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fHRT :-
Instructions :-

1.          All  questions  are  compulsory.  Answer  to  all  the  Questions  must  be
given  in  one  language  either  in  I-[indi  or  in  English.  In  case  of any
ambiguity  between  English  and  Hindi  version  of any  question,  the
English version shall Prevail.
enft  q¥T  3Tfhi  ¥ I  enPr  rd  t}  i3aT  fca  ere7tIT  GEN  vtF  emTT  #  a  E
¥ I Ff± fan H¥T t} 3tan 3ife fan FIE tS dfa q* iferm ¥, al Ofan qiiI
7TTF dr I

Write  your  Roll  No.   in  the  space  provided  on  the  first  page  of
Answer-Book or Supplementary Sheet.  Writing of histher own Name
or Roll No. or any Number or any mark of identification in any form
or at any place of Answer Book that may be distinguished/ identified
to the candidate from others, is strictly prohibited and shall in addition
to other grounds, entail cancellation of histher candidature.
i3H¥  gil  ere7qT  Gi=IFqJ  rfe  t}  FezTT  T5  q¥  fife  iQrm  qT  a  3Tgiv
3ffa5iT # I  sfiT gil ¥ fife enT t} 3TfaetFFT fan eem T¥ 3FTT iFT qT
3Tgiv  ere7tIT  vi±  fro  qT  tTHFT  tFT  rig  fin  offtr t5tiT  fan  fs
qthff tfr i3ffl gil tfr 3FT i3ai gffro# a 3iiFT uEFrm CFTT wi, whit
rna  a  3ife  3ffl  aTFTRI  t}  eTfffi,  .BHtfr  enrfu  ffa  fca  ch  tFT
3TTFT dr I

Writing of answers must be clear & legible. If the writing on Answer
Book is not clear or illegible in view of Valuer (s) then the valuation
of such Answer Book may not be considered.
wit  di  #  iti<siiqc  wE  aife  qrfu  dr  3]ffi!qtF  €1  fan  qifemefi
tB  giiT  fan  Tr€  i3ffl-gil  @  fatFEE  qf±  q\cqi'cMcbTil  t}  TTtT  ti
3THtE  FT  37qrfu  an  al  ap  €Ti{grttlapl  tFT  Trfu  ifl  fch  ffl
whl

P.T.O.
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Q.No./
H.3F.

Question / RE

CONSTITUTION OF INDIA
€ ffl tifarm

Marks/
STEP

1.      Discuss   the   inbuilt   device   in   the   Constitution   that   saves        8
specified statute from attack on the ground that they infringe
Fundamental Rights, Part-Ill, of the Constitution?
thin # 3iffi entFT @ tqTcaT vi ch fan fife faia ch Eq
3m]iT qT HiiTTTtT rd d rfu q5{m a fs ap fafa ife]FT S TRT
3Tfin, e]iTT-Ill, ffl 5ed di a?

2.      Discuss  the  pardoning  power  of president  under  article  72.
Is it restricted by section 433A Cr.P.C. ?

RT @ 3Tgiv  72  t} t]Ea e]T7T<FT @ ife TR rd ri I  qqT qiI
¢u€ ffi ffl # €IiiT 433T ti rfu a ?

3.     What is doctrine of`stare decisis'?
'fa-ufftlltti<ui'  tFT fth tFqT a  7

CIVIL PROCEDURF] CODE
fma ufin tifin

4.      Aparty applied forpermissionto withdraw a suitunderorder         8
23  C.P.C.
a. What are the grounds on which court can grant permission

for withdrawal of suit. Explain with example ?
b.  If permission  to  withdraw  a  suit  is  granted  by  court  &

subsequent  suit  is  filed  which  is  barred  under  Limitation
Act then what is the remedy available to the party ?

q8]tFiT + 3TraTRT  23  aFT.F.u.  t} 3ife qitr al rmH ai ffl 3wh=[.;I  fin I
er.  iFit7Tan  EiiT qii=  qfr  qTng  a+  th  ap  fir  3;mnd  q{  fl  ffl

wh a I  Si{TEFT t} eneT HrsE tit ?
I.  qft  Flit  trrm  ai  qfr  3TIrfa  qiqTan  gT{T  3]=giFT  fS  TT±  a  3ife

HnIFT F€tiiqqffi t[iiT qien 3Tfrm a rfu a ffl qe]i:FirT{ S qiH
rm sTrFT ETTma ¥ ?

5.      According  to   section  9  of  C.P.C  "Civil   Courts   shall  have        8

jurisdiction to try all  suits of a civil nature excepting suits of
which   their   cognizance   is   either   expressly   or   impliedly
barred."   What   are   the   tests   to   determine   whether   a   suit   is
expressly or impliedly barred by law or not ?
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tF.F.vi.  tfr  €7iiT  9  t}  3T5HiT  '`ftr  FTa[  tFT  th  tqt]i5i¥  -Ttilq]dilf  EiiT

fin mlT 3Tfqtqffl: 3Te7tIT fafflRI 5q a ffi a,  BT Fral a fan
aFTaaTT =zii¢iicitji ri Et[gii Hat S quit qiri S ffro @ 3Tfarfu
an I" ta th-d qifem qE fffi ed t} fan a fs q* qiE fan
faia giiT 3TfPrEqRI: IT fafaiha 5T a rfu a ere]qT ra 7

6.       Whether  an  application  under  order  39  Rule  2-A  of c.P.C.  is         4
maintainable after disposal of the suit ?
fflT qit=  t}  ri{iq,{u]  t} u¥fflH E.H.vi.  t}  3]Ted  39  fin  2-T  $ 3jrfu
erha drrfu a?

TRANSFER 0F PROPERTY ACT
un er-tTFT erfafir

7.      Decide   the   objection   of  transferee's   lis-pendens   to   avoid         8
execution of decree that he is a bona-fide purchaser of property for
consideration without notice about pendency of suit.
fan  t}  fha  a  aThT  te   ciiqq7ici^ii   ckTFT  jPr  gq  3TTqfa  ch

fry  #  fs  tTE  ch  t}  finflT  an  rfu  grlT  t}  fin,
Hfinf ti rfu q5T apTTrd rfu a I

8.      Elucidate the difference between the scope of section 41  -transfer
by  ostensible  owner  and  section  43  -  transfer  by  unauthorized

person who subsequently acquires interest in property transferred,
of Transfer of Property Act.
flTFfa  3fFT  3Tfrm  @  €ziiT  41  -  g¥qFFT  di  giiT  3rfu 3ife
€]iiT  43  -  3FTTfty  Eqffa  EiiT  3rfu  ch  fS  qit=  fi  3frfu  #  Trf
flrfu # fed mtFT qi¥ ch a, # qRftr t} qtzT 3tER tit FEE ap I

CONTRACT ACT
ffl 3iiiieTfir

9.      Explain the various kinds of damages that court can award for        8
breach of contract and rules relating to assessment of damages.
ffl t} air tit t{en fi rtiiqidq giRT fl ffl ed rfu faitr Him an
8Tfan 3ife eTfan t} ffi€rfu ifefr fan # tqitHT at 7

10.     A, a singer, contracts with 8, the manager of a theatre, to sing
at his theatre for two nights in every week during the next two
months,  and  8  engages  to  pay  her  a .100/-rupees  for  each
night's  performance.  On the  sixth  night,  A willfully  absents
herself from the theatre,  and 8,  in consequence,  rescinds the
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contract.  Whether 8  is  liable to pay A for the five nights  on
which A had sung ?

TtF TTTfin tF  fife tB rfeTEF a d 3TTTa  a FTH +  rfu fltFTg # a
tiiT wh fan a TTTi # ffi an a 3ife a ed Et <itT t} Trri
t} fan  loo/-wh ti t} far qfflaa dr g I Ba iiH al tF i3H
fan a  uiiig,:±iq7<  3TFftera di a,  3ife  I+1tuii+i<fitl`i  tF t!fl ffi
ch ratl.u€raci  tFT dr .¥ I fflT H sT TIE wh t} far fan tF i im]T
azT, iF al rfu 3]i=T nd a TrffroftT i ?

IIINDU MARRIAGE ACT & HINDU SUCCESSION ACT
faTFT erferfin an

11.     Whether  the  amendment  made  in  2005  in  I-Iindu  succession         8
Act are prospective or retrospective ? Explain its implications
in detail?
tFqT ftiE sfi± Grfrm fi al  2005  i fan ri whFT qFfeTFT
€ qT .FtT8ft g ? Efl# fatreTT # faRT a tqit3qT at?

12.     Explain  the  preferential  right  to  acquire  property  in  certain         4
Cases.

gEF ten:3ff F flTqia 3Tfft nd $ 3]tan G]fin ch Rug at I
SPF.CIFIC RELIEF ACT

fRET= dr erfafin
13. (a) Explain the  law relating to  suit for injunction  simpliciter

without any relief for declaration.

(b)  What  are  the  changes  effected  by  "The  Specific  Relief
(Amendment)  Act,  2018"  in  reference  to  the  relief  of
specific performance?

(3T.)  tin @ HEitTtIT t} Fit T]iT  fifequ a qi+ t} wiq fi fafu ch
RE qffi I

(I.)  "fafife  3T5in  (thFT)  3Tfrm  2018"  a  fafife  qit;FT  tft
HEiqIT t} qiitT fflT qiwh mTffi a ¥ ?

