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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:-

(i) 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 at
least one of the papers 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.
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2) If there is any difference in the question in English language and
Kannada language, the question framed in English language shall
prevail. '
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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
disqualzﬁcation.
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1. Frame proper issues on the basis of the following pleadings.

GIST OF PLAINT

10 Marks

The plaintiff is the absolute owner of the suit ‘A’ schedule

property, which measures 03 acres, having purchased the same



vide registered sale deed dated 23.03.2008. From the date of sale
deed, plaintiff has been in actual possession and enjoyment of the
suit property. The defendant is the adjacent land owner on the
southern side of the suit ‘A’ schedule property. About six months
back, plaintiff got measured the suit ‘A’ schedule property through
a surveyor and came to know that the defendant had encroached
15 guntas of the suit ‘A’ schedule property on its southern side,
which is described as the suit ‘B’ schedule property. The plaintiff
requested the defendant to vacate the encroached area and
handover the suit ‘B’ schedule property. But, the defendant refused
to vacate the encroachment and has also denied about he
encroaching the suit ‘B’ schedule property and plaintiff’s ownership

over the same. This made the plaintiff to file the suit.

With the above ave'rments, plaintiff claimed a decree to
declare him as the absolute owner of the suit ‘A’ schedule property
and for directing the defendant to handover the possession of the

suit ‘B’ schedule property to him.

GIST OF WRITTEN STATEMENT

The defendant catégoricaIIy; denied plaintiff’s title and ownership
over the suit ‘A’ schedule property and also denied the allegation of
he, encroaching suit ‘B’ schedule property. 'According to the
defendant, he has been in possession of one acre of land sincé the
year 1995 having purchased the same from plaintiff’s vendor vide
registered sale deed dated 21.02.1995. The defendant had put up a
barbed wire fence and enjoying his property as its absolute owner.
The defendant, in the alternate, confended- that, he has been in

possession of the suit ‘B’ schedule property since the year 1995



openly, uninterruptedly and to the knowledge of the plaintiff and
thereby had acquired title to it by adverse possession. The
defendant further contended that the suit was barred by limitation

and also bad for non joinder of necessary party, as the vendor of

the plaintiff and the defendant was a necessary party to the suit. .

According to the defendant, the suit was not properly valued and
requisite court fee is not pai;i on the plaint. This Court lacks
jurisdiction to try this suit. On all these grounds, the defendant
prayed for the dismissal of the suit with costs.
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2. Translate the following passage as extracted from a
Judgment to Kannada language:

B TYIOR JLAFE AT, IR AN VDT,

The point to be considered in this case is, whether, the

petitioner herein irrespective of being a legitimate or illegitimate

child of the respondent and not being a married daughter, is

entitled to maintenance, not only during the period when she is a
minor, but also after she attains majority, till she gets married, on
account of injury being unable to maintain herself. It is noted that
the petitioner herein was already seventeen years of age when the

petition was filed in the year 2014 and when the petition is

15 Marks
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disposed of, she was almost eighteen years of age. The family court
has held that the petitioner could seek maintenance after she
attains majority. The family court in my view has erred on two
counts: firstly, by not awarding any maﬁntenance to the petitioner

herein during the minority of the petitioner under Section 125 (1)(b)

of Cr.P.C., and secondly, for the period after the petitioner attains

majority, by not applying Section 125 (1){c} of Cr.P.C.

The expression “not being a married daughter” would clearly
indicate that a legitimate or illegitimate daughter even if she has
~ attained majority, would be entitled to maintenance till she gets

married.

3. Translate the following passage as extracted from a
judgment to English language:
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4. Explain the conditions to be fulfilled in the matter of production

