
HIGH COURT OF KARNATAKA 
Fare.3b° tn)qi  -c9sotte.)at 

MAIN WRITTEN EXAMINATION FOR RECRUITMENT TO THE 
POSTS OF DISTRICT JUDGES 

t3ot aisatzt)etcbtri cdDttric,i 	 tx,Dzs  tnt zotc=3:1 /2  
CIVIL LAW 
na=r6 

QUESTION PAPER 
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nezot: 13ee ne.,€ 2019 	 710,1 ec)iici.D: 150 

TIME: 10.00 am to 1.00 pm 
ziOrin  10.00 poci z;7%cto4  1.00 0a1 

INSTRUCTIONS TO CANDIDATES:  
ezprrIVI ,tragrlei:  

1) The candidates should note Rule 5(b) of the Karnataka Judicial 

Service (Recruitment) (Amendment) Rules, 2016 that reads as under: 

Main Examination: 

The Competitive Written Examination for recruitment of District 
Judges shall consist of- 

Written Examination of two papers each of three hours 

duration with 150 maximum marks of each paper-one in 
Civil Law and another in Criminal Law. 
It is compulsory for all candidates to answer atleast one 

of the paper in English language and in so far as the 
other paper is concerned, it shall be optional for the 
candidates to answer the same either in English or in 
Kannada in which event the said paper shall be 

answered entirely in the language in which option is 
exercised. 

1) erDTFEJW tTiate 	(rIcoeioa-a2) (cgza) roatif;,-3 2016o' cOcd.) .5(e)a.t, 
eGimos Lcyovitgct aDOC:0 c94.i'epr71'st 



(751)AI o eTlcy: 
aorp, caTialippeold clec.)eD3a.1.),c9., c}:/cDrle- &S seibept; 

60,931  5.2.10effa1u eDdet gatthcreAcg Soy 	) .7110d &Z"Pat '43 
ergeoix 150 rfOiS c5oerfct) efvf,tg - 	=Dre fl.t) 
ecriap9eratiocteTaidV. 

(ii) “Dop, eiet5<acrftt ecagatzvi e0-ag crls' a,oct cri,L.,e-eath earl 4.3Do.folV 

ovipzialeffeM.4zt 	 cr./3er? 7,loa)opAcrog ea:221  &c,zsiz-D 

clop: 2,3Dcricti.,s7 cn.10;-745 Qjzzr 	en,15 F-rfs" eio.frf 
MeetinV ei criL4 9 cthtt22 	 .3De 4.7E1 cu5 ov5ozt ere.)). 

2) If there is any difference in the question in English language and 
Kannada language, the question framed in English language shall 

prevail. 

exad z'ceëJYc& tiory  433.77 	ec5,:t epTez i ,vicatz' 43?5,„ -7? woetedoev, &00 

4.7E,fiat%9&4dM 040..tx 5.54.7d4svicEitle. 

3). Write your register number only on the cover page in the space 
provided and nowhere else. You must not write your name or make any 
kind of marks disclosing your identity on any part of your answer book or 
additional answer book. Contravention of the above instruction will entail 
disqualification. 

Oegur ca'oe)At)4  ezics 655 eitztp, 	&-vniclq7p1.9-1 sKatefeth, deo' ca59alsvo 
eidatematt. t 7tCbSct22  e.)80don'z'aT5°Jai erthld zgeratepite 	x's4.30 eaSei 
rigatorriecJ 	eadateavdeth e9(p-D at-4o? trod),3.21  .).Dra'ea-vrizzO. m iore, 
x."Loalc3 u2.);,;o4P,9volo' Acc) C:501,5)FS/11  

4) ALL QUESTIONS ARE COMPULSORY 

co gifirnt ettatrznicS 

1. Frame the issues and write a judgment on the following 30 Marks 
30 e$Orieot facts: 

tciM toriathi deo.3m-DcztotiieteD.1  daabo t)dp, anthr 2,x3o90: 

Note: a) The facts should be stated in brief and not reproduced 
verbatim 

ArIorlc2)- -mcm'esliSr2 	ezzes 
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It should be presumed that necessary witnesses have been 
examined to support the case. 

Serfra 	,:ci.)1pc-Asoz" cOCN C9774 „Tivjl 	Lesocirl ,7D2ripodozzt, 2%ZeDtierie.2. 

That necessary and relevant documents have been produced. 

effe-16  .34).c  ;co' --floei5 cas3caMW.21  xvc:f) ettmcdasd 

It is the case of the plaintiff that he is the owner in 

possession of an agricultural land bearing Survey No.86 

admeasuring 2 acres 30 guntas situated within the local limits of 

Nandipura Taluk, Gangaram District. He claims that it is his 

ancestral property. The defendant's land bearing Survey No.85 

admeasuring 3 acres 15 guntas is situated on northern side of 

plaintiff's land. He has further alleged that the defendant has no 

manner of right in the suit land. On 05.11.2018, when the plaintiff 

got the suit land measured, it was noticed that the defendant has 

encroached the suit land to the extent of 24 guntas from northern 

side. The plaintiff requested the defendant to remove the 

encroachment:  But the defendant refused to do so. Hence, the 

plaintiff is constrained to file this suit for removal of encroachment 

and delivery of possession of encroached portion. 

