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Instructions: Attempt all questions 

SECTION A  

(5Qx2M=10Marks) 

S. No.  Marks CO 

Q 1  Define Facts. 2 CO1 

Q2 Define Electronic document. 2 CO1 

Q3 In case of SMS, burden of proof lies upon whom? 2 CO1 

Q4 Whether a hard disk can be used as an electronic evidence? 2 CO1 

Q5 Define incident response forensic? 2 CO1 

SECTION B  

(4Qx5M= 20 Marks) 

Q 6 Describe data recovery tools. 5 CO2 

Q 7 Discuss password recovery tools. 5 CO2 

Q 8 Summarize computer forensics and stenography. 5 CO2 

Q 9 Explain steps involve in digital forensics. 5 CO2 

SECTION-C 

(2Qx10M=20 Marks) 

Q 10 Mobile devices hold a treasure trove of personal data. While mobile 

forensics is a valuable tool for law enforcement investigations, it raises 

ethical concerns about privacy intrusion. How can a balance be struck 

between thorough data recovery for investigations and safeguarding the 

privacy of mobile device users? 

10 CO3 

Q11 Elucidate the strengths and weaknesses of the current digital forensic 

process. Is a more adaptable approach necessary, and if so, how could it 

be implemented while still maintaining the chain of custody and 

admissibility of evidence? 

10 CO3 



SECTION-D 

(2Qx25M=50 Marks) 

Q12 Critically analyse the admissibility of electronic evidence with and 

without the compliance of 65-B, with the help of Anvar P.V vs 

P.K.Basheer & Ors on 18 September, 2014 and State V. Navjot Sandhu 

(2005). 

25 CO4 

Q 13 The physical presence of the person in the court may not be required for 

the purpose of adducing evidence and the same can be done through 

medium like video conferencing. The SC of India has laid down some 

conditions with regard to the statement given in Twentieth century Fox 

Film Corporation v. NRI Film Production Associates (2003): 

1. Evaluate the conditions laid down by the SC. 

2. With the advancement of technology appraise the admissibility 

of such evidences in court of law with the help of other case laws. 

15+10 CO4 

 