of additional evidence in the Appellate Court; mode of taking
additional evidence and the manner in which additional evidence if
allowed, to be dealt with by the Appellate Court.
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5. What do you understand by the expression “Part Performance”
in Section 53 A of the Transfer of Property Act, 1882? What are the
conditions stipulated for enforcement of the right of part
performance? Explain with reference to Section 53 A of the
Transfer of Property Act, 1882 and Section 17(1A) and proviso to
Section 49 of the Registration Act, 1908.
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6. Explain the meaning of temporary, perpetual and mandatory
injunctions with reference to Specific Relief Act, 1963. Under what
circumstances an injunction cannot be granted? Enumerate.
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7. What are the grounds for declaration of a Hindu Marriage as
void marriage and voidable marriage? Enumerate the same with
reference to the provisions of Hindu Marriage Act, 1955,
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8. What are the requisites of a valid adoption under the Hindu
Adoptions and Maintenance Act, 1956? Explain with reference to
Sections 6 to 10 of the said Act. What are the effects of an
adoption under the aforesaid Act?
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9. What do Sections 9 and 34 of the Arbitfation and Conciliation
Act, 1996, as Amended by Act 3 of 20 16 deal with? Explain with
reference to the said provisions.
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10. Explain the differences between Fundamental Rights,
Fundamental Duties and Directive Principles of State Policy, which
are in Part-IIl, Part-IV A and Part-IV of the Constitution of India.
Enumerate at least five Fundamental Rights and five Fundamental
Duties.
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11. Write short notes on ANY TWO of the following:

(a) Contract of guarantee and contract of indemnity:
Differences.

(b) Exclusion of time of proceeding bona fide in Court
without jurisdiction and effect of acknowledgement in
writing: Sections 14 and 18 of Limitation Act, 1963.

(c) Principles of res judicata.

(d) lis pendens

10 o8N

10 Marks

10 e03nsh

.10 Marks

10 &o3neh

10 Marks

10 2¢3nsh

2x5=10
Marks



& TYNS Tp ARJTBH 0B dRCHNRY ded £33 2800:

(2) 5000 LTOD B, IR VOTOT &TOT — BIYAN
o o o DB

(2) ©H%d mh Ags HIRODTY FQFITO0T BFTRDT, SEHIG,
ADOLT, VHPWRT DR, WIBEY VBT 40 DI
HOTFOEINGD. ToOHONE HVOHED, 19637 w0 14 By 18.

(3) TRJFItier B HODNT SIW

(&) OF FHoww,

2x5=10
[olob vl

12. Write a judgment on the basis of following facts and evidence 30 Marks

with reference to the relevant provisions of law and case law:

Smt. Parvathi filed a suit for partition and separate possession
of her 1/3 share over the suit schedule properties, which consist
of two house properties adjacent to each other. One Satyanarayana
(Defendant No.1) and Lakshminarayana (Defendant No.2) are the
elder brothers of the plaintiff. The suit schedule properties are the
self acquired properties of their father Krishnappa, who died on
19.08.2016. The mother of the plaintiff and defendants,
Smt.Jayamma pre deceased Krishnappa and died on 05.03.2014,
The plaintiff, being one of the legal heirs of late Krishnappa, has
1/3 share in the suit schedule properties. The defendants, in
spite of repeated demands and issuance of legal notice, refused to
allot the plaintiff’s share, by contending that Late Krishnappa had
executed a Will in their favour, which made the plaintiff to file the
present suit.

The defendants, in their written statement, admitted the
relationship between them and the plaintiff and the suit properties

as the self acquired properties of their father Krishnappa and also



the date of death of their father and mother. The defendants
specifically contended that their father Krishnappa has executed a
registered Will on 16.05.2015, when he was in sound disposing
state of mind and bequeathed the suit properties in favour of
defendant No.1 and 2 and on the basis of the will, defendants
became the absolute owners of the suit schedule properties and.
katha was changed in their favour and the plaintiff has no right to
claim share over the suit schedule properties. On all these
grounds, defendants prayed for dismissal of the suit with costs.
ISSUES |
1. Whether the plaintiff proves that she is
entitled for a decree for partition and

separate possession of her share over the
suit schedule properties?

2. Whether the defendants prove that their
father, Krishnappa, has executed a
registered will dated 16.05.2015
bequeathing the suit properties in their
favour and thereby they became the
absolute owners of the suit schedule
properties?

3. What order or decree?

EVIDENCE ON BEHAL¥ THE PLAINTIFF:

The plaintiff, who was examined as PW.1, deposed about the
relationship between the parties and suit properties as self-
acquired property of their father, Krishnappa. PW.1 further
deposed that she has got a legitimate share in the suit property,v as
the daughter of Late Krishnappa and defendants had refused to

allot her share, inspite of repeated demands and issuance of legal

10



notice to the defendants. PW.1 further deposed that the Will relied
upon by the defendants, said to have been executed by her their
father, Krishnappa, was created and concocted by the defendants,

in order to grab the suit property.

