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31gshHTH/Roll No.
Total No. of Questions : 7 No. of Printed Pages : 4
B U b T T gfed g&i &I 6T ¢ 4

CONSTITUTION, CIVIL LAW & PROCEDURE
wfqum@, «gasr fafer vd gfear

First Question Paper

UAqH gd—u4d
TEG — 3:00 HUS quiies — 100
Time Allowed — 3:00 Hours Maximum Marks — 100
fder —
Instructions :- v
1 All questions are compulsory. Answer to all the Questions must be

given in one language either in Hindi or in English. In case of any
ambiguity between English and Hindi version of the question, the
English version shall prevail.

T ge aifeard € |99 ueHl & SR fR=T J1eaEr SUSl Uh 9T § 8 e € |
afe frdl ue & el ol 2= ule @ 9w o1E dfevyar € ar 3l ure
=T BT | :

2 Write your Roll No. in the space provided on the first page of
Answer-Book or Supplementary Sheet. Writing of his/her own Name
or Roll No. or any Number or any mark of identification in any form
in any place of the Answer Book not provided for, by which the
Answer Book of a candidate may be distinguished/ identified from
others, is strictly prohibited and shall, in addition to other grounds,
entail cancellation of his/her candidature.

SR gRAST 31UaT RS e & T g R fAfde WE W g 3ghHe

mﬁﬁﬁlwmﬁﬁﬁ&:wﬁa?aﬁﬁaﬁmﬁwmwmmm

T IS HHIG AT UEAN HT Hls e Afdd I 599 b

el & IR GRABT BT I IR IRABIAT A AT USST Off Heb, Feiell

Hﬁﬁ@ﬁfﬂaﬁ?mmzﬁmﬁ?ﬁ AP IR R fBd S @
3TYR |

3. Writing of all answers must be clear & legible. If the writing of
Answer Book written by any candidate is not clear or is illegible in
view of Valuer/Valuers then the valuation of such Answer Book may
not be done.

Tfl SR @1 forgre W iR Ue i g oawdd & | [l wdemil @
gRT forel 7E STR—gRaw @ feramae afs qeaidadr / Jeaibaa< vl
& A H SRUT T 3USH BN A1 Ul STRYRKIST BT Hedih 78! fhar
ST HD |

P.T.O.



Q.No./
Y. .

1(a)

1(b)

2(a)

2(b)

3(a)

Question / 9?4

CONSTITUTION OF INDIA
IRd &I dfden—

Describe Prohibition of discrimination based on sex ? Explain
meaning, scope and extent of term “citizen” in concern with
constitution of India ?

oI R SMTRT 9edTd & UfANY &1 goid & ? “ANRG” e B
e, &7 7 fRdR & YRA Gfe= & aRY § wse & ?

What are the major commitments of the Constitution of India
as incorporated in its preamble ?

YR AT BT SefRebT § IeelRad &0 Ufadga) &7 & ?

CIVIL PROCEDURE CODE, 1908
fafae ufear dfedr, 1908

Whether a defendant can file counter claim against a co-
defendant ? What procedure should be adopted by the court in
case counter claim against a co-defendant is filed ?

T Uh Yiddrql, HE-—ufdardl & [dwvg  ufdemar dRerd @x
Fhdl & ? We—ufaard] @ fIeg ufdear ar oM W =R
ST T YishaT YR S+ a1fey ?

What is doctrine of “Res sub judice” as provided in Section 10
of Civil Procedure Code ? when can this doctrine be applied,
Elucidate ?

g & U A I b1 gia @ ® ? o b, Rafaer ufsean
iR BT 9T 10 ¥ ST © ? 98 RIEld $9 o g 8, avie
P ? 3

TRANSFER OF PROPERTY ACT, 1882
HURT avor AfIf-ra9, 1882

Explain the law in respect of transfer for benefit of an
“Unborn Person”.

fafer &) ==y AR |

Marks/
3D



3(b) Explain the “rule against perpetuity” provided in Section 14.

4(a)

4(b)

5(a)

5(b)

How does it affect an agreement to sell property, in future ?

ORI 14 § SudSd “wmegadt & foeg m gusmee| ufosy |
Hufed fashd & wN BT I8 69 TSR garfdd deal & 2

INDIAN CONTRACT ACT, 1872
ARdg gfagr ferf-aa, 1872

Define novation, rescission and alteration of contract ? and
also describe effect of novation, rescission and alteration of
contract? s

<fIeT @ TE, RREve ok URadT & oid qar qHee § 7 den
Hfaer & Fda, fagues iR aRada & gvra &1 o) aftfq &3 ?
What is voidable contract ? Describe the distinction between
voidable contracts and contingent contracts.
YOG WfdeT R oE P YeRviig fdeei Sk gAiEa
Tfagrell & & 3faR ddrsy |
SPECIFIC RELIEF ACT, 1963
fafafdse sy rferf~aH, 1963

What do you mean about 'declaratory decree' ? Explain the
essential conditions for issuing the declaratory decree and its
effects with the help of relevant law.

HIYOHG AT | T FT FH9d & ? 399 gATd fafdr &1
UE R gI HYUNHG (SHI SN bR Bl qehD It el
EREIRCICACRIE

Enumerate cases in which the court may properly exercise
discretion not to decree specific performance ?

