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B.AB.L/BALLB. DEGREE EXAMINATIONS,
NOVEMBER 2019.

(Five — year Regular Course)
Third Year—Fifth Semester |
'LAW OF EVIDENCE

Time : Three hours Maximum : 100 _marks

PART A — (3 x 12 = 36 marks)

Answer THREE of the following in not exceeding
6 pages each.
Qeeu(meueaeupmier apanhlnE peai@eumm CaarellsEw
LM LISSHESEHSE ST ellenLwafl&5aiw.

1. Law of Evidence is “Lex fori” — Discuss. |
Frenflued. &L 1D aUPESTHD B lger &l LID DhED —
clleurd)&a. |

2. “Similar transactions are not admissible” -

Explain in the light of decided cases.

“@66 QFUOSET FhHLMLIF DO — (PedHD CUIPEES
senand Clamen([H eilardEas.
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What are the kinds of privileged communicat@m?
Explain them in detail under the Indian Evidence
Act. : IR FF ad

ueGam sTUY@LE Qawidlsar wrenal? LA s
wé sULgdar S sicupepl UpHl eleurons eflerd@s.
Who is a ‘hostile. wi_fnéss’? Under what
circumstances he be declared as ‘hostile witness’
and state the impacts on such declaration’?
Oppsrld eauer wri? aE@pbloosaian i
Gpp sridwd eer  dPledssLuRSDTT.  WwHMLb
Sjeueurn QdledlssLuBeaugme gnuBn efleneTaysenar
sam. .
Discuss the doctrine of estoppel with the help of
the Indian Evidence Act.

wpramge. Camlumien @pdu Tl g gL s

2 569G cleré@s.
PART B — (8 x 6 = 48 marks)

Write short answers on EIGHT of the following
not exceeding 2 pages each :

gaulaunm Caaredé@d @ran® LsEhSEHEE WBHToD .

Yeiraumeuaneupmyet e1iig His GmISL een L6 6T(5I5.
(a) De Novo Trial
Y& eSlamyen ewr
(b) Ancient doqument
~ @zmemawirer yeuaib
(¢) Cross—examination
GnI&E lanyemenr
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~ (d) Confession of co-accused.
2 Léan gppunefllen gHo gpyeny
(e) Electronic record and digital signature
Blenaflwe eyeuard wHQID Gloéss ensCu(pss
() Factin issue
&rey g Qunameno
(g) Secondary evidence
@rjdﬁrl_rrlh Hleney smenmy
(h) Attestation
T DTUULD
(i) Doctrine of Corpus delicti
GHn& eamasaiar QsnEzd Camn_ur@®
() Judgment in rem

I§>@$§ Sriy

PART C — (4 x 4 = 16 marks)

Answer FOUR of the following (not exceeding 2
pages each) by referring to provisions of law and
decided cases with cogent reasons.
Wemeupeuareupmiet prendlng (@aQeun CsareléEh
Qrav@h ussESERSE Wamwd) L cumsUriseT
wpmb SrorelssLulL apEGsmME &l SEHS
srremhsEhL e el wiafGseayL.
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‘A’ is charged for commission of theft. The{« is
evidence to show that said theft was committed by
two persons and ‘B’ said “T and ‘A’ committed theft

jointly”. Whether the statement made by ‘B’ is

relevant against ‘A’.

AmLPs@omn  erlLoul o,
sisfmlar @ranGCui Corpg dsligsparar sm 4
wd Hersdlpg. Cuogud ‘e erarueum “Breys ‘<
é4Lb Gsfrﬁg,;g,ne%r AL QauCsTd” eremmy gaflenmi.
‘o Seeun saflwg ‘o eflar Bgy 2 arer aupsdng

‘A’ GTemLIGUIT

QgruyaLwgr?.

A, a client says to B, an advocate, “actually I have

- committed the said offence. Please save me from

that case”. Is this privileged communication?
“é{”GTGﬁTjD slflesmr  ‘geremy  eupdadlegyfiLid
p_emsmwu_ma;(;‘?aj prengnen  @GHNGMs  QelGsen.
suaCals GeiaupsAdmis  erenamar BSH’L.JVUN'@QJTE":J&EGiT”
GTamy Sa My . (B)as) ex1h a;rrﬁrL;sm_é Qaislwr?

The question is whether A committed murder at

Madurai on a certain day. On that day, he was at

Mumbai. State and explain the relevant facts.

i [ 4386-19/FRE

10.

11.

12.

A @auai g EALGCL prafd wgmrds Qsra
oL Yilbgmym eremug Cadred. eisEMnI L prafléd
Bosdosapnt.