During the course of her cross examination PW1 denied that her
father late Krishnappa was hale and healthy and had absolutely no
ailments. PW1 admitted that her father was never hospitalized and
his mental condition was stable. PW1 denied the signature on
Ex.D1 Will of her father Krishnappa. But she admitted that her
father used to sign in English. PW1 admitted that her father and
these defendants have performed her marriage. PW1 denied the
suggestion that her father late Krishnappa has executed Ex.D1 Will
and bequeathed the suit item No.l and 2 in favour of defendant
No.1 and 2.

The plaintiff produced the proberty extract of the suit
properties as per EX=.P.1 and 2, which show that suit properties
were initially standing in the name of Late Krishnappa and names
of defendant No.1 and 2 were entered as the owners of suit item
No.1 and 2 on the basis of the registered Will dated 16.05.2015.
Ex.P.3 is the copy of the legal notice issued by the plaintiff to the
defendants on 08.09.2017, demanding her share in the suit

properties.

Ex.P1: Property extract of suit Item No.1.
Ex.P2 : Property extract of suit Item No.2.
Ex.P3 : Copy of legal notice dated 08.09.2017.
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EVIDENCE ON BEHALF OF THE DEFENDANTS:

Defendant No.1, who was examined as DW.1, in his evidence
admitted the relation between them and plaintiff and also the suit
properties being self acquired properties of their father,
Krishnappa, and also date of death of their father and mother.
DW.1 fuﬁher deposéd that their father, Late Krishnappa, when he
was in a sound disposing state of mind, had executed the
registered Will dated 16.05.2015 and bequeathed the ‘suit item
No.1 and 2 in favour of defendant No.l and 2-respective1y. DW.1
identified the signatures of his father and attesting witnesses found
on the Ex.D1 Will, by saying that he was personally present at the
time of execution of the said Will. DW.1 further deposed that on
the basis of the said Will, they became the absoclute owners of the
suit properties and plaintiff has no right to ciaim share over the
suit properties. | u
, During the course of his cross examination le admitted that
late Krishnappa had no ill will against the plaintiff and he was
treating all his children cordially. DW1 denied the suggestion that
late Krishnappa’s health condition was not good about one and half
years prior to his death. DW1-denied the suggestion that they have.
forged the signature of their father and created Ex.D1 Will in order
to grab the suit property and deprive the plaintiff of her legitimate
share in the suit property.

The defendants examined one Vinay, son of attesting witness
to the Willm, late Narasimhaiah, as DW.2 and he deposed that, his
father was no more and he was familiar with his father’s signature,

but he did not find the signature of his father on Ex.D1 Will. The
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defendants Cross-exalnined DW.2 by treating him as a hostile
witness and even during the cross-examination, DW2 denied the
suggestion that his father had signed on Ex.D1 Will as a attesting
witness, by saying his father used to sign in Kannada. Counsel for

the plaintiff submitted no cross examination to DW2.

The defendants produced registered Will dated 16.05.2015 as
per Ex.D1, where in it is recited that Late Krishnappa was looked
after by the defendants during his old age and they had performed
the marriage of the plaintiff and gave her money and ornaments at
the time of her marriage and she was staying comfortably in her
husband’s house and out of his free will, love and affection, he had
bequeathed the suit properties to the defendants. Ex.D2 and 3 are
the death certificates of Late Krishnappa and Smt. Jayamma, who
died on 19.08.2016 and 05.03.2014 respectively.

