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Q. Discuss the Provz'sion 'relaiing to the

Criminal Procedure Code

Telaiing to the trial before C.0.S g

Introduction

In every criminal moatter

the trial must be befom court of

Session I{Z the case fH: for court

of Session . The trial must consider

|

. g — ‘_:'7’_:_ =1
to the court of session . =

\/ Section 248 & Chapw’:e'r xix of

Bhamaﬂ(-ja. Nagwrik Suraksha Sanhita
Said that In ever;j triod be‘)em*e

court of-) session , The prosecution

court o{f session .




—p

e

Shall be conducted ba o Pu.b“c

prosecutor. \

Boclgj Section 249 |

Section 249 Copeninﬂ case for Pmew%{m>

When the accused brought
befove the court, the prosecutor
Shall open his case bH describing
the charge brought aﬁa{ns%
accused and  stating by what evidence

he proposes to prove the 3ui[’c

of the oaccused.

Hukuwm angh

V.
State of Rajasthan AIR 2001 SC 511

_



In this, the court was held +that
eve.75 public P~rose.c.u4:mr has aw’:hon{a

to open or opine his case
without any -ﬁe‘m’.

Section- 250 ( Dfsc.ha:rge.)

N . Tt arposer moy P're.jee:r
an aPPLica.{-l'an. {or discho:rge within

a Pe:rt'ocl oje Sfx'l:a d.aas —)erom the.

commencement o—ﬁ the case under

Sec- 232.

Ije upon consideration of the
vecord o—f the vecord , +the J wige
is satisfied that the accused is

not 3u.i H:a !

OF THE cAst (i




he shall be ob‘sd\wrae_.

r T.V. Shama
V.

R. Meexiah & Ovs. 1980 AP 219

= In this case, full hon'ble AP judge bench
held that the court of session wmust

dischorge the accussed it found that

accussed is  mot guilty.

Section - 2571 ( *ﬂrowm’nﬁ cl'w:rae_)

ot Alter the EOREIIextign and

he shall mot 4riable before he
shall be not +riable be%are_




Couxt o% Sesston | Pe sholl be +riable

Cum o it .

Section—252 (C,ovwic)ciovx on plemi 8*”«“’@

*#Hxawe,ol P(eo.ol S

quilty | the Judge shall vecovd

OV\—PLeo.ol oond Moy discretion conviet. ===

W

Section - 253 ( Date Ffor prosecution)

earidence —

i{f the accused 4o plead
ov does not odtend leA,MJMg&‘:‘
moy c,omPeJ.Uv\a i ottendance +o
fim on such date the judge fix.




Ac%ui ttal (ass)

¢  oftex -{—a,kina oall Such

evidence fov prosecution , exanined. the

W\

accused & hewrivxﬁ the d.efence, ; omci\|ACQulTTAL '
he sholl be au,l/ui%%eot.

Ara wment (257)

\/ When the examination of

Hhe withess Lovr +Hhe de{)ence. IS

c,ow\PleJre, Hhe Pwse_cw%mr Shall TADVOCATE |

Swmm. ks case and the accused ov his

odvocated entitled o “re,Pla.




conclusion

Aje{-e/r ol court pxoceealing,

was complete the accused, either

a,cq/uiﬁ'ed ov convicted based on
the evidence , this all process was
taken placce, . count of Sexsion .

I‘f the occused (s w:q,ui'&ed then
he may veleased or 1'12 the

convicted then he sfag on lwle,al
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Q. Provision Ydo&:fng o P[ea.-ba;rgabning

under the Criminal Procedure Code with ‘\

veference to velevant case laws ?

Introducton

'Rigjx% of speealg Jjustice s
an in{'eﬂ,m!. pwr{- o—# the Art-21 o# the.
Constitution o*be India . There are fawr

constitutional o# India . There are {our

CYoOTe Cases Peno[inoa. m India and

move than 7F0% cases pemung n ,
SPEEDY JUSTICE

trial court , it was this rveason the 54 g‘:ﬁ?’“m’“—

concept o*ﬁ plea. boxgaimiv\g was
introduced .




The C,once,F-& of Plea-
v . F e

bowﬁa,ining:

The concep'b o-.f Plea— ba:rgaining was #re%enfla
used n USA, to avoid Prolmg complicated trial

m  India also. The C,once,P'f o;f PLea.—
ba.raainina was incmrporml'eal. i the
Bha:raﬂaa Nwa Sanhita. 2023

(_BNSS) under Sec: 289-300 oand

Chapter XXiii -

Vol

Body

The Concep'l’ o-f Plea. baraainina LS

a.  process which (s a chwrae,

=

lLfi A BARGAININﬂ

with a criminal o#ence, negoﬁwfe with ~

the pmsecul'fm -,f-’m o lesser Punishmewl:.




APPUca{'im fo'r Plea Boxaainina [sec_.. 289 _3001

Bharatiya. Nyaya Somhita 2023, A person aceused.
of offence may file on application for

Plea Borgaining  within pericd of Hhirty days
from the dote of ,&'uﬂa the  agpplication .

A’{i{'e:r 're,c,e,iving the

a,PPLL'c,a.{‘im under Sub -section @ , the

the court shall issue motice to the
public prosecutor and the accused ond fix a date
of oppearance on the drop fixed for the case.
The court shall , issue motice 1o the

a.PPLica.{:im under Sub—secﬂm—-@ , the

Plea. Bo:rgaiwlna within Pe'riool of
{‘MTJca olaas ]erom Hhe date o{ )ero.wu'rg
cka:rg .

PLEA BARGAINING




U—uolgemen{' of Cowct [Sec-294]

The couwrt shall deliver its jualgememi‘ in

open cowet in the puesence of the accused

and the same shall be .sianed ba

the Psresial,ing officor of the cowrt.