Bapawsmes e eflanégs.

Sl pbeuuda Qsmimyérar

‘A’ accused of muzrder, alleges that, by reason of
unsoundness, of qund he d;d the act. On whom
the burden ofpuqu lies? P\

Qareney Q&mg,grra; ,@QH)LDSH'LLUULL ‘o erémueur
Ygg ﬂmwuﬂm é{mg&;*’* Qeresou  QsissTs
gandlpm. @5@7@1 Qmmuéﬂs;@m s wrflLo

egmeng? b ; «_;, e
S e N7
.\ ";;.’ 8

‘A’ gives ‘B’ a receipt: for; money paid by B. Oral

evidence is offered of the payment Is the evidence -

admissible?

“ oy Wemed Qegysstil L Lamsdpens ‘s’ aauai 78
gerep oefsdprt. uamnd QegissliuLagl uhi
amniQunfls sram  SellssLu@dng. @ésmam
goyenLwgn?

‘A sues ‘B’ for Rs.2000 and shows entries is his
account book, showing ‘B’ to be indebted to him for

that amount. Examine the relevancy and

sufﬁcienvcy of the entries.
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‘ol eramieu ‘@) eremueur 185 52000 &g Guw\

Qm_ig), QSQBMTaNES(E NU(MHHEG <2 HL6TUIL Ly (HULISTES

SM_(OFleTn  DiEUMHEDLIL  SEEGL  LISSERIFEND 2 GTem
udleygenats sm_(Hdlemnmt. @sen Qemmyenw Copuly.
FEEHGL LSleLg6T CLITGIDTEET? D miis,
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(For the candldates admitted fré —2010 to

2016-2017)

“B.A., B.L/BA., LL.B. DEGREE E‘(AMINATIONS
MAY 2019. |

(Five-year Regular Course)
- Third Year — Fifth Semester

LAW OF EVIDENCE

- Time : Three hours | Maximum : 100 marks

PART A — (3 x 12 = 36 marks)

: Answel THREE of the following not exceeding 6 pages

each.

gaubeur(m Caetallé@Ld 2pm USEHIGERESE s
Qemeu(meuameudmaT epanilnE elen_wiefl&aab.

1.  “The rules of evidence are general for both c1v11

‘ and criminal proceedings” — Discuss.

“o flenoufuied  HMILD el  perpapsafid
efdsar Qurgleunanee” — allaurdlss.
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What are the kinds of presumptions under the

Indlan Ev1dence Act? Explain the significance of

each.

- @pdu

Uvq@]mrranrms;m . lurremu? cmmg)@eu @euGeumenler

sridlu  sLLGHle Sip eodrer  udGeupn

W&él u.lg,gjmg,mg, mﬂma;@a;
Explain the law relating to confession under the
Indian Evidence Act.

Qpdu sridu slLgdd @Y ghymrewU um
spliu(Herer sLt_gélemm aﬂsnéa@aa.

Who is an Expert? Explain the rules regarding the

- relevancy of Expert opinion.

QUGB reTLGuIT Wi aud@piler smsg er_dwslen
Gl;_r;rrl;r'rqumu) snihs el sanar ellerss. ’

_ Explain under what circumstances, the /previoué‘
conviction of the accused is relevant. .
Gr,rbé Gpfoasald. @m GDOLD &n;LuuLLmrﬂehT
warEHDS STUY QsmLiyemLwg aagmarn oTéEs.
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" PART B — (8 x 6 = 48 marks)

Write short answers on EIGHT of the following

not exceeding 2 pages each: 4
gaiQaurm Caaalla@h Qran( LssRsEEE Wamba
Qémeu(peuaTeuDmIeT Tl lehE G el st TS :

“(a) Judicial Notice

Bdwar seuerGupy "
(b)  Conspiracy |
sl (& 56
(¢) Accomplice
o L é @ppeune

©(d)  Child witness

BLHDs sné&rg}mq@ﬁ
(e) Oralevidence

" aum@wmfl smAww

()  Public document

© Qung SeueTd

" (g). Evidence of Third person

gpanpreug) pUT TS
(h) Order of examination

eQenjenamraafian cuflens

3 4200-19/FRE

Scanned with CamScanner



T

e ——

S TR

SCHE—.

5
oy

(1) - Judgment in personam
saflBumasnar Sy
() = Scandalous questions

- ulsnomb Caaredlser.

PART C — (4 x 4 = 16 marks)

Answer FOUR of the following (not exceeding 2 pages
each) by referring to provisions of law and decided cases

with cogent reasons.