P D [AABIIGR BT SFATTAT TIRT B FDHT 2

LIMITATION ACT, 1963
R AfSfa|, 1963

What are the rules for exclusion of computation of the period
of limitation ? What is the effect of Legal disability on
limitation ?

agfer gy &7 7T b oy afy B vred dadl fam @ g ?
fafdre srTgar &1 FIfel R T Y99 BIdl & 7

-



(A)
(B)
(©)

428

~—"

MIXED
faf3ra

Write Short-notes on : -
Subrogation
Contract of Indemnity.

Effect of Prosecution of a suit before a wrong court on
Limitation.

wféra feaofi fafer —
AT |

arfayfcd @1 dfaer |

Teld <ATTY & \He] I Aol bl FHIMEa R YHa |
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ARTICLE & SUMMARY WRITING
o U9 g&yqur

Second Question Paper

fed ye9—1a

JHY — 3:00 HUC quries — 100
Time Allowed — 3:00 Hours Maximum Marks - 100
forder —
Instructions :-

1. All questions are compulsory. In case of any ambiguity between English

and Hindi version of the question, the English version shall prevail.

1 ye afard 21 I Al g & Sl &R Rl U & I @i Wiy
2, dr-efish e A BN |

Write your Roll No. in the space provided on the first page of Answer-
Book or Supplementary Sheet. Writing of his/her own Name or Roll No.
or any mark of identification in any form or any Number or Name or
Mark, by which the Answer Book of a candidate may be distinguished/
identified from others, in any place of the Answer Book not provided
for, is strictly prohibited and shall, in addition to other grounds, entail
cancellation of his/her candidature.

TR GRAST AAal AR €e & Yoi I8 R Ffde i w & srgwHid sifdd
P | IR GRIPT # e M & sifaRad B! M W U1 9M A1 AJHHIS
JferaT HIg HHIG AT UEATH BT g e Afhd He a6 adieneff a1 S
gRETBT BT 3 SR RABIAT F S TedM ST Ao, Tl yfafig 8 ofR o/
YRI & JffciRad, SHd! AT PRI 6 S &7 R 80|

Writing of all answers must be clear & legible. If the writing of Answer
Book written by any candidate is not clear or is illegible in view of
Valuer/Valuers then the valuation of such Answer Book may not be
done.

S @1 fo@Ee W 3R ysHg B e & | el wWermelf & gri
fodl 8 SWR-gRTPT b1 fer@rde I bl / AlbAdHae & dd H
I T AUYSIY B Al BT HeAH el [HaT ST T |

P10,
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Q.No.
/ 9.

Question / g Marks

Write an article in Hindi or English, on any one of the following social
topics:
ferfad ararfore fawai § 9 5 ve R arerar sl § o
forRag
(i)  Female foeticide

BT YOI T
(i)  Status of sanitation in India.

YRT H wesdl B WK |

Write an article in Hindi or English, on any one of the following legal
topics:
frefeafad faffe fawal § 4 5 v R srar Ush 4 @

(i)  Cyber crimes

ATSER ORI

(i)  Lawyers' strike/boycott of courts- impact on justice delivery
system.
IhIcl DI TSATA /RITAAl BT deHR—GrY & avql
THTYT |

Summarize the following passage in Hindi or English —
fr=fafeaa s &1 &= a1 I 7 wfiRaexo Fifve —

The complaint was preferred before the Chief Judicial Magistrate,
Rewa alleging that Accused borrowed a sum of Rs.1,50,000/- from him
and issued a cheque for the said sum on 20.06.2001 drawn on Indian
Overseas Bank, Rewa branch in discharge of the debt. It is the further
case of the complainant that when the cheque was presented for
encashment through District Co-operative Bank, branch, Rewa the same
was returned by the bankers with the indorsement ‘insufficient funds in
the account of the accused’.

The compl‘ainant stated to have issued a lawyer's notice on
14.07.2001, which was received by the Accused on 16.07.2001, but yet
there was no reply from the Accused. Based on the above averments
alleged in the complaint, the case was tried by the learned Chief Judicial
Magistrate.

Page 2 of 7
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The complainant was examined as PW.1 and Exhibits P-1 to P-6
were marked. None was examined on the side of the Accused. In the
questioning of the Accused made under Section 313 of Cr.P.C., the
Accused took the stand that his son took the cheque from him and that if
at all anything was to be recovered, it had to be made from the son of the
Accused, since the Accused had not borrowed any money.

The learned Chief Judicial Magistrate after considering the oral and
documentary evidence led on behalf of the complainant, held that the
complainant was making a prevaricating statement as regards the
issuance of the cheque, that he was not even aware of the date when the
amount was said to have been borrowed by the Accused, that there was
material alteration in the instrument and, therefore, the complainant failed
to establish a case under Section 138 of the Negotiable Instruments Act.
Consequently, the learned Chief Judicial Magistrate found the Accused
not guilty and acquitted him.

