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LL.B. V Term 

LB—501: Moot Court, Mock Trial and Internship 

Course Objectives: 

This Course aims to impart the practical skills of research, case analyses and strategy, witness 
handling, presentation of arguments at the trial and appellate stages of a case, and to draft and 
prepare the relevant documents pertaining to Moot Court, Mock Trial and Internship. The 
course has been divided into four components dealing with Moot courts, Mock trials, Court 
visits and Viva Voce/attendance. The purpose is to expose the students to the system of 
administration of justice in real life by visiting various courts and chambers of practicing 
counsels. This learning is basic and essential for the study of professional course of Law. By 
learning the practical aspect throughout the Course, the students shall gain the expertise in 
research and preparing the legal documents, filing and contesting the cases on strong grounds 
before the Courts of Law in India as well as in other countries. 

 
THERE IS NO SUPPLEMENTARY EXAM FOR THIS COURSE. 

NOR IS THERE A PROVISION OF CARRY-FORWARD OF OLD MARKS 

Course Learning Outcomes: 

After successful completion of this Course, students should be able to: 

1. practice at all the stages of any case/matter and at all the fora with critical thinking 

2. do appellate advocacy by independent research, preparation of arguments and presenting 
arguments in a persuasive manner in appellate courts 

3. do trial advocacy, i.e., case analysis, client interviewing and advise, how to conduct 
examination–in-chief and cross-examination of witnesses, preparation and presentation of 
arguments on facts and law in the trial courts. 

4. interview clients and advise them on procedural aspects of litigation, costs and possible legal 
and social consequences, etc. 

5. work in teams and develop the cooperative nature essential for the legal practice. 

Contents: 

Unit I: Mock Trial including Client Interviewing and Counselling and Case Analyses 

A. Client Interviewing Counselling- Oral exercise (5 marks) 

The students will learn the basics of client interviewing and counselling through 
simulation exercises. 

B. Case Analyses-Witten exercise (5 marks) 

The students will be required to do case analyses in the mock trial exercise to be done 
by them. 

C. Mock Trial including Examination in Chief, Cross Examination, oral arguments, and 
written submission of arguments-5 marks each (Total 20 marks) 
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Teachers are advised to conduct at least two mock trials, one Civil and one Criminal 
during the semester for practice purposes. The students will be divided in teams of 
lawyers and witnesses. Each student will be required to function as a lawyer and 
witness in the mock trials being simulated in the classroom. Teachers are further 
advised to adhere to the pedagogical framework and pattern envisaged by the Bar 
Council of India. Shortcuts that compromise the objectives or structure of the 
course should be avoided. 

 

Unit II: Moot Courts 

The teacher teaching this course will supply three Moot Court problems to the students during 
a single semester requiring them to work on all three problems assigned to them, prepare 
written submissions (memorials) and present oral arguments in a moot court setting. 30 marks 
for this component are divided equally between written submission and oral arguments. 
Students may be asked to work in teams at the discretion of teacher. Each student will prepare 
a case only on one side. 

A. Rules re Memorial submissions: 

1. Each student must submit one typed and bound copy of the memorial on either side no 
later than the date fixed and announced in the class. Memorials will not be accepted 
after the prescribed date and time and the student will lose the marks assigned for that 
assignment. 

2. Memorial specifications: 

a) Memorials must be printed on A4 size white paper with black ink on both sides of the 
paper. 

b) The body of the memorial must be in Fonts Times New Roman, Size 12 and footnotes in 
Fonts Times New Roman in Size 10. 

c) Each page must have a margin of at least one-inch on all sides. Do not add any designs 
or borders on the pages. 

d) Memorials should be submitted with differently coloured Title Page for each side: 

• Title page in blue colour for Petitioner / Appellant 

• Title page in red colour for respondent 

• The students shall provide their full name, enrollment number and exam 
roll number on the title page only. 

e) The Memorial should not exceed 20 typed pages (line space 1.5) and shall consist of the 
following Parts: 

1. Title page in relevant colour containing the following mandatory information: 

a. Name of the student in full, as per office record/attendance register 

b. Section 

c. Exam Roll Number 
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d. Class Roll number 

e. Name of the case 

2. Table of Contents 

3. Table of Abbreviations 

4. Index of Authorities/List of References and Cases 

5. Statement of Jurisdiction 

6. Statement of Facts 

7. Statement of Issues 

8. Summary of Arguments 

9. Arguments Advanced/Detailed Pleadings 

10. Prayer 

11. Affidavit, if necessary 

f) Relevant Annexures may be kept by the student and may be used during oral arguments, 
if necessary. 

B. Rules re Oral Arguments: 

• Court Language shall be English, unless prior permission is sought from the 
teacher to speak in Hindi. 

• Each student would be given not more than 10 minutes to present their oral 
arguments 

• Judges may, at their discretion extend oral argument time, up to a maximum of 5 
minutes. 

• Rebuttal may be allowed only to the petitioner and they would have to specify in 
the beginning the time they want to set apart for rebuttal. 

• Evaluation: The oral performance will be evaluated based on communication 
skills, application of facts, persuasion / use of authorities, and response to 
questions. 

