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PART A — (2 % 12 = 24 marks)

Answer TWO of the following in about 500 words each.

QenaumeiaTeupmiaT @ ramyh@ @eaban sfameilh@h gnssmp 500 Qemhsafla
en_wiaflGsaLb.

1. “May Presume, Shall Presume And Conclusive Proof are the three main
principles of the Indian Evidence Act” — Discuss.

“gienflly Qameratambd, genfi@ o Gauam@id LHDID <imid gewtly < dlw epeTmid
@pHu er Aw sl sder apsdlw Qsraramaserm@h — elleurdlssayib.

D State the necessary ingredients for making Dying Declaration as a valid

evidence.

by wTsELsms, wsdu sriduwrs ahEHS CsrtdausnE GCaeneuwimer
&AW 2 L SamISET WITEHE GTem FaDeLb. ‘

3. Examine the different kinds of examinations necessary for a defence advocate.

afli sriy  essflens@ Gomanwna LuoGain eusWITaT 6l RIS ET
<, Tme]LD.
PART B — (2 x 7 = 14 marks)

Answer TWO of the following in about 300 words each.
SeiraumeuaTabmIeT @ e hE Geleimm afanmelp@ b gnssmp 300 GsThaafien
afenL_wafldseb.

4. Explain the importance of character evidence in civil and criminal cases.

o Aepoulwe®  wHmd  GHDEAW®  aupsGsafld GanHen  sTLSwsHar
(W&HwusguS®S 6Hl6TEHES.



5.  What are the essentials to brove_ Alibi Eﬁdehge?
CauplL auns sredusdeaar BeprLsHES Cor@auITET SIDSRISH WT@® ?

6.  Discuss the principles of Burden of Proof. | |
Quuindé@n smwuler Qamarmasman efourdssayb.
i 'PART C — (5 x 4 = 20 marks)
7. Write short notes on FIVE of the following:
GemeumaiaTaupmier BHHHES S GSHOysET cr@gss.l
(a) Leading question ' '
' en_ eno efar . ‘
(b) Confession to police officer
sraudgmn fsmillib oo oLy
(¢) Expert opinion A ‘
, UOQIBT &([HSF
.(d) Oral Evidence
aumiQumd er’fwib
(e) Ambiguity
Qurr@eiT,Lod_ué;asLb
(® Secondary Evidence
@uemLmb Heve sm b
-(g) - Estoppel '
QPTETSEn L

PART D — (2 X 6 = 12 marks)

ng by fefepring to relevant provisions of law and "decided v

Answer TWO of the followi
' cases. Give cogent reasons. N

: oot
GeraumauaaIDpIaT Braimgh@ FLL QuUMSWLIRISET wHpib Srwrefsaiun_ L Gﬁgpéi@esmmé,
gl SEHS SRR @6 HenLwefléseyb. .

A prosecution witness was asked whether he had quarrelled with the family of
the accused but he denied it. Whether evidence can be adduced to preve the

]

facts of the quarre]? ‘ '
Gopb srroucLaflar GRLUSHDS afyrs ss7TY gCs@Ub Qswigmyr erer
SirsH oy enCfud b CalsuulLg. g1L8 Sig@ar LYSFTT. ssyy) PLbES)
updi fspae GHss Sigomar Quuinss stanpaiiés @uigior?.
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‘wife can give evidence against the husband in court?

 amélaprt. fHwapsHd ol smabHES arglyrs &m

The husband while returning home in two wheeler caused death of a person
who was crossing the road. The husband told the facts to his wife. Whether

@@5&;&& aunsansSe semreur eSH Hmwyb Qumws, CUBEGFT@VOWLE SL&S
wwen : @y Sigbg e FHURSEEDTT. SiFsbUSMS waaeduiiid
CAwb Fp (WPigujLom?

A, orally tells B that he had seen C murdering D. Decide the admissibility of it.
‘o eramueuit ‘@ eremuafiLb ‘@ aeeir ‘W aauaer Qstaed Qsigms
uMisss1s aml Gumfurs gaHleni- SISE@IDLL THLIS SETDO@®W (P18 Qews.
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