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ABOUT MAHARAJA SURAJMAL
INSTITUTE

Established in 1999, Maharaja Surajmal Institute (MSI), New Delhi, is
committed to imparting quality professional education through
innovative and contemporary learning methodologies. Affiliated to
Guru Gobind Singh Indraprastha University (GGSIPU), the Institute
has established itself as a distinguished centre of higher education,
fostering academic excellence, professional competence, and holistic

development.

\ The Institute offers a vibrant academic environment supported by
| qualified faculty, modern infrastructure, a well-equipped library, and
a strong emphasis on experiential learning. Its location in the National
Capital Region provides students with valuable exposure to leading

courts, law firms, institutions, and other professional organisations.

MSI is NAAC ‘A’ Grade accredited, rated Category ‘A’ by SFRC and
‘A’ by JAC, Government of NCT of Delhi. The Institute is approved
by the Bar Council of India (BCI) and AICTE, and recognised under
Section 2(f) of the UGC Act.

With a commitment to nurturing knowledge, professional excellence, ¥/
ethical values, and responsible citizenship, MSI continues to empower -

¥ students to engage meaningfully with the evolving demands of the

gal and professional world.
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ABOUT SURAJMAL MEMORIAL
EDUCATION SOCIETY (SMES)

Inspired by the life and ideals of Maharaja Surajmal, a great Indian
patriot and enlightened ruler of Bharatpur during the eighteenth
century, Surajmal Memorial Education Society was established in
1972 and registered under the Societies Registration Act 1860. The
main aim of the Society Is to disseminate quality education in the
technical and professional areas, specially those beneficial to the
students from rural and hitherto educationally deprived people of
the country. There are more than 9000 members of the society
spread all over India and abroad. However, the main component is

from the states of Uttar Pradesh, Delhi, Haryana and Rajasthan.

SMES is a non-profit organization dedicated to spread quality
education at school level and college level. The society currently runs

three senior secondary schools and two colleges of professional

courses.




ABOUT DEPARTMENT OF LAW

The Department of Law at Maharaja Surajmal Institute, affiliated to
Guru Gobind Singh Indraprastha University (GGSIPU), New Delhi, is
committed to providing quality legal education that responds to the
evolving needs of the legal profession. The Department adopts an
interdisciplinary approach, combining legal studies with social sciences
and humanities to develop a broader understanding of law and its

practical dimensions.

With experienced faculty and a strong emphasis on experiential learning,
the Department provides students with opportunities to develop their
legal research, advocacy, analytical, and professional skills through moot
courts, internships, seminars, conferences, and legal aid initiatives.
Located in the National Capital Region, the Department also offers
valuable exposure to courts, law firms, and other legal institutions. The

Department offers B.A. LL.B. (Hons.) and B.B.A. LL.B. (Hons.), fostering

critical thinking, ethical values, and professional excellence among

aspiring legal professionals.




ABOUT AEQUITAS: THE MOOT
COURT SOCIETY

Aequitas, the Moot Court Society of Department of Law, Maharaja
Surajmal Institute, is a student-led society dedicated to fostering
excellence in advocacy, legal research, drafting, and oral argumentation.

The Society has actively organized various activities to provide students

with a platform to bridge the gap between theoretical knowledge and
practical application through moot court competitions, training sessions,

workshops, and other academic initiatives.

Guided by the values of integrity, professionalism, discipline, and mutual
respect, Aequitas seeks to cultivate the skills and confidence essential for
a successful legal career. Through consistent engagement with courtroom
procedures, case analysis, legal research, and advocacy, the Society

strives to nurture future legal professionals committed to uphold the

highest standards of the legal profession.




ABOUT THE COMPETITION

The Department of Law, Maharaja Surajmal Institute, New Delhi is
organising the 1st All India Maharaja Surajmal Moot Court
Competition 2026, which is envisioned as a distinguished academic
platform that brings together aspiring legal professionals. The

Competition seeks to promote excellence in legal research, advocacy,

oral submissions, and critical analysis while providing participants with

an opportunity to engage with contemporary legal issues in a simulated

courtroom environment.

Through rigorous rounds of oral advocacy, the competition aims to
foster analytical thinking, persuasive advocacy, and a deeper

appreciation of legal principles and judicial reasoning.