Unit III: Internship - Court Visit / Chamber placements 

This part will require the students to be attached with practicing lawyers with a minimum of 
ten years standing at the Bar. Preparation for this component must begun from the first 
semester. Each student is required to spend at least one month doing internship during the 
summer vacation / winter break / mid-semester break. Full time internship during the semester 
is not permitted by the Bar Council of India and students may do only project work during the 
semester. During the internship, the students must keep record of client dealings, research and 
drafting done, fact investigations, etc. A certificate confirming the student’s attendance and the 
work done during internship, (on the letter head of the concerned advocate under whom 
internship was done) shall have to be attached with the internship diary to be submitted at the 
end of this semester. 
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During the court visits, the students are required to observe the following stages and write 
reports of their observation in the diary: 

• Framing of charges/Issues 

• Examination-in-Chief 

• Cross-examination 

• Final arguments 

In the lawyer’s chamber, they are required to do and record the following: 

1. Read minimum of four case files to learn how files are prepared and 
maintained 

2. Learn how to maintain records and accounts 

3. Do legal research in at least two cases 

4. Draft minimum of two documents in an ongoing case in the chamber 

5. Observe client interviewing and counselling with the permission of the 
lawyer and clients in at least two cases 

The students are expected to maintain a diary of their field visits, work done during placement 
and their observations. In the diary, they have to keep a log of the time spent by them each day 
including factual accounting of their experience of what they are doing, seeing and hearing. 
However, the diary should not be only descriptive of each day but should focus on what they 
learnt during the day. What were they thinking and feeling about their experiences? What is 
exciting or surprising? What is bothering them? What are their questions or insights about 
lawyering and judging? What criticism or praise do they have for the legal system? What else 
would they like to be taking place in their experience? They should be careful that while writing 
their accounts they do not reveal any confidential information. 

The diary should contain two parts: (a) the factual and analytical information about their 
internship (not more than 8 A4 size pages, single side, font 11, 1.5 spaced, TNR); and (b) 
two legal documents drafted by them during internship. Each part will be evaluated 
separately for 15 marks each. This part carries a total of 30 marks. 

The diary is an integral part of the course, and students will be evaluated in terms of 
thoughtfulness and reflections about their learning experience. They must be sure to write the 
journal in their own words even if they went with another class fellow or were in a group and 
observed the same things. 

Note: Since internal assessment in this course comprise of final exam, in case of copying 
under any of the units of the Course, matter will be reported to the authorities and a suitable 
action will lie as per the rules of the University of Delhi. 

Suggested Readings 

1. NRM Menon (ed.) Clinical Legal Education (1998) 

2. Don Peters, The Joy of Lawyering: Readings for Civil Clinic (1996) 
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3. B. Malik, The Art of a Lawyer (9th Ed. 1999) 

4. Steven Lubet, Modern Trial Advocacy: Analysis and Practice (1993) 

5. Thomas A. Mauet, Trial Techniques (1996) 

6. Thomas A. Mauet, Pre- trial (1995) 

7. Inns of School of Law, Advocacy (1999/2000) 

8. Inns of School of Law, Case Preparation (1999/2000) 

Readings Supplied in Course Material 

“Client Interviewing” in Don Peters, The Joy of Lawyering, pp. 5-20 10 

“Client Interviewing and Counseling” by Margaret Barry and Brian Landsberg 32 

“Advice” in Conference Skills, Inns of Court School of Law, pp 131 -150 38 
(1999/2000). 

Kinds of Questions – Summary by Prof. Ved Kumari from Don Peters, Joy of 62 
Lawyering 

“Advocacy Objectives” 64 

“Case Analysis, Persuasion, and Storytelling” in Steven Lubet, Modern Trial 66 
Advocacy: Analyses and Practice, pp 1-13 

Questionnaire for Interviewers 78 

“Case Planning Chart” by Jane Schukoske 82 

Communication – Body Language 83 

L. Spasova, “Paralinguistics as an Expression of Communicative Behaviour” 85 
in Trakia Journal of Sciences, Vol. 9, Suppl. 3, pp 204-209, 2011 

“The Trial Advocate” in Roger Haydock and John Sonsteng, Trial: Theories, 92 
Tactics, Techniques 

“D.S. Hislop’s Advocacy Training” (Mimeo) 108 

Gray's Inn Advocacy Course for Pupils: 1993-1994 117 

Examination-in-Chief – Headlines 134 

“Art of Interrogation” in B.K. Somasekhara (ed.) Aiyar & Aiyar’s The Principles 
and Precedents of the Art of Cross-Examination (Tenth Edition, 2004) pp. 145-
182 

136 

Witness Handling: Case 1 State v. Monty Khanna by Aman Hingorani 163 

Witness Handling: Case 2 State v. Mukesh by Aman Hingorani 171 
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Witness Handling: Case 3 Raj Malhotra v. Shivani Malhotra by Aman 176 

Witness Handling: Case 4 Singer Consultants Pvt. Ltd v. WinSoft 
Telecommunications Pvt. Ltd. by Aman Hingorani 

Developing a Research Plan - Adopted from Kunz, et al. The Process of Legal 
Research (4th ed. 1996) 

196 

202 

“Researching for a Legal Problem” by Ved Kumari 204 

“Legal Drafting Skills” – by Aman Hingorani 208 

Appellate Arguments Demonstration Exercise - Narcotics Control Bureau v 
Elizabeth Brown 

212 

Moot Court Problem – 1-6 233-247 

Assessment of Students’ Performance and Scheme of Examinations:  

1. There is no written end semester examination in this paper. The internal assessments 

constitute the final exam. 