Ex.D1 : Registered Will dated 16.05.2015
. Ex.D2 : Death Certificate of Late Krishnappa

Ex.D3 : Death Certificate of Late Smt. Jayamma

ARGUMENT FOR THE PLAINTIFF:

It is the argument for the plaintiff that there is no dispute
~ about the relationship between the plaintiff and the defendants and
that the suit properties as the self acquired properties of their
father. It was further argued for the plaintiff that the defendants
had failed to prove the execution of the will by examining any one
of the attesting witness. It was further argued for the plaintiff that

the disputed Will was surrounded by suépicious_ circumstances, as
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one of the natural heirs of Late Krishnappa had been excluded
from inheriting the suit properties, ﬁthout any valid reason and
due to the presence of one of the beneficiaries of the Will at the
time of its execution. On these grounds, the plaintiff prayed to
decree the suit. |

ARGUMENT FOR THE DEFENDANTS:
On the other hand, it was the argument for the defendants

that, due to the non availability of attésting witnesses, the
defendants had examined DW2, who is the son of one of the
attesting witnesses to the will and had proved Ex.D.1 will. It was
further argued for the defendants that they had looked after their
father and plaintiff is a married daughter, who is staying in her
husband’s house and since her marriage expenses were taken care
of by the defendants and their father, she was excluded from
inheriting the suit property. It was further argued for the
defendants that though DW.2 had failed to identify the signature of

his father, still the execution of the Will can be accepted, since

DWI1, who was present at the time of ‘executing the Will, has.

identified the signature of executant and attesting witnesses and it

was a registered Will. On these grounds, defendants prayed for
dismissal of the suit with costs.
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. HIGH COURT OF KARNATAKA
TR Xk emag; mﬁoSE@o:b

MAIN WRITTEN EXAMINATION FOR RECRUITMENT TO THE

POST OF DISTRICT JUDGES
Jor) méom@eaﬂdm’eé EAR SesHzedan :’ma)?s 02 au‘aeg

CRIMINAL LAW
OIVTHT TR

\ QUESTION PAPER

3 e
5._*5_,3‘,‘ e

Date:14.03.2021 o Max., Marks: 150
Dzpos: 14.03.2021 ' : ﬁ@% LOTENTY: 150

TIME: 2.00 pm to 5.00 pm
pivelev ol sac;%ad 2.00 50T 5.00 ol

INSTRUCTIONS TO THE CANDIDATES:
@5@9‘71@97% TRudng:

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:-

(i) 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 at
least one of the papers 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) 3m0ress S0t A () (STHBR) DODFAD 20163 DT 5(22)0DRY
3 IYNTOB LTCRMIPIL 0T BVLHEN0 NNVATTTY:

&), Tocg:
BEeR FerRdesr Secvmdaby Jpergs QL8 FOCEal weipoRey -
(i) O3 Fbegats KT PN TP sl Mos STRAD F3
TRy 150 7oF o evyrh -~ Lomk Doerd PR
DEROTH STOVPF FPRRTETINZLS.
(i) oep UGPPIY smpave) #0F T o s*j_.géaiv:gz esof
RFehg evIoTStamYmd & IEomd TIFN ToLoPIDOT
FYE epme o RIory NWIOMITL, egpEeny sabi
DECRNG, & Xomgrmg & a:géoﬁ@z TR c-:a% Eesrlsnt
gRFanY evIonEY

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

L0t% e JFENYY o eI vy 5 gPH DS JE:y someony o
ERFHDE FPOADT I ok T YRS

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.'

QX OBHOT FOLO, FRTT WETY LONAGT RNDY @RF O0DEeR, e Qo

-t
2 T0Deo . c"m‘; RS, LEUONTRWTOE VT TSFODRNE L@ -5‘2:35@ ekl
TEFODERIS AN BAOR, LIOCVLROL S0 QP Ee M), SRELROLD. & ed
RRe3d evQoLADT deey SITFEA MOATIDOSCO.

1. Frame the appropriate charge for trial of an accused on the

basis of the following charge sheet material: 15 Marks
Srirangapatna Police have filed the charge sheet by alleging
that accused Sridhara developed friendship with the victim girl,

aged 16 years, who was a minor and told her that he would marry



her. On 02.03.2017 at about 10.30 a.m. accused called the victim
girl near Kaveri River Bridge, Srirangapatna and kidnappea heron a
motorbike bearing Registration No.KA-20-AB-1567 with an
intention to have sexual intercoﬁ.rse with her and took her to the
house of CW13 at Pandavapura and inspite of knowing that she was
a minor, accused wrongfully confined her in that house for 5 days
and had forcible sexual intercourse with her and committed

penetrative sexual assault on her.