The trial Court had noted certain vital defects in the case of the
complainant. Such defects noted by the learned Chief Judicial Magistrate
were as under:

(a) Though the complainant as PW-1 deposed that the accused
received the money at his house also stated that he did not remember the
date when the said sum of Rs.1,50,000/- was paid to him.

(b)  As regards the source for advancing the sum of Rs.1,50,000/-, the
complainant claimed that the same was from and out of the sale
consideration of his share in the family property, apart from a sum of
Rs.50,000/-, which he availed by way of loan from the co-operative
society of the college where he was employed. Though the complainant
stated before the Court that he would be in a position to produce the
documents in support of the said stand, it was noted that no documents
were placed before the Court.

(¢) In the course of cross-examination, the complainant stated that the
cheque was signed on the date when the payment was made, nevertheless
he stated that he was not aware of the date when he paid the sum of
Rs.1,50,000/-.

(d)  According to the complainant, the cheque was in the handwriting

of the accused himself and the very next moment he made a contradictory
Page 3 of 7



statement that the cheque was not in the handwriting of the accused and
that he (complainant) wrote the same.

(¢)  The complainant also stated that the amount in words was written by him.

(f)  The trial Court has also noted that it was not the case of the
complainant that the writing in the cheque and filling up of the figures
were with the consent of the accused.

In the light of above evidence, which was lacking in many material
particulars, apart from the contradictions therein, the trial Court held that
the Accused was not guilty of the alleged offence under Section 138 of
the Negotiable Instruments Act and acquitted him.

I R% ARge, AT 3 9 U iffieu R gY uRae uRd
far a1 {6 aIfgad = IFH 1,50,000 /— HUY B BT YR o1 o) &R 20
SI, 2001 B I AR HT ST M 96 qar  wrar &AM forar w4
T db KU & SHET & oY SN fRar T o) uRardl b1 o I8
ETh § fb o9 = B el Fepnl I, dar urar & " gAE B
JSihT & A1 dler faar T |

aRATT = BRIT BU A TRIG 14 TS, 2001 B IHIA gRT T LT
STRY 1, Sl gt gRT TR 16 JITE, 2001 BT U &1 T g by o1
IFYHRT & Pl IR UK Tl gT| gRae # AWBRT SWied yraHl B
IR R fAg™ &g <il¥ie ATEe gRT AW &I faaRvr faar 3 |

X Al § URaTdl &I N 1 B wU A 9 &) U8 iR uest qi—1
.9 U6 ffed fey | ifgadal ok W 5 afe o wden T e
TS| &€ Uishar WS 1 gRT 313 & 9 AgFRT Py MU gl § 9w
I8 MR o {6 S g3 9 S 9% o form o &R afk oIS =gl 3
ST ®, 1 98 AMga & g3 9 B A a9y e Afge 3 BIS O SuR
el forar o |

ﬁmg@mmﬁqﬁaﬁaﬁaﬂqﬁmﬂﬁmwm
WWW@WWWH%WWWWW%W
IPh SR B B AT # TP S[-ASId B B e § R 9 98 ang
d% S FEl ® 919 AMYFERT BT T A YhH SUR o T8 off qorn forad
4 difcaes aRad= f&Har 7ar 8, gafer) aRard) wemy fored i em & gy
138 @ 3T AM Rig x4 # o we I8 | uRuIRaw, RgM g
T AfREe F SIMYEiP! ¥l T8 IraT iR S SI9gdR B fd|

. Pagedof 7



R R S OREE @ wihdd § S Feayel $iigl urg
off | g g e ARRgeT gRT 1 18 I Sfial Fefalad § —

@) T oRa A g & w9 § I8 frey @ 5 aifge |
o 9D AH R U b1 o, fbg 98 1l HUF B ® S 99 98 aR
TR Sl § 914 1,50,000 / —wUY B ST AR IH e @I TS Al

(@ TUR I & Ay 150,000/~ TR I AR & W & favg 7 aRard
3 uE T 5 50,000 /—%w0 B XM, S SA4 AEAEned, Sei 98 e
2 B PRI AAES W RV B Y # oY I, ¥ IR qiRaRes FufeT
J SO B B Apg uiwa § F el oY =l oRard 7 =men &
THeT TR U fHAT 5 9 S AR B wHAT H TWIES URgd bR <,
fpeq U8 URIT AT % AT @ |HET Pl SdrdST Uegd el fddr |

@M uReEEr 3 ufquden @ <R I8 A [BA B dp W EWER 39
aiRg @) U T I o e fhar r o, R W SH IE ded fohar 6
I 98 IRRT ST T8 & o SS9 1,50,000 / U Hed BT o |

@ R B AR A6 WE AIMYI P ewierd A foral AT A7 R
T8 o 3R I S (URardl) forar o |
(€) uRard 3 ¥g N Bue a1 5 WHw vl 4 SHD gR forel 7E o)
@ fERT e S g gEn 5 oRad @1 9 weeed 8w 6
A% forem 3R 3 WA BT W IFGad &1 FEfT 1 fbar T on|

SR ey, forad Rl @ afiRed 9gd IR difad Bl €,
T & A IEd gy R e F 9E aeiRa e 6 sty

Wy forag AR & gRT 138 & 0 9D [dog WS UM BT
T Tl ¥ ok SH v Hx e

Translate the following 15 Sentences into English :-
fr=fafaa 15 ar@al &1 A # argare Fifre —