The breakup of marks in each unit may be changed in the paper from time to time. Broad division of 
marks is as follows: 

Unit 1 = 30 marks 

Unit 2 = 30 marks 

Unit 3 – 30 marks 

10 marks have been kept for attendance in these courses as follows: 
 

70-75% - 1 mark 76-80% = 2 marks 81-85% = 4 marks 

86-90% = 6 marks 91-95% = 8 marks 96-100% = 10 marks 

IMPORTANT NOTE: 

1. The topics, cases and suggested readings given above are not exhaustive. The Committee of teachers 
teaching the Course shall be at liberty to revise the topics/cases/suggested readings. 

2. Students are required to study/refer to the legislations as amended from time to time and consult 

the latest editions of books. 
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MOOT PROBLEM 1 

1. Sukhmohan Construction Pvt. Ltd., a company engaged in construction activities in Delhi, 

sold a residential flat situated at Uttam Nagar, Delhi to Kailash Gupta for a total sale 

consideration of Rs. 30,00,000/-. The parties executed a registered Sale Deed and a Sale and 

Purchase Agreement on 22 February 2017. According to the Sale Deed, the entire sale 

consideration stood paid. However, disputes subsequently arose between the parties. Kailash 

Gupta alleges that possession of the flat was not handed over as several construction works 

remained incomplete. He further alleges that, even after execution of the Sale Deed, 

Sukhmohan Construction Pvt. Ltd. continued to show the flat to prospective purchasers and 

did not submit the registered sale documents to the concerned bank despite the property 

being subject to a bank loan. He also claims that the company demanded an additional sum 

of Rs. 3,00,000/- for completing the remaining works and for providing an additional 

reserved car parking space, which, according to him, had already been agreed upon. 

2. Kailash Gupta further alleges that, although he had performed the Grih Pravesh ceremony, 

possession of the flat was thereafter denied. He contends that he was called to the office of 

Sukhmohan Construction Pvt. Ltd., where he was compelled to sign one or more blank 

papers and hand over a cheque for Rs. 3,00,000/-. Since he was not carrying his personal 

cheque book, he issued a cheque belonging to his partnership firm, FNFT Consultancy, 

bearing the signature of his partner, Shyam Saroha, after filling in the particulars. 

Subsequently, Kailash Gupta requested the company not to present the cheque for 

encashment on the ground that the alleged pending works had not been completed and the 

additional reserved car parking space had not been provided. Despite the request, the cheque 

was presented for encashment. Kailash Gupta thereafter instructed his bank to stop payment 

of the cheque. 

3. Sukhmohan Construction Pvt. Ltd. instituted a complaint under Section 138 of the 

Negotiable Instruments Act, 1881 before the competent Metropolitan Magistrate at Delhi, 

alleging that the cheque represented the unpaid balance of the sale consideration and that 

Kailash Gupta had failed to discharge his legally enforceable liability. Kailash Gupta 

disputes this claim and maintains that the entire sale consideration had already been paid and 

that the cheque had been issued only in connection with the alleged pending construction 

work and the additional reserved car parking space. 

4. In 2019, Sukhmohan Construction Pvt. Ltd. instituted Civil Suit No. 999 of 2019 before the 

Civil Judge, New Delhi seeking recovery of Rs. 3,00,000/- along with interest. The plaintiff 

reiterated that the amount constituted the unpaid balance of the sale consideration. Kailash 

Gupta contested the suit and remained represented on each date of hearing until the 

disruption caused by the Covid-19 pandemic. According to him, the pandemic and the 

resulting circumstances prevented him from effectively pursuing the proceedings, although 

he attended certain virtual hearings. 

5. On 1 January 2021, the Trial Court proceeded ex parte against Kailash Gupta and closed his 

right to file the Written Statement. Kailash Gupta claims that he became aware of the said 

order only on 4 April 2022 through another advocate. He thereafter filed an application for 

setting aside the order dated 1 January 2021. Sukhmohan Construction Pvt. Ltd. opposed the 

application on the ground that Kailash Gupta had deliberately remained absent from the 

proceedings. By order dated 11 July 2022, the Trial Court dismissed the application and 

directed the plaintiff to lead ex parte evidence. The matter was thereafter listed for ex parte 

final arguments on 18 July 2022. 



6. Kailash Gupta submitted an application under Section 151 of the Code of Civil Procedure, 

1908 seeking time to challenge the order dated 11 July 2022, contending that the order had 

not yet been uploaded on the court's website and that the certified copy applied for by him 

had not been made available. The Trial Court proceeded with the ex parte final arguments 

and, on 22 July 2022, passed an ex parte judgment and decree in favour of Sukhmohan 

Construction Pvt. Ltd. 

7. On 6 September 2022, Kailash Gupta filed an application under Order IX Rule 13 of the 

Code of Civil Procedure, 1908 seeking to set aside the ex parte judgment and decree. By 

order dated 29 November 2022, the Civil Judge dismissed the application, observing, inter 

alia, that it was not filed within the prescribed period of limitation. Kailash Gupta disputes 

this finding and contends that the application had been instituted within the limitation 

period. He also relies upon the notifications issued by the High Court of Delhi during the 

Covid-19 pandemic regarding the passing of adverse orders. 

8. Aggrieved by the order dated 29 November 2022, Kailash Gupta has preferred an appeal 

before the District Judge under Order XLIII Rule 1(d) read with Section 151 of the Code of 

Civil Procedure, 1908 seeking setting aside of the order dismissing his application under 

Order IX Rule 13 and the consequent ex parte judgment and decree. Sukhmohan 

Construction Pvt. Ltd. contests the appeal and supports the findings of the Trial Court. 

