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B.A. LL.B. DEGREE (SEMESTER) EXAMINATIONS,
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(Five-year Regular Courée)
Third Year — Fifth Semester
LAW OF EVIDENCE

Time : 24 hours Maximum : 70 marks

PART A — (2 x 12 = 24 marks)
Answer TWO of the following in about 500 words each.
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1. . Discuss the rules of evidence in criminal and civil cases. .
@Hpeilwe  HmD o Aaplwd eapsGsaie srifu - dfsd Gl
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9. (Can a dying declaration form sole basis for a conviction?

LDJENT GUTS@GHELPELD EREITenD wL HCWL Sl WTES G]a;rrc;u’ur@ SETL_GOET GULDMEIS

@ wigom?
3.  Explain the importance of ‘motive’ as a relevant fact.
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W& wsgIeD GDISI) afleurl.
PART B — (2 X 7= 14 marks)
Answer TWO of the following in about 300 words each.
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4. Explain corroborative evidence.

‘o mdle ey’ GHISS aflaul.




5. D1st1ngmsh between relevancy and

adm1ss1b1hty
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Explain the presumptions as to- anc1ent documents. -
' an@wnwmmv@ﬁlgg, e;@;mrrmma;mm U aSleurﬂ
| "PARTC— (5 4= zo marks) -
7. Wnte short notes on FIVE of the fo]lowmg

 Seagaeadpd gi8be A s T@gis.

(a) Corpus dehctl
A ' @,m,r_r)sa’agl&erﬂarr AT
" (b) Res gestae .
Qe Bapey
(0. Qral evidence

aumiGomd sm iy . .

(d) Communications betWeen spouses
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(e) ~Character
- SeTenio (@u.xs'uq)_ _
‘® Rebuttal of presumptione .
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(g Refreshmg memiory .
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PART D—(@2x6=12 marks)

Answer TWO of the following by referrmg to relevant provisions of law

and declded cases.
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Give cogent reasons.
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- that day he was at Lahore, Burden
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‘A’ is accused of committing a crime at Cale

wHmbd Sirwrelssriug QULPEGHETS

utta (Kolkata) on a certain day. On

of proof lies on whom? -
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‘A, a Pohce Ofﬁcer g1ves ev1dence that he has ' received mformatmn from :

‘B’ is not examined as a W1tness Decide whether the ev1dence of ‘A’ is -
admissible.. S ’
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‘A’ agrees, in-writing, to sell afhorse t6 ‘B’-for “Rs. 1, 000 or Rs. 1, 500” Can :

- evidence be glven to show that Rs: 1, 500 was to be given?
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