LIMITATION ACT
ERE EHiEE

14.     (a)  Whether filling an application u/s  5  of Limitation Act for         8
condonation  of  delay  before  the  Court  "in  writing"  is
mandatory - Explain with case law.
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(b)  Explain  the   statement  -   "every  suit  instituted,   appeal
preferred and application made after the prescribed period
shall be dismissed".

(3T) HT fach e7T]T ffu wi fa iqTqit]q a VIer qfen 3Tfrmr qfr
era 5  t} 3ife 3Tha  '`fRE S''  qngd fin qi]T 3]iimqFii a?
--qiq€tti.a rfu RE # I

(I)  3Tfhae7T  ri  HrsE  q5¥  -  `'fafir  tina  t}  qiffliT  E¥  ife7tT qTE,  qPr
TT€ 3TtfltT 3ife fin TFTT 3TTfa rfu q5{ far qiquT'' I

MEAifggg:=ATrfulrfuco=LL±qu
15. (a)  Whether  "bonafide  need"  should  continue  till  passing  of

the decree of eviction ? If not, whether decree of eviction
can be passed ? Explain.

(b) Whether Decree of eviction passed on grounds of bonafide
need   of  plaintiff  u/s   12(1)(e)   or   12(l)(I)   of  Madhya
Pradesh  Accommodation  Control  Act,1961   can  be   set
aside  on  occurrence  of subsequent  event  ?  Discuss  with
case law ?

3T.      fflT   '`ai'i`\{tliaci,   3iicii!t+chcii"   ri  add  @  fan   Trffa  an   dq5

fie iEFT fflftr 7 qfa ra, al fflT iran @ fan qTRtT a
ffl wh a 7 HtE at I

I. fflT eniT  12(1)(5)  IT €7iiT  12(1)(q)  7TEnd xprm fin 3Tfrm,
1961   t}  3ife  -ciittliaci7  3iici¢z¢icncii  a  3mai¥  q{  qifha  add  an
fan   v€q[ci`qcil   tTHT   t}   an   qT   3mRI   rfu   tit   iTffl   a   7
rtilti€tti.ci  rfu tFTen tFt ?

*******
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1.         All   questions   are   compulsory.   Please,   adhere  to   the   words   limit  of
answers  as  specified  in  question  paper  and  such  violation  may  lead  to
minus marking.
enft H¥T 3Tfhi  ¥ I  ca q¥F t} sffl tft ¥Ta=-th q¥T t} eneT fl TT€ €,  sfl5T
3TEr¥q t7Tan # I  Eed qT HurmtF iFTtFT @ fltFaT € 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.
silt gftw 3maqT 3TgqFtF ire t} 9eFT Tt5 q¥ fife iQ7TiT u¥ a 3Tgiv 3tfin
# I sffl gftw fi fife veTFT t} 3Tfffi fan eeTTiT qT 3FT]T im qT 3Tgiv
aTa]qT ch± fro qT q€aTT t5T ch! fin 3tffa tFtiT fan fS qthmeff fl i3i]¥

E=Sqa#TEtTg@ffaalwhal=#vi"fflwiinwhdrF€3ft¥3FF
3.        In case there is any mistake either or printing or ofa factual nature, out

of the  Hindi  and  English versions  of the  question,  the  English version
will be treated as standard.

FR  fan pi!T S  fan ptFT¥ tft j*  IFT " ae2matF  giv  a,  ch q¥T t}  fra
ae7T 3tan 5FTfdit ¥ a 3tan iFTfFT FFTEF FFTT wh I

4.         Writing of all answers must be clear & legfole. If the writing ofAuswer Book
written by any candidate is not clear or is illegil]le in view of Valuer/Valuers
thenthevaluationofsuchAnswerBockmaynotbeconsidered.
quPr  ed  @  fa5TIt  fflE  3ife  qrfu  dr 3rm¥qtF  a I  fan qthff t}  ETV

=:=fflaltfi73FTfatRE7RTTqfflftTffi@/whT:15iTin$7FT*
P.T.0.
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Q.1-  Write  an  article  either in  English  or in  Hindi  on  the following
Social topic ..
iit+itiit!itl wfw;cr¢, faRT tR of€di " fca +-iha frm:

Gender discrimination in India

qiTFT S as in

Q.2-  Write  an  article  either in  English  or in  Hindi  on  the following

ffic:eezFfinTTofSthqTfrari-aHfrm:
"Essential practice" doctrine and Article 25 of Constitution of India

"3rm¥t7tF 3T`rm"  RTat 3ife rmiFT t} iifem tFT 3T5dr  25

Q.3-  Summarize the  following legal passage into English  (In  around

±¢::#==ids#e #ag=givfnL +-  Hian5qu rm  qae  Trd
TFrm if aTFTiT  1 /3   nd. a):

To  bring  the  statement  in  question  within  the  prohibition  of
Article 20(3) the Constitution of India, the person accused must have
stood in the character of an accused person at the time he made the
statement.   It  is   not  enough  that  he  should  become   an  accused,
anytime   after   the   statement   has   been   made.   While   there   is   a
requirement  of  formal  accusation  for  a  person  to  invoke  Article
20(3)  it must be noted that the protection  contemplated  by  Section
161(2), Crpc is wider.  Section  161(2) read with  161(1) protects 'any

person  supposed to  be  acquainted with the facts  and circumstances
of the case' in the course of examination by the police.

Therefore the 'right against self-incrimination' protects persons
who have been formally accused as well as those who are examined
as suspects in criminal cases. It also extends to cover witnesses who
apprehend that their answers could expose them to criminal charges
in  the  ongoing  investigation  or  even  in  cases  other  than  the  one
being investigated.
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Even   though   Section   161(2)   of  the   Cr.P.C   casts   a   wide

protective  net  to  protect  the  formally  accused  persons  as  well  as
suspects and witnesses during the investigative stage, Section  132 of
the   Evidence   Act   limits   the   applicability   of  this   protection   to
witnesses  during  the  trial  stage.  The  latter  provision  provides  that
witnesses  cannot  refuse  to  answer  questions  during  a  trial  on  the

ground  that  the   answers   could   incriminate   them.   However,   the
proviso  to  this  section  stipulates  that  the  content  of such  answers
cannot  expose  the  witness  to  arrest  or  prosecution,  except  for  a

prosecution   for  giving   false   evidence.   Therefore,   the  protection
accorded to witnesses  at the stage of trial  is  not as wide as the one
accorded to the accused, suspects and witnesses during investigation
under  Section  161(2),  Cr.P.C.  Furthermore,  it  is  narrower than  the

protection given to the accused during the trial  stage under Section
313(3)  and  Proviso  (b)  to  Section  315(1),  Cr.P.C.  The  legislative
intent is to preserve the fact-finding function of a criminal trial.

Since the extension of the 'right against self-incrimination' to
suspects  and  witnesses  has  its  basis  in  Section  161(2),  Cr.P.C  it  is

not    readily    available    to    persons    who    are    examined    during

proceedings that are not governed by the code. There is a distinction
between   proceedings   of   a   purely   criminal    nature   and   those

proceedings   which   can  culminate   in  punitive   remedies   and  yet
cannot  be   characterised  as   criminal  proceedings.   The  consistent

position has been that ordinarily Article 20(3) cannot be invoked by
witnesses   during   proceedings   that   cannot   be   characterised   as
criminal     proceedings.     In     adininistrative     and     quasi-criminal

proceedings, the protection of Article 20(3) becomes  available only
after a person has been formally accused of committing an offence.

Section  27  of evidence  Act,  provides  that  when  any  fact  is
deposed  to  as  discovered  in  consequence  of information  received
from  a person  accused  of any  offence,  in  the  custody  of a police
officer,   so   much   of  the   information,   whether   it  amounts   to   a
confession or not, as relates distinctly to the fact thereby discovered,
may be proved. It cannot be disputed that by giving such information

Page 3 of 9



the  accused  furnishes  evidence,  and  therefore  is  a  'witness'  during
the   investigation.  Unless,  however  he  is  'compelled'  to  give  the
information he cannot be said to be 'compelled' to be a witness; and
so   Article   20(3)   is   not   infringed.   Compulsion   is   not   however
inherent in the receipt of information from an accused person in the
custody of a police officer. There may be cases where an accused in
custody  is  compelled to  give  the  information  later  on  sought to  be

proved  under  S.  27.  There  will  be  other  cases  where  the  accused
gives the information without any compulsion. Where the accused is
compelled  to  give  information  it  will  be  an  infringement  of Art.
20(3);   but   there   is   no   such   infringement   where   he   gives   the
information without any compulsion.