The inaugural edition endeavours to create an enriching and
competitive forum for meaningful academic exchange, bringing together
students, academicians, and legal practitioners. Through this initiative,

Maharaja Surajmal Institute seeks to contribute to the development of | ,..

skilled, ethical, and socially conscious legal professionals committed to f:l

upholding the highest standards of the legal profession. '-='_ﬂ

-"'H.
o«

e




TIMELINE

25 SEPTEMBER 2026 | QpPENING OF REGISTRATION

AH8-0-0-8,
T

15 OCTOBER 2026 | CLOSING OF REGISTRATION

20 OCTOBER 2026 | RELEASE OF CLARIFICATIONS

A0,
IO

\ 25 OCTOBER 2026 A MEMORIAL SUBMISSION DEADLINE

-
EEER

2 NOVEMBER 2026 . RESEARCHER’S TEST
j ONLINE

2 NOVEMBER 2026 | ONE-HOUR TRAINING SESSION ON SCC

gesss ONLINE FOR ALL THE PARTICIPANTS
saas ONLINE
3 NOVEMBER 2026  INAUGURAL CEREMONY &
“""“ PRELIMINARY ROUND
ONLINE

4 NOVEMBER 2026 = QUARTER-FINAL ROUND

ONLINE > 1

13 NOYEMBER 2026 | SEMI-FINAL ROUND 5 e
hess OFFLINE X
Y

14 NOVEMBER 2026 FINAL ROUND
* . OFFLINE




REGISTRATION

/F egistrations shall be accepted on a first-come, first-served basis, subject to

' the eligibility criteria and availability of slots.
e Maximum Teams per Institution: 3

Registration:

|. Teams must complete the registration process within the prescribed
deadline.

2.Registration Fee: I2000/- per team

3.Registration Deadline: 15 October, 2026

4.Registration shall be deemed complete only upon successful submission

i‘. of the registration form and payment of the prescribed registration fee.
5. The proof of payment shall be emailed to AEQUITAS at:

mcs.msilaw@msijanakpuri.com.

Rulebook Link: https://shorturl.at/ MRX{R

Registration Link:

CLICK HERE
FOR THE NOC
FORMAT

CLICK HERE
TO REGISTER

UPI ID: MAHARAJASUDDE2 ®iob

For Bank Transfer:
 Bank Name: Indian Overseas Bank
 Beneficiary Name: Maharaja Surajmal Institute
 A/c No.: 175901000000062

o IFSC Code: IOBA0001759
 Branch: C Block, Janakpuri
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AWARDS & PRIZES

Rs. 21+,000/-
Rs. 1,00,500/-*

| ‘L WINNER J

Rs. 11,000/-

‘ RUNNER UP ,

”~ ~
AL
\ | Best Speaker kéj Best Memorial

|

| v )/
@ @

V' Exclusive Benefit for All Participants:
‘ 1-Month Access to SCC Online Web Edition Worth

3,100 per participant / '

\ . - / 10
Rs. 33,500/- x 3 SCC Subscrlptmn
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MOOT PROPOSITION

Bharatvarsha. It is geographically diverse, comprising fertile agricultural
plains, semi-rural settlements and forested and hilly regions. Agriculture
constitutes one of the principal sources of livelihood for a significant
portion of its rural population. The State is known for its extensive
agricultural tracts, with cultivation of wheat, rice, pulses, sugarcane and

seasonal horticultural crops being common in its rural districts.

2. Rajendra Gupta, aged S8 years, father of Vikram Gupta, Kunal Gupta
and Arjun Gupta, aged 30, 24 and 21 years respectively, is a member of
the Gupta family, a prominent family residing in the village “Jagatpur” in
the State of Uttravan. The family owns and possesses 200 acres of fertile
agricultural land in and around the village. The land comprises several
cultivable parcels, primarily used to grow wheat, paddy, sugarcane, pulses
and seasonal vegetables. The family manages the cultivation, harvesting
and sale of its agricultural produce and has traditionally exercised

possession and control over its agricultural holdings.