Memorial is required to be filed only for one party. 



MOOT PROBLEM 2 

1. Anantara Wellness Clinics Private Limited (AWC), incorporated in 1998, operates 

ophthalmic clinics across India under the mark ANANTARA and has acquired 

substantial goodwill in eye care and vision correction services. 

2. Since 2011, AWC has consistently used a distinctive three-note electronic chime 

followed by the expression Anantara: Vision Beyond Sight in its advertisements. It 

has also adopted a distinctive teal colour for its clinics, uniforms, packaging and 

promotional material. AWC claims that both the advertising chime and the teal colour 

have acquired distinctiveness through long and continuous use. 

3. In 2016, AWC applied for registration of the word mark ANANTARA in Class 44 

under the Trade Marks Act, 1999. It also applied for registration of the advertising 

chime as a sound mark and the teal colour as a colour mark. 

4. The Trade Marks Registry initially objected to registration of the word mark under 

Section 11 of the Trade Marks Act, 1999, in view of an earlier application for 

ANANTARA PLUS filed by Meridian Opticians & Wellness (MOW) for identical 

services. 

5. AWC contended that it had honestly and continuously used ANANTARA since 1998, 

whereas MOW commenced business only in 2013. Accepting this explanation, the 

Registrar registered the word mark. The sound mark and colour mark applications 

were advertised before acceptance, inviting opposition. 

6. MOW challenged the registration of the word mark before the High Court of Delhi, 

contending that the Registrar failed to appreciate the likelihood of consumer 

confusion under Section 11 of the Trade Marks Act, 1999. MOW also opposed 

registration of the sound mark and colour mark before the Registrar, contending that a 

simple advertising chime lacks distinctiveness, a single colour cannot ordinarily 

function as a trade mark, and the competing sound sequences and colour schemes are 

sufficiently dissimilar to avoid deception. AWC maintains that all three marks have 

acquired distinctiveness through extensive commercial use. 

7. AWC also owns Anantara Studios, which holds copyright in the Hindi novella Kahani 

Anant Ki, first published in 2018. The novella narrates the life of a visually impaired 

child overcoming social barriers. Copyright in the literary work stands registered in 

favour of Anantara Studios. 



8. Kabir, a resident of Nepal, translated the novella into English without obtaining a 

licence from Anantara Studios. Although the publication acknowledged Anantara 

Studios as the copyright owner, no authorisation was obtained. The translated work 

was commercially distributed through online platforms. 

9. Film producer Ishita subsequently produced a feature film titled Anant's Tale based 

substantially on Kabir's translation, while introducing additional characters, modified 

dialogues and an alternative ending. She contends that the film constitutes an original 

and transformative work. 

10. Anantara Studios instituted proceedings before the High Court of Delhi seeking 

injunctions, damages and delivery up of infringing copies against Kabir and Ishita. 

Kabir contends that acknowledgement of the original author and publication outside 

India exclude liability for infringement. Ishita contends that any infringement lies 

only in the unauthorised translation and not in her cinematographic work. 

11. The challenge to the registration of the word mark, the opposition proceedings 

relating to the sound and colour marks, and the copyright proceedings have been 

consolidated before a Division Bench of the High Court of Delhi for final 

adjudication. 

 

Memorial is required to be filed only for one party. 



MOOT PROBLEM 3 
 

1. On a routine inspection, officials of the local police station, acting on a complaint, 

conducted a raid at the residential premises of Mr. Ramesh Oberoi, where several dogs were 

found being kept in unhygienic and cramped conditions. The animals were rescued and, 

pending further proceedings, handed over by the police to Paws & Claws Trust, a registered 

animal welfare NGO, for interim care and rehabilitation. 

2. Criminal proceedings were thereafter initiated against Mr. Oberoi under Section 11 of the 

Prevention of Cruelty to Animals Act, 1960, alleging cruelty to animals kept in his custody.  

3. While the rescued dogs remained in its care, and without obtaining any prior permission or 

authorisation from the Trial Court or any statutory authority to place the seized animals in 

adoption pending conclusion of the criminal proceedings, Paws & Claws Trust, in the 

ordinary course of its rehabilitation work and without objection from any quarter at the 

time, placed three of the female dogs named Mango, Kiwi and Tuna in adoption with Ms. 

Anjali Verma and Mr. Karan Mehta ("the adoptive petitioners"), who took the animals into 

their homes, had them medically examined, and integrated them into their families over 

several months.  

4. During the pendency of the criminal proceedings, Tuna gave birth to four puppies while in 

the custody of the adoptive petitioners. The puppies were born healthy and remained 

continuously with their mother.  

5. Mr. Oberoi subsequently moved an application before the learned Trial Court under Section 

503 of the Bharatiya Nagarik Suraksha Sanhita, 2023, claiming to be the rightful owner of 

all the rescued dogs (including Mango, Kiwi and Tuna) and asserting consequential rights 

over the puppies born during the pendency of the proceedings, and seeking their release to 

him on superdari pending trial.  

6. The learned Trial Court, by order dated 11.08.2025 and a subsequent order dated 

30.01.2026, allowed the application and directed release of all the rescued dogs, including 

the three dogs already in adoptive custody, together with the puppies born during the 

pendency of the proceedings, to Mr. Oberoi on superdari.  

