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SURANA & SURANA AND DEPARTMENT OF LAW, UNIVERSITY OF 

JAMMU TRIAL ADVOCACY MOOT COURT COMPETITION:  

NORTH ROUNDS 2025-26 

 

LIST OF CLARIFICATIONS 

 

1. Clarify the exact relationship between Mr. Potter and Ms. Juliet, as it appears 

inconsistent across Emily’s and Juliet’s statements. 

 

Mr. Potter is the elder cousin of Mrs. Emily. Both Ms. Juliet and Mrs. Emily refer to him as 

uncle in a dear fashion. 

 

2. Specify how many individuals confronted Mr. Romeo on 29.09.2024 - three or four - 

as the statements differ. 

 

Subject to interpretation. 

 

3. Confirm whether  the accused has been released on  bail; if so, please state by whom and 

when. 

 

Released on bail by concerned Special Court after 14 days of incarceration. 

 

4. Clarify whether the victim witness “XXX” is Ms. Juliet; if not, provide her age.  

 

Clarification not required. 

 

5. Confirm whether Ms. Juliet consented to or refused the medical examination. 

 

Clarification not required. 

 

6. Confirm the misprint of date of arrest in final report on page 6 of the proposition. 

 

Subject to interpretation. 

 

Compliance with Child Protection Procedures 

 

7. Did the police produce the victim before the Child Welfare Committee (CWC) or Special 

Juvenile Police Unit (SJPU) within 24 hours of the FIR as required under the POCSO 

Act? 

 

Clarification not required. 

 

8. If not, under whose custody was the victim kept during that period and for what reason? 

 

Clarification not required. 
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Medical Examination and Forensic Evidence 

 

9. Was the medical examination of the victim conducted within 24 hours of lodging the FIR? 

 

Clarification not required. 

 

10. If delayed, what was the reason for such delay?  

 

Clarification not required. 

 

11. What forensic samples were collected from the victim, and what were the findings of her 

medical report? 

 

Clarification not required. 

 

12. Was any medical examination of the accused carried out apart from the potency test? 

 

Clarification not required. 

 

13. What was the purpose and result of the potency test? 

 

The  Accused was found potent. The purpose of test is subject to interpretation. 

 

14. Was the collection of the accused’s forensic samples voluntary or against his will? 

 

Subject to interpretation. 

 

Magisterial Proceedings and Statements 

 
 

15. Why was the victim’s statement before the Magistrate recorded almost a week after 

the FIR? 

 

Subject to interpretation. 

 

16. Why was the summons issued for 06.10.2024, while the victim appeared on 

07.10.2024, and her signature bears the date 08.10.2024? 

 

Subject to interpretation. 

 

17. Why does the final report not contain any statement of the accused recorded before 

the Magistrate? 

 

Subject to interpretation. 

 

18. At what exact time was the accused presented before the Magistrate? 

 

Subject to interpretation. 
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19. Why was the accused produced before the Magistrate on 01.10.2024 when the request 

letter for his production is dated 30.09.2024? 

 

Subject to interpretation. 

 

Custody and Bail Details 

 

20. What were the exact dates and timings of the accused’s judicial custody, remand, and 

grant of bail? 

 

Subject to interpretation. 

 

21. Was the accused informed of his legal rights upon arrest, and were copies of arrest or 

remand memos provided to him or his relatives? 

 

Subject to interpretation. 

 

Witnesses and Evidence Collection 

 

22. Why was the accused’s mother-in-law not examined as a witness? 

 

Subject to interpretation. 

 

23. Who are the proposed witnesses for the defence?  

 

Defence can decide the witnesses. 

 

24. Were any call records, CCTV footage, or electronic evidence collected to establish 

communication or acquaintance between the accused and the victim? 

 

Subject to interpretation. 

 

25. Were any materials or physical evidence collected from the alleged crime scene during 

the investigation? If yes, what were they? 

 

Subject to interpretation. 

 

Discrepancies and Inconsistencies in Official Records 

 

26. Which is the correct date of arrest, 30.09.2024 or 30.10.2024, as both appear in different 

records? 

 

Subject to interpretation. 

 

27. Why was the accused produced before the Magistrate on 01.10.2024 when the request 

letter for production was dated 30.09.2024? 

 

Subject to interpretation. 
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28. Why do most documents in the final report lack official signatures or attestations, except 

the birth certificate? 

 

All documents are to be read as carrying the respective official signatures. The omission 

of signatures is not a point that can be raised. 

 

Prior Conduct and Relationship History 

 
 

29. Did the victim ever disclose the alleged sexual acts to her mother or any other family 

member before 29.09.2024? 

 

Subject to interpretation. 

 

30. Do the victim’s family members possess or rely on any evidence indicating a prior 

relationship or acquaintanceship between the accused and the victim? 

 

Subject to interpretation. 

 

31. When the victim referred to Mr. Potter as her “uncle” in her police statement, was it a 

typographical error or a true description of the relationship? 

 

Clarified in Question No. 1. 

 

Miscellaneous Clarifications 

 

32. Who were the individuals present outside the accused’s house on 29.09.2024, and is there 

any record of the alleged beating incident? 

 

Subject to interpretation. 

 

33. On what legal basis was the potency test of the accused conducted, and under what 

circumstances was it considered necessary? 

 

Subject to interpretation. 

 

34. What is the relevance of the reference to the Indian Contract Act, 1872, in the final report? 

 

Subject to interpretation. 

 

35. Kindly clarify whether there is any deposition or sworn statement on record from Ms. 

Rambola in this matter, or if any such deposition is expected to be tendered during trial 

proceedings. 

 

Subject to interpretation. 
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36. Please inform whether copies of the Aadhaar cards for the relevant parties (victim and  

accused) are available on record or have been provided as part of the disclosed documents 

in accordance with procedural requirements. 

 

Yes. 

 

37. It would be appreciated if the organizing team could clarify the intent behind 

references to "documents" within the memorial submission rules. Specifically, is it 

mandatory to file exhibits or applications as part of the memorials, or should the 

"documents mentioned" comprise annexures or merely a list appended to the memorial, 

without including full exhibits or supporting applications? 

 

It is mandatory to file exhibits or applications as part of the memorials. The Court may permit 

the filing of the official documents depending on the discretion of the Court. 

 

38. Do we have to frame a summary of arguments on only one page for every issue, or should 

the whole be on one page? 

 

Left to the discretion of the participants. 

 

39. Are the issues supposed to be framed by the students? 

 

Yes. 

 

40. Are the documents mentioned in the proposition final, or can the students  produce new 

documents, such as call recordings, which do not form part of the original proposition? 

 

Be the provisions of the appropriate procedure of laws apply. 

 

41. What are the upper and lower limits for the memorial, including documents? 

 

To be filed in accordance with the Rules. 