. Kabir Dhillon, aged 24 years, is the son of Major Ranveer Dhillon, a

retired officer of the Bharatvarsha Army and owner of 120 acres of land . =

in the same village, “Jagatpur”, as the Gupta family. After completing his ﬂ

sraduation, Kabir returned to the village and began assisting his father in '*{."a

managing their agricultural affairs and landholdings. SRR

"




MOOT PROPOSITION

4 4. Upon returning to the village on 10 September 2024, he got involved in
the agricultural affairs of his family. Kabir became aware of an existing
property dispute concerning agricultural land between the Dhillon family
and the Gupta family. The dispute arose when Major Ranveer Dhillon
(Retd.) was posted at Kargil for 2 years in 2021, and the Gupta family
misused Major Ranveer Dhillon’s land as a dumping ground, reducing the
fertility of the land. After his return, Major Ranveer Dhillon filed a

complaint to the nearest police station for the misuse of his land by the

| Gupta family, but no appropriate action was taken by the police.

5. On 25th September 2024, Kabir confronted Arjun Gupta, the youngest
member of the Gupta family, aged 21 years, regarding the said dispute.
During the confrontation, a heated altercation took place between the two,
and Kabir slapped Arjun and threatened him by stating that, owing to his
father's position and connections, he could cause difficulties for Arjun and

his family.

6. On 9th October 2024, at about 18:00 hours, Kabir was seen in the
ompany of Vikram Gupta, the eldest son of Rajendra Gupta, near the
isputed agricultural land by Raju Mistri, a resident of the same village
who was passing through the area. Raju Mistri did not witness any{ ﬂ

physical altercation or assault between the two. i o



MOOT PROPOSITION

II 7. Later that night, Major Ranveer Dhillon (Retd.) approached the nearest
police station and lodged a missing-person complaint regarding Kabir at
about 22:00 hours, after failing to either locate or establish any
communication with Kabir.The police thereafter commenced a search for

Kabir under the pressure of Major Ranveer Dhillon’s (Retd.) connections.

8. On 10th October 2024, approximately 24 hours after Kabir was

reported missing, the police recovered his dead body from an area near

\ the village pond, which was around 4 km from the Gupta family house
"'1 and 6 km from the Dhillon family house and lodged an FIR for the offence
of murder of Kabir Dhillon. Sub-Inspector Rajesh Kumar was appointed

as an Investigating Officer (10).

9. During the investigation, the police found a gold chain bearing
bloodstains with a locket engraved with the initial “A” in the vicinity of
the body. The police also recovered a gold-plated knife from the

surrounding area. The Kknife bore the initials “GUPTA” engraved upon it.

10. In the course of the investigation itself, Maj. (Retd.) Ranveer Dhillon
informed the police that he believed the property dispute to be the reason.

behind Kabir's death and alleged that Rajendra Gupta, Vikram Gupta,*.{';
Kunal Gupta and Arjun Gupta were responsible for the murder of his son. "'{;

™ "
ey,
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Raju Mistri, who saw Kabir in the company of Vikram Gupta, was the




MOOT PROPOSITION

neighbour of Maj. (Retd.) Dhillon. Upon learning of Kabir’s death, Raju
Mistri first informed Major (Retd.) Dhillon and subsequently the
Investigating Officer that he had seen Kabir in the company of Vikram
Gupta near the disputed land at approximately 6:00 p.m. on the evening
preceding the recovery of Kabir's body.

11. The post-mortem examination recorded multiple injuries on Kabir's

body, including three broken bones, two fractures of the frontal bone, two

\ fractures of the pelvis, injuries involving the L4 and L5 vertebrae, and
I"'i twelve stab wounds on different parts of the body. The medical record
indicated that the injuries were sufficient to cause death. The time of death
was reported to be around 20:00-21:00 hours in the Autopsy Report (AR-

1).

12. The articles recovered during the course of the investigation, namely the
gold chain with locket and gold-plated knife, were sent for forensic
examination. As per Forensic Report (FR-1), the bloodstains found on the
gold chain matched the victim’s DNA profile. Additionally, latent
fingerprints were detected on the handle of the knife.

i

13. Based on the circumstances giving rise to suspicion against Rajendrg?';

Gupta, Vikram Gupta, Kunal Gupta and Arjun Gupta, on 28th Octobé'r"'ﬂ

ey,

e .

2024, the police arrested three members of the Gupta family in accordance o




MOOT PROPOSITION

could not be traced. Following their arrest, and after complying with the
requisite procedural formalities, the police obtained their fingerprint

samples from the accused and their belongings for forensic examination.