7. Aggrieved, the adoptive petitioners have approached the High Court under Article 226 of 

the Constitution (read with the inherent jurisdiction of the Court), contending that: (a) an 

emotional and custodial bond had already formed between them and the three dogs; (b) the 

animals, being sentient and voiceless, would suffer distress upon forcible separation and 

relocation; (c) the question of Mr. Oberoi's alleged cruelty is itself sub-judice before the 

Trial Court, rendering it premature and inequitable to hand the animals back to him during 

the pendency of trial; and (d) the puppies, having never formed part of the original seizure, 

cannot be treated as case property liable to be released on superdari.  

8. Mr. Oberoi opposes the petition, contending that ownership and custody of property 

connected with a criminal case, including live animals, must ordinarily follow the settled 

principles governing superdari, that the Trial Court's discretion was properly exercised, that 

Paws & Claws Trust had no authority in law to facilitate adoption of animals seized during 

the pendency of criminal proceedings, rendering the purported adoptions legally ineffective, 

and that the adoptive petitioners acquired no lawful title since the NGO itself held the 

animals only as an interim custodian pending trial.  

9. During the pendency of the writ petition, the Trial Court acquits Mr. Oberoi of the charge 

under Section 11 of the Prevention of Cruelty to Animals Act, 1960. Aggrieved by the 

acquittal, the State prefers an appeal before the High Court, which remains pending. Mr. 

Oberoi accordingly contends that the basis for continued deprivation of custody no longer 

survives and that he is entitled to restoration of all the dogs and the puppies. The adoptive 

petitioners, however, submit that the acquittal does not conclude the question of custody, 

which must continue to be determined primarily on considerations of animal welfare and 

the best interests of the animals. 

10. The adoptive petitioners further contend that Sections 503 and 504 of the Bharatiya Nagarik 

Suraksha Sanhita, 2023, being procedural provisions, must be interpreted in a manner 



consistent with Articles 14 and 21 of the Constitution, read with Articles 48A and 51A(g), 

so that sentient animals are not treated identically to inanimate property while determining 

interim custody. Mr. Oberoi disputes this contention and submits that the provisions 

governing superdari apply uniformly to all movable property connected with criminal 

proceedings and that any distinction in respect of animals must be made by the legislature 

and not by judicial interpretation. 

11. Students may frame issues with reference to the Prevention of Cruelty to Animals Act, 

1960, Sections 503 and 504 of the Bharatiya Nagarik Suraksha Sanhita 2023, relevant 

provisions of the Constitution of India, aspect of legal personality, and such judicial 

precedents on custody, superdari and animal welfare as they consider relevant.  

Memorial is required to be filed only for one party. 
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MOOT PROBLEM 4 

1. Mr. Manas, aged 44 years, is the Managing Director of Prajapati Built Environments 

Private Limited, Ahmedabad. Pursuant to a decree of divorce dated 14 March 2019, his 

former spouse, Ms. Surmayi, was awarded a 23 per cent equity stake in the company and 

continues to serve as a co-director. Since mid-2022, Manas has been in a personal 

relationship with Ms. Vanshika, who has served as his personal secretary since February 

2020. 

2. Manas has a deep distrust of conventional medical treatment and relied upon alternative 

wellness practices. 

3. Raj Kohli was the sole proprietor of Raj Shakti Retreat, an eco-wellness facility at 

Madikeri, Karnataka. He described himself as a Bio-Energetic Wellness Architect only 

disclosed qualification was a certificate issued by the Australasian Institute of Holistic 

Health, a private institution without statutory recognition. Raj Kohli was not registered 

under any Indian law governing medical or allied healthcare practitioners. 

4. The retreat offered programmes addressing various conditions described as metabolic 

dysregulation, neuro-structural compression and adrenal depletion. Promotional material 

claimed significant therapeutic benefits but did not disclose that the retreat neither 

provided recognised medical treatment nor possessed statutory accreditation. Programme 

fees ranged between ₹1,20,000 and ₹2,80,000. 

5. On 14 September 2022, Dr. Ajay Raina, Senior Endocrinologist, Apollo Hospitals, 

Ahmedabad, diagnosed Manas with uncontrolled Type 2 diabetes, lumbar disc herniation 

and mild nerve root compression. Appropriate treatment and specialist consultation were 

advised. Medical records establish that Manas neither commenced the prescribed 

treatment nor consulted any allopathic physician thereafter. 

6. In January 2023, Surmayi attended Raj Shakti Retreat and later informed Manas that the 

programme had substantially improved her health. She recommended that he consult Raj 

Kohli. 

7. Between March and April 2023, Manas communicated with Raj Kohli through Instagram 

and WhatsApp regarding his diabetes and back pain. Raj Kohli stated that he had 

successfully treated similar conditions through natural methods. During these 

communications, he referred to Manas's blood reports and spinal condition despite not 

having received any medical records directly from Manas. He did not advise Manas to 

continue medical treatment, obtain physician clearance or seek professional medical 

evaluation. 

8. On 19 September 2023, Manas informed Surmayi that he had enrolled in the 12-Day Bio-

Reset Immersive Programme commencing on 28 September 2023. During a telephone 

conversation, Manas allegedly authorised Surmayi to tell Raj Kohli whatever he wished 

to know. Surmayi understood this to include disclosure of Manas's medical records, 
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whereas Manas later maintained that the consent extended only to a general verbal 

description of his health. No written consent was given. 

9. Surmayi thereafter emailed Raj Kohli Manas's MRI reports, blood investigations and 

consultation records, including documents referring to his distrust of hospitals and 

healthcare professionals. Raj Kohli acknowledged receipt and assured her that Manas 

would be taken care of. It is undisputed that Raj Kohli never informed Manas that he had 

received or reviewed these records. 

