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N QUESTION 1

@ ~Area of I}.n'w: ME?‘IHEFS not requiring proof: Judicial Notice

' Issue : Whethe‘r tﬁe.}Udga was right (n using his personal Knowledge in
taking judicial notice of a fact

_-,timistiqn; sé&l:{s;t;tést-tha understanding and application of the rules of

- proof in jndfc{__a;[fenquirfes. Candidates must state the general position in
evidence that all facts inissue or relevant to the issue in a given case must

be p-m,;@q;_,'hﬂ': who avers must prove. Candidates must discuss any
. exceptions to this rule which include judicial notice, Candidates must
, %gxplajn the legal effe:r:t of _juducfai notice, that is, relieving the party of the
.. requirement of proving Nis averment, Marks shall be awarded for. the

ﬂ_%ﬁﬂﬂaﬂ od dfs'cuﬁéiﬂn;nf'aﬂcﬁan 9(2) (a) and (b) namely taken judicial notice
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QUESTION 2 :

MEA SiEAY; RELEVANT anD nmsslaluﬁ ADWES'B'LW ol

Issues:

1. Whether g Judge hag discration to admit Irrelevant avidence
% Whether the test for aqmssiblity of evidence is faimess
3. Whether the ®vidence of an accused character I relevant from

the f-‘ﬂmm:nnumam nf a trial tll the end

This question !Eﬂka o test tha knowledge of students on the provisions

e

of on relevance and admissibility of evidence in general and the specific
vaisfuns on the Idmrnsibllity of character evidence. Candidates should
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" QUESTION 3

Area of [aw: Cmgg_“ﬂmmmm. finality of Answers to collateral
| '

Questions

5?‘& Issue: Whether o not there ara any exceptions to the rule on finality of

. anNsWers to collaterg) questions

: Thq question seeks to test the understanding of students on the
' Importance of Cross-examination and specifically how to test the credibility

~ of witnesses in Cross-examination Students shall discuss briefly the three
maodes of Cross-

% Ol questioning witnesses in court namely: avidence in chief:
mination. Emphasis should be placed on the

examination and re-exa
discussion nfﬂnrusavaxammanan showing the importance of cross-

examination mng5 M?Vnﬂ'ect of failing to cross-examine a witness on an
Issue while i!'hlh box. Students In the general analysis may refer
(o cases such u Hobbs v Tinling and Co Ltd: Mensah v Nimoh: Fori v
Ayireb/, Ouag @ v Adams. Marks shall be ‘awarded for the discussmn
of 1 u dibllity of witnesses in cross-axamlnatloh by "a mpting
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QUESTION 4

e,
=

CImumItnnn.| eVidence as 8 Means of proof ;

Issue(s): Whethe, tha circumstaniial evidence led by the prosecufion I8 |
ufficlent
sufficlent to lead (g (4 convietion of (he accused .
Thf. QUHIHEH sook
y d application of ,
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§ < '_""r the ”P'“f',ﬂf- quml‘tﬁnllul evidence, circumstantial evidence as
- distinguished from rumours and speculations. Students should be

- rewarded for q!!ﬂll'lﬂ?ﬂ.l_hf g cases like All Kassena v State; Brobbe y and
- Npa v State; Ana V R/ Gligah and Atiso. The analysis on whether
the evidance ltitude of suspicon but does not lead to one
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This quastion 800ks (g

genernl and specificy rlllt the candidal

to the
lly In { privilege and exception
Rrvhede Clﬂdld"“ Shall ET:;:::::;HL privilege as a right not to be

compelled 1o tegy ompolled as a witnass w.*,
[W\ee . (Q d"mn“ryd::m\:l:t‘:“ n:l:‘nwt:;::ﬂtl;uﬁ uljch documaents are L.
priviiege. Privilage serygy as Imr:::nlw rgm contompt of court for refusing %

o testify or provide documants. Marks shall be awarded for reference to

section 88 which provides for the privileges recognized under Ghana law 3

and section 88 which provides for the power lo walve once privilege, The
analysis shouid concentrate on the lawyaer client privilege which |8
provided for In section 100" Marks shall be awarded for explaining whal
constitutes the lawyer cllent privilege which is a client's refusal to disclose
and to preve t a ather person from disclosing confidential
communicatio -@g?gnlbly related to professional lagal services. The

analysis should consider the essence of.confidentiality for the purpose of
lawyer client privilege; seeking professional legal services and for
purposes of lagal advice or litigation. The determination of the lssues
ralsed should be referable to section 100(a) as to whelher sufficient
evidence has been produced to support a finding of fact that the Services
of the lawyer was soughto 81d a parsan to commit crime. Marks shall b
twarded for the reference to cases like R v Coy and Rallton; Re a Firm of 1
Solicitors, Francis and Francis v Contral Griminal Gourt. tor the ge nari! g

discussion of lawyer ellent privilege, candidates may refer to ¢
as: Brown v Forsten -B}ﬂbﬂf VAIr Indla ete ases such

ag understanding af privilege in

Pl'. l