The distinction. between inculpatory and exculpatory evidence

gathered  during  investigation  is  relevant  for  deciding  what  will  be
admissible as  evidence  during the trial  stage.  The  exclusionary rule
in  evidence  law  mandates  that  if  inculpatory  evidence  has  been

gathered  through  improper  methods  (involving  coercion,  threat  or
inducement among  others) then the  same  should  be  excluded  from
the trial,  while there  is  no  such prohibition on the  consideration of
exculpatory    evidence.    However,    this    distinction    between   the
treatment    of   inculpatory    and    exculpatory    evidence    is    made
retrospectively at the trial stage and it cannot be extended back to the
stage   of  investigation.   If  we   were   to  permit  the   admission   of
involuntary  statement  on  the  ground  that  at  the  time  of asking  a

question  it is not known whether the answer will  be  inculpatory or
exculpatory,  the  'right  against  self-incrimination'  will  be  rendered
meaningless.  The  law  confers  on  'any  person'  who  is  examined
during  an  investigation,  an  effective  choice  between  speaking  and
remaining   silent.   This   implies   that   it   is   for   the   person   being
examined to decide whether the answer to a particular question will
eventually prove to be inculpatory or exculpatory. Furthermore, it is
also  likely that the  information  or  materials  collected  at  an  earlier
stage of investigation can prove to be inculpatory in due course.
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Q.4(a+        Translate the following 20 Sentences into English
rlHrcirtld 20 wh-i5T 3f@di i' erg;alit ap   :-

(1)   8qfin' rfu q} fan ± t} fan
TIT

Eu -dfrd±rd

d`tIT
fin enTTT,  IT wi qftr tFvi nd rfu t} fRE tg 3TIriT 3Tiqan
aTqfha tFT fan ch I

(2)   HHmT qE  Ear  rfu a  far  e]iitT  TtF  flT9g {iq  a I  qg gil
tFiaT € far i]iia fan mgq rfu qT firi{ iti € I  aE fin fan FTqu
rfu giRT 3Tfarfu Ir 3ri FTft 3Tiife vi rfu wh ri wiTfha
ed t} fan rfu ¥ I

(3)    fflrmflIT  giv  a9zff  5T  Ti]T  wh  t}  fan  IT  i5i]iFT  rfu  HqF
3Tfro tFvi t} fan,  fan th 5TT ¥,  fan th HTFT fan th enft qT
treT5iti a, giv " fawn ira t} rd S ed€ th RE, ch qE wi, qp
wh deft fan th iwh IT rfu t5T in ed EFT 3]Tin a wh I

(4)    HT]iT   rtii¢iici¢+   giRT  tfr  wh  an  3Tran  q5T  TtF  pTen  a  ch  fan
Erfu t@   Fee t} fflgr rfe7tT an t} fca engr tFT@ € I  €7iiT 61
uqrfeTd  di  a  fa7  rtiltiiciti  gi=T fflft  fin iitIT  Far  flT7iT  fan
5T + 3ife a ffi # 3ife  rtiitilcici  t} tifeTth  3TfEN EiiT ERETRd
dr an I

(5)    E¥ 3Tfitffl * sT ffi aezff q5T,  fir qT 3Tfha ed ffltFT tTa7tFT¥,
q9]TfteTfa,  3Tqi ri qT 3TqiPr rfue]T t} fan ffiif{ q5iar a 3ife the i3iT
tT92ff tFT,  iT  fS  i3H  flTRI  ZFT fas  EiIT a  rfu  fgiv  ch  ¥,  un
q7an errfu dr I

(6)    Tq=u5  tFT  farm   rfu  farfu  i5T  €i   ETTRT  iTrm,   fatTTfin  rty
rtilqiiirTtlcr>i  th  =H  fin  T¥  3IT5T  i]iF  TtF  Fa  iti  a  qTv  a I  37iiFT  i]T

fan al TgEui5 Ea i al BTTdi an q5T ez]TT fas 3rmfr ch ¥q
pT a Tan a di 3TTqrfu Ttgrfi qT tFT igfTT a I  ri 3TtTma an
Tf]flw rty ed ed d> RE tit €zITT ifl fan iFTii]T € I

(7)    trfu  tm=  qa  tF  3Tfitffl  ti  qE  HtFE  a  fa7  FTfl  al qii=  TrF  fi  rfu
3Trfu  i7i=FT  TEt  fin  i5]T  HtFt7T  a,  Tit  qTi=  al  FRfi`Tq5  qi5F  qT  fl
flTTTTa tit in Frftr I

(8)   fariFT  tFT RE  Hated  d>  rfu  finaTrfe,  fflq]iF  I  fqTRE  al
al  rfu  <+q,chiTii  TT{ 3mrfu € I

(9)    HTap  a  TRTiFT  tFT vtF  TRIiF fin €  fs  fan Taffl¥ ri vtF  a
eneT  apft  ti  anPr  TT  ra  ed  3TeTFT apft  3Tgiv  3ife  apft  3iiitH`iqi
ed fi 3TIrfa la fl TIT ffi i I
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(io)   :I,`tstli`{ii"  rfu ed arm rfu,  {±,`tstli`<iiiii  ti nd rfu t} EiiT fan
rd nd tfr enaq  titsdi{iiHi ti ffla Eqffa an qua fi Tfl i HIRE i I

(11)   qfa fan al 3]TffluT tS td ffl tS i5v F " fin HT HtFt]T a
fan TtF 3Trfu fflTfliFT iF{ qTTfltFT tit fRE qT qfun ed t}
fan © fan,  qtfliF,  £Tqffi,  3Tfrrm qT T9TEFEFFT Ta .]THitqtF qT
3Trffa qT th 5wh t5T wh wh rfu tFRE a I

(12)  Fitz]iQZT| t} rfu a 'fffi ffl  qi= t# 3frfe fan rfu ¥ tr
FTEqTe7T  tFu€  ZIT  tr  FTcqiQ]T  tFii¥  th  rfu   €   ch  T8Tnd  giiT
ERETRH  qT qal  t}  37TFT-Ht{TT  #  <iiiiitoc  a I

(13)   flEF  tr  3TifeT  nd tFT  3T9Tha  ed  fliTTffl  3T#  t$  3T5HiT  fin
in FTRI I

(14)   i\-3Tch  t} FFTdi fi  iHiqTan,  effi t} 3TTtFT,  Flit,  iTrFT,  effi tPr FTg2f,
•ft E}  Hfflfha an 3TTf±  giv  nd qT qrfu  giv  ffiffl¥ tFT
E3maa t} frfu te rna a I

(15)   Tfma a ri faiha qRIr t} flTeT Tfa ch wi t} far fafa fa`TTTr
li<i+iiqcil  tri HitFii  5TRT  ffrTfffa  q5Tan $  3jiiT  apFTF  5qr  a  3TquT
fin GTTFT I

(16)   Tii5q  flitFit faiha  fa`TTh t} th rfu ti TUTqffiT al an gT
wh  3TEirtiiFT  rmiT  tFwi  IRE  wh  wh  i  gil  an  t}
3Tfarfu ch finffro tFwi faia rfe ri gig rd tFT rmiH an I

(17)   giv  qi+all  te7m  fat  ffl  vi  a  rd  faiTTTT  qBg  qT  fairm  qFT  faia
3Tfen   giv 3TRE tFT 3Tqha q5T Hfffi " fa5 urFT t}
rfu i75iFT 3Tfife a Hi75E at a I

(18)   faiha ind TIT gH itfa tB iTq5i] f± t} far gil S FdeFT maT
vi€ ¥ fcand/ed eTrwl rfu tlTrRE ch ai5itIT eniT Fed
drl

(19)   rfu  3Tfrm/3-i-€€H{iffiq,  TTrm  tFT  z7E  FreFrfu  rfu  a  fS  qE
vi tirfu nd t} fir giv fan aeIT fafca rfu3ff 5T TTTar
ri fflfS -FF}cr,-tj[,HCD  iTFT # ng RE rfu i a I

(20)   erTfltT  t}  iTTqT,  fflrfu 3ife RE tl q@ tFT fadr  €qiT  wh gp  qg
Eha ed 5T dr fa5a wi rfu fS wh fin t} aiezT aiapr
3fafu g¥T HE 5tr d qqE ti I
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Q.4®+ Translate the following 20 Sentences into Hindi    :-
i+PlfTcdrqci  20 nd- iFT fca # era;aii= fry   :

(I)   The   admissibility   of  the   dying   declaration   rests   upon   the
principle  that  a  sense  of impending  death  produces  in  man's
mind the  same  feeling as that of a conscientious  and virtuous
man under oath.

(2)   It has also to be bone in mind that in India, the maxim `falsus
in uno, falsus in omnibus'  has no application. It is not the law
that   if  the   witness   has   spoken  some   falsehood,   his   entire
testimony  has  to  be  discarded.  Testimony  of such  a  witness
requires care and caution at the time of its analysis.

(3)   It is well established that there is no presumption under Hindu
Law that business standing in the name of member of the joint
family  is  a joint  family  business  even  if that  member  is  the
manager of the joint finily, Unless it could be shown that the
business  in  the  hands  of the  coparcener  grew  up  with  the
assistance of the joint family property.

(4)   Section  34  has  been  enacted  on  the  principle  of joint  lial]ility
in   doing   of  a   criminal   act.   The   section   is   only   a  rule   of
evidence and does not create a substantive offence. The distinctive
feature of the section is the element of participation in action.

(5)   The  entire  case  is  based  on  circumstantial  evidence.  Pie:es  of
circumstances, however strong may be,  it is well-known that all
links in the chain must be proved. In this case a vital link in the
chain,  viz  possibility  on  the  appellant  No.   1   committing  the
offence, closing the door and then sneaking out of the room from
one of the two places had not been proved by the prosecution.

(6)   It is true that the power of revision confers wide discretion to
be  exercised  fairly  by  the  revisional.Court,  according  to  the
exigencies of a case but it is too well settled that such exercise
is  normally  done  only  in  exceptional  cases  where  there  is

glaring defect in the procedure or there is a manifest error on a
point   of  law   and   consequently  there   has   been   a  flagrant
miscarriage of justice.
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(7)   Whenever  the  question  of title  is  raised  or  is  involved,  then
matter has to be adjudicated by the Civil Court and not by the
revenue authorities.

(8)   Even  if the  "Will"  is  not challenged by  anybody,  but still the
propounder of the "Will" has to discharge his burden.