10. On 27 September 2023, Manas independently underwent fresh blood investigations 

showing persistently uncontrolled diabetes. These reports were not disclosed to Raj 

Kohli, Dr. Ajay Raina or any other person except Vanshika. 

11. Manas and Vanshika arrived at the retreat on 28 September 2023. The intake form 

required disclosure of existing medical conditions and supporting reports. Manas merely 

stated that he had some sugar issue and back pain and did not attach any medical 

documents. The form also declared that the retreat was a wellness facility, did not provide 

diagnosis or treatment, and was not a substitute for licensed healthcare. 

12. Despite possessing Manas's medical records, Raj Kohli neither verified the information 

contained in the intake form nor conducted any medical examination or blood glucose 

assessment. He nevertheless prescribed a programme comprising a seventy-two-hour 

modified dry fast, a proprietary herbal preparation known as Agni Reset, cold-water 

therapy and cranio-sacral manipulation. He neither disclosed the risks associated with 

these procedures nor advised medical supervision. 

13. During the programme, Manas repeatedly complained of fatigue, dizziness and impaired 

clarity of thought. Raj Kohli described these symptoms as a healing crisis and advised 

continuation of the programme without arranging any clinical assessment or medical 

intervention. 

14. On 1 October 2023, Manas posted a favourable review of the retreat on Google Maps 

from the retreat premises. On 3 October 2023, Vanshika measured his blood glucose 

level at 487 mg/dL. She alleges that Raj Kohli dismissed the reading as a normal part of 

the healing process and advised that no doctor be consulted because medical intervention 

would interrupt the programme. 

15. On 4 October 2023, shortly before losing consciousness, Manas posted on Instagram, 

Day 7. Feeling the turn. Body knows. Mind is just catching up. Later that day, he 

collapsed at the retreat. Vanshika summoned emergency medical services, whereupon 

paramedics recorded blood glucose levels beyond the measurable range of their 

equipment. 

16. Manas was admitted to CIMS Madikeri and later shifted to Manipal Hospital, Bengaluru, 

where he was diagnosed with Hyperosmolar Hyperglycaemic State, acute renal failure and 

neurological damage to his right leg. He subsequently developed Stage III Chronic Kidney 

Disease and a permanent motor disability of approximately 40 per cent. On 15 December 

2023, he issued a legal notice claiming damages for negligence, wrongful assumption of 
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medical authority and lack of informed consent. Raj Kohli denied liability, contending that the 

retreat provided only wellness services. 

17. On 15 January 2024, Raj Kohli executed a registered gift deed transferring the retreat 

property to the Raj Kohli Shakti Foundation, a trust established by him on the same day. The 

transfer was without consideration. The property remained subject to an existing mortgage in 

favour of Canara Bank, which was neither discharged nor referred to in the gift deed. 

18. Raj Kohli died on 11 March 2024 due to an anaphylactic reaction following a bee sting. 

19. On 25 March 2024, Surmayi disclosed to Manas that she had shared Manas's confidential 

medical records with Raj Kohli before the retreat commenced, giving rise to a dispute 

regarding the scope of Manas's consent. 

20. Since Raj Kohli died intestate, his sole legal heir is his mother, Ms. Susheela Mantha 

Subrahmanya. The assets devolving upon her comprised cash, intellectual property, royalty 

income and social media revenue. The retreat property did not form part of the estate. 

21. Raj Kohli had obtained a Professional Indemnity Policy with a sum insured of ₹1 crore. 

The insurer repudiated liability on the grounds that the claim fell within an exclusion clause 

relating to pre-existing metabolic disorders and that the policy, being one of personal 

indemnity, stood extinguished upon Raj Kohli's death before any decree was passed. The 

insurer has been impleaded as a pro forma respondent. 

22. Manas instituted a civil suit before the Senior Civil Judge, Madikeri against Raj Kohli 

seeking damages for negligence and other consequential reliefs. Upon Raj Kohli's death, his 

mother, Ms. Susheela Mantha Subrahmanya, as his legal representative, the Raj Kohli Shakti 

Foundation and Integrative Practitioners Shield Assurance Ltd. were impleaded as defendants. 

The Trial Court awarded compensation to Manas and held the gift deed executed by Raj Kohli 

to be voidable. Aggrieved by the judgment, the defendants preferred an appeal before the High 

Court. Manas filed cross objections challenging the findings adverse to him. The High Court 

affirmed the award of compensation but differed on the admissibility of Vanshika's recordings 

and the validity of the gift deed. Aggrieved by the judgment of the High Court, both parties 

have preferred the present cross appeals before the Supreme Court of India. 

Note: The parties dispute questions relating to the standard of care, consent, confidentiality, 

causation, succession to liability, insurance, property transfers and the legal effect of the conduct 

of the parties. Participants are required to identify and frame the issues arising from the facts. 

 

Memorial is required to be filed only for one party. 



MOOT PROBLEM 5 

1. The Republic of Astoria is a sovereign democratic republic whose Constitution and 

statutory framework are pari materia with those of the Republic of India. Since 1967, Astoria 

has had an Unlawful Activities (Prevention) Act (UAPA). Section 43D provides a special and 

more stringent bail regime for offences under Chapter IV of the Act. 