(1) N wel dad UH UG § T IS T, ARl B Y B <A 41
Aol | M T8l 98 Hebell |

() WRI ARERT ¥ HE ot T MR A Al GG B B Bl HIT WEHY
SERGE

(3) TSl T SHBT W—SfAa MR TRNT SP! Hetl-dl ¢ |

. Page50f7
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(4) wETHT TR BT gReHIV gHEN AfZARIT B APPR b ey H IR wHi
qul ET & |

(5) I TEM SR < o % gF 3R gl H  WHEC BT FagR B AR |

(6) T UHR BT H—Td S foliT & AR W 8 9 J¥d Wazdl 3R A
AfIPRI HT Seoted 2 |

(7) fgad 7 TR B D ARA H faTie— 26012015 BT A & Il
BRI & R H Y9 o |

(8) TUD 91 BUH BRATE & AT HeT H yder |

(@) =9 Tg BRI IF & o9 gs+ gJ ol 3R |l R o |

(10) AMPaT =1 A P19 15 UM GO DI 20 8GR YT BIAT Bl GRT <l

(11) g=g fa7 uvara INYad Us | &1 o4 d9d g Udhel

(12) T BRATE 7 UH.ISR. USliPpd s ol |

)
(13) Fife S AN A% T8l & Uil of f& o =RT ol T8 19 98 4l 8
AT |

(14) fged & 9%g A &1 99 @ Sl g 78 g4 A1 |
(15) SRy =TT EIRT SAMTYAT B QIYga [har 13T |

Translate the following 15 Sentences into Hindi :-

fr=ifafaa 15 araal &1 &= 4 srgare Sy —
1. When I first began the reminiscences that have gone into this book, I
was uncertain which of my memories were worth narrating.

2. My childhood is precious to me, but would it be of any relevance to
anyone else? '

3. Was it worth the reader's while, I wondered, to know of the trials and
triumphs of a small-town boy?

4. Of the straitened circumstances of my school days and the odd jobs I
worked to pay my school fees?

5. Of my frustrated attempt to become a pilot in the Indian Air Force?

6. Or how I become a rocket engineer instead of the civil servant my
father dreamed I would be?

7. Why would any of this be of interest to the general reader, I
wondered.

8. Finally, I was convinced that my story was relevant, if not for
anything else but because it tells the story of an individual destiny.

Page 6 of 7
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10.

11.

12.

13:

14.
15.

That destiny cannot be seen in isolation from the social matrix in
which it is embedded.

I decided to describe the individuals who had a profound influence
on my life.

This story is not just an account of my personal triumphs and
tribulations.

It tells of the successes and setbacks of the scientific establishment
in modern India.

It is a tribute to the unflagging enthusiasm and capabilities of my
young colleagues.

We all are born with a divine fire in us.

Our effort should be to give wings to this fire.

%k ok 3k %k ok %k %
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M.P. JUDICIAL SERVICE (CIVIL JUDGE) MAIN EXAMINATION -2014

31ghHI/Roll No.
Total No. of Questions : 7 No. of Printed Pages : 4
Rl TN B WA © 7 qfed gl @l A= ¢ 4

LOCAL LAWS, CRIMINAL LAWS & PROCEDURE

I fafer, sraxrer fafer va gfspan
Third Question Paper

qddia 93993

|HY — 3:00 T quiies — 100
Time Allowed — 3:00 Hours Maximum Marks — 100
forder —
Instructions :-

1. All questions are compulsory. Answer to all the Questions must be

given in one language either in Hindi or in English. In case of any
ambiguity between English and Hindi version of the question, the
English version shall prevail.

T g AR €1 Wyl & IR ) oferdr ol U Wt # & < £
UQ%QW??WWWWE%@HWWW?ﬁmW
HI l

Write your Roll No. in the space provided on the first page of
Answer-Book or Supplementary Sheet. Writing of his/her own Name
or Roll No. or any mark of identification in any form or any Number
or Name or Mark, by which the Answer Book of a candidate may be
distinguished/ identified from others, in any place of the Answer
Book not provided for, is strictly prohibited and shall, in addition to
other grounds, entail cancellation of his/her candidature.

SR GRABT el FQRe W & Yol g= W M= M R & gshHie
Ffpd B | IR gRaPT # Ffde = & sfaRaw feed e w au=m =M ar
IIHAID AT BIS HAG U1 UgdM &l i R ffrd &1 o fh
wieneff B SR GRABT BT T IR GRABGBI F ST TAMT T D, el
SHICIN I -

Writing of all answers must be clear & legible. If the writing of
Answer Book written by any candidate is not clear or is illegible in
view of Valuer/Valuers then the valuation of such Answer Book may
not be done.

T IR B forarae W 3R UsHg BT Savys B | fhdl wiem &

g1 fordl 18 STR—yRae @1 fo@mEae afe qeaid-er / Jeaid-dior
D G H SRUT AT AYSAT BN O SABT HeUTh el fhar S Fe T |

P.T.O.



Q.No.

/ 9.