(9)   Territorial jurisdiction of Court ordinarily  lies where  cause of
action  arises  but  by  valid  contract  the  parties   may  submit
themselves to the jurisdiction of any other specific court.

(10)  Whether after rejecting  application u/s  438  Cr.P.C.,  Court can
grant relief of protection from arrest to the accused?  Supreme
Court under Article  142  of the  constitution of India may pass
such an order.

(11)  Trial  of "under trial"  accused must  be  speedy  because  speedy
trial is a fundamental right of accused and if his trial is delayed
because  of continuous  non-appearance  of police  witness  then
such accused should be compensated from the State.

(12)  Whether  omission  to   state  the   order   in  which   consecutive
sentences  are to  be  carried  out would lead to  assumption that
sentences are directed to run concurrently?

(13) Revision  is  maintainable  against  an  order  passed  upon  the
application for default bail as such order is not an interlocutory
order.

(14) Visitation rights  should be granted  in such a way that visiting
parent and child can meet like parent and child.

(15)  If the fingerprints were picked from the glasses allegedly used
by the  accused,  there  is  nothing to  indicate  what method was
applied and whether such method is trusted and tested one.

(16) The  Supreme  Court  has  repeatedly  expressed  the  view  that
Government and statutory authorities should be model litigants
and   should   not   put   forth   false,   frivolous,   vexatious   and
technical contentions to obstruct the path of Justice.

( 17)  The alternative dispute resolution mechanism will be encouraged
as cost effective and time saving mode of settling legal disputes.
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(18)  It shall be mandatory for employees, including those retired, to
seek  redressal,  at  first  instance,  through  this  system  before
approaching the Courts.

(19) A  legal  notice  is  intended  to  alert  the  State  to  seek  a  just
settlement.   When   such   a  legal   notice   is   served   upon   any
Department  asking  for  the  relief the  same  should  be  decided
expeditiously    in    accordance    with    the    prevalent    Rules/
Instructions and by a detailed speaking order.

(20)  Several PILs are filed because the competent authorities do not
perform    their    duties     or    redress    complaints.     Effective
functioning  of  the  departmental  grievance  redressal   system
would reduce such cases.

*****
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Q.No./
H.3F.

Question / RE

INDIAN PENAL CODE
•+][-<cfi-q  tng ffl

1.      Explain general principles embodied in the Indian penal code,

governing the exercise of right to private defence of body?
ife  th fffi  HfaTen a  3Tfin al rfu  ed  ffla  .Trth  €u€
rfu # fflTTfaE Hrmiq fen # tqiRIT qfty ?

2.      In furtherance of common intention ofA, B and c, A commits
rape   on   a   girl   under   twelve   years   of  age.   Under   which

provisions  of IPC, A and rest of the  accused persons  will be
punished  and  what  will  be  the  quantum  of sentence?  Will
there be any difference  in quantum of sentence if the woman
is below the age of 16 years?
T,  fl Ta th a  HiTTffl
3ng fi TTfin t} eneT qtrfu fir ent7T € I  T I Gffl 3TfuIr IT.€.
vi.  t}  fir  rmTTif  t}  iTEtT  rfu  far  fflch  3ife  Fug  @  7]iFT  tFqT
an7 apT ius tPr Fin # ch± fin an qf± di ch 3ng 16 of d
tFT a?

3.      What will  be the effect of acquittal  of accused under section
302 of the Indian penal code on the charge under section 201
of the Indian penal code?
eTRE  EU€   th  @  £7liT   302   t}  3T€ftT  3Tffii5EFFT  tft  xp  qFT
iTRth =u€ th @ €7TRT 201  tB Gwh 3TTwh qi fflT pi]iq dr 7

CRIMINAL PROCEDURH CODE
Eu5 rfu tifin

What  are  the  provisions  regarding  ``Power  to  examine  the
accused"?  What  will  be  the  effect  if  accused  puts  forth  a

plausible version in his favour in his examination?"3TffiFT  tfr  qifeTT  ird  tfr  rfu"  t}  witT  fi  fflT  miiiEm  €?  qft

erfflIr EiiT sdi qifeTOT S wi fir F ap th]RI fin qqFE q5i{TT
a al BFT ffl rm dr?

Explain the Revisioinal power of court? whether Revision will
lie against following order :-
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(a) Order passed under sec  156(3) to investigate.
(b) Order passed under sec 91  & 311  Cr.P.C.

(c) Order granting police custody under sec  167 Cr.P.C.
(d) Order framing charges, on ground that the accused had to

be charged for a lesser offence.
iqitm]q ffi FthTOT Rlfan tar qqgTv  ?  apT fin 3TTan a ffii5a ET@gTUT

a qffl a ?
3T.  €rm  156(3)  iI.F.ti.  E}  3Twh  3Tin te  qTRtT 3TTaTRT  7

a.  E7TiT  91   giv  eniT  311   E.H.ti.  t$  3Twh  qTfin  3]TaIT  ?

H.  €TTiT 167 i=.F.ti.  tB 3Twh gil fha i ti TIT 3rfu 7
€.  3Twh faffi End t5T 3TTaIT,  =H 3maTT u¥ fa5  3TfflIr ri FBEfiT 3Tqipr

t} fas 3TTffi dr en ?

6.      Whether Magistrate can take cognizance of an offence u/s 193
Indian Penal Code on the basis of a private complaint?
fflT rfe qRFT t} 3TTE]iT Fir Ffaife €7T=T  193  iTTch <us ffl t#
eniitT tFT th a fliFtTT a?

EVIDENCE ACT
HTffl  31 fe[ rri q I

7.      What are the  essential  ingredients to  convict a person on the
basis  of the circumstantial  evidence? Explain the  evidentiary
value  of the  last  seen together theory  and  the  extra judicial
confession?
qftftswfin   Hreq   t}   3maiT   tit   3TfiFT   @   ETqfae   t}   fan
37itTRTtF  atF  fflT  ¥   ?   3tfin  qTi  eneT  +  ae  ch  tFT  fin  Ta
TqirqSCTi{ tiap tS rfu iF tFT rfu i ife EN ?

8.      Explain the nature ofDNA evidence through case laws?

®OF0xp ffleq # xp n!iiq€e€id`i t} FmaTT a HE thftr ?

9.      What modes are available in Evidence Act for proving writing
or  signature  of a  document  which  does  not  required  to  be
attested?
fan iwh,  ffro 3]grmuFT  3m¥tTtF  TE¥ €;  tit fan Eiffle]¥ qT
fa ri rfu ed t} fan  HTRI 3Tfrm t} 3frfu tin-rfu th
ffl i3tTma ¥ ?
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sc & sT rpREVENTION OF ATROclTIEs` ACT
3]q.an 3ife 3T|.uiu] lit  (3ItqTiTR ffiiTTFT)  ffifaifa

10.     Ivhen the  Bar under  section  18  of the  Scheduled  Castes  and
Scheduled    Tribes    ¢revention    of   Atrocities)    Act,    1989
regarding the grant bf anticipatory bail will not be applicable?
Explain with latest case law ?
3T5en rfe 3ife 3T5tft tFTan  (3TEqTFT{ fin 3Tfflfir),  1989
# €7iiT  18  # rfu fifeT EFq 3Tfin rmFTH fra ch TT enT[ Tfi dr?
+c^,,Tic,H fflq fffi rfu wtE at 7

11.     What   are   the   changes   introduced   in   Section   3(2)   (v)   of
Scheduled   Castes   and    Scheduled   Tribes    Prevention   of
Atrocities) Act,1989 by way of Amendment Act of 2016 ?
3T5en rfe 3ife 3T5qpe qffi (3]iqfflt fin 3TftTfin), 1989
tfr   e]iiT   3(2)(v)   F   of   2016   a   whFT   3Tfrm   a   fflT   qfth

g{:Te]Tfha  faja  TTa  ¥  ?

POCSO ACT
a-fha  dqu^iGTi  a  rd-  tB  ckHUT t75T erfafin

12.     Do  you  agree  with  the  statement  that  the  most  important
ingredient for constituting the offence of sexual assault under
S.7  of the  Protection of Children  from  Sexual  Offences  Act,
2012 is the 'sexual intent'. Support your answer with reasons.
fflT  G]iTT  EH  tFeFT  d  vEFiT  ¥  fS  ire  37tREIf  a  FTari  ffl  theTUT
3Tfrm,  2012  th  e7TRT  7  t}  3T€flT  ife  ET]tFT  t}  3]q{Tu  S  iTq  S
fan  wh  F5rd  aiF  'ife  3TTrm'  a  7  3ri  i3ifiT  ri  tFiiuT  d
flFfEL an I

13.     Discuss   the   presumptions   given   under   S.   29   and   30   of
Protection of Children from Sexual Offences Act, 2012.
ire  3Tqwh  d  FTed tFT wia7uT  tiirm,  2012  @  eziiT  29  tr  30  ¥
fl Trf stTE7TquTTch @ fain # I

NDPS ACT 4&5
iqTqiF 3rm 3Pr{ IT: rm qnd Giiifaf=qii

14.     Discuss admissibility of confessional statement of accused under
the   Narcotic   Drugs   and   Psychotropic   Substances   Act,1985.
Explain with latest pronouncement of Supreme Court?
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15.

iqTqtF   3rm   3ife   FT:   IrTh   qiTT9f   3rfufir,1985   #   3TffiIr   a
tl."^icncra 59FT th Ti=z7tTT ch fain at I sqffl qTqii]q S ±
q,q€tci.ci`I.  t} met flFFra I

REF?T±IAB±_E=TR5##LNTS(#£i:a:t#,allan
Whether  provision  to  direct  accused/appellant  by  Appellate
Court to  deposit minimum  20%  of the  fine  or  compensation
awarded by the trial court under section 148 of the Negotiable
Instrument Act,1881  is mandatory? Explain with case law of
Supreme Court.

fflT   3TffiIr/3Tifeff   ri   3Ttflrfu   iTit]it]q   EiiT   TT5FT   fin
3Tfufir,   1881   tPr  era  148  t}  3Tffli]  fin  rtii<iicit+  giiT  3rfufffi
3Teke IT HfatFT tFT xpiFT 20  fro iFTT ed tFT fRI ti wiPr
rmt7FT  3TTETITtF  a  ?  i5Fi]TT  iElqTan  t}  rtiiq€ecid`I.  t}  eneT  tlFHTS I

*******
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Question/ qFT

SETTLEMENT OF ISSUES
itqlin-an iin

Q.1       Frame the issues on the basis of the pleadings given hereunder.

