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THE OPEN UNIVERSITY OF SRI LANKA

LL.B. DEGREE PROGRAMME

LEVEL 4 |

™  CONTINUOUS ASSESSMENT TEST 2009/2010
LWU 2312 — CRIMINAL LAW

DURATION . 40 MINUTES

------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

Answer one question only.
Candidates will be penalized for illegible handwriting

01.° “A man about to be attacked does not have to wait for his assailant to strike the
first blow or fire the first shot; circumstances may justify a pre-emptive strike”

Per Lord Griffiths J in Beckford (1988) 1AC 130 at 144.

Does this statement reflect the correct position of law in Sri Lanka relating to the
defence of right of private defence? -

Discuss with reference to decided cases and the statutory provisions which regulate
the exercise of the right of private defence.

02.  ‘Theft is an offence committed against the person in possession, and not
necessarily against the owner, unless he is also in possession of the property at the
time it is moved’.

Write a comprehensive note about the offence of theft in the light of the above
statement and the relevant case law.
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Per Lord Griffiths J in.Beckford (1988) 1 AC 130 at 144.
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