Slaneumeuaneupmier prendlne (peuGlauny Gaeralssio
Bran(® LssnsERsE Bamod) st L QUENGILIRIGET LoHMILD

Sronaflssiu L UEGHDaTS dadl 5@ bHe a;rnysmrmas@l_m

aflenwelsse, b,

An offence of theft is committed by A and B. They
are captured and kept apart from each other. Both
gives an account of the crime implicating other
oné. Is it admissible? -

2 oL@ Ghnsms A m[pgw B Gaipg G]Elu;_mnrr

@@m@w gbue @ sHCCW Gyl () saflgsailung
mauEsLIULLan. @weumd seflssallCGu GODSMSL
updlé speside @meut wHEmmHeu(HLen Geiipgl
Gi&u_;gsgrr& ehgjéﬂmpjemr Qg gL Lg <yELN?
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The question is, whether rent was paid to ‘A’ for
certain land. A letter from A’s deceased agent to A,
saying that he had received the rent on A's
account. Whether it is relevant fact? Decide.

20 Hogdnsrar cum_amsaw ‘A'—é@ Qegussinn
GI'G.ETILJQJ Gaered. ‘A’ eré'ueudsﬁ =
TYHU sugsde, A
Aupii L g” eenusnEtb. Bz Asm_érer sdisSuin?
Siwreflse.

".'T s t:é)?&

The question is, whether A and B were married.
They are usually trea_ted by their friends as
husband and wife. Whether it is relevant? Decide.

A-yp B-yp droemoracuisent aaug -@hig

Codrell <@, suisdr @@, Stauis(EpeLWL
BRTLRKATID  Sarauat weareduns BLESUIUL L @i

Q& dsruiyeLw stsdur aauas Srorafss.
A was prosecuted for murder of B. In this case, A’s
wife was also as witness. Whether it is admissible?

A aemueut B .aramucuanys Qsmeney G55 GHDSSNEG
aupsdlp@etarndli. Gleaupsde A-Qér bevared oM
FTC 8 . Q& gHmsAsndraTsssssT? '

5 4200-19/FRE
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11.

12,

The question is whether ‘A’ was the legitimate Qh

_of B. The fact is that ‘A’ was always treated as

such by members of the family. Explain the
relevant fact.

A eremueuit B eramueumé@ (e WsenT erenLig) edle.
famew earan@euafe ‘< erliGUTgb <i&E0 wbuSSer
o pufart  eranr  pLHSULLLanT.  @QBElspe sl
QsrLryerLw Blaspenosamen er(h&g516 gl ellarsEes.

A is charged with travelling on a train without a

ticket. A alleges he had a ticket. On whom does
the burden of proof lie?

vwenrs g @ruidld vweard AslzsTs ‘A’
GOow  sTLLUU@SDri.  sTD @ LwemEFLenL

.Gmeﬂgél@‘rj;(ﬁgsh aranm A sapAmmi. @8led A EEw

&ENLD WITENTE &M(HLD ?-
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290162017 -
B.A.B.L/B.A. LLB., DEGREE EXAMINATIONS, |
NOVEMBER 2018.
_ (Five Years Regular Course)
: y Third Year — Fifth Semester
1 LAW OF EVIDENCE
‘J. Time : Three hours Maximum : 100 marks
r} PART A — (3 x 12 = 36 marks)
; Answer THREE of the following not éxceeding 6 pages
' each. '
L .
|  geulleurm(m Caemeldl& @D <Ml LI&&MHS(EHEE O &I

Qmeu(HeUaTELHDIET ePEDID & efenL_wiaflE&Ea|LD.

—r—re

1 Law of Evidence is “Lex Fori’ — Comment. Does
the Law of Evidence apply to all proceedings?
“gremHwued FL 1D eupSET(HILD prrt.u;.e%r FULID @G — | l
@smen oQwidlés. sranfliuc slLclfae SIDEHS 1

amsuTar  CEUDWPODSEREGL LW HsSLe

@uweor?

O oz iy SR

4]

TR

Scanned with CamScanner



o ~L

k.-

When do facts not 0therw1se relevant bCHne
relevant?

a@umg Qgmmidar gﬁles‘psmmsseﬂ G]g;rrL_num:_uJam
2ED?

What are the exceptxons to the general rule that

the burden of proof lies on the person who asserts
the affirmation of the issue?

‘sr@aﬁ\cmra?ﬂmm meﬂu_qgug,guam Bz QuingsE

GO SADDpFETEG)  TETD aﬁ@uﬂmgﬂ allaa@adr

wreneu?