PLAINTIFF'S PLEADINGS -
The plaintiff (daughter)  filed a civil  suit on 24/07#011  against her

father   (defendant   No.1),   her   brother   (defendant   No.2),   her   mother

(defendant  No.3)  and  respondents  No.  4,  5  in  whose  favour  salerdeed
dated 23/11/2010  has  been  executed by  defendant No.1.  It  is  claimed in
suit that she has  1/4 th share in agriculture land having Khasra No. X, Y, Z

(disputed lands) and she is entitled for partition and separate possession. It
is also claimed that the sale deeds dated 23/11/2010 is null and void.

According  to  the  plaint,  the  plaintiff,  plaintiff's  father,  plaintiff's
brother  and  plaintiff's  mother  constituted  a  Hindu  Undivided  Family
and  are  coparceners  governed  by  Mitakshara  Law.  Plaintiffi  father

(defendant   No.1)   and   his   brother   Pramod,   their   father   late   Shri
Moongaram  and his  father late  Shri Bhima shanker owned agriculture
land  Khasra  No.  A  &  8  which  was  ancestral  property.  Partition  has
already took  place  between  plaintiff's  father  and  his  brother Pramod.
Disputed  lands  were purchased by plaintiff's  father out  of the  income
of the  aforementioned  ancestral  agriculture  land.  Thus,  the  disputed
lands are undivided ancestral properties of plaintiff and defendant No.1,
2  and 3.  Therefore,  since her birth,  the plaintiff has  1/4th  share  in the
disputed property  along-with  defendant No.1,  2  and  3.  The  defendant
No.4   and   5   by   playing   fraud   and   coersion   on   defendant   No.1,
influenced  him  to  execute  sale  deed  dated  23/11/2010  in  favour  of
defendant  No.  4  &  5  without  consideration.  Therefore,  the  alienation
made by defendant No. I  vide sale deed dated 23/11/2010 is not binding
and this sale-deed be declared null and void.

DEFENDANT' S PLEAI)INGS_ -
Defendant  No.1,  2  and  3  in  their  written  statement  admitted  the

facts alleged in the plaint and also admitted plaintiff's claim.
The   defendant  No.   4   and   5   filed   a   separate  written   statement

denying the  facts  alleged  in the  plaint.  It  is pleaded that the  disputed
lands  were  self  acquired  property  of  defendant  No.1   and  defendant
No.1  with  his  free  consent,  executed  sale  deed  dated  23/11/2010  in
favour   of   defendant   No.   4    &   5    for   his   personal   needs.   Full
consideration   amount  was  paid  by  the   defendants   No.   4   &   5   to
defendant No.I.  This  is a collusive suit and liable to be dismissed with
exemplary cost.
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q¥T  1   ii.tiila7ci  3Tfiha t} 3TrmT ui fatmeTEF faffi rna I

rfu tB  3irHqqi

rfu en) a 3Tqi fin pe 3F.1), iTT€ pe ff.2), Ft pe 3F.
3) 3ife Hfan 3F.4 I 5,  fas qer # Ffan 3F.1  i ffi3FT qF fas 23.11.
2Oio  ffrrfu fin an,  tB fflnI ffro 24.07:2011  tfr qit{ qxp fin I  qii=
fi  qE  i=iqT  fir  TTqT  a  fa5  i3HtFT  farfu  arty  aflTT  3F.  vtFH,  rm,  ds  F

qu  ifty  1;4  tff  fin  a  3ft{ qE  at giv  T97tF  tF55]T  qTa  tfr
3Tfen  a I  qE  ift  €m  fin  Tin  fS  fai5q  qi*  ffro  23.11.2Oio  ¥pr  I
errm a I

qiil  qT a  a]Ienr Ira,  nd t}  fin,  Frfl t}  ?TT$  3ife FTfl tfPr ti  TtF

try 3TfuFTRI fti qfin tFT iTa] ed ¥ 3ife HErfe aiFT fti5 fan
# ffroRT ¥maT a rfu at € I qTEt t} fin pe ff.1) 3it ed iTrf
ri iT9]T gil an a; fir wh 9Pr giv 3ife giv t} fin wh 9Pr
ffiTck en .ffi 8H¥T 3F. T aife ft ts `ffi di a 3ife ZIE fry ifl
efti  qTfl  a  fin  rty ed  iTH  Fife  ts  rfu  ji-a  BZFT a I  farfu
•pe tar fflfl tB fin i ri rfu fry ap iRE a 3TfEL a]FT a zFq
fin eIT I EH 9tFT¥ fra iEpr FTfl tr Ffan 3F.1,  2 a 3 ch 3TfuTTfin
fro tiTqRI ¥ I GIFT rfu q5T ed i5ffl a  1 /4 tff ftw ~ 3F.1, 2
I 3  dS HTaT a I  qian 3F.4  i 5 i qfan 3F.1  E} ffltT tFF tr tFq€ ed
ulacli€1  3F.1   al  mTfitT  tFT  !ilacli€i  3F.4  I  5  i;  Her  fi  fa3FT  qil  fas  23.

11.2Oio  ch  faiTT  Fffro  S  raqulrQci  tFirm  eni  3Td:  faRI  vF  ffro  23.11.
2Oio  a  qfan 3F.1  EiiT fa5IT iiqT 3tFT  riTffl iti a  3ife Eta ¥pr  I
ffirm tffi fin ut I
uraqidillul  tS  a]Prqqi

qian  3F.1,  2  a  3  i  wlciiGlqicii  qngFT  q5¥  TIT  qiF  fi  rfu  wit  anal
Gife FTa ts an tri ian fin a I

Ffan  3F.4  I  5  a  T9]tF  viqiqqiqi  qTgFT  tF{  qTiT  qT  *  ffi  veal  al
3Tditm fin € I  sitFT 3Tfin a fS farfu iRT qfan 3F.1  tfl H
3TfEL flTqffa ePr aife qfan 3F.1  i erTift aTftr 3"RIim# te 3FTIt
rfu  tiTFfa  a  gfan  3F.4  I  5  i}  tTFT  #  fa3FT  qH  ffro  23.11.2Oio
ffirfu  fin  9IT I  Hfan  3F.4  I  5  giiT  Ffan 3F.1  tri  qFT FfaT5F  a]ET
fin iiqT  ani  qE 5:se qii= g 3fr{                    of  rfu ffa fca
ch the € I

FRAMING OF CIIARGES
Q.2      Frame a charge/charges on the basis offacts given here under -

rriHrctruci tTeal tB 3rmi q¥   3TTdr/3TTan tfl faiill rna I

PROSECUTION CASE / ALLEGATIONS -
Deceased Prashant and accused Vinod were friends. On the date of

incident, deceased Prashant called accused Vinod and asks him to come
to his flat and when Vinod reached at his  flat he found Prashant angry'
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and restless. As  Prashant saw to the accused,  he  asked him why he  is
spreading all sort of rumors and bad things about him. Accused denied
doing  as   such  anything  but  Prashant  was   not  convinced.   Prashant
threatened the  accused that if he will keep  continue  spreading rumors
about him he will in-cke public his illicit relationship with his neighbour
woman. Accused Vinod got  enraged,  he picked up  a nylon rope  lying
nearby and strangulated Prashant to death. After Prashant died accused

pushed  his  dead  body  under  his  bed.    Accused  picked  up  Prashant's
mobile phone  and nylon rope,  locked the  flat  from  outside  and drove
away on his motorcycle. On his way to home, accused threw the nylon
rope  and  sin  card  installed  in Prashant's  mobile phone,  into the river
and hid the mobile phone under his bed in his house.