14. The forensic examination (FR-2) reported that the fingerprints
recovered from the handle of the knife seized during the investigation
corresponded with the fingerprints attributed to all the members of the
Gupta family. A separate forensic examination by Doctor Sajan Singh,
working at Uttravan Welfare Hospital, found that the dimensions and
characteristics of the recovered knife were consistent with the stab injuries
sustained by Kabir. However, the examination also noted that it could not
conclusively establish that the recovered knife was the weapon used in the
commission of the offence, as another knife having similar dimensions and

characteristics could also have caused the injuries.

15. Based on the investigation and the material collected during the course
thereof, the police filed the chargesheet against Rajendra Gupta, Vikram
Gupta, Kunal Gupta, and Arjun Gupta before the Magistrate, who took

cognizance of the offences and committed the case for trial. The Trial Court

o
framed charges of murder and criminal conspiracy under Sections 103, ﬂ

3(5), and 61 of the Bharatvarsha Nyaya Sanhita, 2023 (BNS), against all th‘gl-'

accused persons. Arjun Gupta could not be apprehended and was alleged - f‘

"




MOOT PROPOSITION

by the prosecution to have absconded. Consequently, proclamation
proceedings were initiated against Arjun Gupta in November 2024, in

accordance with the applicable provisions of the Bharatvarsha Nagarik
Suraksha Sanhita, 2023 (BNSS).

16. Arjun Gupta was declared a Proclaimed Offender on 25th April, 2025,
following the procedure of issuance of warrants and other formalities, and

thereby, the trial court invoked Section 356 of the Bharatvarsha Nagarik

Suraksha Sanhita, 2023. The Court recorded compliance with the
procedural safeguards prescribed under the said provision, including the
statutory requirement concerning the period following the framing of
| charge. The trial accordingly proceeded against Rajendra Gupta, Vikram

Gupta and Kunal Gupta in their presence and against Arjun Gupta in his

absence.

17. The prosecution relied upon circumstantial evidence, including the
alleged property dispute, the previous confrontation between Kabir and
Arjun, the last-seen circumstance involving Kabir and Vikram, the
recovery of the gold chain with locket, the recovery of the knife bearing the

urname “GUPTA”, the fingerprint evidence from the forensic reports

concerning the knife.

18. The defence disputed the prosecution's interpretation of these

C &b
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== Circumstances. It was contended that the property dispute and the previous




MOOT PROPOSITION

confrontation could establish, at most, a possible motive, but could not by
themselves establish participation in the murder. It was further contended
that the presence of Vikram with Kabir at approximately 18:00 hours did
not, by itself, establish that Vikram participated in the subsequent Killing.

19. The defence further contended that the presence of fingerprints of the
four members of the Gupta family on the knife could not, without evidence
establishing when and under what circumstances the fingerprints came to
be deposited, conclusively establish that the knife was used in the
commission of the offence. It was also argued that the forensic qualification
regarding another similar knife created a reasonable doubt regarding the

identity of the weapon used, thus, the benefit of the doubt stands with the

accused.

20. The Trial Court on 15th January 2026, after considering the evidence
on record, acquitted Rajendra Gupta, Vikram Gupta, Kunal Gupta and
Arjun Gupta. With respect to the alleged last-seen theory, the Trial Court
held that the circumstance of Kabir having been seen with Vikram was
insufficient, in the factual circumstances of the case, to complete the chain
of circumstantial evidence. Therefore, the benefit of the doubt stands with

the accused.

7,
21. The Trial Court further held that the prosecution had failed to establish ;
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MOOT PROPOSITION

merely based on his having been seen with the deceased before the latter’s
disappearance. The Court also took into consideration the uncertainty
expressed in the forensic opinion regarding the identity of the knife, and
accordingly held that the prosecution had failed to establish the guilt of the

accused beyond reasonable doubt.

22. The State preferred an appeal before the Hon’ble High Court of
Uttravan in February 2026 with its leave, against the judgment of acquittal.
The Hon’ble High Court of Uttravan, upon reappreciation of the evidence,
disagreed with the reasoning of the Trial Court and held that the last-seen
theory, when considered along with the other circumstances relied upon by

the prosecution, constituted an incriminating link in the chain of evidence.