2. An FIR No. 19/2019 was registered on 4 January 2019 at the Central Investigation Cell, 

Ambervale, in the Union Territory of Kastoria against several persons, including Shashank 

Faiz, aged 29 years. Shashank, a postgraduate research scholar in Political Science at Kastelia 

Central University and a student activist, was reportedly one of the key organisers of peaceful 

protests against the Citizenship Amendment Act (CAA). 

3. The prosecution alleged that Shashank had delivered provocative speeches and incited 

communal violence in February 2020 as part of a larger conspiracy to disrupt public order. 

The FIR further alleged a conspiracy to orchestrate violent eco-blockades, destroy public 

transit links and paralyse a multi-billion-dollar state infrastructure project. 

4. Accordingly, offences under Section 120-B of the Astorian Penal Code, Sections 13, 15, 

16 and 18 of the UAPA, and provisions relating to rioting with deadly weapons, murder, 

attempt to murder, sedition, promotion of enmity on grounds of religion, unlawful activities, 

terrorist acts, raising funds for terrorist activities and criminal conspiracy were invoked. 

5. Shashank was arrested on 8 March 2020. Although he was not named in the original FIR, 

he was subsequently implicated on the basis of disclosure statements of two co-accused 

recorded under Section 27 of the Evidence Act of Astoria and electronic evidence, including 

WhatsApp chat logs and a protest coordination document recovered from a laptop allegedly 

seized from a co-accused. 

6. On 15 September 2020, a chargesheet of approximately 5,000 pages was filed. The Special 

Court (NIA-designated) at Ambervale took cognisance on 2 November 2020, and a 

supplementary chargesheet followed on 11 June 2021. Charges under Sections 13, 16, 17, 18 

and 20 of the UAPA and Sections 120-B and 124-A of the Penal Code were framed against 

Shashank on 8 February 2023, nearly three years after his arrest. 

7. The trial has not commenced. Only three of the nineteen accused have had their 

examination-in-chief recorded, and the prosecution has cited 342 witnesses. By order dated 3 

April 2026, the Special Court observed that it was unable to indicate any realistic timeline for 

completion of the trial. 

8. Shashank's first bail application before the Special Court was dismissed. 

9. Following the framing of charges, Shashank filed a fresh bail application, contending that 

the statutory restrictions on bail cannot be applied in a manner that defeats the constitutional 

guarantee of personal liberty under Article 21 where an undertrial remains incarcerated for an 

indefinite period without any realistic prospect of conclusion of the trial. 

10. The Special Court dismissed the application, holding that the gravity of the allegations 

and the material collected outweighed the passage of time. The High Court affirmed the 

order, observing that prolonged incarceration is not an independent ground for bail under the 



UAPA but only one relevant factor to be considered along with the gravity of the offence and 

the overall circumstances of the case. 

11. Aggrieved by the judgment of the High Court, Shashank filed the present writ petition 

under Article 32 of the Constitution of Astoria, contending that his continued incarceration 

for more than six years without trial violates his fundamental rights under Articles 21 and 22. 

12. Meanwhile, several petitions, including Special Leave Petitions under Article 136 and 

writ petitions under Article 32 of the Constitution of Astoria, filed by undertrial accused in 

unrelated UAPA prosecutions raising substantially identical questions of law, were directed 

to be heard together with the present writ petition. 

13. When the matter came before a Division Bench of the Supreme Court, the Union of 

Astoria submitted that there existed divergent judicial approaches regarding the relationship 

between Article 21 and Section 43D(5) of the UAPA. One approach treated prolonged 

incarceration as sufficient to override the statutory restriction on bail after prolonged custody. 

The other regarded prolonged incarceration as only one factor to be balanced with the gravity 

of the offence and the strength of the prima facie case. 

14. In view of the conflicting judicial approaches, the Division Bench referred the matter to a 

Larger Bench for an authoritative determination. 

15. The present writ petition, along with the connected petitions, is now before the Larger 

Bench to determine the interplay between the constitutional guarantee of personal liberty and 

the statutory restrictions governing the grant of bail under the UAPA. 

Memorial is required to be filed only for one party.



 



MOOT PROBLEM 6 

1. Mr. Suresh, aged about 25 years, is the son of Shri Dinesh and Dr. Shalini. The family resides at 

Golden House. Suresh was pursuing an MBA at a reputed university. Miss Sharda, aged about 24 

years, is the daughter of Shri Vikram, a businessman owning a chain of departmental stores. She 

was a fellow MBA student in the same university. The families were well acquainted with each 

other. 

2. Upon completion of their studies, Suresh expressed his desire to marry Sharda. Shri Dinesh 

approached Shri Vikram with the proposal, which was accepted. During the marriage negotiations, 

Shri Dinesh allegedly demanded dowry of substantial value commensurate with his social status, 

along with expenditure of at least ₹1 crore towards the marriage ceremony. Shri Vikram accepted 

the demands. 

3. The marriage was solemnised on 12 September 2017. The agreed dowry was provided, and the 

couple proceeded on their honeymoon. 

4. After the marriage, Sharda allegedly faced harassment at her matrimonial home from her 

husband, mother-in-law and father-in-law. It is alleged that Dr. Shalini repeatedly demanded a 

Mercedes-Benz car and a fixed deposit of ₹1 crore, despite a fixed deposit of ₹25 lakh having 

already been created in Sharda's name at the time of marriage. Owing to the strained atmosphere, 

Sharda allegedly suffered mental distress and was unable to conceive. 

5. It is further alleged that Dr. Shalini threatened that if Sharda did not give birth to a male child 

within one year, she would be turned out of the matrimonial home and Suresh would be remarried. 