g2 FYmorR WecmeletIne =P ESeTn thed  edRten ad:zg nRE
BremBRCTROLR, el '
ednes Beid 16 SRF SobAF SR ARod WBNCRODA ReSsER B
2D STohF, WHEPBOTWFTA Bew HT0F 02.03.201750Tk &r, Zowed 10.30
ROMR HR0T BENCHR:, ECONTEPG wed 30 A 1o s ©30ironN
ons Bogen [RBT  wGeB00T  T0-20-0R-1567 Sp0TE FoLJod 20w
Soant BIF0 Gioda, OTBOMER0D DOBIHOIYRS wmwIIS B
gSThER0m Bath, 6F vTpE SobE H0m ARG weE elpeaoky SEAhI 5
oOsne BO & DINY LI WOPIBY B W pewzTen  SONE
RoBpenmm), IBR, ©Tod Hed SeBWT Bejoﬂ%’ PrFRER, HBNHTS D0
degonaiire HecdIth wBneacd HNYG BreTniEn DBobY FYATDH.

2. Translate the .following passage as extracted from a
Judgment to Kannada language: '

2: 29208 raFE AN, TR PORR VHTOR.

In dealing with Corruption cases and also bearing in mind the
impact of Corruption on the society, which is spreading like a
cancerous disease, the Court should be very careful and cautious in

appreciating the materials on record before adverting to quash the

15 woznish

15 Marks
15 e2ovnsh



proceedings or discharging the accused. The Court should be

vigilant to ascertain as to whether the proceedings are so vitiated
and that the irregularity or illegality had prejudiced the accused
and had resulted in a miscarriage of justice. Merely becaﬁsé there
was some illegality or irregularity in the investigation or that the
ihvestigating officer had some animus against the accused or that
the investigation was being supervised by a person, who was

interested, cannot by itself lead to an inference that the accused
had necessarily been denied a fair trial. Before an accused can in
- such circumstances claim that he has been prejudiced he has to
indicate précisely the manner in which a fair trial has been

prejudiced or denied to him.

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

T BYEOR SeFR NN, o omR osbmebal

Bamnde LLBRYCVTOE,  NETVBED (aSae)a;’eﬁo)' AEINRODT  FOTROOT  I0TT

wHoh AMBME W [HEAGRYA. ABm  TORENGNOZ DIFEN  FWITLTRY-
QOIPFDIT (2. .9). B 203 DBE ROTPFTY T B B, BT
Zer, 8.0, 0T DI 90 nEeEde SRR, GREH 4 386 womwIS
LRSI, 2l wicdh E IRBA® WY 2100/~ SRR sﬁcsm; Reagesom
BeomaR. 803 33, Wi, 33, NOBS HICHIOR © TRWRD Fo FoogHowd WA
Beoces. 3, Wty S0ESe tROR NHoBI WS Reewon, CTOIYTL SHODR,
BONRLD TRDOPATE D) H[eeRT FFON BeBToded GIN SHRNT VR0
eiohay, BN RoEI HIWOR BRBRLYGED. 3BT T IRREON (2.3833,9)

BoTooy ondnd o BeINGH. ¢S08d BeFoWTR FOFTWE A0, IR

2.9RP08 TOwRIDECDL, RedaT w3) |30 08T, B[, pete¥ntnie) Ngeon’ B

Beoe MFHOOT ol BRF, At FowoRndw ©f wjdth. Toweonsody,

15 Marks
15 esosns:



SESRaTCIo VIR N 00T e DY ZRDROYBODD  PUBI AR, DOBO
DBAT T 2HeSBeD word Eoby TIHIR0W BRTh. ¢F OIS

INDIVT '533_9 SONY =023 ea‘odos’aacl & 0edoDY NOTED DN TRLLELTEERODI.

4. Bring about the differences between the following:-
(a) Kidnapping and abduction.
(b) Voyeurism and stalking.
{c} Hurt and grievous hurt.
(d) Robbery and dacoity.

(e) Assault and criminal force.