Is direct evidence _superior or. inferior to
circumstantial evidence? Discuss.

Cprflomas - snemmy Gpfloos  star@peil-
Cueaenwrens g SIS
efeundlasalb.

What is estoppel? Explain the different kinds of .

estoppel.

e g,emL GTGTE  ETeomen? @Uemsr g,ml_uﬂlan

UMBEEGET 66T &3

PART B — (8 x 6 = 48 marks)

Write short answers on EIGHT -of the following
not exceeding 2 pages each:
geaiQaunqy CaaredsE Qe LSR5 (EhEHE LOGTLOE
Slemeu(meuaneunmer 6Tiig @ GmSw el s eT(psIs :
(a) Admission. - 2/ 47

oLy
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©

(e)
®
(®)
(h)
)

©)

Qg mevevmeuemTLd.

Best Evidence Rule. -
Eﬁ)&frdﬂg}] aﬁ]é)

Chief examination.~ 137
pgeenio eflemyenant.
Dying declarétion. -32
LOERT EUTEGEPELD.

Expert evidence. =L s~

QUGB FTETD).

Judicial notice. ~57

Res Judicata. «m
e S seL.
Dumb witness.
saranLo SML_Hwib.
Refreshing memory. -

Hlenarenauls LigLi9gse
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AnsWer FOUR of the following (not exceeding 2 p‘é{ées
each) by referring to provisions of law and decided cases

PART C — (4 X 4 = 16 marks)

N

with cogent reasons.

Yeanaumeuaraupmiat prendlpe (@aiGan Caarells@Ln

Qe LésREEES WMD) FLL QUEMSWIBIGET LOHMILD

SiorafEsiu L aupsEEmas sl S@HS STTas @5 cn

e well&sa|b.

Sekar accused of murder, alleges that by reason of
unsoundness of mind he did not know the nature
of the act. On whom does the burden of proof lie?

Qsrene Qauissns GO sT Ll L Cesi eanuau
g
<afsdnssedome aagy Qerddpri. AunGEED

Hlanaowimed <1 #Qsliensuder

e Wil ib o emerg)?

A client says to his advocate, “I wish to obtain
possession of property by use of a forged deed on
which I request you to sue”. Is this communication
protected from disclosure.

P QupEETETT  FaNg  QUPEEMTEGILLD, “Gumed
Spauamsmsll LLELRSH @m Ostsms SeLw
poudiGpar, <ibs peuamsear g PESTL
" Ceuatr(h@uanm CouaimGHCoarn” eremy sandmni. QbsE
Qeid) sriyamLé Qed) <y @or? '

4 | 3964 18FRE |
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' Is A’s dying declaration admissible?

\

10.

11.

VAR T . e
SRR I GO A N o0 kS B

A, a lunatic, before dying said thﬁt B stabbed him.

A aamp L‘ﬂgg,r'r gren @né@h Qurys B e
ganeman GEAUSTES saflami. Aellarn e ATSGLpoL
FHYmLWET?

A, sues B for Rs.5,000 and shows entries in his,
account books, showing B to be indebted to him for
that account. Do these entries in the account
books are relevant and sufficient?

B aemueui samafl b @umd 5,000 sL6r aumrmdlwugns
gang saGGL USgsmsel odtar GHluysmers
sl A eaneut .mggésé]@éﬂg)rrr'r.' Qbs samsEL
yssshsaiier o arar @GHULSHT GsTLymLeL WwHHID
Gurgorang sarenau Aauefluu@ssSlpst?

X’ is tried for murder. During the trial, evidence
of bad character is produced by the prosecution
against the accused. State the admissibility and
appreciability of bad character as evidence.

X Gramueui GODSHDETS
aamflasriu@dempni. ederyanermuier QuTws SiTa
sy Xé@ afiins Sw Geamgst aenp snanlenar
oefsfng. - Su )

aiLjeLamoidenanyb dpemieflamanLb sps.

- Qarenew

Gern gmenlen
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- 12.

Raju agrees in writing to sell a horse to Ram@hir
Rs.10,000 (or) Rs.15,000/-. Raju intends to give
evidence that he agreed to sell it for Rs.15,000/-
only. Will he be allowed to do so?

TTp GTETLIHES (5 @Qmum-u_[ epumi 10,000/ -
- dleveg epumi - 15,000/-5@ olbs gmemc©  erenueur

asglurieors Qasdlpmt.  qrumi  15,000/-6@
psGeu Qensnasns mree srany Sjaflés e,
Qjeueummy Fmeny eflées pree Signwdésiu@euryr?
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