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NATIONAL LAW UNIVERSITY, JODHPUR
END TERM EXAMINATION - 2024
Semester: UG IV Semester
Subject: Crime and Puniskment I1
Time: Three Hours L Marks: 100

Instructions:

L Do not write anything on the question paper.
II. No explanation can be sought from anyone on the contents of the question paper.

IIi.  No books, articles, notes, computer & similar devices, mobile phones and other

electronic gadgets, are allowed to carry during examination.
V. Answer any five of the following questions.

QI. Discuss the factors that must be considered as guiding principles while dealing with
applications under Section 438 of the Criminal Procedure Code, 1973, as elaborated by the
Supreme Court in the case of Sushila Aggarwal v. State (NCT of Delhi) 2020 5 SCC 1.

(Marks 20)

Q2. “The general principle governing delay would apply 1o these categories also. To make it
clear; the provision contained in Section 4364 of the Code would apply to the Special Acts also

of the NDPS Act would not come in the way in such a case as we are dealing with the liberty
of a person. We do feel that more the rigor, the quicker the adjudication ought to be. After all,
in these types of cases number of witnesses would be very less and there may not be any
Justification for prolonging the trial Perhaps there is a need to comply with the directions of
this Court 10 expedite the process and also a stricter compliance of Section 309 of the Code.”

Examine the above in light of Satender Kumar Antil v, CBJ, (2022) 10 SCC 51. (Marks 20)

Q3.

I Can the word “may” in sub-section | of Section 25A of the Criminal Procedure Code,
1973 be read as “shall,” and, if so, is it statutorily mandatory for each State to establish
a directorate of prosecution in this regard?

Il. " Does Section 24(6) of the Criminal Procedure Code, 1973 envisage a regular cadre of
Public Prosecutors/Addilional Public Prosecutors/Assistant Public Prosecutors? If 50,
what should be the mode of recruitment for such officers?

(Mavks 10x2= 20)
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:)C‘i. W(Ijlat 1s the scop.e and ambit of the right to remain silent in India? At what stage can an
. ]}Js}(le berson exercise this right? Does ghe Indian law, require reform in this regard? Discuss
n light of Prahlad vs. State of Rajasthan (2019) 14 SCC 438. (Marks 2¢)

5. Is the protecti i i
8,hers v: gto:e\,non afferded to the right-against self-incrimination in the case of Selvi and
appropda;en;se OJ; K;I]rna-taka (20]9) 7 SCC 263 couched too widély? Critically analyse the
ol the judgment in light of the medical, scientific and technological

devel .
opments and the growing rate of offences relating to terrorism and public safety.
(Marks 20)

any reform? Dj . . ;
; SyCC ;gz Discuss critically in the light of Monicq Bedi vs. State of Andhra Pradesh (2011) .
' (Marks 20) )
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