& SYNSHY SHIT FIINTR, S9A:-
(©) BITeo DB, WIS
() eSdoﬁé T3 a3 H0oepdRTH
() TROH IR, sz MHOD
(B) DOR S IBeT

() BG R BITHT ruuaj,cﬂ@en’

5. What is the difference between “Bail and Anticipatory Bail”?
What are the conditions under which Bail can be taken in case of
non-bailable offences when a person accused of/or suspected of
commission of any non-bailable offence is ‘arrested or detained.
What factors must be taken into consideration before grant of an
Anticipatory Bail?

“eRD  HFP, VEFHD WD BR[NY AT BBYANW CIRTHTDY
LRENERCODRYT  LTOIPRRY, DOET a.)r;\’\ e:"’ci.raeanod)edaﬂ1 / 2083 ﬁéiodomd wodawen
2PN BRDZRYL BeToNTOE  WIBNH od5oPzh? JoeFme [eD WO

[
WS [ATL VONEIRLETT Lo3Nnh oodEd?

6. Section 25 of the Indian Evidence Act, 1872 states “No
confession made to a Police Officer shall be proved as against a
person accused of any offences”. Elucidate on the Law of

3x5=
15 Marks

3x5=
15 =ognsh

10 Marks

10 @wozns:

10 Marks



Confession with particular reference to Sections 24 to 30 of the said
Act with relevant case law.

o080 ®oF, wHIcha, 18720 Fwo 25 “Breder' ©HTH00D  =0od
BRBRT  BBRANODTY, O3R)We  SORETE,  LYMWT  BIOD adac;p FIRYAICY
BPEIRBY” 20D BT, SVRAQAN ROWODAT TIRINGIY © ToOTOD FOC
24 20T 30 3 ©TE W0wO0HAT SeEFRTR, wwgeds HROA. )

10 eo3ns:

7. Section 65 A of the Indian Evidence Act, 1872 states that the
contents of electronic records may be proved in accordance with the
provisions of Section 65 B. Explain the procedure with regard to
admissibility of electronic records with reference to the procedure
contemplated under Section 65 B and Section 67 A of the Act.

10 Marks

go08ecd T, OO, 18720 BLO 65 acﬁma# T NSRE LPDOBNTR,
FOO 6589 0D UTWOTNE NeBR  Thzwedd w@mwaada QOTH VMW, €
CORACDIT  TOO 65D BB, Two 670 NdRy,  wugdedy @6‘%&5 ma;)tﬁr‘\e}
ﬁ%eaoaa-‘éodb DTG, DBOA.

10 e2o8nsh

8. Explain the presumptions under Sections 113A and 113B of the

Indian Evidence Act, 1872 in the context of Section 498A and 10 Marks
Section 304B of the Indian Penal Code, 1860 and Dowry Prohibition
Act, 1961.

goddeod WY, VOILX, 18720 Lo 13D B 1380 B e
Apr TN, moscd Tod Aobdcd, 18600 Buo 498a Wy swo 304
TP =SCEEE IR O, 19618 AJPBeITY DWOA.
9. What are the orders that could be passed by a Juvenile Justice

10 Marks

Board regarding a child found to be in conflict with law, under the
provisions of the Juvenile Justice (Care and Protection of Children)

Act, 2015? What are the orders that may not be passed against a
child in conflict with law under the said Act?

o3eR00R  ROPRFE,  wIMT T FrhON FOWORATOZ  ROITTO
RODETOE  $3E W Ug8) mowd, 20158 eeohg wesseg M0 EOIE
IO TOTFOIN BREVETT LTEIRH IRPYP? G ToROD SBODHY JOTHET
WFTRR MR acbcsq RREOINT eﬂdeéﬁr{fnﬁa 03509237



10. Write short notes on ANY TWO of the folloﬁng:
(a) Motive, préparation and cond‘uct
(b) Dying declaration
(c) Victim Compensation Scheme

(d) Plea bargaining

83 B$NS ﬁéﬁ CIRTRTD WEY O és%eé [Aleleustsh
(D) 033, AGE B SBESLT

(D) VOB RDE TEPT

(%) Bp0T BIR TOHBT 0deeess

D

(8) sulod o

11. Write a judgment on the basis of ft;llowing facts and evidence
with reference to relevant provisions of law and case law:

The Nelamangala Rural Police have filed the charge sheet by
alleging that the accused has committed an offence punishable

under Section 302 of Indian Penal Code.