1(a)

1(b)

2(a)

2(b)

Question / ued

M.P. ACCOMMODATION CONTROL ACT, 1961
qg. Y+ -aFer afeif-a|, 1961

What is composite tenancy ? Describe the legal necessities for
a decree of eviction from an accommodation given on rent for
the composite purpose on the ground of bona fide need only

for non-residential purpose.

FAfe (Hgad) e @1 8 ? ddd IR-Mari yaeE &
foly ATl Maeddhdl & IMER WR FAlRS Jdo 3 R o
e Ty Yo & e 3 R & forw e sravgsdRit @
Ui BT |

Discuss, whether denial of the land-lord's title in the written
statement can provide ground for eviction of tenant ? Whether
question of title is decided finally in eviction suit ? Discuss

briefly with relevant law.

7 PR SR gRT folad de # 4ff Wl & W & DR
HRAT (TShIT BT AR BRI ? aftfd &3 | &1 e @ 96 |
W &1 g <ifawa: fafafeea gar g ? dfera su o Sefta fafyr
@ A faafad & |

M.P. LAND REVENUE CODE, 1959
Y. g—Ioivd dfedr, 1959

What are the rights and liabilities of a Government lessee?
How does a Government lessee differ from a person holding
service land ? .

WRHN USSR & AMGR T T 71 & ? U WRANI USER,
HIT A GRT HRA dTel Gfdd I b g A= & ?

Describe the procedure of preparation of a Nistar Patrak.
Explain the distinction between the Nistar Patrak and the
Wajib-ul-arz ?

fRAR—9d IR BT @I 9fear &1 9uig difviv | FaR—u3d
IR IITT—ST—3TSt & Ag FAHSSU |

Marks
/3d



3(a)

3(b)

4(a)

4(b)

5(a)

INDIAN EVIDENCE ACT, 1872
ARG 9reg AfSf-a4, 1872

How can a party impeach the credit of witness in following
circumstances ?

(i) its own witness and

(ii) A witness produced by the opposite party.

et @) feasegar w afden = aRRafol 5 &9 fear <
Al B ?

(1) TeTPR EIRT U+ B ARl 9, 3R

(2) wfcroel g1 Uwga el 9 |

What does mean by secondary evidence? In which cases,
secondary evidence relating to documents can be given ?

edae qeg 9 @ AU 2 ? BT aval | exardel |9 Hefed
fedfae ey &) o 9l 8 °?

INDIAN PENAL CODE, 1861
ARJI <vs Giadr, 1861

Describe the offences relating to "trafficking of person" and

exploitation of a "trafficked person" ?

fhar a1 B, S A1 fhy T WV Bl FAHSISY ?

What is criminal trespass ? Whether the offence of criminal
trespass can be committed with respect to a movable property?
Explain with example.

MRS TR o1 & ? & I duiy & Hedg H SMRIYd
WWWWWVWW%\?WW
HHSSU |

CRIMINAL PROCEDURE CODE, 1973
<vg yfshar 4fadr, 1973

How to exercise the power of arrest ? Explain duty of Judicial
Magistrate in exercise of power under Section 167 Cr.P.C. ?

ARGART 37 AT 67 TN DY fhar T ? 9T 167 TUS. & agd
SIfaTdl BT TART Hd FHG e ARTREE & had TC B 2




5(b) What is joinder of charges ? What persons can be charged

(A)
(B)
©)

233

NS

jointly ? Explain.
ARIYT B FAIG F1 g ? b Afdadl R Hgad wU ¥ RY

ST ST hel & ? FHeSy |

NEGOTIABLE INSTRUMENTS ACT, 1881
b forgd afrf<rasa, 1881

Which Court has territorial Jurisdiction to entertain complaint
of dis-honour of cheque ? Explain with reference to latest law.

deb IAAEY Bl URAIG UBY HRA Bl UelPd aFfbeN by
YRITTT Bl & ? Fqd=d9 fafy & <t § wee &9 ?

MIXED
[GIEG]
Write Short-notes on : -
Mens rea
Investigation

Tender of pardon

wfera fewofy faRad —
MRTEres A Rerfa
I ]

&+ T

s ok ok ke ok ok ok
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M.P. JUDICIAL SERVICE (CIVIL JUDGE) MAIN EXAMINATION -2014

sgFdiB/RoliNo. | | | | ]
B T B A ¢ 4 Afed gt @ F=T 112
Total No. of Questions : 4 No. of Printed Pages : 12
JUDGMENT WRITING

ot dEa

Fourth Paper

g yE—u=
|AA — 3:00 U quiies — 100
Time Allowed — 3:00 Hours ' Maximum Marks - 100
fader —
Instructions :-

I All questions are compulsory. Answer to all the Questions must be

given in one language either in Hindi or in English. In case of any
ambiguity between English and Hindi version of the question, the

English version shall prevail.
I ue afard €1 el et & SR R ererar SiUSl Us AT H € oF 8 I
foefl ue & 3ol iR ford) urs & g FIS Wfevwar 8, 1 ST ure A’ I |

2 Write your Roll No. in the space provided on the first page of Answer-
Book or Supplementary Sheet. Writing of his/her own Name or Roll No.
or any mark of identification in any form or any Number or Name or
Mark, by which the Answer Book of a candidate may be distinguished/
identified from others, in any place of the Answer Book not provided
for, is strictly prohibited and shall, in addition to other grounds, entail
cancellation of his/her candidature.