The defendant has filed his written statement and denied the 

case of the plaintiff and contended that the alleged encroached 

portion is part and parcel of his land bearing Survey No.85. He is 

the lawful owner in possession of the same. He has not encroached 

any portion of the land of the plaintiff. In the alternative, the 

defendant has contended that he has been in continuous, open 

and peaceful possession and enjoyment of the alleged encroached 

portion of the suit land since more than 25 years to the knowledge 

of the plaintiff and hence, he has become owner of the alleged 



encroached portion of the suit land by way of adverse possession. 

He has further contended that the suit is barred by limitation. 

Hence, the plaintiff's suit is liable to be dismissed with costs. 

rionzaDo Z66t oinctiod aze3,26 -rot mosate.2, 	"r73E-' 

2 °Ltd 30 rbod toe4 	ranait raceDetrafl udds7, 

mOod radrand. ethed c1:5_5F 	QZ0at tai1 /4-5200,t 	 Moat 

trod 	a2,11/4 m-Dinr -4e0d etdr 	io.85dep, 3 dtd 15 rtbt.t o   

a-6m 	s'arat371 Q3D 	Dd 	radApe.,) dod5 	3 - noctddd.) 

tecb,kV. 5.11.2018dod3 raOod5 radctCë 	.nctc5 ra-Dad-ori c_cJ3rad 

cspz-0 z)e 	ccod oVe.,D, 24 riDoe.. WQCE@FtEct.), 	tuDaVoto tcxt 

zSdOadd t  Sddirlacte.)3 ratn65 ) deAd-cOod ot 	idaft,JtsDondpu•p.o . 

edd cr.,38raC3 rarlradde.» ratt),?oci5.72,(73. ecicpod Ltidecd5A ,d4)rtrzeco.) 

d.5) 2,:tdd rand an,a)-a.rzckp ranot.) 	zscdo± 	raDddcb-vfn,-55. 
e.J 

-,de,2) d3520F3 tpda ra Oot raddc±4.  

csat'Ofrod.),d-c d.)t 

 

Sc 	2,55d0 ran* etc..3 tiF cdo.85d aC3C ;:)F1 
_o 	_0 	e-nJ 	' 

UOT1MhdeZ0d) ee-10795. Utet udd tzcd.dFbaid raDe.tetran 
9 	 no 

ZDC eZ)e at-Ddide 	 d randDirz  eSto raD5e.,). est.) 	-ora 

teek.i.M.J  a.,tadb rarid cz.  t/d 25 rasiFrie.Pod d-onod Se;bdeP d.)cdr 	rapt 

±th raoSodis)  Vect ±dac..)2$..dcridc,u-oci3od3 zdatzrat -DA ratr,r13V. 

udpod 	ram 	 teck2,2„, 2.itatei rand-  atuze.) -,:ippeterDncdo  

ra-o0etD-Dndn-5. radat.) 5-mccte.D.Bnpoct cladoCAranc3 dora 

ettobod mOcd3 3D&.3.3J 	 traftszetv.)5 etrrand. 

2 Translate the following passage as extracted from a 15 Marks 
Judgment to Kannada language: 	

15 e$0t14-i 

tetiord IteJr 23zrpcz  qzc7g zx4A eralt),24. 

The question for consideration is whether the plaintiffs were 

the absolute owners of the suit properties and whether the Will 
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executed by Fakirawwa was valid. It is apparent that both the 

brothers were living separately. They were enjoying their definite 

shares in the property and after the death of Yellappa, Fakirawwa 

was enjoying her share in the property. Indeed, evidence of DW-4 

shows that he was cultivating the lands that had come to the share 

of Fakirawwa on her behalf. Thus, material on record including 

admission made in the cross-examination of PW-1 show that both 

brothers dealt with their respective shares by alienating the 

portions out of their respective shares. This makes it very clear that 

they were enjoying the properties separately. The question whether 

partition had taken place by metes and bounds in the family does 

not arise for consideration in this case. The fact remains that 

property that was enjoyed by the respective parties was dealt with 

by them and accordingly, Fakirawwa has bequeathed portion in her 

possession and enjoyment to which she had succeeded upon the 

death of her husband in favour of defendant Muttanna. Therefore, 

the claim made by the plaintiffs that they were absolute owners of 

the properties or that the Will in question was not duly executed by 

Fakirawwa is not tenable. 