Facts of the Case:

Accused and deceased Rajesh were working on the land
belonging to one Akbar (Complainant) at Dabaspete and all of fhem
were staying in a hut put up on that land. On 29.05.2015 at about
10.00 p.m. the accused picked up a quarrel with deceased Rajesh
suspecting that deceased had illicit connection with the wife of the
accused and assaulted him with a chopper on his head, chest and
legs, due to which deceased sustained fatal injuries and died at the

spot.

On the basis of the complaint lodged by complainant (CW1)
Nelamangala Rural Police registered FIR in Crime No0.212/2015 and

2x5=10
Marks

2x5 =10
L30T N

30 Matrks



the Investigating Officer visited the spot and drew the spot mahazar
and collected the sample mud and mud mixed with blood from the
spot and shifted the dead body of ti'le deceased to the Government
Hospitél, Nela_mangala and conducted the inquest panchanama and
arrested the accused, recorded his volunfary statement and T-shirt
~and chopper used for commission of offence were seized and sent to
the forensic laboratory. After éompletion of investigation, CW.11

filed the charge sheet against the accused.

The Court took cognizance and accused was produced before the
Court and was remanded to Judicial Custody and framed the

‘charge against the accused. Accused pleaded not guilty.

To bring home the guilt of the accused, prosecution examined 6
witnesses as PW1 to 6 and marked Ex.P1 to P8 documents and

MO1 to 4 Material Objects.

Evidence of the Prosecution:

CW1 Akbar, who was examined as PW1, deposed that they own
land at Dabaspete and the accused, deceased Rajesh and a few
others were working on the said land and all of them were staying
in a hut put up on that land. PW1 further deposed that on .
30.05.2015 he received information about the quatrel between
accused and deceased Rajesh on their land and when he visited the
spot, he found the dead body of deceased Rajesh. PW1 further
deposed that immediately he went to the Nelamangala.t- Rural Police
. Station and lodged a complaint as per Ex.P1. PW1 further déposed
" that on the same day police came to the spot and drew a mahazar
as per EX.PQ and collected the sample mud (MO1) and mud mixed
with blood (MO2) from the spot. PW1 further deposed that



subsequently he came to know that deceased had illicit relationship

with the wife of the accused due to which he had killed him.

During the course of his cross examination PW1 denied the
suggestion that nobody had informed him about the quarrel
between accused and deceased and neither of them were working in
his land. PW1 denied the suggestion that there was no such illicit
connection between the wife of the accused and deceased. PW1
denied the suggestion that no mahazar was drawn in his presence
and MO1 and 2 were not recovered from the spot in his presence.

PW1 denied the suggestion that he had lodged a false complaint.

CW2 Aslam was examined as PW2 and he deposed Vthat
Nelamangala Police had shown the accused to him in the Police
Station and there after accused took them to a land in Dabaspete
and had shown the hidden T-shirt (MO3) and chopper (MO4) and

same were recovered by drawing a mahazar as per Ex.P3.

PW2 during the course of his cross examination denied the
suggestion that accused was not in the Police Station and he had
not taken them to any place and MO3 and 4 were not recovered at

the instance of the accused.

CW7 Ramesha who was examined as PW3 deposed that Police
had drawn the inquest panchanama on the dead body of deceased

Rajesh at Government Hospital, Nelamangala as Ex.P4.

PW3 during the course of his cross examination denied the
suggestion that no inquest panchanama was drawn in his presenée
and he put the signature for the said panchanama in the Police

Station.



CwWo Dr.Sumanth was examined as PW4 and heldeposed that on
31.05.2015 between 10.00 a.m. and 12.00 noon he conducted the
- port mortem on the dead body of Rajesh and issued the PM report
as per Ex.P5. PW4 further deposed that he noticed external injuries
on the skull, chest, hands and legs of the dead body which can be
caused due to assault with a chopper like MO4.

During the course of his cross examination PW4 denied the
suggestion that injuries mentioned in Ex.P5 PM report cannot be
caused by MO4 chopper. PW4 denied the suggestion that as per the
request of the Police, he has given a false report as per Ex.PS. |

CW10, Nataraj who was examined as PW5, deposed that when
he was working aS PSI at Nelamangala Rural Police Station on '
30.05.2015 at 11.00 am. CW1 appeared before the Police Staﬁon
and lodged a compliant as per Ex.P1, on the basis of which he had
registered the FIR as per Ex.P6 and handed over the file to CW11 for

further investigation.