SR GRABT 3raT RE e & Ud s R [Afde 3o iR 8 aghaie 3ifed
| IR gRaH d e @M & AfdRed (Gl W\ R quaT 9 a1 gHHS
T B HAG T UEAH BT BIg, (R b HRr ot {6 werredi 1 S<
gRAPT BT T IR GRAFRIT | AT TEAMT Sl Wb, [ ufifig & 3R 3y
MR & AfaRad, ST i FPRE B3 S &1 STER 81 |

3. Writing of all answers must be clear & legible. If the writing of Answer
Book written by any candidate is not clear or is illegible in view of
Valuer/Valuers then the valuation of such Answer Book may not be done.
Tfl SR ) forgrae W 3R usH B Eedd 2| R weefl & gr
fordl ¢ SR-gRAET P forarae IR qRAFAG / G-iBABT AT H
IR JT USRI A IABT Jedid el [Ha1 ST FebTT |

P.T.O.



Q.No./
U.h.

Q.1

Question / oA

SETTLEMENT OF ISSUES
faareral &1 Rediszun
Settle the issues on the basis of the pleadings given here
under -

PLAINTIFF'S PLEADINGS :- Plaintiff 'A' filed a suit against
defendants 'B', 'C' & 'D' for possession with pleadings that the suit land
Survey No. 67/1, area 2.47 acres situated at Village veerpura Tahsil and
District Rajgarh (M.P.) belongs to 'A' Who is the bhumiswami of that
land. 'B' is the real brother of plaintiff. During 1997-98 'A' had given
the suit land to the defendant for cultivation only for one year. In 1999
when 'A; demanded his possession back the defendant 'B' refused and
filed an application under section 190/110 of M.P. Land Revenue code
for mutation of the-land in his favour. Initially the plaintiff appeared in
the proceeding before Tahsildar and filed his objection but later on he
was told by Tahsildar that the proceedings have been closed. The
plaintiff later on came to know that the suit land was mutated by
Tahsildar in favour of 'B'. 'A' then filed an appeal before S.D.O. which
was dismissed on 04.09.2002 being time barred. The plaintiff was thus
forced to file the suit for restoration of possession on the basis of the
title. During pendency of suit the plaintiff came to know that 'B' has
sold out the suit land to defendant 'C' & 'D' on 15.11.2002 and so the
plaintiff made them the party in the suit and also prayed for a relief of
cancellation of sale deed.

WRITTEN STATEMENT :- The defendants filed a joint written

statement and denied the plaint averments. According to them, the plaintiff

had given the suit land to the defendant 'B' on shikmi in 1995 and since
then 'B' has been in possession till 2002, the date of sale deed. A valid
order was passed by Tahsildar in favour of defendant no.1 holding that 'B'
has become occupancy tenant and thereafter he had become Bhumiswani
by operation of law. The suit property has been validly sold by defendant
"B' to defendants no. 2 to 3 ('C' & 'D'"). The plaintiff has not sought the
relief of declaration and thus his suit is not maintainable. The defendants
'C' and 'D' are bonafide purchasers for the price. It has been prayed that

Marks/
3iPp
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the suit be dismissed. A plea of limitation has also been taken in the
written statement that the suit of plaintiff is time barred.

ﬁmﬁrﬁaﬁaﬁlﬁﬂf$mlwﬁa’mﬁvﬁmaﬁﬁrﬁl

qIdl @ JffagT — aQr ‘U A giEel dr, W iR I @ foeg
Peoll B A6 59 MaeHl & A1 U fhar 6 g 9d Ja) 67 /1
&G 247 UHs RO UM IRQY dedld 9 e IorTe ardl @ &
S b 39 W &1 [ @R g | A ardl BT W 9IS & | 99 199798
H gl o AU 9 td 99 & fou gfdard) o Wi e % e
<1 AT | F 1999 H S Aral < Heoll dYd HET df gfaard] € 7 §hR
fpar SR 9 BT AHIARY U U § S TG ORI 190 /110 HM.
YIS fdl & Sfiid ofded URd $] fQdr| drel M #
dediiclaR & THe 9 dRiare! ¥ SuRed gall iR I <rUHT 3mufed
o W U fhar Wb 9rq # dEdfldler gRT S I8 garr A fd
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Heoll B YUK &G dI6 UK R DI (99 g3 | A8 & Yo &
SR drdl BT I8 TG gon & faid 15.11.2002 &7 ufqardr ‘& 9
rEUE YA gfdard] I iR SV & ue H 9%g F) & &R a9 ardl |
ST W U H SR 9 iR g w3 @l R e @Y
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Pl HiBYl HYB 3R 9% H A & yadd IR [ @R M SR
gY Ulcaral W1 b Ul H 9y e wikd fhar war 2| ufaard f gwa
gfcrardl ' SR € @ v | 9y w5 ¥ 9 v Fefed R 9 @
I fhar a1 g | 91eY 7 W@ @ FEIAl B AR T8 B 2 ora: BT
are 9ol 81 & | giarey SR I S I @ oI & oy Aqrd
ol &1 I8 Ui B TR g b oare PR B S| foRed wes #
e Fael arfare foar war & o ardl &1 a8 g9 91T 7 |