3. Translate the following passage as extracted from a 15 Marks 
Judgment to English language: 	 15 eS0'471S,t 

4,1 tet4ott aezst zirarttD4 eor;)-z-4ri  

t ett ,tcoirmF e322t5p Dr)1.2 tafaC.)24lat V0125  t)t.2o  taDiCat, 6-0c$ 

7D±DDa", epFt 	,-Toovt c'e,t(7).Jerp ., •DiEc,eai ;tit)D--on eme.53q*ctn, cze-sgi 

eDapteprp i, XiDetk7Dt t)t.?,  faezpont ,V8r3 tn)2 7J-Dotioatm/i, 	 wortra 

e4F-tmil ezpkOQ  e:dpottex ttt3ratzflt3sid. (-den &r.3 riaQ7,134to. a-D7iOct8, 

xio-gmat, d,citDF t3t20 	raq 	eso4E 

Tzt.)-D 	eadoeic.,  toct)zaci35. 	 tiroit ,ttnmatci e3&k.t.) 
4 
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grestsrutodD cz  tdod.)03 	adç, _tt)zatcptod))4  driot 	u-Dct.23 

ic:1 /4.tt.)r1034  tracwz3. gmtiadditi TP..r 	tar-atm' tt.)-mdc, tis'zdaod 	trocA3) 

td-Ptac3. toa.T.143 xita-mcdc, atz*de tV3.1  etOatramF7iGe0-,th*inee.,). 2,2gp adirt 4 

c.24t cdcidtikzier) e..)2dtt -,--457Joittuatta.terk. 	 rt.)o-ca5 iiebt td)tuat‘  

auo* 	oo,-1-am-DtF1 dcrmtentn). CYD 64) ertt)tnCe..3.1.  Aleetaredex 

w:t2seth.ct &F &ia-poatTiatowindoci, utoatet 38 'd3 "r7Dt3D13 

at eiprt 	 -€3.5c7s da.17U-act).) d-p 7e.).1  ,..rPtlad..7pnxbdd, 

ucgddri034.  m-Der,rie» mrtrp ema9otp aidotnot trqd-pnupdt toteptc,, 

cDorrup-pbt upddt36  tupt)tit; 	 z:SeEzi 	.) t et41. 

4. 'A' files a suit against '13'. On the date of hearing, 13' appears 05 Marks 

and 'A' does not appear and the suit is dismissed for default. Advise 05 eso&ict 

od» 	od) d.)tcz, aoto cd-pad).)4  t3-pztaV. 71)a-ptitad) Lopottoto 

'n' at) mcrortV t3.t2,  `ez' ø± 4d3MOZTtD,V±3 720,t3Q.13?pteLtDOt 

tnprtizettt. 	te2aso &fpn. v_c 

The defendant offered to sell a house on 25.11.1989 to the 
plaintiff for Rs.90,000/-. On 10.12.1989, the plaintiff made an offer 
of Rs.80,000/-. This offer was refused by the defendant on 
15.12.1989. On 20.12.1989, the plaintiff wrote to the defendant 
that he was now prepared to pay Rs.90,000/-. The defendant 
refused to sell the house. The plaintiff filed a suit against the 
defendant for breach of contract. How would you decide this case? 
Explain. 

25.11.1989d0t3 s'aupinoid) 	Or aot) t.),Jcid))ez  dip.90,000/—t t.)-PO-De3 

tzdt.,Dot.) gir)-ratc)).) trata-5-2A 10.12.1989d0t) uDnod» tn.80,000/—t 

E-r_4,72ot0d3 	 ir2;am--6O 15.12.1989 dot)  

e9t.) 	ts-a.90,000/— &tD 	t.)-ptez) tod.)--adVot) ec id)u-abri upnad» 

20.12.1989dot3 Er4, ag535.).)55. c_-.9upno3.)) t)c)..)cz  ta-pd-a3 tupd4t» 

csPtd-,d)d-pt to-DO eroynoodnnto3Docio =can' e_74auar nod.) ccipdQ 	ot 

tiDttcpattD4 	aC36F ,3-OtTqCb? ttfA. 

A money decree was passed on 30.7.1968. The appellate court 05 Marks 

confirmed it on 17.10.1969 and no stay was applied for during the 	05 U<:+rtei© 

pendency of appeal. Execution application was filed on 30.4.1981. 
The judgment debtor had contended that it was barred by time as 

05 Marks 
05 wo747103 
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the limitation period prescribed for its execution by Article 136 of 
the Limitation Act, 1963 was 12 years from the date "when the 
decree becomes enforceable". Decide with reasons whether the 
Execution Application is barred by time or not. 

30.7.1968docth tiedas_tot az  t3Zda.) ,,c3. 17.10.1969tiod) dpcot eZ 
azoothac)attc,  ucto freetetzrarb ord 	th 	)ee.)p 2.5.3e2a1)9,dath-Dri tdoth—odri 
eD2r xierzmi)dins.),. 30.4.1981doto esidocve..DFote7,54 	 inek-dbeZ)8 
u4:Gothd.), 1963dcd etpesprisa;%eltx) neped0Z)8sQo 'aft; mOrt2er2-A-iwtm-Do" 
oatotood 12 	re:eiFTleet esD 0 (7)5 	rO 	opod et.) noctoonoa=oci 
-s)8caoptz-DrIdo3Doct ae3-,3!F 	m atrt 	emdp1/47. et)en 	F-  to eD 	umetOZaaothot 
g3athot1,)z-ondo3De to rac,de ea005 75-Ddra 7.183t aeta-arRi. 