3i-rHqtui  ffl TiFT fflfflirm
erftr fife ti TatF rfu fin a I tTEi]T ffro t@ wi a faiir

Ech wh  fin 3ft¥ t5ET fs  qE wi rfe  qT Cnd  3ife flT  faiir wi E}
T# # qgiv al wh rfu t@ Ted ¥ 3ife 3Tut qm I ian a wi i
3TTan tfr ch wh wh qpT fs IF tt rd # enfr rat @ 3Tc5tma 3ife
gft rd rd RE a7 3rftry i tr B5 qft ted a giv ffu, ffi5
rri try  iti §an I  rfu a 3TfflIr al €FTch fl fS qg uHt} FR #
3TtFTiE tin fflft th al ng wi qan rfu tS eneT 3TatT wilt t@
tiTfaffa   if;i  chi   3Tffii3EFFT  faiir  T5a  ri  en   iiqT  3ife  wi  T3  Fist
TFTch @ Tdi i36itFT wi tFT TTiFT rfe fan fan di ¥q a Trf I
in tfl Tq a alit 3TfflIr + wi ¥TF iri wi faRI{ tB ffi €Tfa
fir I  3TRi3qFT i wi tFT fro 3ife iTqch tfr di i5tIT di,  par ed
aiET  a  ffliFT  airmT  3ife  3FTft  7ir  vTgiv  a  an  a  EiIT  iiqT I  tit  a}
wh i wi iTqch tfr T5fl 3ft¥ TatF t} tr ¥ ch fin ds t@ ra
fi tis fin 3ife fro t@ eni t]i F 3ri ffiTRE t} ffi igFT fin I

JUDGMENT WRITING CIVIL

Q.3       Write  a  judgement  on  the  basis  of pleadings  and  evidence  given
hereunder   after   framing   necessary   issues   and   analyzing   the
evidence, keeping in mind the provisions of relevant Law/Acts:-

Plaintiff's Pleadings :-
Plaintiff  agreed  to  purchase  a  piece  of  land  admeasuring  area  1

Bigha  out  Khasra  no.  333  of Village  Khamariya  from  the  defendant
No.1   for  consideration  of  Rs.2,00,000/-.  At  the  time  of  agreement
Rs.25,000/-was given as earnest money whereas rest amount was to be

paid at the time  of registration  of sale deed.  It was  agreed that before
registration  of sale  deed,  seller/defendant  No.1  will  get  permission  of
sale and  obtain NOC  from revenue department,  within a period of six
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months. The defendant No.  1  did not take any steps to take permission
and NOC. On the request of defendant No.I, plaintiff further paid him
Rs.I,00,000/-    out    of   the    consideration    amount.    On    asking    for
registration  of  sale  deed,   defendant  No.1   said  that  he   did  not  get

permission  and  NOC  and  lateron  denied  to  execute  the  sale  deed.
Defendant  No.  2  has  unauthorized possession  over  the  land.  Plaintiff
was always ready and willing to perform his part of contract. Therefore,
suit for specific performance of contract and possession of suit land has
been filed.

Defendant's Pleadings :-
Defendant No.  1 pleaded that he has not executed any agreement in

favour of plaintiff regarding land.  He had handed over the possession
of land  almost  15  years  back  to  the  defendant  No.  2  under  an  oral
agreement  to   sale.   He  borrowed  a  sum  of  Rs.1,25,000/-   from  the

plaintiff  and  he  is  ready  to  return  the  same.  Plaintiff  fraudulently
obtained  his  signature  on  any  document  but  he  never  executed  any
agreement to sell in his favour.

Defendant No.  2, has filed separate written statement and pleaded
that  he  took  possession  of  land  from  defendant  No.   1   under  oral
agreement to sale almost  15 years back and now he has become owner
of land by adverse possession. The defendant No.  1  has no right to sell
the  land to the  plaintiff.  Both the  defendants  prayed  for  dismissal  of
suit.

Plaintiff's Evidence :-
Plaintiff has proved the agreement. He produced attesting witness to

prove transaction  and he  also  proved  receipt  of the payment.  He  has
also   proved   that   he   has   sufficient   money   for   payment   of   rest
consideration  amount  and  registration  expenses  of sale  deed  but  the
defendant  No.  1  has  not  made  Registration  of land  despite  repeated
requests.

Defendant's Evidence :-
Defendant No.  I  appeared as witness  and gave  an oral statement

regarding  transaction  with  defendant  No.2.  He  has  admitted  that  he
rreceived Rs.125000/- from the plaintiff on the two different occasions.
He admitted his signature on the agreement.
In  support  of his  pleadings,  the  defendant  No.  2  has  filed  entries  of
revenue  record  showing  his  pc)ssession  over  disputed  land  for  fifteen
years.  He  admitted  that  name  of the  defendant  No.   1  is  in  revenue
record as  a owner of the disputed land.  He did not say anything about
making payment of consideration of land.
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Arguments of plaintiff :-
Possession of defendant No.  2  over disputed  land  is  unauthorized.

Oral agreement without consideration has no significance. He is entitle
for registration  of sale  deed  in  his  favour  and  for possession  of land
from defendant No.2.

Arguments of Defendant :-
Defendant No.  2 has already got ownership of disputed land on the

basis of adverse possession. Therefore, plaintiff can get relief of refund
of money only.

RE 3   ril+irtlrerFT erffled. Ta enRI i$ 3maiir tR enRI @ fain ed gv
fife,  faiTH5  faffi  ed  is  tTREiq  thGTtT  faftr/erfafin  tB
giv uTwh vi EZTFT a- =qiF¥ fan _
qT#  i5  3rfsHqzirf  :~

FTfl i qfan 3F.  1  ti in Gmfan tfl aHiT i.  333  a .ffi i a Tq5
an  em  2,00,000/-wi  S  q5q  q5vi  q5T  3T5riT  fini  3T*T  S  qFq
25,000/-  wh  qqii]T rfu tB  5T S  fan  ri  qalPe,  dr rfu  fa3Fi][  qF S
qth a  HFq  37tIT @ wh aft I  qa aq g3]T  fs  faffl  t7i*  qi5fro a  6
7]T€  tr  Ffan  3F.  1  erfu  E}  faffl  tfl  3T5Ffa  3ife  3FTTqfa  RTma  fa`m  a

mTa ch I  gfan 3F.  1  gTRT 3Tgrfa F 3FTqfa mt@ ed g5 xp qrd!]T@
iti  tfl  TT€i  Ffan  3F.   1  t$  3TatT  q{  fflfl  i  nd  3]fafha  1,00,000;-
wh qfha rfu F d 37=T fca I farm v7 EFT qffi wh ch g5 *
wl qT raqTfl F.  1    a tF5T fs wh 3Tgrfa Gife fflTTqfa mtFT ap tfl 3fl{
FT E faRT qF fha 3Trfu EFT fir i qfan 3F.  2  3Tfty 5T a
ip qi rfu i I qTfl rfu th E} 3ri e7iiT a qTFT te th q aiq{
iET a I 3TFT: th t} fafife uTaT Gin igiv t} ted te =iqT qnga fin € I

Tf" i5 erfin .-~
qfan F.  1  + q¥ 3Tha fca ¥ fa5 wh Flit t} pet a q* 3TFq

in t} rfu i farfu qa ffa a I q€ rfu  15 Ff iF rfurfl 3F. 2 ch
Tire  fat5tT  3T5deT  t}  aEtr  im  ffl  tFaT  th  gzFT  gi   wh  ra  a
1,25,000/-wh  i3e]iT  fan  a  ch  qE  qTqH  an  qfr  ant  €1  qTfl  Ei{T
ha"ist a fan iwh qT wi ERlmaT tFw fca g ping wh apft qa±
ffro 3T5riT fflfl tS qH # finrffa ap fin € I

than ffi,  2  a Te7zF a i]tiTFTm Hnga rd gr qg i=it]T fin a fs
F5 Ffan 3F.  1  a life  3T5atT t}  aEiT  15  of qF a ipa an tFapT qiq
tw  BZFT  a  3ife  3Tg  FfatEF  t5a  $  3Trm  q¥  qm  q5T  `an  al  gq5T  a I

Ffan  a5.  1  tfr  an  @  em  fha  ed  ffl  al€  37fa-EFT  T3 a I  air
HfaTTan i €iqT ffa ed ffl fife fin a I
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qT3 di HIRT  :~
FTfl a 3T5deT FTTPriT fin € I  tiEqqFT t} iiriT fi a]IrmuFT en tfr

qngFT  fin  €  3ife  grT5FT  fl  th  ch  gngFT  @  a I  wh  qE  ch  rmfha
fin € fs  wi  TiH aq5iqT rfut5a rfu 37i=T ted fe 3ife ffro  q7 t}
qth ts tB¥ te qrfu rfu € fat qfan i.  1  i ed aT+fflT 3TTFT
tB nd aft effi ZFT iffi Tti tFrmT I

wiaciciidii  ch  HTRT  :-

9fan ffl.  1  i wi t@ "ch t} 5T ¥ qngFT ted gp Ffan t5.  2 S
HTu §p tiaTtr5iT t} ifer ¥ ire tFe7iT fca ¥ I wh qE th fin a
fs  wi  Frfl d  1,25,000/-  wh  a fafir  3Tqwl qT mTa fca I  wi
3T5riT qT 3FTa ERIre]T dr ift rfu fin a I

Hfan  3F.  2  a  3FTa  3T6Tqrd  t}  flTrefa  F  yTi5TH  3TRE  tB  giv
ITngIT fan ¥ fan farfu iffi q¥ i3flt5T q5aIT  15  rd ti rfu dr i,
EH  entT  t@  iflFT  tFiar  €  far  iTma  3TfRE  #   !+laciiEl   3F.   1   tFT  ]FT
farfu tfl a di EB RT * ed i I ri ifl tFT tff qfaTFct fan wi
ts rfu ¥ tar T3 tFT a I

wi qT# :-
thru 3F.  2  tFT .fl qT tFaIT 3FTfty € I  at Ffha t} fin TFTT

ire 3T5deT fan FEtq tFT TS a I  qE ifi a farm q7 tFT qffi 3rri
qer S ed 3ife iRT q5T t5an Ffan E5.  2 a gTTFT ed q7T 3Tfen a I

wi  5TTfaqT#  :-
Ffan 3F.  2  ifl qT fry ed t} 3maiT qT tqEF FiTFT q5¥ gal € I

EH zFiiuT Tra fas rfu qTqu rfu th fli5TqaT mTfl q5¥ fltFar a I

-ul)GMENT urRITING lcRIMINALi

Q.4      Frame the charge on the basis of the given facts and write ajudgement
with reasons on the basis of allegations, evidence and arguments given
hereunder,  keeping  in  mind  the  relevant  provisions  of the  concerned
laws.