Q.2

Q.3

FRAMING OF CHARGES
IR &Y faw==r

Frame a charge/charges on the basis of allegations given here

under.-

PROSECUTION CASE / ALLEGATIONS —

As per case of prosecution on 01.01.2015 at about 5 O'clock in the
evening, 'A' and his father 'B' were coming from agricultural land to
their house by bullock cart. On reaching from approach road to main
road 'H', both stepped down from the bullock cart and while they were
crossing the road for drinking water, the alleged offending bus bearing
registration no. C-1, driven by the accused 'F' in rash and negligent
manner came there from wrong side, dashed 'B'. Resultantly 'B'
sustained fatal injuries and succumbed to injuries on the spot. His son
'A' lodged FIR agamst driver 'F' at police station 'G'.

ﬁwﬁmmaﬁﬁanmwmﬁﬁﬁaﬁﬁlﬁl
ITIGTT BT BV SifAHIT —

SIS YPHROT & AR QB 01.01.2015 BT M STHT 5 qol,
T 3R BT fUAT A1 U W ¥ BR doTTS W aifiy o R o | o
d UTSS! W HE AN T W I7MY, TF dST ¥ SR SR o9 9
el 99 @ faU RIS B wR W2 o, 7 ISR 9T s R
LI T/ R -1 o, N SRR U Iaideud g SUell I Tad
fe=m | =R o g4, Y @I cdax AR <1 | e aRumaasy 1§y
I =D IS PIRG g3 SR e WId W & S0P §og el B
BRY Bl TS | S GF ‘T A Yo a1 S # ofiged greR uh’ @

faeg oM T RUIE &5 a9 |

JUDGMENT/ORDER (CIVIL) WRITING (CJ-II)
vt /e (Rafae) @ (0-n)

Write a judgment on the basis of pleadings and evidence given here
under after framing necessary issues and analyzing the evidence,
keeping in mind the provisions of relevant Law / Acts :-

Plaintiff’s Pleadings :- Plaintiff 'A' filed a suit against defendant 'B'
for recovery of prihcipal amount Rs. 1.60 Lac (One Lac Sixty
Thousands) and interest @ 02 rupees percent per month. Plaintiff
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pleaded that on 03.01.2005 defendant 'B' came to residence of plaintiff
'A' with 'C' and requested for loan to meet out his urgent domestic
expenses. 'A', 'C' and 'D' were neighbours and resided in town 'E'. At
the guarantee of 'C' the plaintiff lent aforesaid loan to the defendant.
The defendant executed promissory note at the residence of plaintiff in
the presence of 'C' and 'D'. But according to promise defendant did not
return the borrowed amount despite repeated oral demands. Then
plaintiff sent a show-cause notice by registered post on 30.07.2007
which was received by defendant. In the response, defendant mentioned
in his reply that neither he received any amount nor executed any
promissory note as stated in the notice. After receiving reply, plaintiff
came to conclusion that defendant was not willing to pay the due
amount. Then plaintiff filed Civil Suit for recovery of total amount with
interest before the court of Civil Judge Class-II, situated in town 'E'.

Defendant’s Pleadings :- The defendant 'B' filed written statement,
therein it'has beéen pleaded that neither he received amount nor executed
any promissory note as pleaded in the plaint. Defendant specifically
pleaded that so called 'C' witness of promissory note entered into the
conspiracy with his brother 'F' and prepared a fake promissory note in
collusion with his close relative plaintiff 'A'. This fraudulent exercise had
. been done by aforesaid persons with ulterior motive. Because in the year
of 2004 a Civil Suit was filed by the defendant 'B' against the 'F' for
permanent injunction which was decided on 22.10.2009 in favour of

present defendant. In that previous Civil Suit 'F' filed an agreement for
sale therein 'C' was cited as witness. This agreement of sale was declared
as forged document in previous Civil Suit. Therefore to take revenge and
teach lesson to the defendant all above persons entered into the
.conspiracy and created forged promissory note.

Plaintiff’s Evidence :- Plaintiff produced three-witnesses which are
plaintiff himself as PW-1, and witnesses ‘C*{PW-2 ) and 'D" (PW-3 ).
Plaintiff also filed promissory note (Ex-P1) notice Ex-P2, Postal receipt
with acknowledgment (Ex-P3) and (P-4). During the ‘course of
recording of evidence it was found that (Ex-P1) is not a promissory
note but it was a bond. That's why before taking into consideration in
evidence the same was impounded and after due compliance Ex-P1 was




admitted in evidence as a bond. All the three witnesses stated in their
statements that defendant executed ExP1 on 03.01.2005 at the residence
of plaintiff and also taken one lac sixty thousands rupees in cash and
also agreed to pay interest (@ 02% p.m.