'A' being a tenant of a house is evicted by 13' with the help of 
police claiming that he has purchased the house and 'A' is a 
trespasser. 'A' approached the Deputy Commissioner of the 
District, who does not help. Then, he approached the 
Superintendent of police, who does not help. He spent more than a 
year before these two authorities. He then files a suit in a Civil 
Court, having jurisdiction, praying for restoration of possession. 
What is he required to establish to get a relief? Would it make any 
difference if he had instituted the suit immediately on being 
dispossessed instead of moving the Deputy Commissioner and the 
Superintendent of Police? Discuss and explain. 

05 Marks 
05 ec:)71e.t 

`Q.D' Oth) 2,,octh d)dat ZATJaTimdcmh o 	d)F3a)3; 	a)tict) 
da-at8Vod5 .D1/4t) 	aith e.:98p,'dDr&o-Dct eaoto 8er,,t,rx)d.) 	oth) errasDetetd 
tmotdori 	 d.pathot a3--O6 traa-r,b,5-a. 'ea' at) 55,,oth  

e.72..,p5roOai)cietzez  2,pe3 tmc763,--5ai& 	e575) ri -Momat th-oct 40v,. oat et.) 
dnete-0 t)p5aDattct)ez  5et3r'aract3DS, etzia teDat d3-Dd)dyns?,. 4.3 
eadzio am_ptradd dthod &Jot) dareiF thc22.), td.)at teT5a1))32ced. E&>td e.Dptrad 
zathSoth)rol 	R3satDvalpte.nD 	 et.)g,-,-7D9etete.),) &Get) uad tyvata-5. 
3)0mci addateth 7-apez);-ridetrod t-,dtz, 	r ') e.)-ra.,e,3trat) dita etae6e,76  
dOe7-ozeptrabottct 2ic duacrt 2adea) 	 tsadd iaza-Ddat z.  
ma)6qd nD-Dtct cu-oet uTIDMe? 	 e=OPQ. 

Distinguish between a contract of Indemnity and a contract of 10 Marks 
guarantee. 	 10 e5C:  

dOdood &Jet). jod 	a)-D,t0 Le-riloet radyrir:, 	rad) eZepEdcza'othetocz  .3c7A). 

7 



Constituent power to frame the constitution and the constituent 10 Marks 
power to amend the constitution have different connotation and n eboticeo 
scope. Explain. 

daorat.) toZtp-DD-DC,Ynd tpta ,toZcszt..1  attoetn 

radoto 	Ouodrcr zSed 2.3edupu 4Fr3 ±)mosoDad. 

The Governor of a State holds office during the 'pleasure' of the 10 Marks uotieot 
President of India. Can he be removed by the President at any time 

10 

without any reason? Discuss. 

cs-o 	cr&elTDeid.) 215Ddtd cm-ceSatd `r.Q4litotFo' adtdcci , ttt.). 
zs 

 

-c-Rcirace),c3 csur6'-etaatto at-a3e 	oidcD ed 	cro9se.-Re.)d..)7,3nonot 

8Act -Dtwea3ie? 

What are the conditions for determination of a lease under the 10 Marks 
Transfer of Property Act, 1882? 	

n e.orIcio 

ish 7.7DF- rs e3e;G(33.), 1882ciaod35,D, eod33 tattfaCP-Alei.) cQd3t 

KtdVetit D3D*41? 

In which cases, secondary evidence relating to documents can 10 Marks 
be given? In what manner? Discuss. 	

n tioTkM 

t -, 72 p e t) r 1, C A 	tozao4r.cdozs' 	C2t,eatt 	,,, t c.-:)13 	otpt 	.fDt'clo-r-'19)9, 
wso d 

tncts2it3tD7 063Zt DeRxtc.3 zt2.3F-AL 

How can acknowledgement result in the extension of limitation 10 Marks 
period? Discuss. 	

n ebobtect 

nozota)aal3;,•-2:,clus' ta-D±t9 ,;)flye)a eA atemt.) ner:32azt.)? 

Discuss the grounds for setting aside an arbitral award as 10 Marks 
enumerated under the Arbitration and Conciliation Act, 1996. 	