23. The Hon’ble High Court of Uttravan further held that the
circumstances relating to the previous dispute, the confrontation, the
presence of Kabir with Vikram, the recovery of the articles, the fingerprint
evidence and the forensic material, when considered cumulatively,

established the involvement and requisite criminal intention of the accused.

24. In respect of Arjun Gupta, the Hon’ble High Court of Uttravan

considered the evidence recorded during the trial conducted in his absence 3
under Section 356 of the Bharatvarsha Nagarik Suraksha Sanhita, 2023}/

and found the same to be sufficient to convict him for the charges. i

C &b
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MOOT PROPOSITION

y,
25. The Hon’ble High Court of Uttravan on 15th July 2026, consequently
reversed the acquittal and convicted Rajendra Gupta, Vikram Gupta,
Kunal Gupta and Arjun Gupta for the offence of murder and sentenced
each of them to imprisonment for life. Further, Arjun Gupta was also
convicted under Section 209, Bharatvarsha Nyaya Sanhita, 2023, for failing
to appear in response to the proclamation issued under Section 84 of the

BNSS, 2023.
26. In August 2026, Arjun Gupta surrendered before the competent court.

Aggrieved by the judgement of the Hon’ble High Court of Uttravan, the
convicts approached the Supreme Court of Bharatvarsha on 7th
September 2026, under Article 134(1)(c) and Article 134A, with the
certificate from the Hon’ble High Court of Uttravan. The appeal challenges
the decision of the Hon’ble High Court of Uttravan, and the constitutional
validity and application of Section 356 of the Bharatvarsha Nagarik
Suraksha Sanhita, 2023, contending that a criminal trial conducted in his
absence, notwithstanding the statutory safeguards, raises questions
concerning the right of an accused to personally participate in the

proceedings and the principle of natural justice and fair trial.

27. The State, on the other hand, contended that Section 356 of the ‘
Bharatvarsha Nagarik Suraksha Sanhita, 2023, creates a statutory ;

mechanism for proceeding against a declared proclaimed offender who has'/

™ _\‘-1
-
1

C &b

absconded to evade trial and that the provision incorporates safeguards

"

m=__Iintended to protect the fairness and integrity of proceedings conducted in




MOOT PROPOSITION

¥’ the accused's absence.

28. The matter is accordingly before the Hon'ble Supreme Court of

Bharatvarsha.

NOTE:- The laws of the Republic of Bharatvarsha are pari materia with the
Constitution of India, Bharatiya Nyaya Sanhita, 2023 (BNS), the Bharatiya
Nagarik Suraksha Sanhita, 2023 (BNSS), and the Bharativa Sakshya
Adhiniyam, 2023 (BSA).

ISSUES

Issue 1 - Whether the circumstances relied upon by the prosecution form a
complete chain of evidence sufficient to establish the guilt of the accused

beyond reasonable doubt?

\ Issue 2 - Whether the Hon’ble High Court of Uttravan was justified in
\reversing the Trial Court’s acquittal and convicting all the accused on the

evidence on record?

Issue 3 - Whether Section 356 of the Bharatvarsha Nagarik Suraksha ;

Sanhita, 2023, permitting trial in absentia of a declared proclaimed

offender; is constitutionally valid or not? o e




PATRONAGE

CHIEF PATRONS

SH. KAPTAN SINGH SMT. ESHA JAKHAR

President, Surayjmal Memorial Sr. Vice President, Suraymal Memorial
Education Society (SMES) Education Society (SMES)

SH. AJIT SINGH CHAUDHARY  SH. R.P. SOLANKI

\ Secretary, Surajmal Memorial Treasurer, Surajmal Memorial
Education Society (SMES) Education Society (SMES)

PATRONS
\ | PROF. RAJBIR SINGH PROF. HARISH SINGH
! '\I | Director Dean Academics

B Maharaja Surajmal Institute Maharaja Surajmal Institute

\ \ DR. SARITA CHAUDHARY

\ Deputy Director

Maharaja Surajmal Institute

CO-PATRON / ;

DR. VIJAY PAL SINGH

Head of Department
Department of Law

Maharaja Surajmal Institute
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Faculty Convenor Faculty Convenor
Assistant Professor Assistant Professor
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DR. SONIA MS. MANISHA
Faculty Co-Convenor Faculty Co-Convenor
Assistant Professor Assistant Professor
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Convenor

MR. ATHARYV MS. SEHAJDEEP KAUR
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