Prosecution case :-

(i)   On 05.02.2021  at about 3 p.in., the accused Dayaram armed with a
12-bore gun and accompanied with co-accused Harisingh, Ajmersingh,
Ramswaroop and Kaptansingh came to the house of Khalaksingh (now
deceased) at village Ranpur and abused him. In response, Khalaksingh
also    uttered    al>usive   words.    Being    enraged,    Dayaram    fired    at
Khalaksingh  with  his  gun.  The  injured  body  of Khalaksingh  started

profusely bleeding. He walked a few paces and fell down. On hearing
sound of firing, villagers including Khalaksingh's brother Jhandusingh

¢W5),  neighbours  Raghuvirsingh  ¢W9)  and  Jashwatsingh  ¢W2)
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rushed to the  spot where Khalaksingh made  an  oral statement to them
that it was Dayaram only who had caused guns shot injuries. After that
immediately, Khalaksingh succumbed to the injuries.

(ii)  On the same  day at 5  p.in., Jhandusingh  lodged the F.I.R @x.P-3)
at  P.S  Ranpur.  It  was  recorded  by  SHO  P.D.  Mishra  ¢W14)  who
registered  a  case  under  Sections  147  and  302  read  with  S.  149  of the
IPC.  After  inquest  proceedings,  panchnama  ¢x.P-1)  was  prepared.
Dead  body  of  Khalaksingh  was  taken  by  Constable  Bajrang  Singh

(PW12)  to  the  hospital  for  post-mortem.  Autopsy  Surgeon  Dr.  D.K
Kulshrestha Q'W11) opined that cause of Khalaksingh's death was gun
shot injuries described in the post-mortem report (Ex.P-15) as under -

"There was  a  lacerated wound  12  cm.  x  10  cm.  x  8  cm.

irregular  in  shape,  over the  left axilla and  chest.  Blond-
clots   were   present.   There   was   tattooing   around   the
wounds   and  the   muscles   were   lacerated,   pleura  was
lacerated on the left side. Left lung was lacerated. 2nd and
3rd ribs were found fractured".

Dr D.K  Kulshrestha  also  extracted  12  pellets  from the  dead body
and sealed them in a packet that was handed over to Bajrang singh.

(iii)During  investigation,  Head  Constable  Gotiran  ¢W13)  prepared
spot  map  ¢x.P.-11)  and  seized  blood  stained  soil  from  the  place  of
shooting  and  also  from  the  place  where  the  injured  Khalaksingh  had
fallen  down  (as  per  seizure  memos  Exhibits  P-12  and  P-13).  Blood
stained pellets extracted by the Autopsy Surgeon were also seized vide
memo ¢x.P4). AIl'the five accused were arrested on 26-02-2021  and
arrest  memos  (respectively  Ex.P-6  to  P-10)  were  prepared. A  12  bore

gun and 9 Cartridges, were seized from the possession of Dayaram, and
seizure memo (Ex. P-5) was made.

(iv)AIl  the  seized  articles  were  sent  to  FSL,  Sagar  along  with  letter,
copy  of which  is  ¢X.P-14).  The  Ballistic  Expert's  report  03x.P-16)
indicated  the  gun  allegedly  seized  from  Dayaran  was  not  in  perfect
working condition but it was capable of firing 12-bore cartridges.

(v)  After due investigation,  charge-sheet was submitted against all the
five accused  in the  Court of JMFC,  Satna who  committed case to  the
court of Session for trial.
Def;ence Plea :-

(i)   False   prosecution   due   to   prevailing   animosity   on   account   of
Panchayat Election.

(ii)  Someone  else  killed  Khalaksingh  who  was  having  a  consistent
criminal record.

(iii)The   oral   dying   declaration  was   not  reliable   as   after  receiving
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injuries Khalaksingh had become unable to speak.
E_v_idence-forDrosecution:-

(i)   The prosecution  examined as  many  as  14  witnesses  including the
witnesses  referred  to  above  and  Man  Singh  Owl),  Jashwant  Singh

¢W2), Sultan Singh Q'W3) and Layak Singh ¢W4) who had allegedly
witnessed Dayaram fired at Khalaksingh. The other witnesses were-

(a)  Santosh Singh ¢W6),  the panch witness  of the spot map  and
seizure of the bloodstained soil etc. from the spot.

a)  Kamal  Q'W7),  the  panch  witness  of  arrest  of Dayarain  and
seizure of the gun and cartridges from him.

(c)  Thakur  Singh  Q'W8)  the  panch  witness  of  arrest  of  other
accused.

(d)  Constable Bajrang Singh ¢W12) who had taken the dead body
of Khalaksingh to the hospital and brought the sealed packet containing

pellets to the police station.
(ii)  According to  Dr.  D.K.  Kulshrestha  ¢W11),  the  gun  shot  injuries
found  on  the  dead  body  of Khalaksingh  were  ante-mortem  in  nature
and were sufficient in the ordinary course of nature to cause death. In
the cross-examination, he admitted that after being shot at Khalaksingh
there was a possibility of survival for 5 minutes only.

(iii)Mansingh  (Pwl)   deposed  that  he   had   seen  Dayaram   shooting
Khalaksingh with the gun (Art.  `A').  He also referred to the oral dying
declaration made by the deceased.  In the cross-examination, Mansingh
clearly admitted that the relations between Khalaksingh and Dayaram
were  not  cordial  and  that  they  were  also  members  of rival  political

parties. Sultansingh Q'W3), a resident of another village, who had come
to   meet   his   cousin   Khalaksingh,   also   supported   the   evidence   of
Mansingh.  However,  the  other  eyewitness  Layak  Singh  ¢W4)  was
declared hostile by the prosecution.

(iv) First  informant  Jhandusingh  Q'W5)  reiterated  the  facts  scribed  in
the FIR by SHO P.D. Mishra. He clearly stated that before breathing his
last, Khalaksingh could reveal that he was shot by Dayaram only.  His
statement  was  corroborated  by  Raghuvirsingh  ¢W9)  and  Jashwant
Singh ¢W2) named in the FIR and also by Laxmansingh ¢Wlo), the
Patel of the village. P.D. Mishra ¢W14) admitted that the deceased had
criminal history.
Evidence i;or clef;ence :-_
The  defence  examined  Civil  Sungcon  Dr.  RK.  Shukla  (DW1),  who
ruled  out  the  possibility  that  after  receiving  the  gun  shot  injuries,
Khalaksingh was in a position to speak.
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Arguments of Prosecutor :-

(i)   By the evidences placed on record,  charges against all the accused
are proved.

(ii)  The opinion of Dr.  RK.  Shukla deserves to be rejected in  light of
overwhelming and contrary oral evidence.
Arguments of Def;ence Counsel :-

(i)   None  of the  witnesses  examined  by  the  prosecution  had  seen the
occurrence  and  evidence  of so-called  eyewitnesses  not  named  in  the
FIR are unreliable. This apart, the evidence of Sultansingh deserves to
be discarded as a related and chance witness.

(ii)  Existence of an unlawful assembly was not established.
(iii)The  prosecution  evidence  is  not  sufficient  to  prove  any  change
beyond a reasonable doubt.  On the contrary, the probability of defence
is clearly estal)lished.

u¥T  4 fas  TTa  ae2ff  t}  3TTBTR  qi  3rfu  faffi  at  ngT  jfa  fan  TTa
GTTan,  HTca  a  ed  t}  3m7iT  q¥  tltFTiuT  fife  rfu  faia  S
giv rmTri¥ ri ez]T] ¥ wh gr fma -
3dfH` u;ulr'  7FT  TTqTW  :-

(i)   ffro  05.02,2021  tfr 37tT!i=  3  rd  3TfiFT  EqTRTF  Tq5  qiig  all  ap
d EHffro in flEL3TfflFT ERfae,  3Twiife,  rmiq5T try apidliltj6 EB
eneT   -a-dct7r`i.6   (37q   ¥atF)   tS   HiTT  rmgT  fte7iT  T]tFFT   u¥   3TTqT   3ife  wh
TTTfin fl I  sffl¥ #,  qcichrtiE a th 3Tqnd tFT sffliuT fin I tRE in,
EtTiiiTT  i  3Tq=ft  ky  a  t§i¢ici,it{5.  qT  Tfr@  at I  3mFT  ¢9ctq,fts  S  ife
a  tiiffi  RZFFT  ifflT  an  aTiT I  qE  ha  t5EF  5=F  a  qFT  wq5T  3ife  ffiir
TiTT I  Tfr@ @  3rmu  g]tF¥,  TThTh fan  qtTrfe  qFT  iTE  gis  RE  (3T.
FT.5)  qan  qu  fas  (3T.en.  9)  rty tPl-ticl.tlrtl.E  (3T.en.  2)  q€iii:a;ra  #  3he
ill  STS  HTTer  ~ticichrtl'E  i  Tire  tFe7T  fin  fS  Ei7Trm  a  a  i3q  qT
Tffi S trm qgiv ¥ I  giv Bfa qiiI,  qFrfe qfr 3TT± an a ¥q al
TT€l

( ii) 5th fir flTfro 5 rd, giv i e7T]T mB¥ S matt qF]T RE  (u,
tPr,  3)  fRE  fen  e]T]T  mTTfl  tft.a.  fir  (3T,ffl.14)  i  erfi]farffro  fin  an
3ife  in.€.ti.  #  eniT  147  tTqT  302  nIrfeiT  €]iiT  149  a  3jwh  9q5apT  qtflng

fin I  ¥E  rfuIT t}  qii= qfflTFT  (F.tPr.  1)  aqiT  fir  iTqT I  EatFf€fE t}  ¥7q
t@  thirfu  a  fan  3TT¥8TEF  rfu  far  (3T.VI.   12)  gi{T  3]qfflF  a  qiqT
Tin I  ¥Ttr qifeTUT ed  qTa ¥Tq  faffro di  gt.t}.  tgrha  (3T.FT.  11)  i qiT

iFT fl fa5 5ratrfe tit Tq tFT t5TquT TTife ae gPr fin± Tinfr RthE
(nd tft.  15) i finittli{ ffi fini an-

"TtF  tFET  €an  tina  12  an.  IUTT  io  an.  grT  8  an.