Defendant’s Evidence :- Defendant alone appeared as witness as DW-
1. He has also filed certified copies of previous Civil Suit 1-A/2004,
Plaint (ExD-1), WS(ExD-2), so called agreement for sale (Ex-D3) filed
by 'F' brother of 'C' (PW-2) and judgment dated 22.10.2009 (Ex-D4).
~ Defendant proved all these documents by calling original record of
Civil Suit 1-A/2004. Defendant stated in his evidence that in previous
Suit both 'C' PW-2 and his brother 'F' threatened and tried to dispossess
defendant from his agricultural land therefore he had filed a Suit for
injunction against 'F', the brother of C (PW-2). Defendant also deposed
that in previous Suit 'F' had produced an agreement for sale wherein 'C'
PW2 was cited as a witness and also presented as a witness in support
of his brother's claim. In previous Suit agreemeﬁt for sale was declared
as fake agreement.

Arguments_Plaintiff :- On behalf of the plaintiff it has been argued
that plaintiff proved his case by reliable evidence. In previous Civil Suit
neither plaintiff nor his witnesses were party so that judgment of
previous suit is not binding upon the plaintiff. It also contended that
plaintiff produced an independent witness 'D' (PW-3) who is neither
relative, nor interested with plaintiff and has no animosity relations
with defendant. Therefore plaintiff's Suit should be decreed.

Arguments Defendant :- On behalf of the defendant it has been argued
that there was no introduction or any kind of relation of defendant with
the plaintiff. There was no need to‘take loan such a huge amount from
the plaintiff. Without previous introduction why plaintiff had given
loan to defendant without any mortgage or security ? Because of
previous litigation there was no occasion that 'C' PW-2 became the

- guarantor of the aforesaid loan. Defendant advocate has drawn attention
of this court to compare admitted signature of Defendant on Ex-D1
plaint of previous Suit with disputed signature as shown on ExP-1 both
are squarely different from each other. He also requested court to
‘compare signature under Section 73 of Evidence et
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faufy /aeer (Qife®) <@ (IMFC)
JUDGMENT/ORDER (CRIMINAL) WRITING (JMFC)

Frame the charge and write a judgment on the basis of the
allegations and evidence given here under by analyzing the
evidence, keeping in mind the relevant provisions on the
concerning law.

Prosecution Case :-

15 Truck bearing registration No. MP20 AB-845 belonged to one
Mohanpal ( P.W. 1). On 21.1.2013 the truck developed a mechanical
defect. It was, therefore, parked at village Dumna by the driver of the
Truck. On the following day, a window of the truck was found open.
On checking "diesel pump", "self starter" and "tools Kit" were found
stolen from the truck. A First Information report Ex. P1 was, therefore,
lodged to the police by PW. 1 Mohanpal on the basis of which a case
for the offence under Section 379, Indian Penal Code, came to be
registered. In the First Information report Mohanpal' expressed
suspicion against accused Kishan Das, since he was the driver of the
Truck.

2. During the course of investigation the Kishan Das and his brother

.Ram Das were arrested. Whilst in custody the two accused made a

disclosure statement under Section 27 of the Evidence Act before the
Head Constable in the presence of PW. 2 Chet Ram and one Bhagat
Ram leading to the recovery of "diesel pump", "self starter" and the
"tools Kit" from the house of accused Kishan Das.

3. The police, after completion of investigation submitted the
charge-sheet against both the accused for offence under Section 379
read with Section 34, Indian Penal Code.
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Defence Plea :-

4. The accused persons denied the charge. Their defence was that
they have been falsely implicated.

Evidence for prosecution :-

53 The prosecution in support of its case examined three witnesses
in all. There was no eye-witness of the theft. Mohanpal (P.W. 1) proved
the FIR Ex. P-1 lodged by him. He also proved the theft of aforesaid
articles from his truck. He also deposed that accused Kishan Das was
the driver of the Truck.

6. Chet Ram was examined as PW 2. He is silent with regard to the
making of the disclosure statement Ex. P 2 by the two accused. Another
witness to disclosure statement Ex.P-2 was Bhagat Ram but he was not
examined by the prosecution. Head Constable Shyam Lal PW. 3
deposed that both the accused while in custody on 21.01.2013 made a
joint disclosure statement Ex. P 2 in the presence of PW. 2 Chet Ram
and Bhagat Ram. He also proved the recovery of "diesel pump", "Self
starter" and "tools Kit" in pursuance of such disclosure statement.

Evidence for defence :-

7. On behalf of the accused persons no witness was examined in
defence.

Arguments of Prosecutor :-

8. As per the prosecution both the accused while in custody on 21.1.2013
made a joint disclosure statement Ex. P 2 before Head Constable Shyam
Lal (PW.3) in the presence of Chet Ram (PW.2) and one Bhagat Ram and
in pursuance of the joint statement, recovery of "diesel pump", "Self
starter" and "tools Kit" was made from both the accused. Therefore, on the
‘basis of disclosure statements and'recovery of the articles, offence under
Section 379 of the IPC was duly proved against both the accused.

Arguments of Defence Counsel :-

9. On behalf of the accused it was contended that the joint disclosure
statement said to have been made by the two accused is not admissible
in evidence and no reliance can be placed upon any recoveries alleged
to have been made in pursuance of such joint statement. Therefore,
accused should be acquitted.
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