During the course of investigation PW5 denied the suggestion
that on the basis of the false complaint he had registered a false

case without any enquiry and verification.

CW11, Rudrappa who was examined as PW6, deposed that
dﬁring the year 2015 he was working as a Circle Inspector of Police
at Nelamangala Rural Police Station and on 30.05.2015 he received -
the file relating to this case from CW10 and continued further
investigation and proceeded to the spot and drew theq spot mahazar
and recovered MO1 and 2 from the spot. PW6 further deposed that
"lhe sentr the dead body to the Nelamangala Government Hospital and

10



drew a inquest mahazar as per Ex.P4. PW6 further deposed that on
01.06.2015 he had arrested the accused and recorded his voluntary
statement -as per Ex.P7 and on the basis of which, accused to;)k
them to the spot and showed the hidden T-shirt(MO1} and
chopper(MO2) and same were seized by drawing a mahazar aé per
Ex.P3. PW6 further deposed that he had sent the MO1 to 4 to the
forensic laboratory and after getting the PM report{(Ex.P5) and FSL
report(Ex.P8) and after completion of investigation he had filed the

charge sheet.

~ During the course of his cross examination PW6 denied the
suggestion that he had not visited the spot and not recovered MO1
and 2 and Ex.P2 mahazar was prepared in the Police Station. PW6
also denied the suggestion that he did not conduct the inquest
panchanama as per Ex.P4 in the hospital. PW6 denied the
suggestion that accused had not given any voluntary statement
before him and no recovery was made in pursuance to his
statement. PW6 denied the suggestion that MO3 and 4 were created
for the purpose of this case. PW6 denied the suggestion that

without proper investigation he filed a false charge sheet against the

accused.

List of witnesses examined on behalf of the prosecution:
1. CW1 / PWI1 - Akbar

CW2 / PW2 — Aslam

CW7 / PW3 - Ramesh _

CW9 / PW4 - Dr.Sumanth

CW10 / PW5 — Nataraj

CW1l / PW6 - Rudrappa

A T o
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List of exhibits marked on behalf of the prosecution:

Ex.P1 — Complaint

Ex.P2 - Spot and Recovery mahazar

Ex.P3 — Recovery Mahazar

EXP4 - Inquest Panchanama

Ex.P5 — PM Report

Ex.P6 — FIR

Ex.P7 - Voluntary Statement of the accused |
Ex.P8 — FSL Report

o N O 0 W N

List of material objects:
1. MO1 - Sample Mud
2. MO2 - Mud mixed with blood
3. MO3 - T-shirt
4.-MO4 - Chopper

The statement of the accused under' Section 313 of (;Iodel of
Criminal Procedure, was recorded and accused denied the
incriminating .evidence against him as false and did not offer any -

defence evidence.

ARGUMENTS FOR THE PROSECUTION

The learried Public Prosecutor argued that the prosecution has
let in evidence to prove the guilt of the accused by examining the
PW1 to 6 and by producing the documents as per Ex.P1 to 8 and
MO1 to 4. It was further argued that though all these witnesses
were cross examined by the learned counsel for the accused, no
material aspects were brought out from their cross examination. It
was further argued by the learned Public Prosecut01: that the

evidence let in by the prosecution is free from any infirmity and

12



would eétablish the case of the prosecution beyond all reasonable

doubt. Therefore, the learned Public Prosecutor prayed to convict

the accused.

ARGUMENTS FOR THE ACCUSED

The learned counsel for the éccused argued that evidence let in
by the prosecution is full of material contradictions, variations and
discrepancies. It was further argued by the Counsel for the accused
that there is no direct evidence to prove the guilt of the accused and
evidence 1et in by the prosecution miserably failed to connect the
circumstances to bring home the guilt of the accused. On all these
grounds, learned counsel for the accused prayed to acquit the
accused by extending the benefit of doubt to him.

B: SUNT TonIney I TWNY $HISH HeS ToneRAT RIRIS FPOTRNIRY, By
BeDEALR, LoGeda SeTe WIOWO:
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