§ @ Do BEedemen

5BeBE coK) eXEP - 4 Da ROO®
G908 qrod® odwemn 1- 2009/2010
e 03080 &8e 1I- LWU 2314
W S8 40 6.

e - 2009 @uienidbd 01 5@ - 2.8.11.00- 2.8.11.40 cad)

O pEsaomd oldnd BEndt aamsis.
goeEQ quagndr eeH ey a8 os @red.

0l. & E-med eEZdnoued o 1978 HQDP DzDdded 11 O& dosiEo
DES Dol B0 6 alfHs 00D muicid BodHmn HGeEBE copbmed o®e
odn cisBded eaop @me. SeRER Do, Dm0 gRaEn em)
goPs ooow oEHR el MR’ oo oed oecboe we S8R o
eerd, coado 9B @ “oiffn BaPs” ofdmd cmd “@wnln 209" ¢
gy 05 00 EENDDonn &) S CHmdnt @ Sme Bd Gim.

@ E-med gog =28 Hele 580 giadsl owde) moskn.

02. “..1980 obeed g gexdSo googBn H080 ewd oB), § comed B
gE0DBnE 1972 @ Obodwy ¢Mfnd® OzDd0rs P08 Deidt Bom @C
oo, Of gEODEnE 0P giuoame 25 DEYRn =Os EE om@so
oemd 008 Ose 88 gmo ocxs DE geeied 2 da Ounsited
goumEmPesl obBoban H502 ocem MHDED DEDEDPEHE guEobosn g
aGEDEnE o250 § obhors oo OB gEEDEDE Jewsidd occm §
Sodbons oo belesd o o ccal On, O giorscs es)
So@boosd 68 aeailan H0PE abos 95 eaoEe &io.”
Sarath N. Silva C.J. — Nallaratnam Singarasa Vs The Attorney General
{S.C.Spl (LA)No0.182/99} *

asnbotn @b S50nF HFed HfmbBn DLDaw o EETD G OZe
e & oD &5 geende qiads gnn omeesed cexdn uPSn cmwdd)
OED.

- 588 B0H. -




THE OPEN UNIVERSITY OF SRI LANKA
LL.B DEGREE PROGRAMME — LEVEL IV
15T ASSIGNMENT TEST - 2009 / 2010

CONSTITUIONAL LAW Il - LWU 2314
DURATION - 40 MINUTES

Date: 1% October 2009 Time: 11.00am — 11.40am

Answer one question only,

Candidates will be penalized for llegible hand writings

0.

According to the Supreme Court of Sri Lanka the position of victim in society
should not be taken into account when deciding whether the rights guaranteed by
Article 11 of the 1978 Constitution have been violated. Furthermore, as the
Supreme Court has stated in a number of decided cases, the term “injury” in the
context of “torture, cruel inhuman or degrading treatment or punishment”
includes not only “physical injuries" but also “psychological” injuries suffered by
the victim. '

Discuss with reference to relevant case law in Sri Lanka.

“...In Sri Lanka fundamental rights have been guaranteed by the constitution of
1972 and in the present Constitution and enforced by this Court, even prior to
ratification of the Covenant in 1980. The Government has not considered it
necessary to make any amendment to the provisions in the Constitution as to
fundamental rights and the measures for their enforcement as contained in the
Constitution, presumably on the basis that these provisions are an adequate
compliance with the requirements of Article 2 of the Covenant referred to above.”

Sarath N. Silva C.J - Nallaratnarn Singarasa Vs. The Aftorney General
{S.C. SpL(LA) No. 182/99}

Discuss the' Legal implicatfous of the above decision with reference to historical
development of international Human Rights Law and its applicability in Sri Lanka
through Fundamental Rights frame work.
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