IA) e07-M 

t)C,V2p tt.2,  toc,ra t-Datx-3, 1996date.7., ceP tozs' t.DcW co,M.-edF.),4  

cizto-criatex radot ntirarie;3c; ad.,23FAJ. 
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HIGH COURT OF KARNATAKA 
thmn3-75' enna) 	ratze.)o.ID zs 

MAIN WRITTEN EXAMINATION FOR RECRUITMENT TO THE 
POSTS OF DISTRICT JUDGES 

c.-953.11-zpetthrIci roo' 	etp•ezZo_t t.taD73  CaDt '431 

CRIMINAL LAW 
wzdazpt 

QUESTION PAPER 
mit triZt 

Date: 13.04.2019 
13e ne306  2019 

TIME: 2.30 pm to 5.30 pm 
tthat: tpcsoord4  2.30 aot 5.30 Vo6S 

Max. Marks: 150 
uc)*;b: 150 

INSTRUCTIONS TO CANDIDATES:  
ez13t)rrIVA tizz•TM  

1) The candidates should note Rule 5(b) of the Karnataka Judicial 

Service (Recruitment) (Amendment) Rules, 2016 that reads as under: 

Main Examination: 

The Competitive Written Examination for recruitment of District 
Judges shall consist of:- 

(1) 	Written Examination of two papers each of three hours 

duration with 150 maximum marks of each paper-one in 
Civil Law and another in Criminal Law. 

(ii) It is compulsory for all candidates to answer atleast one 
of the paper in English language and in so far as the 
other paper is concerned, it shall be optional for the 
candidates to answer the same either in English or in 
Kannada in which event the said paper shall be 

answered entirely in the language in which option is 
exercised. 

I) ecuace3e1 cial)W ArPeZD (-7?)5DL3) (.4430723) c-Datc7,0 Mt 2016d (Qc;u5.) 5(&9)atct)4  
es-1210'0S AzioDi-foc.A) aDOCO e32,150Frrst  



&riot °9: J 
807; c 3a1-3VPPO/Of 	 cwe 	2.Jc17f.R02d.o.,:— 

(i) 	O ,3)  ido Plait> e,) de± 	'al tzaDn ezt3 SO D 	/lad Yzipat 

arlpfat) 150 MO -cS e9oe7lst erun — &dodo eizTee rTe..toct) 

&arksDpe &-actracxzW)ct)11.5ci. 

0,DCN e:54,5PFTrtt eavgic4ovn eOeta a,ozzd 4_1eatct22  &on' 44.7ctiV, 

eivietteeawbc.),:t 	 erigpf ,--ciotiorp,zeoce W,5ar 

&op,' cDc7.)0±46,-cz4e 4  eiqprite cfalyr  t icioDAd, 

,--cladepirc510, & goA 	Jr &a1 vd 8,JDE10± C1150;e4g. 

If there is any difference in the question in English language and 

Kannada language, the question framed in English language shall 

prevail. 

evioz:b ere gzytst., esoa et.wriaztwcpol)ci 4„.33.77 coiete 	woctexxv, &oat 

fri'npc&) EitAckix f,:14.)-az" Op, 'QV. 

Write your register number 
iionly on the cover page in the space 

provided and nowhere else. You imust not write your name or make any 
kind of marks disclosing your identity on any part of your answer book or 
additional answer book. Contravention of the above instruction will entail 

disqualification. 

0e,egotr c'oe,Joeco4  &tit' etee.3cirq e„iosituzi xvitcV 	Facial/v.3(th, ded “Volao 

eadatewri± 	t ttcbeco4- ealodonicte3,-7.5 z'oS 	-do±orpire.) it:9 1zD m'edepi a en.ld 

arLgateNne (01 ex/0'c; aidatemdeo 55rge -D at-4de Ttdoo),..2,1  ..7D,218,7ric±.  

ictioed,3 emy,o,friz)tf cDe_ )) it5i,u'ehtf fivoiwK?oce. 

4). ALL QUESTIONS ARE COMPULSORY 

cx.72 j.e./f/TV., tag CatZZA CS 

1. Write a judgment on the following facts after mentioning 
bare necessary facts and presuming that necessary witnesses 
have been examined by the prosecution. 

ritpd oriZrleci.)4  Qt.).1.;zn,T4E:1 	• uipoiset4o.t.) u7Itz5mw ralpFacidD4  

z.5-acir8 ezzamodczt apatt.sod)th 	orprl,-/ed actr oz  zir3=0. 

The case of the prosecution is that on 20th May, 2018 at about 

4.00 p.m., an altercation took place between Raju and Ganesha on 

30 Marks 
30 eot1eJ.) 



the one hand and Accused No.1 Naveen D'Souza on the other. The 

altercation was followed by Raju slapping the Accused No.1. This 

incident took place at 4.00 p.m. Later at 9.00 p.m., when Raju and 

Ganesha closed their shop and left for their house on a scooter 

driven by Ganesha, the Accused No.1 along with Accused No.2 

Ravindra accosted them on the way. Ravindra hit the scooter with 

an iron rod as a result of which Raju and Ganesha fell down. 

Thereafter the Accused No.1 is said to have stabbed Raju with a 

knife on his abdomen. Raju was taken to the hospital. On the basis 

of the first information given by Ganesha, the Rajarajeshwari Nagar 

police registered a case in Cr.No.30/18 against Accused No.1 and 

the case was investigated. A charge sheet was filed for the offence 

punishable under Section 307 of the Indian Penal Code against 

Accused No.1 and 2. On filing the charge sheet, Accused No.1 and 2 

are tried by you as a Sessions Judge. 