3Tfrm  3rmT EFT *  q5iE  an ffi  q¥,  H  S  apwi
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fry  al  trm tB  nd  Gin  The  (fu)  fry  ch  3ife
HI.tleRlcit  ra  st  ch I  q5ngH  *  ch{. tFi=T  €ar  an,  rfu
fro tFCT 5en an, iFfl ae7T an qffl Ea st 8fr I"

di  ®.tS.  t5aha  a  nltlaprtl.6  t}  ¥Ttr  ¥  a  12  5¥  fl  fand  a  3ife
ed TtF ire # iftrfe z5T rfu fee ch th fan eIT I

(3T.en.   13)  i  tTETTevt]  tFT  i]iF¥TT

(F.tPr.  1 1)  qimT an ae7T sH eerm d ca q¥  qcicbrtl.6  ri Tffi an aft aeIT
tFTIf  qE  fit  q5T  an  (an  qiTtF  T.TPr.   12  rty  nd  tPr.   13  t}  argent)  H
37iqFT  ffiap  tlTd  @  ch I  ¥TT  qifeTUT  tFvi  nd  ¥TRI  rqrTci,qucr-  ETIT  fart
TTa  itFFT  ffi  8¥  th  ffi  qi]tF   (rfu  fl.  4)  gi¥T  tPITd  fse  Trai  qial
3Tffii3qFT  ffro  26.02.2021   al  fflitFT  fca  rd  3ife  fflTTFTra  vT5  (.z5F¥T:

nd TPr.  6  d nd tPr.  io)  dr  fat  TTa I  =trT" a  rd  a TtF  12-ir
iEF  3ife  9  EFTTiF tPltFT fca  TTa  3fr{ un T7=tF  (nd  tPr.  5)  F]iqT iit]T I

(iv)iFTia  tit5g=T  qi5¢  qiT,  fan  rfu  (rfu  th.   14)  a,  t}  flTu  faftr
faFT  uq\Ii¥ilcil,  enTT tch ffi TT€ I  glum RE # RE  (nd tft  16)
fi  an fir  TTqT ft5  i:qim a  EFfha RT a  iFTtFT tfr TT€  giv  giv  a
fflq; fteTfPr # Tft aft, fag ed 12 ir tB tFTw ed TIT wh a I

(v)  flTqqE  a]givTFT  tB  rfu,  qtal 3Tffigcmliuit  ts  ftiia  3TTch-qa  FTrfutF
Ffaiie  Fe7TT  an,  flt]i]T ti  fflqTen  ¥  qnga fin im fan utFFT al
frfu t} fan qiFT  -ciiqicici  tfr Bqiffa q5¥ fin I

rfuar 3iisqtcini :-
(i)   faFTa gum t} tFT¥uT Hffi ¥TaFT t} 3me7ii q¥ 3Tma 3Tfha I

(ii)  <gctcbl€i6,  fha  ffa  errqTTffro  RE  e]T,  ch  fan  3Tiq  tqfed aiiT
TTTRT  TTIT   en  I

(iii) itfbe Tird tFezT  li:iq<iil¢i  T@ eIT ae ae ch t} alit  <sitlci,itt8
RE a 3TVIal a TrqT SIT I

3ii>Hu}ulrf  di  TTTFT  :-

(i)    3ffitha  rna  i  tea  14  rna  tFT  rfuTUT  tFmaT,  fan  ¢u`{1Grai],`tii`<
ch  fflfan  t$  3TentiT  FTife  (3].ffl.1),  FTrfu  fas  (3T.FT.2),  gedFT  fas
(3T.FT.3)  giv  tTrqTEF  fas  (3T,FT.4)  fan  rfu  5q  d  €qirm  t@  tlctq,rtl.6
v¥ Tffi wh a in ap, Hfrm a I 37ffl rmfro a-
(tF) rfu fas (er`FT.6) t7ciTcat] tF qiffi Ta rd a qu 37iapT fflap tfr

an tFT qRE I
(tF) tFFa (3T.en.7) =qrm @ fflTqu ae7T wh fry Ta rd tPr an

tFT qRE I
(TT)  5Tt5{ fas  (3T.FT.8) 3FT 3Tffigiv @ fflTqu tit rfuPr I
(tT) 3me7tF rfu fas  (3T.en.12)  ch ± t} ¥TtT wl 37iFima a iFTr ap

3itr qlf a vtF rfu qte fan of a,  erri atF¥ €]itTT an I

(ii)  ef.   a.tB.   tIrife   (3T.ffl.11)  $  3TgrT¥,   tFarfu  t}  ¥7F  q¥  qT€  Trf
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TFTife the Ted tfl 9ff 3ife Hat E} enTTFq 3]=q5F i ¥q rfu ed ts
fan wh ch I qfanTUT ¥ wh ifro fin fS Th@ at ts qii= tFatF
RE t} the 5 fie rfu ed ch thTTFT ch I
(iii) FTife  (3T.HT.1)  i  3Thaq  fin  fa5  wi  iqTrm  tri  giv  (3TTffro'3T') a 5rarfu ch Tfr@ nd 5a in an I  wh T5zF E} life TErd
tFe7T ch ch rna fin I qfanTUT fi FTife a iFE 5q a rfu fin
fs -t3]-dcr,rtl.6  aeIT =trrm t} FtzT wiT rna id a 3ife a Tiq{ fawhft
{iuii^irdcb  Edi  i}  UERI  a I  gediiT  fas  (3T.FT.3)  ch  3]iT  Trfu  qFT  frm  en
3ife 3ri Fit eThi Eaiife a fin 3maT an,  a th FTife @ "RI tfl
giv @ I  Frife  vtF  3FT Tqgiv enft enqtF fas  (3T.ffl.4)  tri 3Tfife
a uH fRE thfha fir an I
(iv)  HVI  qqiicn-ch  giv  (3T.FT.5)  i  Fe7TT  gr]T  RE  ¥  e]T]T  g`Tra tPr.a.
ftffl EiRT frm iT9z# t@ in I  wh HE 5q a tFeTT fin f$ 3ffl
wh at  a TF  ticiq7rtl'-5  tTE qtTT fltFT  ap fa5 wh €qirm a  a Tfr@ FTa
Qfti  wi  q597T  tFT  qu  fas  (3T.VI.9)  an  trfu  far  (3T,IT.2)  th  ue7F
iF]T  fRE  #  flfha  a  iT97T  Tha  a  qtF  tTaFUT  fas  (3T.IT.io)  a  en2f]
fin an I tPr.@.fir (3T.".14) i ditFT fin fs TdzF qFT 3mrfe ffl
anl

qqlcl - :-
fflF  qer  i  RTfty  wh  5  3TT¥,S.   gaFT   (a.ffl.1)   tFT  qth=TUT  Ep.{iqT

fan EH ijTTTFT al 37Trm fin fS ae eni a qTi= 5rarfe an t@
fen i an I
eyftyqtTdiT;  iFT  wi  .--

(i) ertife qT iFqt]i£T ITaq a HFRI 3Tfi- S ffl5€ ench FFTfro a I
(ii)  erfha  giv  fawhfr  Tire  wca  t}  3TTtha  #  di  3TR.t}.  qqFT  qfr  "
erap fat wi rfu ¥ I
gqTiT  3Tfsucl¢cll  i5T  wi  :-

(i)   3Tffitha  aiiT  qua  fan  th  "ch  a  tTE=IT  ffi  adi  ch  3ife  uar
iFi]T   RE   S  TTfha   Tfi   an   a   tFTquT  rfu   Fq3thpr  qfr  qinI
erfaFTth  €i  EiT$  3Tfffi,  TtF  Rdr  Ta  fro  ench  a+  S  q5TquT
EedTife ch FTRI th tqtFFT fca ch the a I
(ii)  w ertw ng TIT erffro caTfin T@ Ear I
(iii) erfitha FTev  fan aft 3]Twh q} vq5 gfa¥F] tifa a  u+ ftT5 qri
t} fan rfe T@ € I Ewi f", aiTitr tfr thTrm qgan qi:]Tfro a I

********
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