Subsequently, with the intervention of family friends, a compromise was reached, and Dr. Shalini 

tendered a written apology. 

6. On 31 August 2021, Sharda gave birth to a female child. According to the prosecution, the family 

members were unhappy with the birth of a daughter. No customary celebrations were held, and 

Sharda was allegedly subjected to further harassment before being sent to her parental home. 

During this period, she maintained a diary recording the incidents occurring at her matrimonial 

home. 

7. On 20 May 2022, Suresh visited Sharda at her parental home, apologised for the conduct of his 

family and persuaded her to return to the matrimonial home. Sharda returned with his assurance. 

However, the prosecution alleges that the relationship remained strained owing to continuing dowry 

demands and Suresh's excessive consumption of alcohol, during which he allegedly abused and 

assaulted Sharda in the presence of domestic servants. 

8. On 14 September 2024, at about 4.00 p.m., Surendra, a domestic servant employed at Golden 

House, informed the police that Sharda was lying unconscious in the house. Upon receiving the 

information, the police proceeded to the spot. Sanjay, a shopkeeper, informed the police that he had 

sold an organophosphorus insecticide marketed under the trade name NUVAN to Shri Dinesh on 

the representation that it was required to kill flies. Surendra further stated that he heard Sharda's 

cries from inside the room and that she appeared to have struggled. He stated that the articles in the 

room were scattered, Sharda was lying on a sofa with visible injuries on her face, water had been 

splashed on the floor and sofa, and her clothes were wet. 

9. Sharda was examined at about 8.00 p.m. on 14 September 2024 by Dr. O. P. Pandey, who found 

her to be semi-conscious with a history of consumption of a poisonous substance. He noted a 

contusion with swelling over the right eyebrow and swelling of both lips. Owing to her critical 

condition, a complete physical examination could not be conducted. Her blood pressure was not 



recordable, and both pupils were constricted and non-reactive to light. After administering 

emergency treatment, including gastric lavage, Dr. Pandey referred her to Jaipur Golden Hospital, 

Delhi. Despite treatment, Sharda died later the same day. 

10. A post-mortem examination was conducted. The cause of death was opined to be asphyxia 

secondary to organophosphorus poisoning. The post-mortem also recorded multiple ante-mortem 

injuries, including bruises and abrasions on the face, lips, chin, neck, chest and right hand. 

11. Upon receiving information of his daughter's admission to hospital, Shri Vikram reached the 

hospital and lodged a complaint with the police. He alleged that Shri Dinesh, Dr. Shalini and Suresh 

had continuously subjected Sharda to cruelty and harassment for dowry and had forcibly 

administered poison to her with the intention of causing her death. On the basis of the complaint, 

FIR No. 446 of 2024 dated 14 September 2024 was registered under Sections 85, 80, 107, 108 read 

with Section 3(5) of the Bharatiya Nyaya Sanhita 2023. 

12. During the investigation, the police recovered Sharda's personal diary from the matrimonial 

home. The prosecution relied upon the diary as evidence of the alleged dowry demands, harassment 

and domestic cruelty. Upon completion of the investigation, a chargesheet was filed against Shri 

Dinesh, Dr. Shalini and Suresh. The Trial Court framed charges under Sections 85, 103 and 80 read 

with Section 3(5) of the Bharatiya Nyaya Sanhita 2023. 

13. The accused pleaded not guilty and claimed trial. During the trial, the prosecution examined, 

among others, Surendra, Sanjay, Dr. O. P. Pandey and the investigating officers, besides relying 

upon the medical evidence, the post-mortem report and Sharda's diary. 

14. In his statement under Section 351 of the Bharatiya Nagarik Suraksha Sanhita 2023, Shri 

Dinesh admitted that Sharda had died due to poisoning but denied any involvement. He stated that 

Sharda had informed him that she had consumed some drugs and had requested him to give her 

salted water. According to him, she was convulsing, whereupon he attempted to make her vomit by 

administering water before taking her to the hospital. He maintained that his relationship with 

Sharda had always been cordial. 

15. Upon appreciation of the evidence, the Trial Court acquitted Dr. Shalini, holding that her 

involvement had not been established beyond reasonable doubt. Suresh was also acquitted for want 

of sufficient evidence. Shri Dinesh was convicted under Section 103 of the Bharatiya Nyaya 

Sanhita and sentenced to rigorous imprisonment for seven years. No fine was imposed. 

16. Aggrieved by the judgment, the State preferred an appeal before the High Court of Delhi 

challenging the acquittal of Dr. Shalini and Suresh and seeking enhancement of the sentence 

imposed upon Shri Dinesh. Shri Vikram also preferred an appeal seeking conviction of all the 

accused and enhancement of the sentence awarded to Shri Dinesh. Both appeals have been heard 

together and are listed for final hearing before the High Court of Delhi. 

17. The respondents oppose the appeals and support the judgment of the Trial Court. 

18. The appeals have been admitted and are listed for final hearing before the High Court of Delhi. 

19. The High Court shall decide the appeals in accordance with the Bharatiya Nyaya Sanhita, 2023, 

the Bharatiya Nagarik Suraksha Sanhita, 2023, the Bharatiya Sakshya Adhiniyam, 2023 and other 

applicable laws. Participants shall address all questions of fact and law arising from the proposition. 

Reasonable assumptions may be made, provided they are consistent with the facts stated herein. 

Memorial is required to be filed only for one party. 
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