@ Finaﬁ% of J’udgmwé [ Sec-295]

The Prresialing officer of the cowrt

and the same shall be, .Sl'gneol, bg

This jwdgemewf in torms o{ Section
295 of BNSS s M The open. o 1 JUSTICE

IS DELIVERED
cheeo(im.gs can be (NN IN OPEN COURT
except ( appeal ) & Special Leave Petition .




Sec-296 | Power of court in plea - baxgain .
A cowet shall have,

for the purposes  of oU/saharging its
function under this chapter, all the
powers vested in respect of bail
hearing of offence of the offence
the disposed of a case in

Such court.

@ The plea - ba)agculrulnﬁ_

concept is applicable on' crime that
powers vested in yespect of bail
under offenceff offence whether
founding under this chapter, all the
for the purposes of discharging its
function —under this chapter, all the
powers of court shall have,

Such  cowrtt.




Core Law

In this case, the court recognized
the value of plea ba.rgaining and
stated that plea boxgaining, should.
be evaluated on a ca.se-bg—ca.se basis

with regard to its merits.

Conclusion

* The plea bargaining is applicable on a ca.se,—bg—case. basis
and should take each plea of 3u.i(.f and other matters
pertinent to the disposal of a case in view.

* The concept is applicable in the case in which the defendant
pleads 3ui(.fy and presents one punishment as death sentence,
Life imprisonment or imprisonment for 7 years or
more .

= The decision in this case upholds the importance of plea ba.rga.ining

in ensuring a fair and efficient criminal justice sg.stem. o

¥ Plea. Bargaining Process W
d U
[ Negotiation RS Agreement ) [ Court Review | [ J’udgment B
Prosecutor and Terms of plea Court examines Court delivers
accused. discuss and punishment the plea for Judgment as per
\ LtEIw. case. J  are agreed. upon. iairness. ) Lﬂw agreement. y

J
* Thus, the Judﬂment supports the effective use of plea bargaining

for the benefit of both the accused and the Justice sasm.
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Q. Trial before o court Of SESSION fee fmaj
Introduction:

A trial befo're, a court is the firsf step af the
process o')e adjudicaiing the Legal issues and
witnesses and [.eﬁal. a;rgume,nis.

When trial be,g tns:

o Before the trial beﬁins , the court must be
satisfied that it has jurisdiction over the case.

* I¥ the court has Jux[sa[.ic‘éion, it then ensures
the proper administration cje the process
of Justice bb( adhe'ring to the due
process of law and principles.

e The court, at this sfa,ge , must cwrefullg

handle and o-rganize, the evidence , examine

witnesses and Legal a,rgumenfs.
e This ca:re,ful. process ensures the fai:r
and LmPa:rfiaI. he,a:ring oje the case.
= TThus, the court’s first step is crucial
fo*r a fair, J'usf and e,#ec:l'ive, trial .




Boda_
@ Trial to be conducted by Public Prcrse_cu,f:o—r

under Section 248 of
Bharai’iya Nagarik Suraksha Sanhita ’

2023. In every trial before court of ‘i

Session, the Prosecui‘ion shall be

conducted by a Pu.blic Frosecut':or.

@ Opening case for Prosecu.i‘ion L=
under the Section

247 of Bharafiga. Na.garik Suraksha Sanhita i S
2023, when the 'accused appears or
LS broughf befa're the court or under

any other law time being in force, Y

the Prosecu.fion shall open this case.




by describing the charge brought against
the accused and Stating by what evid -
ence he proposes to prove the 9uiltz./
of the accused.

=
Hukam S ingh

"

State of Rajasthan 2001 Sc 511 |

Facfs___ of this case

In this case Hukam Singk was accused af
Commitfing a Serious  offence, [nc[uding

charge of murder .

Judgement of this case :—

— Blige Rajasfhan High Court held that

—> The evidence presented by the prosecu-

tion was insufficient to establish gu[lfy.




begcmd reasonable doubt. For that, Hukam
Si,ngh was  acquitted due to lack of

conclusive evidence .

—0,

@ Discharge [ Sec. 250]

60 DAYS
under Section 250%

072 the BNSS, the accused may prefer
an appl-ication jgo'r discharge within a
Period oje sixty da,‘%.s from the date 072

commitment oje case .

T. v. Sharma

v

R. Meeriah & others 1980

= In this case Andhra Pradesh Full
Bench held that the Session Court is
bound to discha,rge an accused ije there




no ground, for any evidence for 91,4,&#‘7

@ kFraming of charge [Sec-251]

Under sec-251 of BNSS

If, affer such consideration and hea,ring
the case, the judge is of the opinion that
there is ground, for Presuming that

the accused has committed an offence,

then the J'u,dge may fmme charge.

() Conviction plea ig_w’lfy [Sec-252]

Under the sec-252

of the BNSS, if the accused pleads 3@6{"7,

then J'udge may in his discretion convict.




@ Date for Prosecu,fion. Evidence [ Sec. 253]
@ Evidence for prosecution. [ Sec.254 ]
Acquib’:a(, [ Sec. 255 ]

Under the section 255
O‘F BNSS , if a,ffe,r Jca,king evidence )['or the
Prosecu,ﬁon ! examining the accused ~and

hearing the prosecution and the ' defence
on point of view, the judge considers
that there (s no evidence that the
accused committed the offence , the

accused shall on  record an order 073
a&quiféaL. 4

Conclusion

—> The trial befo're court (s

essential 72‘” aLelive,rihg Wlaas
J“‘St‘:w to the accused. ] __




Session is a critical process in the
administration of justice , particularly
for serious offense, it conducted with
strict adherence to procedural law.

Under Criminal Procedure Code, CrPC to
ensure famu&% g tra,nsparencg, & protection
of righﬁ :