Learned Public Prosecutor has argued that the prosecution 

has examined PW1 Ganesha (first informant), PW2 Raju (injured), 

Spot Mahazar witness Ramachandra as PW3, Medical Officer 

Dr.Devendra as PW4, seizure mahazar witness Kempa as PW5, 

Investigating Officer Narasimha as PW6. He has argued that the 

police have recovered the weapon of offence namely a knife at the 

instance of Accused No.1. He has argued that on chemical 

examination, it was found that the knife had human blood on it of 

'AB' Group, which was the blood group of the injured. 

Learned counsel for the Accused has argued that the 

prosecution has failed to examine independent eye witnesses and 

not proved the prosecution case beyond all reasonable doubt. He 

has argued that the name of Accused No.2 did not find mention in 

the F.I.R. He has argued that the Accused have been falsely 

implicated in the above case. 

20.5.2018dod3 ;,;od 4.00 n'oe27i cD=dit.2 ridezi Lod) td d.)) 2.oriF3e 
ucliDea, Eeë36  a'-Alram ra..rkzoct td 	7-;eJ taDndozt eactlidjun' u2.)airDmF3ot 
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mtD-Dhd. t tp-DaFiar Et)  otptd± Ott.,) 2,00de actizecle, ieo..vtat.)-zpo . 4.3 

-egL3S o 4.00 doir eOth. odCYDLB., 9.00 t:ASrS 

torlacth.)4 	ritiet -ALrzi.3cf 	t..1-Dcipm- 
 zi 	

pz  etct 	&E'ezaertm-Dri z.ozte 

t.larDeal ;.cic0c uzirDeentDd dcoc.dit 8.ragrS moaterD, 	wcidD taza)D-D5,-T434-5. 

dZcociJA 2.2)razd 0-Dciod 	an:toiva-p© , 	etem.) OD= tDalic  ridezi tekC 

acct uad. ei ot:1 	eicuDeebot) 2.:3-D 	o d caa 	ny z$33.324docd..) 

Cer,134-pip. o'Dm)tDcz  eitV traoctiaoth)63-ad. re  t ekrn.L 	traca 	.)ec3A 

o-Do-Da!etctord izeeDetd) Aeio o.30/18deeD„, a.odeftscirogicvh 3714F.25;trics 

cs-6,a)eDhteod3 	a5 tod to&Ao.t te..)o 307dt6ote?„ bt?Je2,ct.) 

eztozOtip z.ioto tota eadcgct e.tchaectt-i 	Kmee.-7-61 c3Jzezdzs 

cliDeaw:3,s-acztra 7'4 et 9n.P.Rd 	od Loc± t.)4a vackte e.ldromrier z  

76,saimpetun upenzevirgr L>ei-eriEr-baeo. 

tp-Dc -Anr0 ezpo3i2ett-i) 	 tnpo3nme3 Ez3D.1 ret 

t3-Dtca -Dd),c„-upy-A-z.2 cs= (riDat-nt), ieJ ado2.5D--6Dfi D-Dt32.54, 

caoto, ;rs-oopriob a-D.73eeciO, 	ezoto, zzad oadDvoth  toad -c.:)_-?/-,-7,85 e,D0t3, 

itaiDgreDD 	 odDr-TeCt 	t-o)- actuad . 	eiciveuoi) 

totd e.uuc.Det± tod tast»ET334  d&,-dagitkraono-Dodocfo ttct mCA,d3,233. 

2.5tibee `cza.5' 7-toct 	 toct 2aobc3 caot3 CIOTTOai.)M Oetatnt p,  

itrannd, ut) rizat-oelerj citt tho 	odeepoirect&t 7DnhOnc3. 

ezpoicpm 	mtp-Dcizi3.1  enzuDdr8 taarkz earie.)z-ond tp,ta e92;o3.2ctE3 

Tiot-Daez-DA tzpoiramFaat 	 cb=m,t 	Qaot.) tonc.e.b 

D-Dt tn,a,z,d)nd. eactze e.ct.rzceuat tdD ddd3 dEd3 	&fnater9, 

djORcaoth utz-JDmeAtin-ad . td-race.)4d i. 	cind Tbery\ "Je..zahcbc3 

Qaotto of:),bct,m,z3. 

2. Translate the following passage as extracted from a 15 Marks 15 ttObtM 
Judgment to Kannada language: 

tri MOtt aelft Zi3Z71.) tqzi:4 Zin7ZA 

So far as the sentence is concerned, it is submitted by the 

learned counsel for the appellant that by enhancing the fine 
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amount, the sentence of imprisonment for the offence under Section 

341 IPC may be waived. Taking into consideration the fact that 

there was an existing rivalry between the parties and that PW1 has 

sustained simple injuries, I think it would be just and proper to 

award a fine for both the offences under Sections 323 and 341 IPC. 

