto hear w_i—tnesses but
also to test whether their statements are reliable, consistent, and

supported by surrounding circumstances appearing from the record of
the case before the court.

The prosecution carries the burden of proving the guilt of the accused
beyond reasonable doubt. This principle protects individuals from
wrongful conviction and ensures fairness in criminal justice. Therefore
every piece of evidence must be examined with caution, patience, and
a clearjudicial mind of the court in such matters.

The judge must assess the credibility of witnesses who appear before

the court. A truthful witness generally speaks in a natural manner and
“his testimony remains consistent during cross examination. If serious
contradictions appear, the court may treat such testimony with caution
and carefuljudi'cial scrutiny before accepting it fully.

Circumstantial evidence also plays an important role in many criminal
Jiays an important 105 Lrminail

cases where direct eyewitnesses are not available. However such
mnce must form a complete chain of circumstances leading only to
the guilt of the accused and excluding every reasonable possibility of
innocence and leaving no doubt in the judicial mind.

Documentary evidence such as [nedical reports, recovery memos, and
forensic_opinions often assists the court in understanding the factual
background of the occurrence. These documents must be properly
proved according to law otherwise the court cannot safely rely upon
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them while deciding the case placed before itwﬁgt/ﬂd.

The conduct of the accused before and after the incident ‘rTjaY
sometimes provide additional clues to the coun.wsjﬁﬂcﬁﬂ
alone cannot replace legal proof. The law requires convincing evidence
showing that the accused actually committed the offence alleged by the
prosecution and proved beyond reasonable doubt before the court.

—

At the same time the defence presented by the accused must also

receive due consideration. If the explanation offered by the defence

appears probable and creates a reasonable doubt in the prosecution
F-_—-‘. . .

story the accused becomes entitled to the benefit of doubt under

criminal law before the court records conviction.
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While appreciating evidence the court must examine the entire
material as a whole. Minor discrepancies in witness statements may
occur due to lapse of memory or passage of time. Such minor variations
should not automatically destroy an otherwise reliable prosecution case
if the core version remains truthful and believable here.
R

Judicial evaluation of evidence therefore demands patience, balance,

and careful reasoning. The judge must separate truth from

exaggeration and consider probabilities arising from the circumstances

of the case. Justice requires that no innocent person should suffer

because of careless appreciation of evidence by a criminal court while

deciding guilt finally.

In conclusion proper evaluation of evidence forms the foundation of a
fair criminal trial. Only when the prosecution proves its case beyond
reasonable doubt can the court record conviction. Otherwise the
accused must be acquitted in accordance with the settled principles of
criminal justice and the rule of law prevailing. (500)