To this extent, the sentence for these offences has to be reduced. In 

the circumstances, I answer the point partly in the affirmative and 

partly in the negative and proceed to pass the following: 

ORDER 

The appeal is allowed in part. The appellant is acquitted of the 

charge for the offence under Section 3(1)(xi) of the Scheduled Castes 

and Scheduled Tribes (Prevention of Atrocities) Act, 1989. His 

conviction for the offences under sections• 323 and 341 of IPC is 

confirmed. However, the sentence is modified He is ordered to pay a 

fine of Rs. 1,000/- for each of the offences, within a period of two 

months from this date, in default to undergo simple imprisonment 

for a period of two months (one month for each of the offences). 

3. Translate the following passage as extracted from a 15 Marks 
Judgment to English language: 	 15 uotTM  

tti terl•&) ae.bit ;wit; teozel 2ine4r3 eD.hvaI2J: 

tuo 167(2)e addo,t)thi .)ez:3M 	.)ee3 nutildatzro t3z3ett ez  

tra5--oh te.At zar3M 	deSoa33n ezrp'd  F 743J EEO' ta). 	 c-QS3o  ric3-a° 

utpoieetki eidnect etyjat.D4.  maDc.D )o) eszpoirDm s'e22,ci ncira aoaxi 	d).ee.3 

efd nctrld. 167(2)e s'diaci (ea) atdot)&11 atcdfaDax.D4  etztaint ctoc 

eDzip 	 e54;  D-Daat-Depatt ZezSatet.,./. 	S.T6 

"Alodzi....)Dd 90/60 Orith taphotpt ,szte..1) cf,dpe-ed adqjatc; 

tr)-D.D6-Al=ctccD, wod Oóa udiDecbat ct  n-vZpe 	.Dec3 namid 
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urdd, uctotte..7„ s'51dratF.)4‘  attMe6tmdtp. te)br37de5cr3zdcd3. 

teitat ez  90/60 iLtrieJ Kati-La /2,d 	 Q.)eb z3ociq 

teotaotez tdeleke'DA atpt uptizdtja 	utth 	udett.).1  

e:Lszdata.5et.) tpd) Sdaectql uta  ma)ca thntcPtrIc's.),:z  LcJi)Alex 3Vt&-td: 

nzeDerD.,de..» udneacktp 	 cowct*ns.,). tidaecintl) 7-',02pcdmd$ 

t7,nc)Vot) dD53atc,, eiacidorizudd ±d) easze-aDzidectra —' °t 

tsp,mdd, tk.n,  167(2)d addiodA(ea)at tinatc.D, .Domszci) 3.Dntt  

dctclirDC-42acip. 

4. An accused is arrested in a bailable offence and he is released on 05 Marks 

bail. During the trial, he absconds. A non-bailable warrant is issued 05 ebothiei.)  
against him. The police arrest him and produce him before the 
court. The defence counsel pleads for his release on bail under 
Section 436 of the Code of Criminal Procedure, 1973 which provides 
that a person accused of a bailable offence shall be released on bail. 
Can the court, in such circumstances, refuse to release him on bail 
or the Court is bound to release him on bail? Give reasons. 

mapeo...t eErics4de,D, ecivetatEtez  2.)op,-;b52od tpd'a 	 dxe.5 

n±rid ..Tatp‘d"2,53. ena--Ddra' 	tpdX)-anceoc,35. n:a3DeDoa5t5d 2, 

m-Ddok3) e 	d).Did);  eandne-thaLood. 	c) 	et wop,z, cdDaaimentd.)) tapod 
mcio Edad.uetcra0 adiatd ;-riotozL 1973d too 436dnotc,, 
uadopri u8j'eet 	teiod)Dai  npapeDcd Dce.3 nctrids' t)-Dahtetott 
truadwocAdD4Abot denatrtImn udacieb Edd teced) troedV. c.aodt 

todaptn, 	a3xe3t)ee.5 nztzld3 trOP.1) 03cd3-Duat Dmtlf),tzat)c3c 

uc,37D 	a"oac 	d)ee3 nc‘prid tnit& 2.3enr)date? ndra tan. 

5. 'A' an accused of an offence of murder stated before a police 05 Marks 

officer that "I will produce a knife concealed in the roof of my house 
05 UcAlt 

with which I stabbed 'B". On this information, the police officer 
discovers the said knife from the house of the accused, on which 
human blood is detected. Is the whole statement given by the 
accused admissible in evidence? If not, what part or parts are 
admissible in evidence? Explain with reference to the Indian 
Evidence Act, 1872. 

TIJD6 	ode3cIneeJat-Dd Vat) -edsecDe-Ald t)Doc3 la74.) 	eselci 

zavz'reatc.,, ecIMA, ca4cgc..)4 	rierettleco'n Qacci3 epeectz5D}. 
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tatLaat 3ez:3d otkraceDettp etciraceJ 	oix ei aDthtot.) etiaiac3 titiO  
udder,' ta-Dt 	totp zatalc3. ejd.GCet ti.v.,3„ FritDar &E;)11a1D)ez  Rroctsdc, 

gfa vaithNie? c'a z-vdc3,,, aia-D ;awl e:907-e 	 mr:16t erD, 
eincht  Z5D:t3  utatt), 1872ziE z  trosZetg, =oh. 

'AC, an unmarried daughter of 'A' was born on 13.12.1970. 05 Marks 
05 uotrM Between 13th and 14th December, 1986 at 3 a.m., she goes with her 

paramour B' without her parent's consent or knowledge. After a 
fortnight, with her consent, 13' has sexual intercourse with her. 
What are the offences, if any, committed by 'M' and B'? 

'co' caoz..oc'e 	oaoaitd 	tprletind..1 13.12.1970 do ci) 	,9,)cba-9.y. 13 
4% 14 a;2. 4303o-s 1986 doo.'D zrX 3.00 ricSri A 	eitat.) 

aectte.'-ans.),c3 	-4eotA, `2,,t 9  at e.,n,tri et:LoC7tLer 	lp 

	

". toiD c3 	dpee3 etot 
2„,acy3 .pedr3 	atD tstat eaDgii deprIt toJ;en' tmcg),35. `cao' tm'a 	almt 
ueticso;trieiFb4  tmadDT-0 ? 

The accused was beating 'A' with fists. The wife of 'A' intervened 05 Marks 
ebottIst with her baby in arms with a view to rescue her husband. The 05  

accused gave a fist blow to her also, which hit the baby. As a result, 
the baby died. On being prosecuted, the accused pleads "accident". 
Decide with reference to the Indian Penal Code, 1860. 

eic32cee.Ja3D.) 	-citeeod 	DS. 'ea' atFlo'oa 	toeracic, 
aont3tkrDocg) 	rioc&-t); 	negtOod t)cizs  eVeaty-sy. e t-dneet eitrisa 

t2ds.),35, ud.) txt,Zri mitc3. Snzinnor.) rt 
uzpoanec-:3rtrDeAn-Dri e.:53)73.) ucth "elle" ea0c735 min,r4535. 22.7Dci 
1860 .1  cros.5,e,Oh 3Ct3DFfr,L 

S. In a criminal trial, the burden of proof is always on the 10 Marks 
ec prosecution. Why? Are there any exceptions? 	 10 uotzt  

crept-DO-15' 	 d3=m-Da 22zd atztatrpo  uzpalne 	cabst3. 
at-Dt? nDzale.i.rD esi.im-DdricPcd.)e? 

9. "All murders are culpable homicides, but all culpable homicides 10 Marks 

	

are not murders" Discuss. 	 10 worRt 

"gaup, taDdricio uto-DCO cS-(3-'01 /416aimric:3, etdd caup., ue-do-DCArie,;",) 
tiDdriciOrb*O" 2.#2,1F,k. 
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Who is entitled to the benefit under Section 4 of the Probation 10 Marks est 
of Offenders Act, 1958? What are the legal consequences if a person 10 orti 
is released on probation? Explain the jurisdiction of the Court• to 
award compensation to the victim under the Probation of Offenders 
Act, -1958. 

uctcnQr ft 	ocara ut;)attp, 1958d I  tvo 4daa3e2, (553-6d) id,a5am 

ar'doctu5 eDt Fib? at-D*zfe 4too5..) 	oe 	ndtprld t3Dtidd 
c-ft7D4A?oDQTetocaEz, eDpoipt.), 1958ciacthe2 topior; 

et 	Dzie tx) 72,5cLim c...) GS u ts) d m6sai55.t 

Explain the power of search, seiture and arrest under Section 10 Marks 
42 and 43 of the Narcotic Drugs and Psychotropic Substances Act, 1

0 uotrM 

1985. 

t•TOctA 	 tDc712CZtotDt1c egnatt), 1985d t'uo 42 tr1 /443,  

43daatc, trae0,a ±rb zatD0c3 eppb-Ddt34  

Explain the power of a Governor ,to grant pardons etc., and to 10 Marks 
suspend, remit or commute the sentence in certain cases. 	

1.0 

te.)di T.Litckericel,p:F,Tonzct, tmod-DtqrW; tadd.,54734 qpticTbaz  

t.)-D4) uctd7-6 e-dOdFe5ai)--qtt.4-dt smoau-oe.)br, eatpt upu-Ddt 

Are there any similarities or differences between Section 34 and 10 Marks 
Section 149 of the Indian Penal Code, 1860? Discuss. 	

uotr1e. 

zpzdt ric5 to60, 1860d eplo 34 tpdp e..>:) 149d 	ain*dzcid5 

eD0m-D gnotriee3 raate? t5r,*). I  

Distinguish between Criminal Misappropriation of Property and 10 Marks 
Criminal Breach of Trust, 	

10 esoerM 

uctotpt 	dodDadoiszeri 	erado-oQt on-z3 eltseSt 

3-Dae). 
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